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Abstract

Let A be the adjacency matrix of the Erd6s-Rényi directed graph 4(N,p). We denote the
eigenvalues of A by A, ..., A%, and |A{'| = max; |A\{]. For N7+ < p < 1/2, we show that

AA

max \‘ =1+ oW/Hem)
i=2,3,...,N Np(1—p)

with very high probability. In addition, we prove that near the unit circle, the local eigenvalue
statistics of A/+/Np(1 — p) coincide with those of the real Ginibre ensemble. As a by product,
we also show that all non-trivial eigenvectors of A are completely delocalized.

For Hermitian random matrices, it is known that the edge statistics are sensitive to the
sparsity: in the very sparse regime, one needs to remove many noise random variables (which
affect both the mean and the fluctuation) to recover the Tracy-Widom distribution [17, 18,23,
25,26,28,30]. Our results imply that, compared to their analogues in the Hermitian case, the
edge statistics of non-Hermitian sparse random matrices are more robust.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the Erdés-Rényi directed graph ¥(N,p), i.e.a directed graph on N
vertices, and each edge is included in the graph with probability p, independently from every other
edge. We denote the adjacency matrix of 4(N,p) by A. It is easy to see that A € {0,1}V*N is a
random matrix with independent entries satisfying

A= 1 with probability p
Y 0 with probability 1 —p

for all ¢, j. For numerical convenience, we introduce the normalized matrix

1
A= Np(l—p)A -y

so that Var(4;;) = N~1. From the circular law [4,5,21,31,33,38], we know that when pN > 1, the
limiting spectral density of A converges to the uniform law on the unit disc of the complex plane.

One of the most important questions for the Erd6s-Rényi ensemble is to study its extreme
eigenvalue statistics. Since the entries of the adjacency matrix have positive expectations, its
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largest eigenvalue (in magnitude) is very large and far away from the rest of the spectrum. We are
therefore interested in the probability distribution of the eigenvalues of A near the unit disc.

The matrix A has typically N?p nonzero entries, and in the regime p =< 1, A is a dense matriz,
as a nontrivial portion of its entries are not zero. Under the four moment matching condition,
it was proved in [34] that the local statistics of a dense non-Hermitian random matrix coincide
with those of the Ginibre ensemble. This is known as the universality of non-Hermitian random
matrices. Without the four moment matching condition, the local circular law was proved in for
matrices with uniform variance profile in [12,13,39], and for matrices with general variance profile
in [3]. The spectral radius of non-Hermitian random matrices was determined in [2]. Near the
specral edge, the universality of non-Hermitian random matrices was established in [14].

In the regime p < 1, which is more interesting in terms of graphs, the majority of the entries
of A are 0. In other words, A is a sparse matriz. For sparse non-Hermitian random matrices, there
is by far no result on the local eigenvalue statistics. In this paper, we prove the edge universality
for A in the whole regime N—1*+°(1) < p < 1/2.

For a square matrix S € CV*V with eigenvalues )7, ..., )\%, we define its k-point correlation
function pf through

-1 N
n *
F(zl,...,zk)pg(zl,...,zk)dzl...dzk:<k> E Y F(X,.. AL, (1.2)
cr it yemig=1

for any smooth compactly supported F : C¥ — C, and > is shorthand for distinct sum. For the
real Ginibre ensemble W, and w = (w1, ..., wy), z = (21, ..., zx) € CF, the microscopic scaling limit
of pkW exists such that

21

2k
N1/2 3 eeey Wi+ W) =: pw(z) :

li W(
N Pe (Wi

For the detailed formula of pw(z), one may refer to [11]. We may now state our first main result.

Theorem 1.1. Fiz 7 > 0 and assume p € [N~'F7,1/2]. Fir k € N,. Let w = (wy,...,wy) € CF

with |wy| = -+ = |wg| = 1. Then for any smooth compactly supported F : Ck — C, we have
lim F(z)|pi (w + G (z)|dz =0
N—oo Jok Pk N1/2 Pw -

Theorem 1.1 shows that the edge universality of ¢ (N, p) holds as long as the expected degree Np
has a polynomial growth in N. On the other hand, its Hermitian analogue is not true. Let A¥ be
the (rescaled) adjacency matrix of the undirected Erdés-Rényi graph ¢ (N, p) with normalization
Var(Ag) = N~ In[17,18,30], it was proved that for Np > N'/3+°(1) the second largest eigenvalue
of A satisfies

N2BO\E —EX) L TW (1.3)

where TW is the Tracy-Widom distribution for GOE [36,37]. For N°() < Np < N1/3=°(1) it was
shown in [23,25] that

N2

Tp(A§f —EX) -5 N(0,1).
In other words, there is a phase transition at Np =< N3, and the edge universality fails if Np <
N1/3=0(1) Tt was later observed in [26,28] that when Np =< N¢, there are Q(e'/%) number of noise
random variables that outscale the Tracy-Widom distribution. These noise terms affect both the



mean and fluctuation of )\g . For very small e, there is by far no efficient way to calculate them
explicitly, and even EA? is not precisely known.

Our second main result proves the optimal rigidity estimate of the spectral radius of A, as well
as the complete delocalization of the eigenvectors.

Theorem 1.2. Fiz 7 > 0 and assume p € [N~1T7 1/2]. Let A1, Aa, ..., Ay be the eigenvalues of A
with |A\1] = max; | \|.

(i) For any fixed € > 0, we have

max || = 14+ O(N~1/2+e) (1.4)
2<iKN

with very high probability.

(ii) Suppose u € CV satisfies Au = Au for some A € C with |\ < 2. Then for any fized ¢, we
have ||uso = O(N~Y2¢||u||) with very high probability.

Remark 1.3. To simplify the presentation, we assume that all matrix elements of A have identical
variance 1/N. As in [18,19], one may however easily generalize this condition and require that the
diagonal elements of A vanish. Thus one may for instance consider Erdés-Rényi digraphs in which
a vertex cannot link to itself.

The main results imply that the edge statistics of Erdés-Rényi digraphs are very robust: with
the simple rescaling (1.1), both the spectral radius and extreme eigenvalue fluctuations coincide
with those of the real Ginibre ensemble. The phenomenon that non-Hermitian random matrices
have more regular edge statistics than Hermitian matrices has also been observed in the literature.
For instance, the convergence of spectral radius of non-Hermitian random matrices only requires
the existence of the second moment [6,9,10]; in the Hermitian case, in order to have the convergence
of the extreme eigenvalues, stronger conditions are needed both for sparse matrices [1,7,35] and
for matrices with a-stable entries [29].

Outline of proof. In this paper, the regularity of edge statistics of A emerges in the following
way. Let H, € C*V*2N be the shifted Hermitization of A defined in (2.2) below. We study the
spectrum {1, ..., \n} of A via Girko’s Hermitization formula

D fun ) =

i g SNl 12
477N/C/0 V? fw, (w) Tr(Hy —in) " dnd w, (1.5)

where f € C°(C) is fixed, fu, (w) := Nf(NY?(w — w,)) and |w,| = 1. The main step is thus to
analyze the Stieltjes transform of H,,, namely

~._i ~ AN (N e (T i1
g:= 2NTrG, where G = Gy(in) == (Hy —in)™ .

The quantity g is expected to be close to a deterministic m = m(w,in), where m is the solution of
P(m) :=m? 4 2ipm?* + (1 —n* — |[w|>)m +in =0

with Imm > 0. It can be shown that




and the key to understanding (1.5) is to get a good estimate of P(g). Comparing to the bulk case,
the local law near the unit circle is known to possess extra difficulties, due to the cusp singularity,
ie.

P'(m) = 3m? +dipm + (1 — 0 — |w|?) < |1 — |w|| +n*/3.
When w is near the unit circle, the self-consistent equation is highly unstable, which requires a
very precise bound of P(g). In addition, the smallness of P’/(m) origins from that of m, i.e.

m=ilmm = O(|]1 — |w||Y/? +n/3) . (1.6)

Our observation is that the cusp singularity, in particular (1.6), can in fact help us on estimating

higher order terms in the sparse regime. More precisely, when we compute the expectation of EP(g)
via cumulant expansion (Lemma 2.2), we get

EP(§) = O(NC4(A12)EG?) + O(NCs(A12)EGY) + - - - + error, (1.7)

where Cj, denotes the k-th cumulant. Thanks to (1.6), we have

~3 s (L= [wlP?+ 0\ P b e 0 o
NC4(A12)EQ ~NC4(A12)7TL = O( Np =0 P(m) Np .

Thus this term will not affect the estimate of g —m. In addition, the second term on RHS of (1.7)
is even smaller, due to the increasing power of g. The same type of smallness also occurs when we
compute E|P(g)|", which suggests that the fluctuation of g is also insensitive to the sparsity. As a
result, it turns out that the cusp singularity is an advantage rather than an obstacle when studying
sparse non-Hermitian matrices.

Let us make a comparison with the Hermitian case. We denote the Stieltjes transform of AH
by g/ := N71Tr(A" — 2)~1. It is known that g can be approximated by the Stieltjes transform
m of the semicircle density, which satisfies

PH(mA) =14 2m® + (m")2 =0, Imm>0.
If we compute EPH (g, we get
EP™(g") = O(NC4(A1)E(g™)") + O(NCs(A5))E(g™)%) + - - - + error.

In the Hermitian case, the Stieltjes transform is no longer small near the spectral edge. Instead,
we have |mf| < 1, and NC4(AHL))E(g")* < N~1p~!, which is not negligible for small p. In fact,
when p is close to N™!, we also observe nonomittable fluctuation terms, and they all needed to be
added into P to form a new self-consistent equation of g*/. We refer the readers to [26,28] for
more details.

Now we come back to treat (1.5). By proving a generalized Ward identity (see Lemma 3.8) and
performing careful estimates of E|P|" (Proposition 3.6), it can be shown that near the unit circle,
we have

Goml<on (-1 418 1.8
G-ml<ON (5 + ;) (18)
with very high probability. Thus for n = O(N~3/4), we get the optimal estimate |§ — m| <
CN~'*ep=1 with very high probability, regardless of the value of p. However, (1.5) also requires



the understanding of g at large 7, where the unimprovable bound (1.8) is not sufficient. To this
end, we write

// A& Juw. ( )gdnd2w—4// O fuw, (W) wgdnd w
N—3/4 N-3/4

/ / 3/ O fw* Z a 1+N zdnd W= —= / awfw* ZG’L+N1 _1N3/4)d77d2
N~

=1 =1

(1.9)

where in the second step we used Ou,g = ﬁ Zi(éQ)HN,Z’ = ﬁ > anéHN,i. We perform (1.9)
basing on two observations. Trivially, as |[V2fy. |1 = O(N) and ||0y fu, |1 = O(N'/?), the use of
1ntegrat1on by parts improves the estimate by a factor of N~/2. In addition, we are able to prove
that ZZ 1 G2+N1(—1N3/4) satisfies a large deviation estimate stronger than g (see Proposition 5.1).
As a result, we manage to avoid the treatment of g — m at large spectral scales.

Up to this point, we have not considered the fact that A has positive expectations, and ﬁw is
a rank-two perturbation of its centered version H,, (2.2). As a result, there are in fact additional
terms in the estimate of P(g), e.g.

N
> Gia (1.10)

(see also (4.35)). Due to the cusp singularity, it is not sufficient to follow the method in the
Hermitian case [18], by estimating these additional terms through the top eigenvector of flw.
Instead, we prove certain isotropic self-consistent equation of the Green function (Proposition 4.3
(ii), Lemma 4.8), and together with the fact that EA is large, we establish the desired estimate for
terms such as (1.10) (see Lemma 4.8).

The above steps, together with the small ball probability estimate [32], allow one to prove
Theorem 1.2 as well as

N fe 00 = [ fulw)dte = 00v?)
i lw|<1

with very high probability. To establish the edge universality, we need to study (1.5) near the
critical regime n ~ N —3/% in more detail. To achieve this, we use the approach of Green function
flow [14,30]. Here we again face the issue that A is not centered. We solve it by using a two-
step comparison. More precisely, let W denote the real Ginibre ensemble. We first compare H,,
and the Hermitization of W + EA (Lemma 5.3). We then compare the Hermitizations of W and
W' =W + NEA;»(1,0,...,0)*(1,0,...,0), and conclude the proof with the fact that W + EA and
W' have the same distribution. In the comparison step we also make use of the isotropic estimate
Lemma 4.8.

Organization. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the notations used
in this paper. In Section 3 we exploit the cusp fluctuation and prove strong local law for H,, near
the edge (Theorem 3.4). In Section 4 we prove the two isotropic type estimates (Proposition 4.3
(i) and Lemma 4.8). In addition, for H,, we obtain entrywise local law in the whole spectrum
(Theorem 4.2) and strong local law outside the spectral domain (Proposition 4.6). These results
also establish the upper bound in Theorem 1.2 (i) as well as Theorem 1.2 (ii). In Section 5 we
prove Theorem 1.1. In addition, we prove a local law for A near the edge (Theorem 5.7), which
yields the lower bound of Theorem 1.2 (i).



Conventions. Unless stated otherwise, all quantities depend on the fundamental large parameter
N, and we omit this dependence from our notation. We use the usual big O notation O(-), and
if the implicit constant depends on a parameter « we indicate it by writing O4(-). For random
variables X and Y > 0, we write X <Y, or equivalently X = O<(Y), if for any fixed ¢, D > 0,

P(|X| > YN®) = O.p(N~P).

We write X <Y if X = O(Y) and Y = O(X). We write X < Y to mean X = O.(YN~¢)
for some fixed ¢ > 0. We say an event 2 holds with overwhelming probability if for any D > 0,
1 -P(Q) =Op(N~P).
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2 Notations and preliminaries
Let A be defined as in (1.1). For the rest of this paper, we use the parameters
q:=+/Np(l—p) and &:=logy2q.

We always assume & € [7/2,1/2] with 7 defined as in Theorem 1.1. We denote the centered
adjacency matrix B by B := A — EA. It is easy to see that

A= B+ fee",
where e := N~1/2(1,1,...,1)*, and f = q. We have Var(B;;) = 1 and
E|B;;|* = Op(N g% (2.1)

uniformly for all ¢,j and k > 3.
For w € C, we define the shifted Hermitizations of B and A by

0 B —w ~ 0 A—w
H, = (B*—w* 0 >, and Hy := <A*—w* 0 ) (2.2)

In addition, we abbreviate
H:=Hy and k:=|Jw|—1]. (2.3)

For z = E+in and n > 0, we define the Green functions by
G=Guy(z):=(Hy—2)"" and G =Gyu(z):=(H,—2)"". (2.4)

In the squeal, we use the convention that the indices satisfy

ik, €{1,2,.N}, o, B,7..€c{N+1,...2N} and i,jk,,..€{1,2,...,2N}.

As a result,
N 2N 2N
Z = 27 Z = Z and Z = Z .
@ i=1 @ a=N+1 i =1



Furthermore, we set ¥/ =2+ N (mod 2N). In particular, i’ :== i+ N and o/ := a— N. We have the
abuse of notations

N 2N
S fG,7) =) fi,i+N) and Y f(d/,a)= D fla—N,a).
i i=1 a a=N+1
We abbreviate oF

for differentiable functions F' of H,, and I:Tw. It is easy to see that

OyGi = —GpGy — GGy and 956y = GGy — GGy (2:5)
whenever H;; # 0. For a square matrix @ € RM*M of any size, we denote its normalized trace
by Q := M “!Tr@. Let us denote the limiting density law of H" by o,. We denote the Stieltjes
transform of g,, at z by m = m(w, z). It satisfies

+ “ im0 (2.6)
—— =z4+m-— mm . .
z4+m’
We also define
m
m=m(w,z) = —
zZ+m

Let M = M(w, z) € C?N*2N e defined by

L mIN wmIN
M= (wmIN min ) ’ (27)

where Iy is the identity matrix in RY*Y. The next lemma collects some elementary facts whose
proofs we omit.

Lemma 2.1. (i) We have the Ward identity

ImGy |Gy —m|+Imm
Z|Gij|2 _ i < G | . (2.8)
- 1 1

(ii) We have

Y Gi=> Goa, (2.9)

and for z = in,

Gia = Gai, Gij=-Gji, and Gap=—Gp,.
(iii) Parts (i) and (ii) remain valid when we replace G by G.

(iv) For z =1in and 0 < n < 1, the quantity m = m(w,in) satisfy

51/2-}- 1/3 i w| < 1
m=ilmm = . 7 f [ul (2.10)



Cumulant expansion. Recall that for a real random variable h, all of whose moments are finite, the
k-cumulant of A is

k
Cult) = (i) low Bl

t=0

We shall use a standard cumulant expansion from [15,22,27]. The proof was given in e.g. [24,
Appendix A].

Lemma 2.2. Let f : R — C be a smooth function, and denote by f*¥) its kth derivative. Then, for
every fized £ € N, we have

¢
Z]? k1 (MBSO ()] + Ry, (2.11)
k=0

assuming that all expectations in (2.11) exist, where Ryy1 is a remainder term (depending on f
and h), such that for any t > 0,

1/2
Rop1 = O(1) - (E sup \f<4+1>(x)|2 -E\h2€+41|h|>t\> +0(1) -Elh2 sup [V (z)|. (2.12)

|z| <A |z|<t

The following result gives bounds on the cumulants of the entries of B, whose proof follows
from (2.1) and the homogeneity of the cumulants.

Lemma 2.3. For every fixed k > 3 we have
Cr(Bij) = Ox(1/(N¢"?))

uniformly for all i, 7.

3 Local law for H,.

In this section, we focus on the centered model H,,. We shall first prove a weak local law on the
whole spectral, and then establish a strong local law near the spectral edge.

3.1. Weak local law for H,,. For fixed § > 0, we define the domain
Ds:={(w,2) € C?: |w| <0 L, z=E+in, |[E| <5 LN 0 <np<o ). (3.1)
The random matrix H,, satisfies the following local density law.

Theorem 3.1. Fiz § € (0,£/100). We have

1 1
(No)e i

max ‘Gij — M5j| < and max |Gij’ <1 (3.2)
) v

uniformly for (w, z) € Dy.

The next result is the probabilistic step in showing Theorem 3.1. The proof is a standard
process using Lemma 2.2; we omit the details.



Proposition 3.2. Fiz o € (0,£/100) and v € (0,§/100). Let (w, z) € Ds. Suppose that max;; |Gy;—
M;;| < ¢ for some deterministic ¢ € [N~',N¥] at (w, z). Then at (w,z) we have

. - s ()1 1Y _
rrli?x‘(HG)zj—i-QGz]‘%(l—l-qﬁ) < N77+q =&

Here H = Hy, as defined in (2.3).

Having Proposition 3.2 at hand, Theorem 3.1 then follows from a straightforward stability
analysis argument.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Let us denote g := G, and g := N~'>". Gy;. Suppose that max;; |Gy —
M| < ¢ at (w,z) € Ds. Triangle inequality and (2.10) imply max;; |Gy < 1 + ¢. Proposition 3.2
and the resolvent identity imply that

1429+ ¢*+wg<E and zg+gg+wg <E. (3.3)

Multiplying z + g and w on the first and second relation of (3.3) respectively, together with |w| =
O(1) and max;; |Gi5) < 1+ ¢, we have

P +22°+ (1+2°—|wP)g+2<(1+¢)E.

As m satisfies m> +2zm? 4 (1 + 22 — |w|?)m 4 z = 0, by Taylor expansion, we get a cubic equation
for g — m, namely

(g—m)>+ (Bm+22)(g—m)>+ Bm> +4zm + 1+ 2% — [w*)(g—m) < (1+¢)E. (3.4)

Note that Im(3m + 2z) > Im 2z = 2 > 0. A simple analysis of the cubic equation (3.4) implies
g—m =< ((1+¢)&)Y3. (3.5)
To estimate the entries of G, we can use Proposition 3.2, (3.5), and the resolvent identity to obtain
85+ (2 +m)Gij + wGis < (14 @)2EY3 | 8y 4+ 0G5+ (2 + m)Gyj < (1 + ¢)2EV/3, (3.6)

We can view (3.6) as a system of linear equations, with unknowns G;; and Gy;. Note that its
determinant satisfies

2 21—l | ™ | _ _
(e +m)? = [P = | 2| = fm| = 0(1)
Solve (3.6) for G;; and Gy;, we get
max |Gy; — M| < (1 + ¢)°€"/? (3.7)
1

at (w,z), provided that max;; |G;; — M;;| < ¢. In addition, (3.7) also implies max; |G| < 1 at
(w, z). By a deterministic monotonicity result (see e.g. [8, Lemma 10.2]), one can show that

max |G| < N¥
i

for all (w, 2), where Z = E+i7, 7 € [N"¥n,n). Then the proof can be concluded through a standard
bootstrap argument (see e.g. [24, Section 4.2]). O

A straight-forward consequence of Theorem 3.1 is the following complete eigenvector delocal-
ization of H,,.

Corollary 3.3. Let w satisfy |w| < 6% for some fized 6 > 0, and let v1,...,van € C2V be the
L?-normalized eigenvectors of Hy,. Then max; ||[villoo < N7V/2.



3.2. Strong local law for H, near the spectral edge. For fixed § > 0, we define the spectral
domains near the edge

St = {(w,in) € C x iR : [Jw| — 1] < N~V N1+ <) < N=3/4403 (3.8)

and

We also set S5 := SV US®. In other words, we are now only considering the Stieltjes transform
of H, at z = in. Applying Corollary 3.3, we can improve (2.8) to

, (3.10)

Z|GM‘2 ~ ImGy; - ImG - |G —m|+Imm
% =
— 1 n n

and as m(w,in) is purely imaginary, we also have
Gy < |Q| < |Q—m|—|—1mm. (3.11)
In sections 3.2 — 3.5 we shall prove the following result.

Theorem 3.4. Fiz § € (0,£/100), v € (0,6/100). We have the following results.

(i) For (w,in) € S((Sl), we have

1
G — —.
G m%Nn

(i) When (w,in) € S((;Q), we have the stronger estimate

G-m (3.12)

= Ny

An immediate consequence of Theorem 3.4 is the optimal upper bound on the spectral radius
of B.

Corollary 3.5. Let AP, ..., )\ﬁ be eigenvalues of B. Then for any fix 6 > 0, we have
(max|)\ZB] - 1)Jr = O(N~1/2%9)

with very high probability.

Proof. Fix v € (0,0/100). By Theorem 3.4 (ii) and Lemma 2.1 (iv), together with the fact that G
is N3-Holder continuous in the variables w and 7, we get

1

simultaneously for all (w,in) € SgZ). This means for 1 + N~V/2+% < |w| < 6=, with very high
probability, H,, has no zero eigenvalue, and B — w has no zero singular value. Thus with very high
probability, no eigenvalue of B lies in the ring {w : 1 + N~V/2H L jw| < 61}

On the other hand, using the moment method, it is not hard to see that ||H|| = O(1) with very
high probability (see e.g. [18, Lemma 4.3] for the proof of a similar result), and thus the spectral
radius of B is also bounded. This finishes the proof. O

10



For (w,in) € S;, we denote
P(z) = Py y(2) =2 + 2inz® + (1 —n* — |w[*)z +1in. (3.13)

Clearly from (2.6), m satisfies P(m) = 0. The main step in showing Theorem 3.4 is the following
strong self-consistent equation of H,,, where w is near the spectral edge.

Proposition 3.6. Fizd € (0,£/100), and let (w,in) € S5. Denote g := G. Suppose that |g—m| < A
for some deterministic A € [N~Y, N9 at (w,in). Then at (w,in) we have

(A+Imm)? (A+Imm)'/? (A—I—Imm)1/2/£3/4+A3+(Imu)3+17+771/3/€ 1

=:&.
N N5/2p5/2 N7 2 Nnl/3 1

P(g) <

The next estimate will be useful in the subsequent steps. The proof is a straight-forward
application of (2.5) and (3.10), and we omit the details here.

Lemma 3.7. Let us adopt the assumptions of Proposition 3.6. Then
P <(Imm+A+n+£"Y%? and P"<Imm+A+1.
For any fized integer r > 1, we have

(Imm + A+ 71+ &Y2)2(Imm + A)

o < (Imm+ A+ s+ 0)& .

5P <

In the squeal, we first prove a prior estimate, Lemma 3.8, in Section 3.3. We then prove
Proposition 3.6 in Section 3.4. Finally, we deduce Theorem 3.4 from Proposition 3.6 in Section 3.5.

3.3. A generalized Ward identity. We have the following generalization of (3.10).

Lemma 3.8. Let us adopt the assumptions of Proposition 3.6. Then

1 4 A+Imm\2 1
2

Proof. Fix an index j. Let us denote G := N1} |Gy|* and G, := max; N71 Y, |Gy;|*. We shall
prove the lemma by showing that

EG" < 3_(& + NOW)'EG"~* + &)/ EG /1 (3.15)
a=1

provided G, < @ for some deterministic ® € [N~!, N%. More precisely, (3.15) and Hélder’s
inequality imply

EG" <> (& + N0+ pi/5gl/Pyamgnym-ain

a=1

Since n is arbitrary, we get G < & + N 9@ + &4/ 5521 /3, Similarly, we can also show that
1
= 2 [Gagl* < &2+ N0 4 0476,
«
Take the maximum over j, we have

G < &+ N0 + ®4/5g)/° (3.16)
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provided G, < ®. Iterating (3.16) yields the desired result.
Let us turn to the proof of (3.15). By the resolvent identity, we have wG;; = —d;5 — nGir; +
(HG)yj5. As |w| > 1/2, we have

n 1 . -
EG" = Niw Z EGijij(—éi/j —nGi; + (HG)y3)G"

Z EG;GH(HG) ;6" + O<(NHEG ! (3.17)

ZZ —Crat (k) By (G2 GryG" ) + Resa + O<(NTHEG"
r=1 ik

where in the first step we used (3.10), and in the second step we used Lemma 2.2.

The second term on RHS of (3.17) is the remainder term. Following a standard argument
(e.g. [22, Section 4.3]), one can show that for any fixed D > 0, there is a fixed ¢ > 0 such that
Rey1 = O(N~P). For the rest of the paper, we shall always assume the remainder term is negligible
for large enough ¢. As a result,

ZZ it (Hig )B4 (G GGG )+ O(N ") + O (N HEG" !

r=1 ik
1 &K 1 r
= Nw 2 2 2 yiCrea(Hin) (ﬁ)m:@(azﬁ Giy)0l™ (G"1) + O(N ") + N™IEG"™!
r=1r1=0 ik ’
V4 r
=3 Y Wy +O(N ") + O (N HEG" T, (3.18)

r=1r;=0

where in the second step we used Lemma 2.3. Note that by (2.5), we have the trivial estimate

0pG =G =® and N72Y Edl(GyG3PGrj) < G < @ (3.19)
i’k

for all fixed [ > 0. Now for fixed (r,71), let us estimate W, ,,. We split into three cases.
Case 1. When r > 2, by Lemma 2.3 and (3.19)

Wrr < Fzgr- 1ZE|8% G52 Grg) 0y ™ (@)

. nA<r+1> n n (3.20)
a=ad > BIEGTT <> g PRUEGTT < Y (N TOR)TEG .
a=1 a=1 a=1

Here in the last two steps we used 3(r —1) > r+1 > a and ¢ 1/3 — N¢/3 > N105 respectively.
Case 2. When (r,71) = (1,0), by (3.10) and (3.19) we have

%2 n—2 o (Tmm+ ¢\ *2 -2
Wi < QZE |GG Grsl - G “5\"m ZE\GUG G2
(3.21)

/2
~ @(Imx + ¢> ]Egn75/4 g @521/4Egn*5/4 )
n

12



Here in the third step we used Holder’s inequality.
Case 3. When (r,r1) = (1,1), by (2.5) and (3.10) we get

1
Wip=——5— Z EG;;G37GiiGriG" ' + O<(E2)EG™

(3.22)
ZEGWG*QGHQ” L4 OL(& + NOD)EG™ ! = O4(& + N O®)EG™

where in the second step we used Theorem 3.1, and in the third step we used Lemma 2.1 (iv) and
Holder’s inequality. Inserting (3.20) — (3.22) into (3.18), we get (3.15) as desired. This finishes the

proof. O
3.4. Proof of Proposition 3.6. Fix an even integer n > 2, and abbreviate P = P(g). Proposi-
tion 3.6 follows directly from
n
E[P[" <) EEP|" (3.23)
a=1

and Holder’s inequality. In the sequel, we shall ignore the absolute value on LHS of (3.23), which
plays no role in the estimates. More precisely, we will show that

n
EP" <) EfE|P|"". (3.24)
a=1

By the resolvent identity and Lemma 2.1 (ii), we can split
P = (in+9) (NI (HG) + %) —w(N 12 HG)yi + gN~ 1ZG”) (in+g)Py + Py

The estimate (3.24) follows from

n
E(in+g)PLP"" <> EE[P"* (3.25)
a=1
and
n
EP,P" ! <> EfE|P". (3.26)
a=1

Comparing to P, the term (in 4+ g)P; contains the additional factor in + g < Imm + A, which

contributes extra smallness to the estimate. As a result, the proof of (3.26) is more involved than

that of (3.25). One key idea of showing (3.26) is the cusp fluctuation averaging introduced in [2,16].

We shall only give detailed steps in showing (3.26), and omit the proof of the simpler case (3.25).
By Lemma 2.2, we have

EP,P ) = —% S EH;GpP - % ZEgGiliP’H
; .

— ZZ —Cr1 (Hirj B (G P 1 ZEng PR O0L(ED) (3.27)
r=1 1ij
J4
=y X, ——ZEQG”P LrosEy.
r=1

The proof of (3.26) then follows from the next lemma.

13



Lemma 3.9. We have

X, - — ZEng Pt < ngEyPy" a (3.28)
a=1
and .
X, <> EfE[P|"C (3.29)
a=1
forr=2,3,.... L.

In the remaining part of Section 3.4 we prove (3.28) and (3.40) for r = 2,3. For r > 4, the
estimates of X, is easier due to Lemma 3.7, and we omit the details.

3.4.1. Proof of (3.28). By C2(Hy;) = N~! and (2.5), we split
X = —% ZE(@i/jGﬁ)Pnil — w(n 1) ZEGji(c‘)i/jP)P”*Q
ij ij
_ % > EgGuiP"' + % > EG;GiP" - win —1) > EG(0: )P (330)
[ 1] )
= % Z EgGyi PP+ X114+ X12.

Note that the first term on RHS of (3.30) gives us the cancellation in (3.28). It remains to estimate
Xl,l and X172.

Step 1. The estimate of X1 1. In this estimate we make use of the cusp fluctuation averaging,
which is contained in the factor G ;. The resolvent identity gives wGir = —d;; —inGj; + (GH)j;.
Thus

1
Xig =~ > EGuP" - ZEGJZGUP” 1y — ZIE GH) ;G P
7 ]
1
=2 > EGjoHeiGij P"' + O4(&)E[P["! (3.31)
ija
L

2 ZZ Cr+1 az)Ea (G]an]Pn 1) + O%(EI)E’P’TL ' = ZXI,LT + O<(51)E|P‘n 1

r=1 ija r=1

where in the second and third steps we used (3.10), (3.11) and Lemma 2.2 respectively. We start
to estimate the RHS of (3.31) for the case r = 1. By (2.5) and (3.10), we can split X ;; into

1
m Z E[(—GﬂGaaGij —GjaGiiGaj)Pn_l + (n— 1)GjaGl'an_2(8aiP)] +04 (51)]E|P|n_1 . (3.32)
Jo
By (3.10) and (3.11), we get
1

73 D E(-GiGaaGij — GjaGiiGea) P < EE|P"! (3.33)

ijo

In addition, (3.10) and Lemma 3.7 implies

~ (Imm + A + &Y/2)& . -
~a ZE 1)G0Gij P""2(80: P) < 3 > E|G;uGiyP"?| < ETE|P" 2

ijo ijo

(3.34)
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Combining (3.32), (3.33) and (3.34) results
X111 < EE|P|"! + EIE|P|" 2. (3.35)
For r > 2, the estimates are similar to those of r = 1. More precisely,
Xi1, < N3 — Z > EOLL(G;aGij)0L (P Z X110 - (3.36)
r1=0 ija r1=0

When 71 <7 — 1, by Lemma 3.7 we have 9, ;" (P"~ D < Imm+A+&Y2)3"_, 071 P", and
together with (3. 10) we get

Imm+ A

N (Imm + A+ &%) > EF'EB[P["* < Y EFE|P™ . (3.37)

a=2 a=2

X11,mm <

When 71 =7, by (2.5), we see that in each term of 00} (G;aGij), there are either three entries of G
that we can apply (3.10), or there are only two entries of G that we can apply (3.10) but there is at
least one diagonal entry of G that we can estimate by (3.11). Asaresult, >, 9,1(GjaGij) < N3&,
and

X110 < EIE[P™T (3.38)

Inserting (3.37) and (3.38) into (3.36) we get X1 1, < > o_; EFE|P|"~® for all r > 2. Together with
(3.31) and (3.34), we get

n
X131 =) EEP". (3.39)
a=1
Step 2. The estimate of X1 2. By (2.5), we have

w(n —1 n_
Xio= (2N3) ZEGﬂ'i((G2)J’i’ +(G*)j) PP 2, (3.40)

where P’ = P'(G) and the derivative is on the variable G. By the resolvent identity we have
w(G?) v = —Gji —in(G?)ji + (G2H)ji. Together with (3.10) and Lemma 3.7, we get

N3ZEG31 (G*);a P' P2 = ZEGW —in(G*)i; + (G*H) ;i) P' P2 + OL(EHE|P|" 2.

]

N3

To estimate the first term on RHS of the above, we apply

216G € 1G] < (G6a(G76 ) < AR Gap
where in the second step we used the resolvent identity and (3.11). Thus
%ZEG]-Z-( 2y, P' P22 = Ngf S EGi(GH) ;P P2 4 OL(ED)E|P|"
ij ij
_ ngw > EGi(G?)jaHai PP + OL(E)E|P|" 2 (3.42)

ijoz

l
NngZ o1 (Ha) (G (GP)jaP PP 2) + OL(EDEIPI™ = Y X1 + O<(EDEIP" .

r=1 ija r=1

15



Here in the third step we used Lemma 2.2. For fixed r > 1, we have

]‘ T T—T n—
Xior < Fa= 1231 (G13(G2)ja)0 =71 (P P2 wam. (3.43)

r1=0 r1=0

The remaining steps are similar to the estimates of X1 ,,, in (3.36). More precisely, when
r1 <r—1, by (2.5), (3.10) and Lemma 3.7, we have

On; " (PP ?) < (Tmm) 2+ A%+ k4+0%) > (ImmeA+£12)E)* | P+ (Im mA+A+5"/2) & | P2
a=3

Note that each term of 971(Gi(G?)ja) contains the factor Gj,(G?);, or G;,G;y for some x,y €
{i, a}, and we can estimate it using (3.41) or (3.10) respectively. We get

n
Xi2,rr < ZSfE|P|”_“. (3.44)
a=2

When 71 = r, we can split the terms of 971 (G;i(G?);a) into two cases. The first case is when the
result contains the factor Gj;(G?)j, for some z,y € {i,a}. For this factor, we can estimate it using
(3.41). In addition, there is at least one off-diagonal entry of G that we can estimate by (3.10), or
one diagonal entry of G that we can estimate by (3.11). The second case is when the result contain
szGjy(GZ)zw for some z,y,z,w € {i,a}, and we can estimate Zj Gj.Gjy and (G?) ., both by
(3.10). Together with Lemma 3.7, we have

X2, < ELE|P["2. (3.45)
Inserting (3.43) — (3.45) into (3.42), we obtain

e ZEGﬂ (G?),;u P'P2 < Zst|P|" @
a=2

which finishes the estimate of the first term on RHS of (3.40). The estimate of the other term
follow in the same fashion. Thus

n
X12 <) EMEP|". (3.46)
a=2

Inserting (3.39) and (3.46) into (3.30) concludes the proof of (3.28).
3.4.2. The estimate of X. Note that C3(B12) = O(N~1¢~1), and we split

_ _72 ~Cy(Hyj)ED (G P" ) ( )ZE@Z r J(PmY ZXQT. (3.47)
We first consider Xo . By (2.5), we get
1 o 1 o
X270 :O<N72q> Z]EGJZG?,JP 1 + O(TQQ) iZjEijGi/i/GﬁP 1

+ O( ) ZEG]]GZ iGirj P =1 X091+ Xo02+ X203
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By Hélder’s inequality and Lemma 3.8, we have N~ 3", |Gile%j| < 53/4, and thus

X270’1 < q_1€§/4 < 51E‘P‘n_1 .
By (3.10), (3.11) and Cauchy-Schwarz, we get

Imm + A\ 1/2
X L oNeg A <7) E|P[* ! < &E|P|" L.
2,02 < NZg (Imm + A)? Ny |P|"™" < & E|P|

To estimate X3 ¢ 3, note that we have the resolvent identity wGy; = —d;; —inGi; +(HG);j. Together
with |w|™! < 2, we get

1 n— n—
X2’0’3 = O<N72q> ZEGj]Gz’z(HG)ZJP 1 —+ 04(51)E’P’ 1

(3.48)
- o( ) ZEGJ]GZ iHiaGoi Pt + O (6)E|P|" .
ijo
Now we apply Lemma 2.2 to the first term on RHS of (3.48) with h = H,,, and estimate the results
by (3.10), (3.11) and Lemma 3.7. This leads to the estimate X993 < Y o_; ELE|P|"~* as desired.
As a result, we have

n
Xo0 = Y _EIE[P|"C. (3.49)
a=1
Now let us consider Xz 1. By (2.5), (3.10), (3.11) and Lemma 3.7, we see that

Xoq = 0( )ZEG“GN(QJG)P’P” 2 +0< )ZEG]ZG],(@]G)P P2

(3.50)
= 0( )ZEGHG”((G% +(G?)j0)P'P"? + OL(EDE| P 2.

To estimate the first term on RHS of (3.50), we again use the resolvent identity w(G?);; = —G;; —
in(G?%);j + (HG?);; and |w|~! < 2, which lead to

1 _ IR _
Xo, = o(N—S) N EGyiGijHia(G?aiP'P" % + OL(EDEIP 2 < Y EEIP™.  (3.51)
q o a=1
Here in the second step we used Lemma 2.2 with h = H,,, and estimate the results by (3.10),
(3.11) and Lemma 3.7. The second term on RHS of (3.50) can be estimated in the same fashion.
Then let us consider the term X 2, which cam be split into

Xog = 0(N12q) ZEGﬁ(@%j P)p2 +0( )ZIEG], 0y, P)2P"3 =: Xp91 + Xo39.
ij

By (2.5), the most dangerous term in Xg 91 is

( ) ZEG]ZG G2);,P' P2

1, Imm—l—A 1/2 (Imm + A)?
= N3q ( Nn ) n
where in the first step we used (3.10), (3.11) and Lemma 3.7. By estimating other terms in X521
in a similar fashion, we get X921 < EZE|P|"2. In addition, by Lemma 3.7 and (3.10), one easily
sees that Xo 992 < EE|P|"3. Thus Xoo < EXE|P[" 2 + EIE|P|" 3. Together with (3.47), (3.49)
and (3.51), we get Xo < Y o, EFE[P|"* as desired.

(Imm + A + n+ &'/2)2E|P|""2 < E2E|P|"2,
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3.4.3. The estimate of X3. Note that C4(B12) = O(N~1q~2), and thus

X3 = —% Z éc4(Hi’j)Eai3’j(GjiPn_l) <N2 2) ZE83 " (P ZX?W' (3.52)
ij

Let us first estimate X39. When we apply three dy; on Gj;, there will be three types of terms:
terms containing only diagonal entries of GG, terms contain two off-diagonal entries of G, and terms
containing four diagonal entries of G. All these terms can be easily estimated by Lemma 3.8 and
(3.11). More precisely, we have

X3 < N2 5 Y EIG3GiiGyy P" | + N2 - Y _E|Gq#Gy;Gh P (3.53)
ij l]
+ N2q2 ZE|Gi,i,ijGi/jGijP"*1| + N2q2 ZE\G?,jGijP”’1| < EE|P"L.
i i

Next we estimate of X3 1. By (2.5), we see that

1 _
X31 < Nig > E|07;(Gji) P (G?)ir; P2
tj
1 _ 1 _
= N3q2 ZE|GJ]GM’G2’]P/(G2)'L’]Pn 2’ + 7N3q2 ZE|GJJG2/1/G1]P/(G2)1’]Pn 2|
— i

N3 2ZE\GUG2 P'(G?)yjP" % = X311+ X512+ X313

By (3.11) and Lemma 3.7, we have

2
(A +Tmm)((Imm)? + A% + K + n?) ZE‘GH 2y, P2

X311 < N3

ij
(A +TImm)((Imm)? + A% + k +n?) NImm + A)
= N3g2 2

E|P|""% < ETE|P|" 2,

and the same estimate works for X3 2. In addition, (3.10) and Lemma 3.7 imply

(A 4+ Imm)((Imm)? + A2
N3ng?

) S E|G2, P < E2E| PR

]

X313 <

As a result,
X31 < 512E|P‘n_2 . (3.54)

Now we estimate X32. By (2.5), we have

<35 2 IO G000 PP+ Sy SN0, Gn) (08, PYP
i ]

ZE|G”G”<P’<G2>U> P3|+

ZE]Gﬂ/Gﬂ(P’(G2)”)2P” 3|

N42 N42

ZE’Gz szjaz](Pl(GQ)z j)Pn 2| + N3 2 ZE|G31G]1'8Z](P/(G2)1 J)Pn 2‘
ij ij
=: X301+ -+ X324.

N32
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y (3.10), (3.11) and Lemma 3.7, we get

X321 <

(A +Imm)(A® + (Imm)? + k +1?) 22 pn_3
N4g2 ZE| (G7) zJP |
ij

- (A +Tmm)(A%2 + Imm)? + K+ 132 N(A + Imm)E|P"_3| < S|P

N4q2 773
and similarly we get X392 < ESE|P["73. In addition, by (2.5), (3.10), (3.11) and Lemma 3.7 we
get

1 _ _
X323 < Nog ZEGii'ij(ij(GQ)i'i' + Gy (G?);;)P'P" "% + ESE|P[" 2
ij

1 N?Imm+A)?

< Nog2 ; (Imm + A + n+ &'/2)?E|P|" "2 + E2E|P|"~% < E2E|P|" 2,

and similarly X304 < EZE|P["72. As a result, we get
X329 < EZE|P|"2 + E3E|P|" 3. (3.55)

Finally we estimate of X33. By (3.10), (3.41) and Lemma 3.7, it is easy to see that

4
1 n— a n—a
X33 < NTqQZmGﬁ(a;jP)P 2|+ EEIP
ij a=3
4
ZE|G 05, (P/(G?)yj) P2 + > EFE| P (3.56)
a=3
4

1 n— a n—a
< Faz 2 ElGH(0F, (G PP 4 DD EEIPIM
ij a=3

N32

By (2.5), (3.10) and (3.11), the first term on RHS of (3.56) is stochastically dominated by

1 n— n—
N3g? > _E|Gi[(G*)r0GjiGirj + (G?)j G Gj + (GPijGlj + (GGG PP < ETE|P|"

Inserting the above into (3.56) we get

4
X33 < Y EEP|". (3.57)
a=2

Combining (3.53), (3.54), (3.55) and (3.57) we get X3 < 3_a_, EFE|P|"* as desired. This finishes
the proof of Lemma 3.9, and thus we conclude the proof of Proposition 3.6.

3.5. Stability analysis: Proof of Theorem 3.4. By Proposition 3.6, Taylor expansion and
P(m) =0, we have

(g —m)3 + (3m + 2in)(g — m)? + (3m?* + 4imn + 1 — 0> — |w*)(g —m) < & .
From Lemma 2.1, we see that

o

3m2+4imn+1—n2—|w\2:2m2+2imn—ﬂx(Imm)2+ .
m Imm
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By a standard stability analysis of cubic equations (e.g. [16, Lemma 3.10]) we get

—m < min{ &7° &' &1 (3.58)
g U (Imm +0)Y/2" (Imm)2 +n/Imm [ '

(i) When (w,in) € Sgl), Lemma 2.1 and (3.58) imply
i d g1/ & _ nin £9/3 & e 359
g—m=min (& g = i ST\ ) (3.59)

In addition,

A? + (Imm)? A1/2—|—(Imm)1/2 A1/2+(Imm)1/2H3/4+ A3+(Imm)3+77+771/3/£ 1

&1 =< )
! Nn (Nn)>/2 * Nn & * Nnl/3

where Imm < k% + /3. Combining (3.59) and the above, we get

Nn

Nn

(Nn)?

A2\ A N6 1 AL/3 A kY243
g‘””() (os) * sttt

provided that g — m < A. Tterating the above gives

1 I‘il/2 +n1/3 1

g—m < Nin + (]72 < N777 ,
which is the desired result.
(ii) When (w,in) € S((;2), Lemma 2.1 and (3.58) imply
<mind e 8\ Z i {1 &” & (3.60)
g —m < min 1 = min VL (- .

In addition, Lemma 2.1 shows Imm = O(n/k), and thus

A2+ (/) APt (fe)2 AR /)R g A e

& < /AR LT —
1 Nn (N7)>/2 N7 PRI R @ Npl/3

Combining (3.60) with the above we get

g—m + N7YA

= ]\/‘1—‘,—V77

provided that g — m < A. By iterating the above we get the desired result.

4 Local law of f[w, delocalization and spectral radius of A.

Recall the definition of G in (2.4).
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4.1. The average law. We have the following averaged law for fIw, which is a simple consequence
of Theorems 3.1 and 3.4.

Corollary 4.1. Fiz § € (0,£/100). Let Ds and Ss be defined as in (3.1) and just below (3.9)
respectively. The following estimates hold.

(i) We have
1 1

(Nn)l/ﬁ + q1/3

G-—m<

uniformly for (w, z) € Dy.
(ii) We have

uniformly for (w,in) € Ss.
Proof. Let w € C, 0:= (0,0,...,0)* € RN and e := N~1/2(1,1,...,1)* € RN. Then

Hy=Hy,+f @ (e* ) — f (g) (e* 0%) — f (2) (0% e*) .

In other words, .FNIw and H,, differs by t}}vree rank-one perturbations. Let p, and p,, denote the
empirical eigenvalue densities of H,, and H,, respectively, then Cauchy interlacing theorem implies

3

pull) = (D] < 55

for any I C R. Thus using integration by parts we have

@_G:/Md$:_/ﬁw«—oo,x])—pw<(—oo,x]>dx:O(N_l)/ 1

—— _dz,
T —in (x — in)? 22

which implies |G — G| < C/(Nn). The result then follows from Theorems 3.1 and 3.4. O

4.2. Entrywise law and delocalization. In this section prove the following entrywise density

law for I;'w.
Theorem 4.2. Fiz § € (0,£/100), and let Ds be defined as in (3.1). We have

1 n 1
Np)l/6 " g1/

max ‘égj — Mij’ < and max ‘égﬂ <1
1) ( )

uniformly for (w, z) € Dy.
To show Theorem 4.2, we need the following probabilistic estimates.

Proposition 4.3. Recall the definition of H in (2.3). Fiz 6 € (0,£/100) and v € (0,6/100). Let
(w, z) € Dgs. Suppose that max;; |Gy — My;| < ¢ for some deterministic ¢ € [N~ N”] at (w, z).
(i) At (w, z) we have

_ o 1 1
3 . 4 = — | =:
mgx‘(HG)zg‘f‘QGm‘ < (14 9¢) < N77+Q>

Here H = Hy, as defined in (2.3).
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(i) Suppose in addition that
mglx‘ Z éij + max ‘ Z CNJ&j
J ; i
for some deterministic ¢ € [N~ N'*¥] at (w, z). Then at (w,z) we have

Q. = max| 3 ((HG)y + GG+ max | 3 ((HC)oy +GG)]

<Y

< (Imm+ @)+ (1+ ¢)*(Im| + ¢)’Ng 2+ = €.

Proof. Part (i) is essentially identical to Proposition 3.2, whose proof is a standard argument using
Lemma 2.2, and we shall omit it and only give the details of part (ii). Fix an even integer n > 2
and an index J. Let us denote Q := " .((HG);;+GG};) and suppose Q, < W for some deterministic
WU € [1, N2]. We shall prove our statement by showing that

E[QI" < Y (€ + V22 + NTW)'E[Q" . (4.1)
a=1
Indeed, (4.1) implies Zl((HCNJ)U + Qé”) < &+ EY20Y/2 4 N-%F. Similarly, we also have
S W(HG) o+ GGpj) < €+ EY2W/2 4 N79U. Since the estimates are uniform in j, we get
Q. < E+EV2Y2 L NTOw (4.2)

provided that Q, < W. Iterating (4.2) we get the desired result. As complex conjugates play no
roles in our argument, we shall ignore it on LHS of (4.1) and prove

EQ" <> (E+ &V + NTW)'E[Q"™° (4.3)
a=1

instead. By Lemma 2.2 we get
EQ" = ZEHméa]’anl + ZEééz‘anfl

l
=33 G (Hia)BO} (Goy @) + Y EGG;Q" !+ (N107) (4.4)
r=1 i« i

¢
=Y Yo+ EGG;Q" '+ (N1,
r=1 i
By (2.5) and Lemma 2.1 (iii), we have
. 1 . n—1 -
— on—1_ . on—1 v 2 An—2
Y= - ;EGG”Q N %jEGmGaJQ + 5 %jEGan

n—1
N
(n—1)
2N2

= =Y EGGHQ" "+ O<((Imm+ ¢)n HE|Q" " + O<((Tmm + ¢)n "E[Q"

o _ . 1 o _ _
Z EGa;Gaj Z((HG)I“‘ + GG) Q"2 — nT Z EG.;Gij Z((HG)k‘a + GGa) Q"2
o k 16" k

Y EGa;((G?)ia + (G7)ai) Y Gry@™?
ia .

+O0<((Imm + ¢)y~ " W)E[Q"™* + O((Imm + ¢) N~ *p)E[Q[" 2,
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and thus

Y14 ) EGG;Q" " = OL(E)E|Q"" + 04 (E2 + EV)E|Q|" 2. (4.5)
Note that for s > 1
s s—1 ~ ~ (Imm+¢)¢
0@ < (1-+9) ™ WGyl +|Gagl) + = ) (4.6)

and 95, Go; < (14 0)* 1 (|Gi5l + |G asl) (|Gail + |Gii| +|Gaal). Thus Lemma 2.1 (iii) and (2.8) implies

I I 1/2 N1/2
Zas Gy < (L g1 IED gy gy (b 0) 1(/‘2m| 9 (4.7)
For r > 2, we split
N — Z ZE ar T‘1G 8Tlgn—1) =: Z K”ﬂ“l . (48)
r1=0 ‘o r1=0
When 71 > 1, by (4.6), 9% " Gaj < (1+ ¢) (|G| + |Gajl) and (2.8), we get
— rA(n—1) n—1
14 ¢) (Imm + 1
Yr,rl < ( ¢) an_l?m <f>) Z (\If—i-w)aE‘Q‘n 1—a =< Z(Imm+¢) 6a(\P+Qb)aE|Q’n 1-a
a=1 a=1
For r; =0, we get from (4.7) that
14+ )" 1 Imm + 14+ @) YImm + ¢)Y/2(Im| + ¢)N1/2 e
o< ((EO et 6) (10 (s 62l - N o
nq n’=q
I 1 I 1/2 N1/2 _
(e d) (o 9)imm 4 2 £ OV gt
n nreq
where in the second step we used r > 2, and in the third step we used
(1+¢)(Imm + ¢)!2(jm| + ¢)N29~1 2™ < (Imm + @)y~ + (1 + ¢)(Im| + ¢)*Ng .
Thus n
Y, <) (E+EVAU2 4 NTOU)E|Q"C (4.9)

a=1
for all » > 2. Inserting (4.5), (4.9) into (4.4), we get (4.3) as desired. This finishes the proof. [

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Fix v € (0,6/100). Suppose that max;;|G;; — Mj;| < ¢ for some determin-
istic ¢ € [N~} N¥] at (w, z) € Ds. By triangle inequality we get max;; |Gy;| < 1+ ¢. Thus

max‘ Gis —|—max‘ Goi
for some deterministic 1 € [N~ N'*¥]. By Proposition 4.3 (ii) and the resolvent identity, we get

Z ((Hé)ij + Qéu) = 0je{1,2,..N} T % Z éij + QZ éij +w Z éaﬁ —f Z éaﬁ <€,

i

< (4.10)
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and thus

Z Goj < THE+ W) < (Imm + @) f L+ (1 + ¢)2(Im| + ¢)?Ng 2 f L+ N0

Here in the last step we used f =< N¢. Similarly, we get the same estimate for > éz] As the last
these estimates hold uniformly in j, we get

max ‘ Z Gi; +max ‘ Z Gaj| <
provided (4.10) holds. Iterating (4.11) we get

max ‘ ZG” + maX ‘ ZGO‘J

at (w, z). By Proposition 4.3 (i) and resolvent identity, we get

(Imm+ @) 7+ (1+6)%(Im| + ¢)°Ng 2 f 1+ N %% (4.11)

(Imm+ @)~ fH+ (L+0)%(Im| + ¢)*Ng 21 (4.12)

~ ~~ f ~
HliEj%X ‘5@ + ZGZ']A + QGij + wGi/j\ <&+ mj{%X ‘ za: NGaj <&

at (w, z). Similarly, max,; [0a; + zéaj +ééaj+ WG ;| < € at (w, z). The rest of the proof follows
exactly as the steps in the proof of Theorem 3.1. 0

Basing on Theorem 4.2, have the following delocalization result.

Lemma 4.4. Let |w| < §~! for some fized 5 > 0. We denote the eigenvalues and corresponding
2 . . 1 VN .
L#-normalized eigenvectors of H, by tu1,...,tun and <:tw1> s <:|:WN> respectively. Here

vi,w; € CN for all i. Then
max 1Villoo + max Il loo < N—Y/2+e

Proof. W.I..O.G assume p1, ..., uy = 0 and p1 = max; ;. Using the moment method, it is not hard
to show that ||Hy| = O(1) with very high probability (see e.g. [18, Lemma 4.3] for the proof of a
similar result). Thus an application of Bauer-Fike Theorem shows that with very high probability

1 = f1=0@) and  max |u| =0(1).

Hence Theorem 4.2 and a spectral decomposition implies

max [[v;|o + max [[ug]lo < N7
>2 1>2

Let 0 == (0,0, ...,0)* € RY and e :— N71/2(1,1,...,1)* € RY. In addition, set x := (e) and

y = (2) The identity Hy, = Hy + fxy* + fyx* vields

0 (v1> - H, <vvv11> + fle,w1)x + f(e,v1)y .

Wi
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As 1 is not in the spectrum of H,, with very high probability, we get

(:v11> = fuit (e, wi)(I — py PHy) 'x + furt (e, vi) (T — i P Hy) 7y (4.13)

Using an argument similar to [18, Lemma 7.10], it can be shown that
(I —p*Hy) 'x=x+e; and (I —p;'Hy) 'y =y +ea, (4.14)

where [|€1]|co, [|€2]lo0 < N™Y2u7 . As puy < f with very high probability, we get from (4.13) and
(4.14) that

vi=(e,wi)e+es and w;=(e,vi)e+ey,
where €300, [|€4]loc < N™V2f71. Thus ||vi — €| + ||W1 — €|lcc < N~1/2f~1. This finishes the
proof. O

To prove delocalization Theorem 1.2 (ii), we also need the following prior estimate on the
extreme eigenvalues of A.

Lemma 4.5. Let A, Ag, ..., AN be the eigenvalues of A with |\1| = max; |\;|. Then with very high
probability,
At = f|=0(1) and max |N|=0(1).

2N

Proof. Recall the definition of H in (2.3). Using the moment method, it is not hard to see that
|H|| = O(1) with very high probability. Thus ||B|| = O(1) with very high probability. The result
then follows easily from the Bauer-Fike theorem. O
Proof of Theorem 1.2 (ii). Let us use the normalization that |ju| = 1. Set 0 := (0,0, ...,0)* € RV,

. . . ~ . . 0
It is easy to see that 0 is an eigenvalue of H), with eigenvector <u> € C?N. As Lemma 4.5 shows

that maxa<;<n [Ai| = O(1) with very high probability, we can easily deduce from Theorem 4.2 and
spectral decomposition that
()]
u
o0

This completes the proof. O

4.3. The spectral radius of A. Recall the definition of S((;Q) in (3.9). The main goal of this
section is to prove the following improvement of Corollary 4.1 outside the unit disc.

Proposition 4.6. Fiz ¢ € (0,£/100) and v € (0,5/100). We have

Q—m<m

uniformly for all (w,in) € S((;Q)

From Lemma 4.5, we know that A has a nontrivial eigenvalue \; € C that satisfies |A\;—f| = O(1)
with very high probability. Moreover, Proposition 4.6 implies that for any fixed 6 > 0, with very
high probability, A has no eigenvalues in the ring {w : 1 + N~Y2%9 < |w| < §~'}. Thus we deduce
the following upper bound in Theorem 1.2 (i).
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Corollary 4.7. Let A\, g, ..., AN be the eigenvalues of A with |\1| = max; |\;|. We have

max || <14 O<(N~Y?).

2N

Similar to (3.10) and (3.11), we can apply Theorem 4.2 and Lemma 4.4 to improve (2.8) to

~ ImG; ImG |G- I
> Gy = mGy  ImG JG-ml+ ==, (4.15)
3 n n n
and we also have N B B
Gu < |G| <|G—m|+Imm. (4.16)

The next result is the key in showing Proposition 4.6.

Lemma 4.8. Fiz 6 € (0,£/100), and let (w,in) € Ss. Denote g := G. Suppose that |g —m| < A
for some deterministic A € [N~Y, N~1n~1] at (w,in). Then at (w,n) we have

Imm + A

m;lx‘ ZZ: éij + mjgix ‘ za: éaj < B (4.17)
as well as
K:= ‘Zél] + ‘ Zém + ) Zém’ + ‘ Zéaﬁ‘ < (Imm—i—A)n_2f_2 + Nf_l . (4.18)
ij i ot af

Proof. (i) We first prove (4.17). By Theorem 4.2, the LHS of (4.17) is stochastically dominated by
N. Now suppose
max Gi; + max‘ G

for some deterministic ¢» € [N~ N] at (w,in). We can repeat the proof of Proposition 4.3 (ii),
using (4.15) instead of (2.8), and together with the help of (4.16), to show that

<Y

Q. = max| 3 ((HE)y + GG)| + max| 3 ((HE)ay + GG
j - J o (4.19)
< (Imm 4+ A~ 4+ (Imm 4+ A Ng 2 + ¢ < (Imm 4+ A)p~ 1.

Here in the last step we used Lemma 2.1 (v). The rest of the proof is very close to the derivation
of (4.12); we omit the details. Note that (4.17) and (4.19) also implies

Q. < (Imm + A)p~t. (4.20)

(ii) Now we prove (4.18). Suppose at (w,in) we have K < ¢ for some deterministic ¢ € [1, N2].
We shall show (4.18) by proving that

S, = ‘ Z ((HG); +é@j)‘ + ‘ Z (HG),, +GGia)

+ ‘ Z ((Hé)az + ééai)

L ~ (4.21)
v ‘ S (HG)as + QGag)‘ < (Imm+ A 2f LN f =&
apf

Indeed, as the resolvent identity gives
Z ((Hé)w —‘réézj) =N +inZéz’j + Zéé“ + wzéai - fzéai = é\a
ij ij aj aj

ij
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which implies
‘ZGM’ (Imm + Ay 2f 24 Nf 4 ol
The same estimate applies to the other three terms in . Thus
K=< @mm+An2f 2+ N+ 1y (4.22)

provided that K < ¢. Iterating (4.23) we get the desired result. o
Now suppose S, < ¥ for some deterministic ¥ € [1,N3]. Let S := >_ii(HG)ij + GGij), and
fix an even integer n > 2. We shall prove (4.21) by showing that

E|S|" < Z EV2P? 4 NTOUVE|SP . (4.23)

Indeed, (4.23) implies that |>_,.((HG); + éé,])\ < &+ EV2PY2 4 N=50. Then by estimating
other three terms in S, in a similar fashion, we get

S, < E4+EVU2 L NTOU (4.24)

provided that S, < W. Iterating (4.24) finitely many time we get (4.21) as desired. Moreover, as
complex conjugates play no role in the subsequent analysis, we shall ignore it on LHS of (4.23) and
prove

ES™ < Z EV2U? 4 NTOUYE|S| (4.25)

instead. By Lemma 2.2 we get

ZZCM i0) B0}, (GajS" 1) + > EGG;; 8™ + (N 710

r=1 ija i

, (4.26)
=Y Z,+ Y EGG;S" '+ (N1,

By (2.5), we have

~~ 1 ~ ~ ~ ~
Zy= =) EGG;S"! = &) EGaiGaiS" ™+ (n—1) ) EGaiGusS" ™

i ija jla
1 - - . -1 -~ - o~
" Y EGajGar Y ((HG)ki + GGi)S" 7 — 2 D EGoiGa Y (HG)ka + GGia)S"
Jla ik ijla k
2(n—1)
_ (ni Z EGQ] G2 za Z GuS™™ 2
ija

— SEGGS T+ O (T + AR 2 EISI 4 OL(N (T + A2 2y 2)E|S] 2
i
O ((Tmm + A2 F 2 2 B)EISI™2 + O (Tmm + A)f~ oy~ p(Tmm + Ay EIS|2
+ O ((Imm + A)? f Iy 2)E[S[* 2,
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where in the second step we used (4.17), (4.20), and K < ¢. Thus
Zy+ ) EGG;S" ' = OL(E)ES|" ! + 0(E2 + EV)E[S|" 2. (4.27)
]
For r > 2, we have
r—r r1 on—1 .
NT —_— ZZE& LGaj) (0181 = Zym.
r1=0 ija r1=0

Note that for s > 1, by (4.17) and (4.20),

_ Imm + A) S
05aS < (Imm + A 24 (Imm+A)f 1y 1+(7 4+ (Imm + A2 F 22
(Imm +A)2f 2+ Imm +A)f~ Nu (p+ (Imm + A)*f~*n~7) (4.28)
< (Imm+A)E
and
Eja;ac:aﬁ(Im%M)( N(Im +A) I;”A)+N(Imm+A)><N5§. (4.29)

From (4.29) we know
1 - .
Zpo < —ERIS[" " < EE|S|" .
q

y (4.17) and (4.28) we have

(n—1)Ar n-1
N 1 A ~ ~
Ly < W%(Imm +A) E 5“E|S’"‘1_a =< E Sa]E]S‘”_l_a.
a=1 a=1

for all 71 > 1. Combining the above two result we have Z, < Y 7" EUE|S|" for all r > 2.
Together with (4.27), we get (4.18) as desired. This finishes the proof. O

Proposition 4.6 now follows immediately from the following analogue of Proposition 3.6 and
Lemma 3.8, together with the stability analysis presented in Section 3.5.

Lemma 4.9. Fiz 6 € (0,£/100), and let (w,in) € Ss. Denote § := G. Suppose that lg—m| < A
for some deterministic A € [N~Y, N~1n~1] at (w,in). Then at (w,n) we have

A+Imm 1
R— 4 R—
max E |G,J] ( ) + (4.30)
and
2 1/2 1/2,.3/4 A3 3 1/3
P@) < (A+Imm)* (A+Imm) (A+Imm)"/°k +A + (Imm)°> +n+n H+1 (4.31)

Nn N5/2775/2 Nn q2 N’

Proof. Observe that the main difference between the proofs of (4.30), (4.31) and those of Lemma
3.8, Proposition 3.6 is the use of resolvent identity. More precisely, Green function G satisfies

0i5 +inGi; — (HG)ij +wGy; =0,

28



while for the Green function é, we have

- = ~ / ~
0ij +inGij — (HG)ij + wGiy = + D Goy- (4.32)
Thanks to Lemma 4.8, we have a sufficient estimate of the RHS of (4.32), which leads to
~ ~ ~ I A
53+ Gy — (HG)iy + wliy; < T4 (4.33)
Nn
Similarly, we also have
- ~ =~ I +A
Oaj + 11Gaj — (HG)aj + 0Garj < % ; (4.34)
and f I LA 1
.~ ~ W ~ ~ mm
as well as I LA
177 mm

Using (4.33) — (4.36), the proofs (4.30) and (4.31) are essentially identical to those of Lemma 3.8
and Proposition 3.6 respectively; we omit the details. O

5 Edge universality of A

To start with, we prove the following estimate.

Proposition 5.1. Fiz § € (0,£/100). We have

1 ~ 1+ m? 1 1
NZGM—’_ < +
)

w N2z " Np2/3
uniformly for (w,in) € Ss.

Proof. From Corollary 4.1, we know that |G m| < N7'n~! =: A. Fix an even integer n. Using
Lemma 2.2 and a argument similar to the proof of Pr0p051t10n 3.6, it is not hard to get the recursive
estimate

Imm+A  (Imm+A)Y2  (Imm+ A)? 1
~2|n ~2|n— a
E|HG+G2" < § ( T2 "BHG 2. (5.1)

In fact, (5.1) is much easier to prove than (3.23), as it does not require the exploration of cusp
fluctuation. By (5.1) and Lemma 2.1, we get

Imm+A  (Imm+A)Y2  (Imm+A)? 1 . C n C
Nn (Nn)3/2 q2 Nn2/3 = N2p2 = Np2/3°

HG+G? < (5.2)

The resolvent identity, Corollary 4.1 and Lemma 4.8 imply

A A2 N 2w ~ / ~ 2, W ~ 1 1
HG+G*=1+inG+G +N;Gi/i—m§Gm—1+m +N§ijGi/i+O<(N2n2+an/3)-

Combining the above with (5.2) and |w|™! < 2, we conclude the proof. O
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5.1. Matrix flows. Let W € RV*Y denote the real Ginibre ensemble, i.e. W;;(1 < i,j < N) are
iid. with Wj; 4 N(0,1/N). We also assume W and A are independent. Denote

B(t) :=e 2B+ 1 —e/2W and A(t) := B(t) + fee*
for any t € [0, 00]. It is easy to see that A(0) = A and A(oco) = W + fee*. Accordingly, for w € C
and n > 0, we define the Hermitization of A(t) and is Green function by

)= (o e )t Gt = ()~ i)

respectively. In addition,

A0 =B, HO= (i °) o wt F =

for differentiable functions F of H,(t). It is easy to check that
05G () = —Gr(DG () — G () Gy(t) - (5.3)

Note that the entries of B(t) satisfies EB;;(t) = 0, Var(B;;(t)) = 1 and C(B;(t)) = Ox(1/(Ng*~2))

for all fixed k > 3. As a result, everything we have proved by far for G we can repeat exactly the
same proof for G(t).

Lemma 5.2. Let t € [0,00]. All results stated in Section 4 concerning G = G(0) also hold for
G(t).

Next we would like to control the number of eigenvalues of fNIw with size less than N—3/4,

Lemma 5.3. For (w,in) € Sgl), we have

~ 1/3 1

d¢ et/2q ' et/2Nngq
and _ N i
ACO) - G a1 1
e dt <N (et/2Nn2/3q - et/2N2n2q> (5.5)

for all t € [0, 00].
Proof. For simplicity we shall not write the parameter ¢ in G. Note that

1 M ~2
dt - Z EAaz - ﬁ %: EAZa(t)(G )Oéz . (56)
By Lemma 2.2, we have

1 .
IN Z EAqit) (G2

o t/2

AN ZEB‘” @)io 4N\/7—t ZEWM G?)ia
= e t/2 XE:Z C T/2E8T'(é2> ZEa G2) +O( —r/2N )
AN L 7"+1 Oﬂ o 4N2 i i
,t/z 1 _
= v S e (Bai)e RO (G + O AN LS U 0N Y. ()
r=2 ot r=2
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When r = 2, we have
Uy =0(eIN"2¢7) ZE (G?)00GiiGai + O(e*N~2¢71) ZE (G?)iiG a0 Gai
4O tN"2¢ Y ZEGQ )aiG2, + O(e'N~2¢1) ZEG2ai~ao¢ .
+0(e'N2%¢ 1) ZE (G 0iGaaGii =: Usi +Uzp+Us3+ Uz s+ Uss.
By the resolvent identity WG oy = (éH)ai/ + fN~1 Zj éaj — Ot — inéai/ and |w|~! < 2, we get
Uzt = O(e 'N2 1) Y "E(GaaGiiGajHji + O(e ' N3¢ ) " E(G?)aaGiiGa;
aij aij

=0(e'N72q7") Y "E(GHaaGiiGajHji + O(E4). (5.8)

[e%%]

Here in the second step we used

~ I 1/(N
ZGaj L mme /(Nn) 7
: nf
j
which is deduced from Lemmas 4.8 and 5.2. We then expand the first term on RHS of (5.8) by
Lemma 2.2, and estimate the results by (4.15), (4.16) and Lemmas 4.8 and 5.2. This leads to

Upg =0(e "N 73¢7) Y E(GHaaGijGriGaj + O(e ' N73¢71) Y "E(G?)aaGiGir Gaj
aij aij

+0(e"N 3¢ ?) ZE(éQ)aaéjjéi’iéii’éaj +O0<(&4).

[e%%1

(5.9)

The first three terms on RHS of (5.9) cannot be naively bounded by O<(&y). This is due to the fact
that when expanding the RHS of (5.8), the index ' in Hj; and the index i in Gj; can be matched,

which results in G“ ,G, r; < 1. Luckily, we can proceed by again applying the resolvent identity
wGyi = (HG)ii + fN! >8 G,gl — 1 —inGy and Lemma 2.2. Similar to (5.8) and (5.9), we have

U =0(e " N737") 3 E(G*)aaGijGay + O ' N2 7") Y E(G?)aaGjiGa;
o [e%%1
+0(eT'Nq7%) Y E(G*aaGjjGaj + O<(Ex) =t Uapi + Uz + Uz

aj

Now for the term Us 1 1, if we again use resolvent identity on éij and expand via Lemma 2.2, there
will no longer be other Green functions that matches the index ¢, and we can get Us 11 < &4. The
same holds for Us 1 2. As a result, we have

Usn=Us13+ O<(&) = O(e_tN_2q_2) Z E(é2)aaé]’jéa]’ + O0<(&) . (5.10)

aj

Note that U 13 and Uz are similar in structure, yet Uz 1 3 is ¢~ ! times smaller than Us.1, due to
the extra factor ¢~1. We can then iterate (5.10) finitely many times, and get U1 < &4 as desired.
Similar arguments also work for Us o, ...,Usz 5. Thus Uz < &4.
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When r = 3, by (5.3), Lemma 5.2, (4.15) and (4.16) we get

Us=0("N?¢ ") ZE(éQ)aiégi + O<(&4)

at

13 L /N N (5.11)
— O(e'N"2Y). ”*n/(”) SORIGE|+ 0L (&)
In addition, Lemmas 4.9 and 5.2 imply
~ Imm + 1/(Nn)\3/2
STEIGY| < - (PR ), (5.12)

and combining (5.11) and (5.12) we get Us < &4.
When r > 4, the estimates of U, are easier than that of Uy, due to the decay of cumulants. As
a result, from (5.7) we have

ZEAM 2 Jia < &4

Due to symmetry, the second term on RHS of (5.6) can be handed in the same way; this finishes
the proof of (5.4).
For the proof of (5.5), we have

pAIG(H) — @(OO)IQ _ gdl(G(t) — G(0))(G"(?) — G*(=0))]
dt
ZEAm 1)(G)ia ()G (1) — G*( ZEAW D(G)ai()(G (1) — G*(00))
ZEAM G*Q wz( )(é(t) - ZEAM G*2 Ocz( )(é(t) - Q(OO)) (5‘13)

Due to symmetry, we only look at the first term on RHS of (5.13). Similar to (5.7), we get

ZEAM £)(G)ia()(C" (1) — G (00))

ot/2 L (5.14)

= S e (Ba)ETLI(G)ia()(G (1) ~ G (o)) + O N T,

r=2 i

where we abbreviate @jF = 0F/0H;;(0). The rest of the proof is essentially the same to that of
(5.4): we first apply (5.3), and then explore the index matching through the resolvent identity and
Lemma 2.2. We omit the details. O

By Lemma 5.3, we see that

_ _ 771/3 1
EG(0) —EG(o0) < — + —— 5.15
G0) ~ BG(o0) <"+ L (5.15)

as well as
1 1

Nn?/3q * N2n2q’

E|G(0) — G(c0)[* < (5.16)
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To interpolate between A(occ) and W, let e; = (1,0, ...,0)* € RV and set W(t) := W +tfele;

for t € [0,1]. By the invariance of W, we have W (1) = W + feje; 4 A(0). For w € C and n > 0,
we denote the Hermitization of W (t) and its Green function by

)= (e e |y ") and GO = () i) (5.17)

respectively. Next we compare EG(1) = EG(c0) and EG(0).

Lemma 5.4. For (w,in) € Sgl), we have

~ ~ 1
EG(1) — EG(0) < Ny (5.18)
and )
E|G(1) — G(0))|* < NS (5.19)
Proof. We shall prove (5.18) by showing that
dG(t)  Tmm+1/(Nn) f
E < 5.20
a T N3/A=5y, (5:20)
for all t € [0,10f~!], and
dG(t) 1
E— 5.21
a N5/A=0nt (5.21)
for all t € [10f71,1]. As in Corollary 4.1 (ii) and Lemma 4.4, it is easy to show that
~ 1
Gt)—m < — (5.22)

Nn’

and the eigenvectors of H (t) are completely delocalized. Together with Ward identity we have

Gt _ f g [ mGu() , [ mG(t) Jmm+1/(Ng) |
— L R(G2(¢t J. Jo. 5.23
T A 2 A el il A v < yEirs, (023)
for all t € [0,1]. This proves (5.20). On the other hand, by the resolvent identity,
G +in(G?)yn = (HG?) 1y — 0(G*)11 + fH(GP) 1, (5.24)
which implies
(ft — D)E(GH)11 = (G1'1 +in(G?)1n — Z Hyyi(G )
&2 ~ ~ 1
—E<G1'1 +in(GH11 + N~ Z 1(GHi + Gii(GH1n + (GG + (Gg)n’Gm) < N5,

Here in the second step we used Stein’s formula, and in the third step we used Ward identity and
(5.22). As |w| < 2, we get

dG(t) _ f oz o1 1 1
E—=—=_1E
i~ NGO < N [ft — @] NVioy ~ Noliop:

(5.25)
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provided that ¢ € [10f~!,1]. This finishes the proof of (5.21), and thus we conclude the proof of
(5.18).
For the proof of (5.19), note that

RAIG®) ~CO)P _ f 5 /

dt = NE<@2(t))11<é*(t) - G*(0) + NE(G*z(t))n(Q(t) _ Q(O)) )
As in (4.35) we get
d|G(t) — G(0)))?
e = dt o = N9/4{—6n2 (5.26)

for all ¢t € [0,1]. In addition, similar to (5.25), we can apply (5.24) and Stein’s formula to show
that

diG(t) = G(0)P” /
E pr < NOTbp2 (5.27)
for all t € [10f~1,1]. Combining (5.26) and (5.27) proves (5.19). O

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. In this section we prove the following result, which obviously
implies Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 5.5. Fiz k € N and wy,...,wy € C with |wj| = 1 for all j € {1,2,...,k}. Let
fiy o0y f : C — C be smooth and compactly supported, independent of N, and set

Fiao; (w) := N f(VN(w — wy))

forall j € {1,2,....k}. Let \1,..., AN be the eigenvalues of A, and p, ..., un be the eigenvalues of
W. Then

LIy gl 1 Ly gl 1
B[ I (5 S fim 0 2 [ giwwre) =TT (5 Sl =7 [ iy ()] | =
j=1 i=1 |w]<1 j=1 i—1 lw]<1
for some constant ¢ = c¢(&, k, f1,..., fr) > 0.
Our starting point is Girko’s Hermitization formula [20], which reads
1 i o0 ~
¥ 5 ) = o [ T 0) TGP (5.25)
Thus we get, for any j € {1,2,...,k} that
1 & 1
N Z fj,wj(/\i) — ; /| “ fj,wj (w)de = Tj,l + Tj72 + Tj73 , (529)
i=1 WIS

where ) .
1 * =~ . .
Ty = o [ [ V30, 0) @) — ) P
T JcJo

i ” = .
Tio =5 [ [ V2 0) Gnlin) — mlio, i)y o

T3 = i /(C /n* Vijij (w)(éw(in) — m(w,in))dn d’w

with n, = N=3/4=0 p* = N=3/4+9 and fixed § € (0,£/100).
The following lemma gives prior estimates for the RHS of (5.29).
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Lemma 5.6. We have
Tjal + |Tj2l <1 (5.30)

and

Tjs < N~° (5.31)
uniformly in j.

Proof. (i) Using Corollary 4.1 (ii) and a deterministic monotonically argument (see e.g. [8, Section
10]), we have

1

for all [1 - |w|] < N7!/?*% and 0 < n < N™*/**. Thus
1 <//n* V2 foo, ()| ——diy dPw < 1
7,2 C ) wj N’[’] 77

and

N-b N
Tjx < // V? fu, (0) (G — m)dn d*w| + 1
cJo '
2 1 1 1 )
< CV Fu; (W) 35 > log {1+ e > log(1+ SINT Cw| + 1

ESa || >N~
1 1
2 2
< /(CV Fuy (W) ;V:l log (1 + W)d w‘ +1 (5.33)
0ilx *

for any fixed [, > 0. Here o; are the eigenvalues of H,. Fix D > 0. Applying [32, Theorem 2.9]

with p:=p/(1—p), = 4 Bern(1 —p) and M = —w+/Np(1 — p)I, we know that there exists a fixed
[ > 0 such that B
P(|H, | > N') = O(N~P).

Using a grit argument on the variable w, we can find a fixed [, > 0 such that

IP’(‘IH@);IIH Y= N)) = o(NP).

Combining the above with (5.33) we get Tl(j) < 1. This finishes the proof of (5.30).
(i) Let u := —wm/(in +m), and thus 1+ inm +m? +wu = 0. It is east to check that

i ~ 1 ~ i ~
dum = S0yu and  0yG = o ;(02)M = o zl:anci,i.
Together with integration by parts, we get
2i o0 ~
// V2 fu, ()(G —m)dydw = == / i fuo, () (DG — D) dip P
C Jn*

// O, (w0 Za Gii — 8u)dndw (5.34)
:—/awfwj ZG” in®) — u(in ))dzw
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By Proposition 5.1 and u(n*) = —(1 +m?)/w + O(n*), we have
Tj3 < N~1/279 / |04 fu; (w)|dP*w < N0
C

This finishes the proof of (5.31). O

Proof of Proposition 5.5. Now we deduce Proposition 5.5 from Lemmas 5.2, 5.3 and 5.6. A similar
strategy was used in [14].
Step 1. We first show that
E|Tj,| < N~%/2. (5.35)

Let us denote the eigenvalues of fIw by o1 =2 09 > ... 2 oy = oan. Obviously, o; + gany1-5 = 0
for all i = 1,...,2N. Note that by [32, Theorem 2.9] and a grit argument, we can find [ such that

the event
z::{ | >N—l}3 in — 1 ( 7)_0
S, N {min N, L e

’L \

satisfies P(X¢) < N~3. Thus by (2.10) we have

UE
12/ Gw(in)—m(w,in)dn‘

0

C n? n: m :
<12N| .gv_lng(HU?) v gv lIElog (1+ )+ /0 m(w, in)dn

¢ > Elog(1+nf)+CN_1_5
\N 0_2 )

|0’i|>N71

.

where in the second step we used (2.10). By (5.29), we have the deterministic bound |T}j1| = O(N?).
Hence

E|Tj1| = E[1x T + O(N~! N/|V2fw] 'S Elog (1+”*)+0( . (5.36)

loi| =N~ i

Observe that

2 2
Ui . n
S Elog(145) <Bl{is ol <N +E Y L
loi| >N~ ’ |loi|>NO/2n. *
2
<E|{i:|o| <N} +E Y (5.37)

2 5/207.)2
los|=N3/2n, g + (NO/2n.)
< E|{i: |og] < N?n Y| + N2, EIm GGN?n,) < E|{i : |os] < N/} + N7°,
where in the last step we used Lemma 5.2 and Corollary 4.1 (ii). By (5.15) and (5.18), we get
El{i : |oi] < N°/*p.}| < NpETIm G(N*1.)(0) = Nn.EIm G(iN°/*n,)(0) + O(N %) = O(N~°/2),

where in the last step we used [14, (28)]. Combining the above with (5.36) and (5.37), we get (5.35)
as desired.
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Step 2. Similar as in (5.29) let us define

*

s N i n .
T = o [ [ Vb @0 ~mindu, T = - [ [ 92050, 0G0 - m)ane?,
us 2 J¢

UE

and
~ i

Tj3= o /n V2f]w]( )(Q(O)—m)dnd2w

It is conventional to check that Lemma 5.6 and (5.35) remain valid for T}, ..., T3 replaced by
Tj1,...,Tj3. By Lemma 5.6 and (5.35), we get

1 (}V i T ) — /w@ Fi, <w>d2w) - f[ (}V i iy (1) — ~ /w@ Fia, <w>d2wﬂ

j=1 i=1
k R k R
—E|[1 752~ [T 75| + O<(N77%) < S EITj5 = Tjof + N2, (5.38)
j=1 j=1 j=1
For each j,

. n* . .
E[Tj5 — T < /C / 192, () EIGO) — GO)l
n* - N n* R .
<//* V2fj7w].(w)|E]G(0)—G(oo)|dnd2w—|—/(c/* \szj7w].(w)|E|Q(1)—G(O)]dndzw (5.39)

1 1 1/2
2 2 —5/2
// V= fw; (w |<N"72/3 NonZg + N9/4_5"72> dnd?w < N79/2

where in the third step we used (5.16) and (5.19). Combining (5.38) and (5.39) we conclude the
proof. O

5.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2. The upper bound in (1.4) was proved in Corollary 4.7, and Theorem
1.2 (ii) was proved at the end of Section 4.2. Now we only need to prove the lower bound in (1.4).
The statement follows directly from the following local circular law near the spectral edge.

Theorem 5.7. Fiz 6 € (0,£/100), and let f : C — C be smooth and compactly supported, inde-
pendent of N. Fiz a € (1/2 —6/2,1/2] and let w, € C satisfy 1 — N=V/219/2 C jw,| < 671, Let
A1, A2, .., AN be the eigenvalues of A and f,, (w) := N?2f(N%(w — w.)). Then

1
_ w, )\Z _ . d2 ~ N2a71 )
=3 ) /| fun (2)2%0

Proof. Let n* := N3/t By Girko’s Hermitization formula, we get

7wa* z / |<1 fw*(w)d2w

(/Nl /N / )Vwa*(w)(é_m)d”de:Q1+Q2+Q3.
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By Corollary 4.1 (ii), Q2 < N22~1. As in (5.34), one can use integration by parts and Proposition
5.1 to show that Q3 < N2%~1. Thus

1 1 i N ~
— . )\i—/ w*wde:// V2 fuo, (W) (G — m)dnd?w + O (N?*1
N;f() W‘w‘glf() o Jo ) Juw. (w)( )dn <( )
1 1 _
%‘/CVwaj(w)N Z log <1+0—2]\721*)d2w + N2l (5.41)
|0‘Z'|§N_l ¢

for any fixed I > 1. Here o; are the eigenvalues of H,,. Now for fixed D > 0, we can use [32, Theorem
2.9] to find I such that with probability at least 1 — N~ no eigenvalue of H,, has size less than
N~!. This finishes the proof. O
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