arXiv:2406.00961v1l [math.PR] 3 Jun 2024

KRONECKER-PRODUCT RANDOM MATRICES AND A MATRIX LEAST
SQUARES PROBLEM

ZHOU FAN AND RENYUAN MA

ABSTRACT. We study the eigenvalue distribution and resolvent of a Kronecker-product random
matrix model AQ Inxn+Inxn ®B+ORE € cn®xn? , where A, B are independent Wigner matrices
and O, = are deterministic and diagonal. For fixed spectral arguments, we establish a quantitative
approximation for the Stieltjes transform by that of an approximating free operator, and a diagonal
deterministic equivalent approximation for the resolvent. We further obtain sharp estimates in
operator norm for the n X n resolvent blocks, and show that off-diagonal resolvent entries fall on
two differing scales of n~ Y2 and n~! depending on their locations in the Kronecker structure.

Our study is motivated by consideration of a matrix-valued least-squares optimization problem
minycpnxn 3| XA+ BX|% + 3 24 &:0;z3; subject to a linear constraint. For random instances of
this problem defined by Wigner inputs A, B, our analyses imply an asymptotic characterization of
the minimizer X and its associated minimum objective value as n — oo.

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, high-dimensional probabilistic analyses have yielded important insights into the
exact asymptotic behavior of many optimization problems with random data. We mention, as
several examples, analyses of ridge regression [39, (16, [I7] with possibly non-linear random features
[19, [36l, 46] and/or in kernelized domains [45] [65] using asymptotic random matrix theory, and
analyses of optimization problems arising in contexts of non-linear regression [0, 21}, 63}, 18|, 20} [62],
classification [61], 48] [44] 15], and variational Bayesian inference [31), 58, [11] using Approximate
Message Passing algorithms, Gaussian comparison and interpolation arguments, and cavity-method
techniques. In most such examples, the behavior of the optimizer X € R™ in the limit n — oo is
characterized by a system of scalar fixed-point equations, derived via mean-field approximations
over an interaction matrix having a number of random elements much larger than the dimension n
of the optimization variable.

Our current work is motivated by the study of large-n asymptotics for a different type of matrix-
valued optimization problem, taking the form

.1 s 1 ) _ 1,
in §\|XA + BX||z + 3 i]z_:l i0jxi; subject to v Xu=1. (1)
Here, 68,&,u,v € R" are deterministic ridge-regularization and linear constraint parameters, and
we will study a setting of random inputs given by independent Wigner matrices A, B € R™*".
Notably, the optimization variable X has dimension comparable to A and B. This problem
may be written equivalently in terms of the vectorization x = vec(X) € R" and diagonal matrices

O = diag(#) and E = diag(§), as

1 1 1
min —[[(A®T+I1®B)x|3+ -x"(O®E)x subject to —(u®v)*x = 1.
XER"2 2 2 n
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2 KRONECKER-PRODUCT RANDOM MATRICES AND A MATRIX LEAST SQUARES PROBLEM

Such a problem is paradigmatic of a broader class of nonlinear problems/models having a Kronecker-
product structure: For motivation, let us mention the matrix spin glass modeﬂ

p(X) = % exp(Tr AX* X + Tr BXX") ()

- % exp(vec(X)(A® T+ 10 B)vee(X)), X € {£1})™"

defined by independent GOE coupling matrices A, B € R™*"™ and the optimization problem

n n
(in | IXA+ BX]| subject to ;J;U = ;xw =1, z5>0forallij=1,....,n (3)
defined by (possibly entrywise correlated) Wigner matrices A, B € R™*". The former model
describes a disordered spin system on the lattice, with A, B representing couplings for the row and
column inner-products of X. The latter problem (3] for various choices of matrix norm || X A+ BX ||
corresponds to popular convex relaxations of combinatorial optimization problems over permutation
matrices X that arise in random graph matching [3] [66] [I].

As a step towards developing techniques and insight for asymptotic analyses of these types of
Kronecker-structured models, in this work we carry out an analysis of the simpler linear problem
using random matrix theory methods. We will establish a deterministic approximation with
O< (nil/ 2) error for the value of the objective at its minimizer X , as well as for the value of
n~v* Xu' for arbitrary deterministic test vectors u/, v’ € R™. These results are closely related to
a deterministic equivalent approximation for the resolvent of a Kronecker-product random matrix

Q=A@ Lyxp+ Inxn®B+O@E=cCV*’ 4)

which we will refer to as the “Kronecker deformed Wigner model” (in analogy with the deformed
Wigner model A+ O studied classically in random matrix theory [55, 10} [41], [42], [43], 40]). A second
main focus of our work is to establish sharp quantitative estimates for the resolvent G = (Q —zI)~!
of this model at global spectral scales, i.e. for fixed spectral parameters z € CT. Writing G;; =
(ei®1)*G(e; ® 1) € C"™ and Gjjap = (€; ® €q)*G(e; @ eg) € C for the blocks and entries of this
resolvent, we will show the operator-norm estimates

1G5 - G;jl — (0; = 0;)Elop < n~2, 1Gjllop < n~Y2 for i # j, (5)
the entrywise estimates
Giiaa — [Golitaa < n_1/2, Giiap < n~12 for o + 3, Gijap = n~! for a # B, # 7, (6)
and the bilinear-form estimates
(u® v)*[G — Gol(u' ® v') < n~Y/2 for deterministic unit vectors u,v,u’, v’ € C, (7)

where Gy € Crxn® g a diagonal deterministic-equivalent matrix. Some high-level aspects of this
model that may be suggestive of properties to be expected also in nonlinear models such as and
include a characterization of the large-n limit by a pair of fixed-point equations in an operator
algebra rather than over the scalar field, and a “two-tiered” mean-field structure as reflected in @,
which arises from separate mean-field approximations over A and B.

A special case of the optimization problem with © = E = nl,«, (and correlated Wigner in-
puts A and —B) was previously analyzed in [30], in the context of the graph matching application.
We review a central idea of this previous analysis in Appendix [A] which, however, is special to a
commutative setting and does not extend more generally. Here, we instead follow an alternative
approach of a two-stage Schur-complement analysis of the resolvent, in each stage applying, in an

lWe would like to thank Justin Ko for bringing a model similar to to our attention.
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operator-algebra setting, ideas around Dyson fixed-point equations and fluctuation averaging tech-
niques developed for Wigner-type models in [26, 27, 23, 1] and for C*** @ C"*"-valued Kronecker
matrix models with fixed dimension k in [4, 25]. The application of these methods in our setting
of k(n) = n seems to require new ideas, even to obtain optimal quantitative estimates for fixed
spectral parameters on the global scale, and we discuss this further in Section below.

Recently, a breakthrough line of work has obtained sharp operator norm estimates for polynomial
matrix models in Kronecker-product spaces with growing first dimension k = k(n) [12], (62, 54, 5]
7,53, [§]. The authors of [12] developed a new approach for estimating expected traces of smooth
functions of polynomials in

(Al ® Iana ctty AT ® Iana Ik’Xk‘ ® Bla e aIk‘XkJ ® Bs) (8)

for deterministic matrices A1, ..., A, € C**¥ and independent GUE matrices B, ..., Bs € C"*",
via an interpolation between the GUE and free semicircular variables and a differential calculus
using Gaussian integration-by-parts and the semicircular Schwinger-Dyson equation. These results

m)—ermr for the expectation of the Stieltjes transform, and a

strong convergence result (i.e. convergence in operator norm) when k < n'/3. This was extended
into a full asymptotic expansion in [54] and from GUE to Haar unitary matrices in [52], 53], with [53]
deducing strong convergence for Kronecker-product polynomials in Haar unitary and deterministic
matrices having first dimension k£ < n/poly(logn). An analogous strong convergence statement in
the Gaussian setting was shown as part of the general results of [5], using a different interpolation
idea. The authors of [7] showed strong convergence for when k =n and Ay,..., A, By,...,Bs
are all independent GUE matrices, via a mapping to unitary matrices, an extension of the asymp-
totic expansion in [54], and a precise analysis of the large-|z| expansion of the expected Stieltjes
transform. In [8], strong convergence for Kronecker-product polynomials of Haar-unitary matrices
up to dimensions k < exp(n®) was shown using a different non-backtracking high trace method.

The focus of our work is a bit different from the above, as we will not address this question of
strong convergence for our model, but instead study the detailed structure of its resolvent in addition
to its spectral measure. We carry out a more classical analysis using the resolvent calculus, and
for our current purposes, we will also not separate the analysis of the expectation of the resolvent
from its fluctuations. (In particular, we will not establish an estimate for the expected Stieltjes
transform that is more precise than the O (n™!) scale of its fluctuations, as would be needed to
show strong convergence.) However, we highlight that our analyses apply directly to non-Gaussian
Wigner matrices, and also yield sharp operator-norm estimates of the form for the n xn resolvent
blocks, which may be more difficult to obtain via arguments based solely on large-|z| expansions
and analytic continuation ideas.

implied an estimate with O(

1.1. Proof ideas. We present here the high-level ideas of the arguments, deferring to Sections
and |3| a more detailed description of the model and notations. Consider first the model

Q=ARI+I®B+O®EZcCm*"’

and denote its resolvent G = G(z) = (Q — zI)~!. The strategy will be to perform a two-stage
Schur-complement analysis of this resolvent, first over the randomness of A, and then over B.

In the first stage, conditioning on B, the independence structure of A ® I suggests a Schur-
complement analysis at the level of its n x n blocks: Denoting G;; = (e; ® I)*G(e; ® I) € C™*"
and applying standard resolvent identities, we have

(0 ) (0 |
Gii = (a“’I +B+60,2— 21 — Z airGﬁi)asfi) 1, Gij = -Gy Z a"Gf,ZJ) (9)

r,8
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Applying concentration of the quadratic form in the first expression and averaging over i = 1,...,n,
we will eventually obtain an approximate fixed-point relation for the partial trace

_ RN S - _ _
(n ' TreI)G = - ZlGu = Zl (B + 0,2 — 2 — (n? Tr®I)G> + O (n™h).
Stability of this equation will imply

n
-1
(n ' Tral)G = Mg +0O<(nt), for the fixed point Mp = Z (B + 6,2 — 21 — MB> . (10)
i=1
In the second stage, we then carry out the analysis over B. As the implicit dependence of Mp on
B in is rather complex and makes a direct Schur-complement analysis difficult, we introduce
an explicit operator algebra representation and write

MB:(T®I)[(a®1+1®B+®®E—21®1)—j (11)

=g

for a (n-dependent) von Neumann algebra A with trace 7, containing a semicircular variable a and
the subalgebra C™*" free of a (Lemma. We study the Stieltjes transform n =2 Tr G ~ n~! Tr Mp
by first taking 1 ® n~! Tr inside 7 ® I in , and applying resolvent identities parallel to @I),

() ) ()
oo = (baal +a+&,0—21— Z ba’ygqﬂ; b5a> ) gaﬁ = —Zaa Z ba'yg,(yoé)a (12)
¥,0 Y

to analyze (1 ® n~! Tr)g. This yields

n -1
(1®n 'Tr)g =m, 4+ O<(n'), for the fixed point m, = Z (a +£,0 — 21 — ma> . (13)

a=1

and applying this back to (11)) gives an approximation for n=2 Tr G. These arguments also yield,
as direct consequences, estimates in operator norm for the resolvent blocks G;;, G;; € C™*".
In deducing from @ and from , two difficulties arise that do not occur in usual

scalar random matrix models:

(1) Applying non-commutative concentration inequalities to analyze @D and , several of the
terms controlling the scale of fluctuations cannot be bounded spectrally by the resolvent.
For example, a non-commutative Khintchine-type inequality gives for G;; in @

BIGulf < ma{E H(ZG )1/2 H(ZG o ”)1/2 } (14

The second term may be directly controlled by ||G*G||op and a spectral argument, but the
first term is related instead to the spectrum of the partial transpose Gt = Z” E;; ® Gij,
for which a naive bound gives ||G{|op < n||G|lop [64]. Applying this naive bound produces
a trivial estimate G;; < 1. A similar issue arises for the quadratic forms in the expressions
of G;; and g, in @ and .

(2) In the infinite-dimensional context of , Khintchine-type inequalities only yield estimates
in the LP-norms || - ||, for p < oo, rather than a dimension-free estimate in the operator
norm, whereas stability of the fixed-point equation is most readily established under
perturbations that are bounded in operator norm.

We address these difficulties by first carrying out the analysis for |z| sufficiently large for which
the resolvent admits a convergent series expansion in 27!, and furthermore the concentration of
errors in @ and may be established by expanding into elementary tensors and applying scalar
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concentration term-by-term. Then, using a quantitative version of the maximum modulus principle,
we obtain a weak high-probability estimate in the operator norm

1Gii — (B+ 6,2 — 21 — (n ' Tra)G) |

—Q

<n
op

for any fixed z € CT and a small (sub-optimal) constant o > 0 depending on 3z (Lemma |4.9)).
Such an estimate and the stability of the fixed-point equation is sufficient to deduce

Gii — (B + 6,2 —zI — ]\4}3)71 <n" %, Gij <n~ % (15)

=M;

These estimates ((15)) now enable the application of non-commutative analogues of fluctuation
averaging techniques [22], which we use in conjunction with an iterative bootstrapping argument
to obtain the optimal estimates for Gy;, G;; as follows: Writing the first non-spectral term of ((14])

as
1 (i) ie _ 1 (i) G
—yalal =23 E(e)a Z &[G
T T
where E, is the partial expectation over row/column r of A and Q, = 1—E,, fluctuation averaging
with as input shows for the second term n=1 3", QT[G(Z (Z) ] < n=3%. Applying a resolvent

expansion of the first term n=! > E, [Gi g an) ] then yields

< ZG l)*) <n t4np3e

for the linear operator L2(X) = X — - ZZ M; X M, with M; defined in . This type of operator
associated to Dyson fixed-point equations has been studied previously in [2, [4], and we adapt a
Perron-Frobenius argument of [2] to show quantitative invertibility of £y for any fixed 2 € C*.
In our context, we require invertibility of L9 in the LP-norm for each p € [1,00), and in infinite-
dimensional settings where L2 may not have an exact Perron-Frobenius eigenvector — we thus
carry out this analysis in the L'-L° duality rather than the Hilbert-space setting of [2], and
appeal to the Riesz-Thorin interpolation to obtain invertibility for all p (Lemma . This shows

n! o foj) ijj)* < n~t 4+ n732 which applied to shows the implication

Gii — M; and Gij <n ¢ = G” — M; and Gij =< max(n_l/z,n_So‘/Q).

Iterating this bound gives finally the optimal errors G;; — M; < n~=Y2 and Gij = n~1/ 2 and an
additional fluctuation averaging step shows n~! >, Gi—Mp < n~! for the partial trace, as claimed
in .

These arguments extend to show quantitative approximations for bilinear forms of the resolvent
(u® v)*G(W ® V'), with O<(n~/2) error. To show the estimate Gjj,5 < n~' for off-diagonal
entries, we apply a similar idea as above, deriving from the resolvent identities and a fluctuation
averaging argument, for each fixed ¢ # j and « # 3,

L4 <Z ijegeZGik> < ’I’L_l/2
k

where £1(X) = X — % Z?Zl M; X M;. Quantitative invertibility of £ follows from differentiation of
the fixed-point equation , yielding ), Grjeser,Gir < n~1/2, and we will deduce from this the
estimate Gjjag < N~ 1 (Section [5). Finally, results for the least-squares problem (|1) are obtained
via a similar analysis of a hneanzed model (Section @
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1.2. Notation and conventions. (eq,...,e,) € C" are the standard basis vectors, E;; = eie;

are the coordinate basis elements of C"*", and I, is the identity matrix (omitting the subscript
when the meaning is clear). For M € C™", |[M||r = (3, ; Im;;|?)1/? and Tr M = 3", my; are the
Frobenius norm and (unnormalized) trace. We write U = diag(u) for the diagonal matrix with
u € C" on its diagonal, and u = diag(U) for the vector (U11,...,Upy,) on the diagonal of U € C™*".

For a von Neumann algebra X, we denote its unit as 1y (omitting the subscript when the
meaning is clear). Scalars z € C are identified implicitly as elements of X via z +— z1y. We write
x > 0 if x € X is self-adjoint and has nonnegative spectrum. For x,y € X self-adjoint, x > y means
x —y > 0. We write

Rx = %(x—i—x*), Sx = %(x—x*), x| = (x*x)l/2
for the operator real and imaginary parts and absolute value. We denote
Xt ={xe€X:3x> e for some e >0}

as the elements with strictly positive imaginary part (not to be confused with the positive cone
{x € X :x>0}). |[X|lop is the operator norm, and ||x||, = #(|x|?)'/? is the LP-norm for a given
trace ¢.

2. MODEL AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Kronecker deformed Wigner model.

Assumption 2.1. (a) A, B € C™*" are independent Wigner matrices (defined on an underlying
probability space (2,.%,P)) satisfying A = A* and B = B*, and having independent entries
(aij,bij)igj such that, for all 1 <i < j <mn,

Eaji = Eby = Ea;; =Eb;; =0,  Elai|> =E[by;[* = 1/n
and for all 1 <4,j5 <n, each p > 2 and a constant C}, > 0,
Elai[?, Elas; [P, Elbs [P, Elbi; [P < Cyn /2. (16)
(This includes the special case where A, B are real and symmetric.)

(b) ® = diag(fy,...,6,) € R™™ and = = diag(&y,...,&,) € R™ ™ are deterministic diagonal
matrices satisfying ||O||op, [|Z|lop < v for a constant v > 0.

We study the Kronecker deformed Wigner model
Q=A@ Iixn+ Lixn®B+0OQE e C>". (17)
For spectral arguments z € CT, define the resolvent and Stieltjes transform of @ by
G(2) = (Q — 2 Luxn ® Inxn) 4,
m(z) =n2TrG(z) = (n 1 Tr @n Tr) [(Q — 2 Luxn @ Inxn) L.

We will use Roman indices for the first tensor factor, Greek indices for the second, and write the
blocks and entries of G(z) as

Gij= (e, ®I1)"G(e; ® I) € C™", Gup = (I ®€,)"G(I ® eg) € C™™,
Gijap = (6; ®e,)"G(e; ® eg) € C.

Our main result will establish deterministic equivalent approximations for G(z) and m(z). These
may be defined through a free probability construction, in the following setting:

Assumption 2.2. (a) A is a von Neumann algebra with unit 14, operator norm || - |op, and
faithful, normal, tracial state 7: A — C.
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(b) A contains as a von Neumann subalgebra
M=Ccm"

where I,,xn, € M C A coincides with 14, and 7|y and || - |lop|m restrict to the normalized
matrix trace % Tr and matrix operator norm on M.

(c) A has two semicircular elements a,b (i.e. satisfying 7(a%) = 7(b*) = f o 2% 5=V/4 — z2 dx for
each k > 1) which are free of M with respect to 7.

Let D C M be the subalgebra of diagonal matrices, generated by the diagonal basis elements
{E;;}"_,, and denote by 77 : A — D the diagonal projection

E;; = ZHT XEZZ)E’L’L (18)

(This is the unique 7-preserving conditional expectation onto D, in the sense of Lemma ) We
implicitly identify A with its representation on an underlying Hilbert space H, and denote by
A ® A the von Neumann tensor product acting on H ® H. We denote by 7@ 7 : A® A — C,
T®1: A®A— A and 1®7: A® A — A the unique bounded linear maps satisfying

(Te7)xey) =70)7(), (TO)Kxey) =7y, (17)(x®Yy)="(y)X

and similarly for 72 ® 7P, 7P ® 1, and 1 @ 7.
Identifying ©, = € M as elements of A (which are free of a, b by assumption), in the limit n — oo,
an approximation of our matrix of interest () in the tracial sense is given by

q=a®1+12b+OREc AR A.

For spectral arguments z € C*, we define its (deterministic, n-dependent) resolvent and Stieltjes
transform by

g(z) =(a—z1@1)7}
mo(z) =7 @ 7[g(2)] € CT.
The deterministic equivalent matrix Go(z) for G(z) is then given by
Go(z) = (TP @ mP)[g(2)] e DR D.

We remark that Go(z) is a deterministic diagonal matrix in C"*"*, (We refer to [32, Theorem 4.4]
for a previous example of this type of construction, in a different model.)

In contrast to more classical random matrix models, the above Stieltjes transform mg(z) in
general does not seem to admit a simple characterization in terms of scalar-valued fixed-point
equations. However, it may be characterized via a pair of fixed-point equations in the operator
algebra A, and G(z) may be constructed from this characterization in the following way.

Proposition 2.3. In the setting of Assumption set AT = {x € A:3x > € for some ¢ > 0}.
For any z € CT, there exist unique elements my(2), my(2) € A" satisfying the fived-point equations

mg(z) = %Z(a+£a@—z—ma(z))_1, (19)
a=1

m(2) = > (b + 0= — 2 my(z)) (20)

=1
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We have

mo(z) = 7[ma(2)] = 7[ms(2)],

Go(2) =) mP[(a+6a0 2= ma(2) '] @ Baa =Y Ei @70 [(b+6;E — 2 — my(2))~].

a=1 i=1

Our main results for this model are the following estimates for its Stieltjes transform m(z) and
resolvent G(z). Here, the stochastic domination notation ¢ < ¢ (c.f. [22]) means P[|¢| > n°¢] < n~P
for any fixed €, D > 0 and all n > ng(e, D); we review this definition in Section

Theorem 2.4. Fiz any v,0 > 0. Under Assumptions and [2.4, uniformly over z € C* with
|z| <v and Sz > 6, and over i,j,a, 5 € {1,...,n} with i # j and o # B, we have:

(a) (Stieltjes transform)

Im(z) —mo(2)] < n~L. (21)
(b) (Resolvent blocks)
HG;} G =0 - 03| < n=12, (22)
|- 63— (6= gm0 <n7t2, (23)
1Gsillops | Gagllop < n ™2, (24)
(¢) (Resolvent entries)
Giioa — (Go)itaa < 112, (25)
Giiaps Gijaa <12, (26)
Gij,aﬁ < n_l. (27)

(d) (Bilinear forms) Uniformly over vectors u,v,u’,v' € C" with ||ul2, ||v|l2, |02, ||V|]2 < v,
(U@ v)*[G — Go] (W @ V') < n~ /2 (28)

The estimates , , and indicate that the entries of the resolvent fall on three scales
of orders 1, n=%/2, and n~!, as depicted in the numerical simulation of Figure

2.2. Application to least-squares problem. In the same setting of Assumption with real-
valued Wigner matrices A, B € R"*" and 6;,§; > 0, consider now the optimization objective

1 1«
f(X) = S XA+ BX|F+ 5 D &b (29)
i,j=1

Given vectors u, v € R", define its minimizer under a linear constraint

~ 1
X = argmin f(X) subject to —v'Xu=1. (30)
X cRnxn n
Our main results for this optimization problem are the following asymptotic characterization

of the minimum objective value f(X) and the values of linear forms n=!v’ *Xu' for deterministic
test vectors u’, v/ € R".

Theorem 2.5. Fiz any v,d > 0. Suppose Assumptions and hold, where A, B € R™™™ are
real-valued. Associated to u,v,u’,v' € R", denote u = diag(u), v = diag(v), v’ = diag(u’), and
v = diag(v’) as diagonal matrices in D. Then, uniformly over ©,Z u,v defining (@) such that
0,2 > 41 and v 'y/n < ||lull, V]2 < vy/n:
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FIGURE 1. Entrywise modulus of the resolvent G(z) = (A® [+ /@ B+O®=—2)"!
at z = ¢, where n = 20, A, B are independent GOE matrices of size n, and 0,2

have independent Uniform(—1,1) diagonal entries.

(a) (Objective value)
) =3 :
2 (t7)[uev)[(a®l+1®b)2+0 =" Huav)]
(b) (Linear projection) Uniformly over u',v' € R™ with |[|[u||2, ||V'||2 < vy/n,
1orgy_ T@DWaV)[(ael+18b)’+00E (uav)
n (TN[uev)[(a®1+10b)2+0E](u®v)]

We remark that the above value

(ron)WeVv)[(a®l+12b)?+0®E " (uav)

+0<(n"1?)

+ O.< (n_l/Z).

may be understood as

n 2 v (P orP)(a®l1+19b)2+00Z Huav),

(31)

(32)

where (TP @ 7P)[(a® 1+ 1®b)2+ © @ Z]~! € R"*"” ig a deterministic-equivalent approximation
for the matrix [(A® I + I ® B)? + © ® Z]~! arising in the vectorization of the objective , and
these expressions and coincide because this deterministic-equivalent matrix is diagonal.
In an asymptotic setting, if the empirical distributions of coordinates of ©, =, u, v, u’, v/ converge
to deterministic limits, then a qualitative implication of Theorem is a characterization of the

almost-sure limit values of f(X) and n~'v/*Xu’, as summarized in the following corollary.

Corollary 2.6. Asymptotically as n — oo, if the empirical distributions of coordinates of 8 =

diag(©), & = diag(Z2), and u,v,u’, v’ satisfy

711;59 =P, 711;55 N
weakly for two joint laws P, Q on R3, then there exist almost-sure limit values
T(P,Q) = lim (r@7)u@v)[(ael+1e b)? + 0 ®Z M (uav),
T'(P,Q) = lim (r®7)[(W'®V)[(a@1+1@b)* +©@E] " (ux V)]
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depending only on P, Q, and almost surely as n — 0o,

v 1 L sy T,(P7 Q)
&= mwey WY 7 Tp0);
2.2.1. Numerical computation. Since operator fixed-point equations of the form in Proposition
are not directly amenable to numerical computation, we provide in this section a procedure for
numerically approximating the values of T'(P, Q) and T"(P, Q) in Corollary using a moment
expansion. (This procedure applies equally to approximate the finite-n value of (31)) rather than its
limit 7"(P, Q), upon replacing the expectations in below by averages under the empirical
measures of coordinates = >°7 06, u; !, a0d L Oavansy-)

For each even integer m > 2, let NCy2(m) denote the set of ordered pairs (pq, pp) Where pq, pp
are non-crossing pairings of two disjoint even-cardinality subsets of {1,2,...,m} whose union is all
of {1,2,...,m}. (The pairings p, and p, may cross each other, and either pairing may be empty.)
We associate to each (pq, pp) € NCa2(m) a value val(pq, pp) in the following way:

(1) Let w, be the word in the letters {a,d} that is obtained by traversing the elements of
{1,...,m} in sequential order, and writing da for odd elements in p,, ad for even elements
in p,, and d for all elements in p.

Similarly, let wp be the word obtained by writing db for odd elements in py, bd for even
elements in pp, and d for all elements in p,.

(2) Define the complement K (pg) of pq in w, as the coarsest non-crossing partition of its letters
d, for which p, U K(p,) forms a non-crossing partition of all letters of w,. Define similarly
the complement K (pp) of pp in wp.

(3) Finally, let S; be the block of K(p,) that contains the first letter of wy, let 77 be the block
of K(pp) that contains the first letter of wp, and set

Val(p(h pb) =K [UUIQ_(‘S1|+2)/2:| H E |:9—|S|/2:| v
SEK(pa)\Sl
TeK(pp)\T1
where the expectations are over (0,U,U’) ~ P and (¢,V,V') ~ Q.

For m = 0, we take NCz2(0) to consist of the single pair (pq,pp) With p, = pp = 0 both as the
empty pairing, and set

val(p,0) = E[UUO~ Y E[VV/¢7Y]. (34)
To illustrate this in an example, suppose m = 6, p, = {(1,3)}, and p, = {(2,6),(4,5)}. Then
we=_da, d da d d _d = daddaddd
N S S
1 2 3 4 5 6
wpy=_d bd d bd db bd = dbddbddbbd
1 2 3 4 5 6

Re-numbering the letters of w, as {1,...,8}, p, now corresponds to the pairing {(2,5)} of the
letters a, and K, is the partition {(1,6,7,8),(3,4)} of the letters d. Similarly, re-numbering the
letters of wy, as {1,...,10}, pp is now the pairing {(2,9),(5,8)} of the letters b, and Kj is the
partition {(1,10),(3,4),(6,7)} of the letters d. Then K, has blocks of sizes 4,2, K} has blocks of
sizes 2,2, 2, so

val(pa, ) = E[UU0 0~ JENVV'e 2B EE .

The values T(P, Q) and T"(P, Q) then admit the following series approximations.
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N
o

"""" Theoretical prediction: Scaling=1
- Theoretical prediction: Scaling=1.3
------- Theoretical prediction: Scaling=3

¢ Empirical value: Scaling=1

t  Empirical value: Scaling=1.3

4 Empirical value: Scaling=3

=
©

=
o

Value of quadratic form
= =
N BN

=
o

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
Correlation

FIGURE 2. Values of 1/(2f(X)) obtained from solving across 10 indepen-
dent realizations (solid dots, with vertical lines indicating 1 standard deviation)
versus the theoretical prediction T'(P, Q) computed from Proposition with
M =12 (dashed lines). Here A, B are GOE matrices of size n = 1000, we take
0; Let ,u?,v2 ~ Uniform(0.05,0.5)/k with k € {1,1.3,3}, and the horizontal axis

1nd1cates the correlation between coordinate pairs (6; ', u?) and between (51, v2).

Proposition 2.7. Let (6,U,U’) ~ P and (&,V,V') ~ Q where P,Q are the joint laws on R of
Corollary [2.6  Denote ||U||oc = max{|z| : # € supp(U)} where supp(U) is the support of U. Set
n = min{/ZaTp : T, € supp(h), x, € supp(§)}. Then for any M > 1 and z > 1,

T'(P,Q) = Mi ( Z_n;/fn Aé:l( ><2_1>> > val(pa, o) + 70

st:e?Jen (pa>pp)ENCa2 2(m)
where
V(z—1)2 + 1612 M
_ zZ —
a1 < 1Ue VIl o IV - 72 ( i ) | )

The same result holds for T(P, Q) upon replacing U,V in , , and by U, V.
In particular, choosing z = 1 + 1612, the remainder is bounded as

1)M/2

i

_ z
[rarl < Ullo IV lloo IV lloo IV llsc - 7 2(

so the series in m converges geometrically (with faster convergence for larger values of the regu-
larization 7). Then T(P, Q) and T’'(P, Q) may be approximated to high numerical accuracy by
computing Z(pa,pb)eNcg,g(m) val(pq, pp) for a small number of terms m = 0,2,..., M. A numerical
illustration is provided in Figure [2]

3. PRELIMINARIES

In the remainder of the paper, we prove the preceding results. We summarize in this section
the technical tools needed for our analyses. Section [ contains the core of our main argument
for analyzing a deformed Wigner-type matrix model in an operator-algebra setting. Section
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completes the analyses for the Kronecker deformed Wigner model , and Section |§| completes
the analyses for the least-squares problem .

Throughout this section and Section X is a von Neumann algebra acting on a (complex) Hilbert
space H, having unit 1y, operator norm || - ||op, and a faithful, normal, tracial state ¢ : X — C.
We recall that this means ¢ is a linear functional satisfying

’QS(X)’ < ||X||Opa ¢(1X) = 17 ¢(Xy) = gb(yx) for all X,y € X’
¢(x) > 0 for all x > 0, ¢(x) =0 only if x =0,

and ¢(supx;) = lim ¢(x;) for any bounded increasing net {x;} of elements x; > 0 in X. We will
be working with X’-valued random variables, understood as strongly (i.e. Bochner) measurable
functions from the underlying probability space (£2,.%#,P) to the Banach space (X,| - |lop). For
a X-valued random variable x satisfying E||x||o, < 0o, we denote by Ex € X its expectation and
E[x | ¢] its conditional expectation with respect to a sub-sigma-field 4 C % (c.f. [57, Chapter 1]).

3.1. Stochastic domination. For p € [1,00), we denote the LP-norms with respect to ¢ as
1 *
Ixlly = o(I7)'77, x = ()2

Relevant properties of these norms and their associated non-commutative LP-spaces are reviewed
in Appendix [D] Throughout, we will write x < { to mean stochastic domination of the LP-norm for
each fixed p € [1,00), in the following sense.

Definition 3.1 (Stochastic domination). Let x = {x(u) : v € U} be a n-dependent family of X-
valued random variables, and ¢ = {¢(u) : u € U} a corresponding family of (positive) scalar-valued
random variables, where U is a n-dependent parameter set. We say that

X_<Ca X:O<(C)

uniformly over u € U, if, for any fixed p € [1,00) and ¢, D > 0, there exists ng(p,e, D) > 0 such
that for all n > ny,

sup P [||x(u)|l, > n¢(u)] <n”P.
uelU,

In the scalar setting of a C-valued random variable x, this means sup, ¢y, P [|x(u)| > n°((u)] < n—P
for some ng(e, D) > 0 and all n > ng(e, D).

We will often use implicitly the following basic properties of <.

Lemma 3.2.
(a) If x(u,v) < C(u,v) uniformly over uw € U and v € V, and |V| < n® for some constant C > 0,

then uniformly over u € U,
S xtu0) < Y )
veV veV
(b) If x1 < (1 and x2 < (2 uniformly over u € U, then also x1x2 < (1(2 uniformly over u € U.
(¢) Suppose x < ¢ uniformly over u € U, where C is deterministic, ¢ > n~¢, and E[||x||’;] < nCrk
for all p,k € [1,00) and some constants C,Cp > 0. Then E[x | 4] < ¢ uniformly over uw € U
and over all sub-sigma-fields 4 C .F of the underlying probability space (2, F,P).

Proof. The argument is similar to the scalar setting (c.f. [28, Lemma D.2]): For each fixed p € [1, c0),
by the triangle inequality and Holder’s inequality for the LP-norm (Lemma |D.3)),

Z x(u, v)

veV

< w0l xaxally < [lxall2plx2l2p-
p veV
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Statements (a) and (b) then follow from a union bound. For (c), by the given assumptions, for any
p,k € [1,00), € >0, and all n > ny(e, k, p),

E[l[xll;] < E[IxI1{lxlly < n/2¢*} + Elx(2{IIx]l} > n/?¢"}]
< n 2 + B[ PIxly > n2¢MMY? < nech. (36)
The triangle inequality for || - ||, implies for A € [0, 1] that ||[Ax+ (1 = A)y|l, < AlIx|lp + (1 = X)[lyllp,
s0 X — [|x||p is continuous and convex. Then (c.f. [57, Proposition 1.12])
IE [ 9, < E[lIX]l, | ¢]- (37)
So for any 4 C %, p € [1,00), and €, D > 0, fixing k > 1 such that (k — 1)e > D and choosing
n > ng(p, €, D) large enough so that holds,
E(BMX | Il _ EExl, | 41* _ BlXIE] _ -1
<n
nkeCk — nkeCk — nkeCk

<n*D.

PlEX [ ][, > n¢] <

0

Remark 3.3. For the finite-dimensional matrix algebra (C™*",|| - [lop, = Tr), we have || X|op <
(Tr(X*X)P/2)V/P = n!/P|| X||,. Thus if X < ¢, then for any ¢, D > 0 and all n > ng(e, D), choosing
p = max(1,2/e),

P[| Xlop > n¢] < Pln!/?| Xl > n°¢] < P[|IX]lp > n/2¢) <n™?

so this implies the operator norm bound ||X|lop < ¢. However, we caution that this implication
does not hold in infinite-dimensional settings, where our notation x < ¢ has a weaker meaning than

[x[lop < €.

3.2. Khintchine-type inequalities. The following statements may be deduced from the non-
commutative Rosenthal inequalities of [38]. In the setting of Rademacher variables, similar Khint-
chine inequalities have been shown in [56, Eq. (8.4.11)] and [59, Theorem 6.22].

Lemma 3.4. Let (x;,yij :4,j =1,...,n) be (deterministic) elements in X, and denote
n n
Y:ZEij®y¢j€(C"X"®X, Yt:ZE]‘Z‘@)yZ‘jECnxn@X (38)
i,j=1 i,j=1

where Y' is the partial transpose of Y in its first tensor factor. We equip C"*™ @ X with the trace
n~ ' Tr®¢ and its LP-norm ||x||, = ((n~' Tr @¢)[|x[?])/P.

Let (o, B; 1 i = 1,...,n) be independent C-valued random variables, satisfying Eo; = ES; = 0
and E[|o;|P], E[|8;|P] < C, for every p > 2 and some constant Cp, > 0. Then for all p € [2,00), there
are constants C},, C, C} > 0 such that

(a)

n p n 1/2 P n 1/2 p
E[ Zaixi } SC’;,maX{H(inxf> , (Zx;“xz> }
i=1 P i=1 P i=1 P
(b)
n D n 1/2p n 1/2)1p
E{ S aibiyy ] < c;;max{H( )3 yz-jy;;) | (2 y;;-y@-j> ,n||v||§,nuvtu§}
ij=1 P ij=1 p N2 P

(c) Suppose yi; =0 for each i =1,...,n. Then

P 1/2 1/2
E[ Z QY ] < C;,"maX{H< Z yz‘j}’fj> ( Z Y;‘kj}’ij)
P

1<i#j<n 1<i#j<n 1<i#j<n
Proof. See Appendix O

p p

)

p

,nuvug;,n||vtuz}
p
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3.3. Fluctuation averaging. Let {¥;, : i = 1,...,n} be a collection of sub-sigma-fields in the
underlying probability space (§2,.#,P). For a X-valued random variable x with E||x||op, < 0o, define
the projections

Eix] =E[x | 4],  Qilx] = (1-E)x =x—Ejx].
Supposing that {E;, Q; :i =1,...,n} all commute, set
ES:HEi7 QS:HQi
€S €S
with the conventions Ey[x] = Qy[x] = x.

The following fluctuation averaging statements in the LP-norms on & are similar to those of the
scalar setting, see e.g. [23] Theorem 4.7] and [29, Lemma A.2].

Lemma 3.5 (Fluctuation averaging). Suppose that {E;, Q; : i = 1,...,n} commute. Let {x;}],
and {x;j }1<izj<n be X-valued random variables such that for any p,k € [1,00) and some constants
Cpi > 0, we have E[[|x||X], E[[[x]|%] < nCrk for all i # j.

(a) Suppose Ei[x;] =0, and for some o, B > 0 and each fized | > 1, uniformly over S C {1,...,n}
with |S| <1 and overi ¢ S, we have

1Qs[x]ll, < =711, (39)

Denote 8/ = min{1/2, 8}. Then uniformly over deterministic vectors u = (uy,...,u,) € C",

> i < 07 ()] uloc)
i=1
(b) Suppose E;[x;] = 0, and for some o > 0 and each fized | > 1, uniformly over S C {1,...,n}
with |S| <1 and overi ¢ S, we have
1Qsxilll, < 15172, (40)

Then uniformly over deterministic vectors u = (u1,...,uy) € C",
n
D uixi < n |l
i=1

(¢) Suppose Ei[x;;] = Ej[x;;] = 0, and for some o > 0 and each fired | > 1, uniformly over
S C{l,...,n} with |S| <1 and overi,j ¢ S with i # j, we have
1Qs[xijlll, < n=e 1812, (41)

Then uniformly over (u;;)i;_, € C™*",

Proof. See Appendix [C] O
3.4. Minors and resolvent identities. Let H € C"*"™ and x € X be self-adjoint, and let
n
Z:ZEii@)ZiED@X, z; € XT = {x € X : 3x > ¢ for some € > 0}.
i=1
Consider the generalized resolvent

R=(H®x—2)teC"" X,
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which exists by Lemma as —S(H @ x —z) = Jz > € if Jz; > € for every i. For an index set
S C{1,...,n}, we define H®) € C*" and R € C™*" ® X by

g _ JHi iti g ¢S RY = (H®) @x—2z)7!
) 0 otherwise ’ ’

with H®) = H and R®) = R. We will use the indexing R;; = (e; ® 1)*R(e; ® 1) for the X-valued
entries of R, and the notations

(5) .
S= Y . =@ is=5u{ih
R(S) 1

i ie{l,..n}\S

Lemma 3.6 (Resolvent identities). Suppose H € C" ™ and x € X are self-adjoint, and z; € X
foreachi=1,...,n. For any S C{1,...,n}:

(a) For anyi ¢ S, Rl(f) € X is invertible, and

1 (S)
I _ (S)
R(S) hiix — X Z her hsz X
(b) For anyi,j ¢ S with i # j,
R = —R{x Z hie RYS | = Z Ry | xRS
(33.5)
= —hi;RyxREY + Z hir RS | xRS,

(¢) For anyi,j,r ¢ S (including i = j) with r ¢ {z J}s

L p®)

(S) _ p(rs) (9)
Ry = R~ + 1y, R i

1 1 1 (S) 1 (S) 1
= - Rir Rri :
W

Proof. These follow from Schur-complement inversion identities applied to

hﬁ)x -7 hgg)x e h(li)x
S S S
H(S) - hgl)x th)X —Z2 h‘gn) c Cnxn ’
hfﬁ)x hg)x e hg{?l)x —Zn

which are purely algebraic and identical to those of the scalar setting, see e.g. [20, Lemma 4.2]. O

3.5. Maximum modulus principle. We will use the following quantitative version of the maxi-
mum modulus principle, following [60, Appendix A].

Lemma 3.7. Fizx any a > 0. For each r € (—0,0), define the circle in C*

Sp={z€C":|z—ialte| = 20}

1—e?r 1—e?"

Let f : Ct — C be any analytic function not identically equal to 0, and set
M(r) = 1 .
(r) = maxlog|f(2)|

Then r — M(r) is increasing and convex over r € (—o00,0).



16 KRONECKER-PRODUCT RANDOM MATRICES AND A MATRIX LEAST SQUARES PROBLEM

Proof. For any analytic function ¢g : D — C (not identically 0) on the unit disk D = {z : |z| < 1},
the function
r+— max log|g(z)]
z€D:|z|=e"
is increasing and convex [35]. Fixing a > 0, consider the conformal mapping v, : D — C* given by

Ya(z) = ia}fi. For any z € D,

1+ 2)?
L— |2

‘ 2a(z — |2[)
(1—=2)(1 =2

so 1, maps each circle {z € D : |2| = €"} bijectively to S, C CT. The result then follows from
applying the above monotonicity and convexity to the function g(z) = f(¢4(2)). O

2a|z|

1 2)? N

1—2z

Va(z) —1a

4. ANALYSIS OF A GENERALIZED RESOLVENT

Much of the analysis for Theorem may be stated at the level of a generalized resolvent

K
R=(Hex-2)'eC”"@X, z=) Di®x4}€cDX (42)
k=1
where X, X1, ...,Xg are elements of an abstract von Neumann algebra X', and H is a Wigner random

matrix. We will then specialize to X = C™*" and X = A for the two stages of analysis of the
Kronecker deformed Wigner model . We emphasize that it is important for our arguments to
hold when X is infinite-dimensional, for the analysis in the second stage with X = A.

We collect here the assumptions of this general setting.

Assumption 4.1. There exist constants v > 1, v > § > 0, and K > 1 such that:

(a) H € C™™ is a random Wigner matrix satisfying the conditions of Assumption and
D1,...,Dg € C"*™ are deterministic and diagonal matrices.

(b) (A, |l - llop,7) is the von Neumann algebra of Assumption with trace 7, containing the
subalgebra M = C"*™ and a semicircular element, denoted here as h, that is free of M.

(c) (X,] - |lops®) is a von Neumann algebra with faithful, normal, tracial state ¢ : X — C, and
x € X is self-adjoint and invertible.
(d) We have
K K
[IXlop, HXAHop <7 lzllop < Z [ Dklloplxkllop < v, Sz = %ZDk ® Xp = 0. (43)
k=1 k=1

We denote by D C M the subalgebra of diagonal matrices, and 77 : A — D the diagonal pro-
jection onto D. We remark that under this assumption, z admits an equivalent representation

n K

z= ZEM ® z;, z; = Z[Dk]iixk e X, Sz > 0,
i=1 k=1

and we will use these representations of z interchangeably. We denote the limiting operator for the

generalized resolvent R by

r=(hox—2'ecA® X,
its projection under 72 ® 1 (the D ® X-valued Stieltjes transform of h ® x evaluated at z) by
= (P2 )] €D X,
and its projection under 7 ® 1 by
mo = (71 ®1)[r] = (n7* Tr®1)[ry] € X.
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We use the indexing R;; = (e; ® 1)*R(e; ® 1) and (rg);; = (e; ® 1)*ro(e; ® 1), and write x < ¢ or
x = O<(() for stochastic domination in the LP-norms for p € [1,00) as discussed in Section
Our main result in this context is the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Uniformly over x,z satisfying Assumption
(n~'Tr ®1)[R] —mg < n~L. (44)
Also uniformly over i # j € {1,...,n},

Rii — (ro)i = n~ /2, (45)
Rij <n~Y2 (46)

and uniformly over deterministic vectors u,v € C" with ||ul|2, ||v]j2 < v,
(U@ 1) [R—rl(vel) <n /2 (47)

In the remainder of this section, we prove Theorem Section [4.1] discusses existence, unique-
ness, and stability of the solution to the relevant operator-valued fixed-point equation. Section [4.2
proves a preliminary estimate in operator norm

[ Rii — (ro)iillop < 0% [ Rijllop < n™ for i # j
for some o > 0, by conducting the analysis for sufficiently large |z| and extending the result to
all fixed z € C* using the maximum modulus principle. Section improves this to the optimal

estimate of n=/2 in the LP-norms for p € [1,00), using the non-commutative Khintchine-type
inequalities, fluctuation averaging techniques, and an iterative bootstrapping argument. Section
concludes the proof of Theorem

All stochastic domination statements of this section are implicitly uniform over x,z satisfying
Assumption indices i, j, k,... € {1,...,n}, subsets S C {1,...,n} having cardinality |S| < I
for any fixed (n-independent) value [ > 1, and unit vectors u,v € C" satisfying [Ju]|2, ||[v|]2 < v.

4.1. Operator fixed-point equations.

Lemma 4.3. Let D C M C A and X be as in Assumption[[.1. Let x € X be self-adjoint, and let
h € A be a semicircular element free of M.

(a) (D ® X-valued fized point) For anyz € (D@ X)T ={z€ DR X : Sz > € for some € > 0},
there exists a unique solution s € (D ® X)* to the fized-point equation

s= (2= Lin® x (n ' Trelfs)) ) . (48)
This solution is given by ro = (7P @ 1)[(h @ x — z) 1.
(b) (X-valued fized point) For any zi,...,z, € X, there exists a unique solution m € X7 to

the fixed-point equation

n

m— % S (—zi = xmx) (49)
=1

Settingz=>""" | B;; ®z; € D ® X, this solution is given by mg = (1 ® 1)[(h ® x — z)71].

Proof. For existence and uniqueness in part (a), we apply the general result of [37, Theorem 2.1]:
Let B be any C*-algebra and denote its right operator half-plane

B ={a€B:Ra=1i(a+a*)> e for some e > 0}.

Then for any b € B’ and any analytic mapping n : B’ — B’ that is bounded on bounded domains
of B, there exists a unique solution s € B’ to the equation s = [b + n(s)] .

Fixing z € (D® X)*, we take B=D® X, b = —iz/2, and 1(s) = —iz/2 + I @ x(n~! Tr ®1[s])x,
noting that R[b] = Iz/2 > € > 0 and Rny(s) = 32/2 + I @ x(n "' Tr@1[RNs])x > € > 0 for some



18 KRONECKER-PRODUCT RANDOM MATRICES AND A MATRIX LEAST SQUARES PROBLEM

€ > 0 whenever s > 0 and z € (D ® X)*, because x is self-adjoint and n~! Tr ®1 is a positive map
(Lemma [D.2). Thus, there exists a unique solution s’ € (D ® X)' to

' = (—iz+ T@x(n ' Trol[s])x) .

Multiplying by i, there exists a unique solution s = is’ € (D ® X)) to (48)).

To show that this solution is given by ry = (72 ® 1)[(h ® x — z)7!], we claim that the map
s = I @x(n"!Tr®ls])x is the D ® X-valued R-transform of h ® x, and is the Cauchy-R
relation over D ® X. We recall a few relevant notions from operator-valued free probability theory
[47, Chapter 9.2]: Let NC(m) be the lattice of non-crossing partitions of {1,...,m}. Associated
to any von Neumann subalgebra B of Y = A ® X and its conditional expectation 7.y 5B
(c.f. Lemma is a system of B-valued cumulants (n?)ﬂeNC(m), which are C-multilinear maps

kB . Y™ — B satisfying the free moment-cumulant relation
Pyiya-ym) = > KE(Y1LY2 -, Ym) (50)
TeNC(m)

and the bimodule properties

"if(bYLY% SRR 7ym—17ymb/) = b’%f(yla o 7ym—17y7ﬂ)b/7 (51)
K/f(ylv ce >Yrba}’r+l, s aym) - K/f(yly s 7y1”) by’r‘-‘rla e 7Ym)

for any y1,...,ym € Y and b,b’ € B. Fixing a self-adjoint element y € ), for any invertible b € B
with ||b~!||op small enough, we may define the B-valued Cauchy-transform

Gy(b) =78[(b—y)7'] =Y P (yb™")"] € B,
m>0
and for any b € B with ||b||op small enough, we may define the B-valued R-transform
RE(b) = 3" kE(yb,...,yb,y) € B
m>1

where K., = Kk, for the partition 7 = {{1,...,m}}. Then, for any invertible b € B with ||b~!|op
small enough, these transforms satisfy the Cauchy-R relation

G(b) = (b~ RE(GE (b)) 52
Specializing to our setting with B = D® X, we claim that for any s € B with ||s||op small enough,
REEX(5) = Lnwn @ x(n~ Tr@1[s])x. (53)

Indeed, since h is free of M and hence of D C M, it is readily checked by definition (c.f. [47,
Definition 9.5]) that h®x is free of B = D® X with amalgamation over 1 ® & under the conditional
expectation T®1: AQX — X = 1® X. Then by [50, Theorem 3.6], for any s € D ® X with ||s|/op
small enough,

RPOY(5) = Z KPOY((h@x)s,...,(h@x)s,h ®x)

h®x
m>1
= Z kY (hex)(r@1)s],...,(h@x)(T®1)[s],h®x)
m>1
=Y (1 ® [x(n7! Tr®1[s])]m_lx> KO h@1,.,h@1)
m>1

where we used in the last step that 7 ® 1[s] = n~! Tr®1[s] for any s € D ® X, that h ® 1 commutes
with 1 ® X, and the bimodule properties . On the other hand, we have

IOYh®1,...,h®@1) = kp(h,...,h(1 1)
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where Ky, (h,..., h) are the scalar-valued free cumulants of h: This may be verified by expressing
KXY (h®1,...,h®1) in terms of moments under the conditional expectation 7 ® 1 using M&bius-

inversion of (c.f. 47, Eq. (9.19)]), applying the identity (7 ® 1)[a ® 1] = 7(a)(1 ® 1) for each
moment term, and re-applying to express the result back in terms of the scalar cumulants
KEm(h,...,h). Here, h € A is semi-circular, so kp,(h,...,h) =1 if m = 2 and 0 otherwise (c.f. [51}
Example 11.21]). Thus only the m = 2 term above remains, and we obtain the claim (53]).

Then, identifying ro(z) = (TP ®@1)[(h@x—2z)7!] = —Gfg(x(z), the Cauchy-R relation 1} implies
that

ro(z) = (—z— T ®x (n_l Tr ®1[ro(2)]) x)f1
for all z € (D ® &)t with ||z7!{|op small enough. Since the two sides of this equation are analytic
over the operator half-plane z € (D ® X)* and are equal on an open subset of (D ® X)T, it follows
from the identity principle they must be equal for all z € (D ® X)T, showing part (a) that rq is the

unique solution of for any such z.
For part (b), observe that for any m € X,

i=1 =1

n -1 n
(z+ Lyxn @ xmx) ™1 = <Z E; ®(z; + xmx)> = Z Ei; @ (z; +xmx) L

Then setting mg = n~! Tr®1[ry] = (1 ® 1)[(h ® x — z) 1] and taking n~! Tr®1 on both sides of
with s = rg shows that mg solves . To see that mg is the unique solution, observe that if
m € X+ solves (49), then defining s; = (—z; —xmx) ' and s = 3, E;; ® s; € (D ® X)*, it follows
from that m = n~! Tr®1[s], so s solves . Then by the uniqueness claim of part (a), we
must have s = rg, so m = n~! Tr ®1[rg] = mg. Hence this solution my € X+ to is unique. [

We deduce from the above the following stability statements for approximate solutions of these
fixed-point equations.

Corollary 4.4. Under Assumption [{.1]:
(a) Suppose s € (D® X)t and A € D® X satisfy S(z+ A) > 6/2 and
s= (2= ALy, ®x(n ' Trelfs))x) "
Then for any p € [1,00] (where || - |loo = || - lop ),
lIs = roll, < 252 Al -

(b) Suppose m € Xt and A € X satisfy S(z; +xAx) > /2 for alli=1,...,n and
m=—Y (-z —xmx) "' +A. (54)
Then for any p € [1, 0],
Im = moll,, < (1 +2v%6%) A,

Proof. For part (a), defining r(z) = (h®x —z)~! and ro(z) = (7P ® 1)[r(z)], Lemma (a) implies
that s = ro(z + A). Hence

Is = roll, = lIro(z+ A) = ro(2)l, = [|(77 @ Dr(z + A)Ar(2)]]|,
< lrz+ D)lopllAllplIr@)llop < 2672 Al

where we used LP-contractivity of 72 ®1 (Lemma |D.4)), Hélder’s inequality (Lemma|D.3)), the given
conditions Sz > ¢ and J(z+ A) > §/2, and Lemma
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Similarly for part (b), defining mo(z) = (n~! Tr®1)[r(z)] and setting m" = m — A, we have
m' = n1Y(—z — xAx — xm’x) " so Lemma a) implies that m’ = mo(z + I ® xAx). Then,
using also ||x||op < 7,

[Im —moll, < [[A[lp + [[mo(z + I @ xAx) = mo(2)]l,
< 1Al + 26711 @ xAX]|p < (14 29°572) | Al

O

We close this section with an analysis of the quantitative invertibility of two linear operators
L1,L9: X — X in the LP-norms, defined as
1 o 1 o
Li(a) =a— - Z(rg)iixax(ro)ii, Lo(a) =a— - Z(rg)iixax(ro);‘i.
i=1 i=1
The invertibility of £; is more immediate, and follows from differentiating the preceding fixed-point
equation. We state this in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Under Assumption [, consider the linear operator L1 : X — X given by
1

n

L =a—— i ii-
1(a) =a n ;(Fo) xax(ro)
Then L is invertible, and for any a € X and p € [1,00] (where || - |loo = || - [lop);

L7 @)l < (7% +072)allp.
Proof. For any b € X with ||b|[op < 6/2 (which ensures S(z+1® b) > /2 > 0), define
fh)y=(r@l)[(hex—z—1ab)""],  wb)=x"bx"'+ f(b).

Then Lemma [4.3(b) applied at z + 1 ® b shows that f (b) is the unique solution in Xt to the
fixed-point equation f(b) =n"13",(—z; — b —xf(b)x)7!, i.e.

x bx™! = w(b) — ! Z(_Zi —xw(b)x) L. (55)

n -

For all w € X1, define

1 _
g(w) =w— EZ(_Zi — xwx) L. (56)
i=1
Then for all b € X with ||b||op, < /2, since w(b) satisfies , we have g(w(b)) = x~tbx~1.
Let us write Dw(b), Dg(w) for the Fréchet derivatives of w( ) and g(w) as hnear maps on X.
Recalling r = (h ® x — z) 7! and differentiating w(b) = x " !bx ' + (r® 1)[(h®@x —z—1®b)"!] at
b =0, for any a € X and p € [1, o0] we have

1Dw(0)falllp, = [Ix"ax™" + (7 @ 1)[r(1 @ a)r],
<lallp + Izl @ ally < (72 +672) all,- (57)
Here, the second line uses Holder’s inequality (Lemma [D.3)), |x top < 7, contractivity of the
conditional expectation 7 ® 1 in LP (Lemma |[D.4), and [|r|lop < ! by the assumption Iz > § and

Lemma On the other hand, differentiating at wo = w(0) and using (—z; — xwex) ™1 =
(—z; — xmox)~! = (rg)s by Lemma a), we have
1 n
Dg(wo)[a) =a— - Z(ro)u‘xax(l’o)u‘ = L1(a).

i=1
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Then differentiating both sides of the identity g(w(b)) = x*bx™! at b = 0 and evaluating the
derivative at xax for any a € X gives

L1(Dw(0)[xax]) = Dg(wo)[Dw(0)[xax]] = x [xax]x ! = a.

The bound for p = oo shows that a — Dw(0)[xax] defines a bounded linear operator on X,
so L is invertible with inverse given explicitly by £7'(a) = Dw(0)[xax]. Finally, and the
condition [[xlop < 7 imply that [ £ (a)ll, < 12(+2 + 6-2)[Jal. O

We now turn to the invertibility of £5. We use an idea from [2), Section 4.2], which relies on the
observation that £5 ! may be controlled at a single positive element of X by taking imaginary parts
of , and that the linear map a — (rg);xax(rg)}; is positivity-preserving. For finite-dimensional
matrix algebras, this implies that this map has a Perron-Frobenius eigenvector a > 0 in the positive
cone. The analyses of [2] construct a symmetrized version of this map that is self-adjoint, so that
its L2 — L? operator norm coincides with its spectral radius, and then apply a L?-inner-product of
the Perron-Frobenius eigenvector with the imaginary part of to deduce a quantitative bound
on [|1£5 1212

We adapt this idea to address two additional challenges in our setting: First, as the map
a — (ro)ixax(ro);; is non-compact and may have continuous spectrum, we can only guarantee
the existence of an approximate Perron-Frobenius eigenvector (c.f. Lemma below). For reasons
that will be clear in the proof, the approximation error must be controlled in L' rather than L?,
and thus we implement a version of this argument in the L'-L>° duality rather than in a Hilbert
space setting, to obtain a bound for ||£5'|z=_r~. Second, as we will also require a bound on
125 4| o 1o for each p € [1,00), we carry out a dual version of this argument to obtain also a bound

for || £5 Y L1_ 1, and hence deduce a bound on ||£5 || zr—z» via the Riesz-Thorin interpolation.

Lemma 4.6 (Approximate Perron-Frobenius eigenvector). Let (X, | - ||) be a real Banach space,
and K C X a closed convex cone such that KN (—=K) = {0} (K is proper), X ={x —y:z,y € K}
(K is generating), and for some C > 0 we have ||z|| < C||z + y|| whenever x,y € K (K is normal).

Let T : X — X be a bounded linear operator such that T(K) C IC, and let r(T') be the spectral
radius of its complezification Te : X +iX — X +iX. Then r(T) is an element of the spectrum of
T. Furthermore, for any € > 0, there exists an approximate eigenvector x of T such that

zek, =1 [[T(z)-r(T)z|| <e
Proof. See [33, Lemma 3.5]. O
Lemma 4.7. Under Assumption [/, consider the linear operator Lo : X — X given by
1 n
Lo(a) =a— - Z;(ro)iixax(rg);‘i.
1=
Then Ly is invertible, and for any a € X and p € [1,00] (where || - |lo = | - [lop);
_ 29 (v +42071)?
1£5* @)l < 52 1allp- (58)

Proof. Denote LP = LP(X) for the non-commutative LP-spaces associated to X (Appendix @ and
define F: L' — L' and F': L™ — L™ by
1 1o
b) == “b(ro)iix, "(a) = = i .
Fb) = ol Fe) = Y (oo
Here F and F’ are bounded linear operators on the Banach spaces (L', - 1) and (L>, || - |lop), by
Holder’s inequality and the bounds ||(ro)iillop < |[follop < 671 and [|x||lop < . Identifying the dual
(LY)* with L via the isometry a € L™ + £, € (L')* where £,(b) = ¢(ba) (Lemma [D.3)), for any
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a € L*® and b € L' we have (,(F(b)) = ¢(F(b)a) = ¢(bF'(a)) = Lz/(s)(b), so F' is the Banach
space adjoint of F.

Let 7(F) be the spectral radius of F as an operator on L!. Note that F restricts to a bounded
linear operator on the real Banach space of self-adjoint elements L., = {a € L' : a = a*} (whose

complexification is F itself), which furthermore preserves the positive cone Lll)OS ={ae Ll :a>0}.
Any a € L}, may be decomposed as a = a; —a_ with ay,a_ € L} via ay = (|a| +a)/2 and

a_ = (|a] —a)/2, and we have ||a||; = 7(a) < 7(a 4+ b) = ||a+ b]|; for all a,b € L;1>os by positivity
of the trace. Thus L%)OS is a proper, generating, and normal cone in L., so Lemma ensures the

existence of some v € L! satisfying
v=v" v >0, vl =1, F(v) =r(F)v+ A where |Al; < e (59)
Lemma shows that mq satisfies the fixed-point equation my = n~! S (—z — xmox) 1 =

n~t>" (ro)i. Taking imaginary parts, this gives Smp = n™1 >0 (r0)ii(Szi + x[Smolx)(ro)
which may be rearranged as

1 n
EQ[%mo] = (Id — ]:/)[%mo] = u, for u = ﬁ Z(ro)”[%zl](ro)z (60)
i=1
Multiplying on the left by the above approximate eigenvector v and taking the trace,
¢(vu) = ¢(v3mg) — ¢(vF'[Smo]) = ¢(v3mo) — ¢(F[v|Smo) = (1 — r(F))p(vSmg) — ¢(AJmo).

Thus
Bvu) + H(ASmo)

1—7r(F)=

gb(v%mg)
By Holder’s inequality and the bound ||Smgllop < [|mollop < 671, we have
0 < ¢(vSmg) <457, |p(ASmg)| < 6 'e. (61)

We have also Sz; > 6 and H("O)i_ilHop = ||zi +xmox||op < ||Z|op + Hx||c2)p||m0||Op < v4+2671, implying
that

n
u>4- % Z(ro)ii(ro); > c(y,v,9) for c¢(y,v,0) = §(v + 2612 (62)
i=1
Then by positivity of v, positivity of the trace, and the normalization ||v|[; = 1, we have ¢(vu) =
d(v'2uvt/?) > c(7y,v,0)b(v) = (v, v, ). Applying these bounds above and then taking € — 0, we
obtain
1 —7r(F) > dc(y,v,0) > 0. (63)
Since F' is the adjoint of F and thus shares its spectrum, this shows r(F’') = r(F) < 1. Then
Lo = Id — F’ is invertible as a bounded linear operator on L, and its inverse has the Neumann
series representation

oo
52—1 — Z(-F/)k
k=0
which is convergent in the induced operator norm || - ||p~_pr~ (by Gelfand’s formula r(F’') =

limg 00 H.F’k\|}:/o]§_>Loo). Thus, for any a € L™, we have £;'(a) = > v o(F’)*[a] which is convergent

under | - [|op- We note that (F)¥ is also positivity-preserving, i.e. if a > 0, then (F')*[a] > 0. Thus

if a > 0, then £5'(a) > 0 since the positive cone is closed under || - ||op. To summarize, we have
shown that Lo : L® — L is invertible, and
a>0= L;'(a) >0. (64)

Now take any b € L self-adjoint. Applying , we have
La(b) < [[L2(b)llop - L < [|L2(B)lop - e(,0,6) ™ - u
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so the monotonicity of £5 ' in and explicit form of £5![u] in imply
b < [|L2(b)llop - ¢(v,v,8) " Ly [u] = [1£2(b)lop - ¢(v, v, 6) "' Smy.

Similarly b > —||£2(b)|lop - ¢(K, v, ) "1Smg. Applying again ||Smg|lop < 671, this shows for every
b € L self-adjoint that ||blop < 6 Le(K,v,8) 71| L2(b)|lop- Then for any (non-self-adjoint) a € L,
noting that (||[Rallop + [|Sallop)/2 < |lallop < [[Rallop + [|allop and that RLy(a) = Lo(Ra) and
SLy(a) = Lo(Sa), this implies

2(v+ 726_1)2

Ha”op S 25_10(77 571])_1”[’2(3)”013 = 52

1£2()lop, (65)

which implies for p = oo.
Next, we show for p = 1 using a dual argument: As L' is not reflexive, we reverse the roles
of F, F' and define the bounded linear operators G : L' — L' and G’ : L>® — L> by

1 o . 1 .
G(b) =~ Z}(ro)iibe(ro)ii, G'(a) = — le(ro)iia(ro)iix'
1= 1=
Then again G’ is the adjoint of G. For any € > 0, Lemma shows there exists v € L' satisfying
v=v", v >0, Ivl1 =1, G(v) =7r(9)v+ A where ||All; <e.

Now taking imaginary parts of the fixed-point equation m§ = n=1>°"  (—zf — xm¥x) ™1, we have

S(mg) =n 30 (ro)5(S(z7) + x[S(m§)]x) (ro)ii. Negating and applying S(a*) = —SJa, this gives
1 n
Smp = x G/ (x[Smolx)x !+ =) " (r0)5[Szi] (ro)is-
i

Thus, in place of we have

n
(Id — ') [x(Smo)x] = w, for w = %ZX(fo)ZZBZi](YO)ﬁX- (66)
i=1
In place of and (62), we may apply ¢(vx[Smg]x) < 42571 and w > v~ 2¢(v,v, ), where the
first inequality uses ||x|lop < 7 and the second uses ||x !||op < v and c(7,v,d) as defined in (62).
Then, multiplying by v, taking the trace, and then taking the limit ¢ — 0, we obtain similarly
to that 1 —7(G) > v~ *c(v,v,8) > 0. This implies that Id — G’ : L — L is invertible with
positivity-preserving inverse, and repeating the preceding arguments gives, for any a € L,

274 (v + 267
02

Since (Id — G’)~! is the adjoint of £;* = (Id — G)~' : L' — L', we have ||(Id — G') !z poo =
1£5 | 11 Thus, this shows also for any a € L' that

allop < 1(0d = G"){alllop

27(v -+ %671

Jallzs < =222

1£2(a)ll L1, (67)

which is the desired result for p=1.
Finally, the result for general p € [1,00] follows from the bounds for ||£5"||pe .z~ and

125 11 already shown, and the Riesz-Thorin interpolation (Lemma [D.5). O
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4.2. Weak estimates in operator norm.

Lemma 4.8. Under Assumption there exists a constant o € (0,1/2) depending only on v, v, 6
such that for any 1 > 1, D > 0, and all n > no(l, K,~,v, 0, D), with probability at least 1 —n=P,

(i9)
sup sup |h“~|2 - > R(ZS + herT hsi <n~ %, (68)
SC{l,..m}IS|<l ¢S ZT: < g; ’
op
(S)
sup sup Z hir R, ; W) < pe (69)
Sc{l,..,n}:|S|<l i,j¢Si#) || op

Proof. We present the argument for : Take any S C {1,...,n} with |[S| <[, and any ¢ ¢ S.
Let H(9) be as defined in Section and let h( %) € C" be the zth column of H()  i.e. the vector
with entries (hg ))J = hj; for j ¢ SU{i} and 0 otherwise. Let (%, (-,-)3) be the Hilbert space on
which & acts. For any unit vectors &, ( € H, define the linear functional fi(,?c :C" @ X — C by

(i5)

(i5)
1
fz(,i)((M) = <£a Z <|hzr’2 - TL) Mrr + Z hiT‘Mrshsi C>

T r#s H

(iS)
h' @ 1) Mb)@ 1) — (n Tl @1)M for Tr™) M =" My,
= (& (B o) MO 1) - (' T wM)C)  for Tr 2 My

where M, = (e, ®1)*M(e; ®1) is the X-valued (r, s) entry of M. Define M5 : Ct - C™*" @ X
by

MO (z) = (HU'S) ®x—z+1i(6/2) — z) Teornga.
Note that S(z—i(5/2) +z) > 6/2 for all z € C*, so by Lemma|[D.1] this inverse is well-defined and
M) (2)||op < 2/ for all z € C*. (70)
By definition we have R = M5)(i§/2), so the operator norm to be bounded in is

(iS) (i)

1 ,
> (th -~ ) RED +3 hiy RS | = sup i 0 MU)(i5/2).
" rs o SCEHIEIICI =

T

Set Co =3y + (3/2)v, D={z € C* :|z| > 2Cy}, and € = 0.1, and define the event

= N NN {ggg!fig?coM“)u)mn1/2+}m{rh§ N2 < 3}.

Sc{L,...n}:|S|<l i¢S &.C:€l3,=<l13,=1
. (S) (iS) . . . + .
Noting that f; € © M) (z) is an analytic function of z € CT, we apply Lemma |3.7| on this event
E: Let a = 3CY, and set g < r1 < ro < 0 such that
1—e™ 1—e™ 1—e™

a = 2Cy, a =4/2, a =4§/4.
1+ €™ 1+emn 1+em

Then defining S, as in Lemma we have S,, C D and i§/2 € S,,. On &, the inclusion S,, C D
implies |fi(,§,)4 o M) (2)| < n=Y?*¢ for all z € S,,, and the bounds and HhEZS)HQ < 3 imply
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|f(€) oM ZS)( )] <20/6 for all z € C*. Thus Lemmashows

)

log |19, 0 MUS)(i6/2)| < sup log| £\, o MUS)(z)|

ze 1
rn —7T ra—1"Te

< 210l o tog 79, 0 M@+ 22 gy 106159, 0 162,
o — 10 2€Sr, |y — o 2€8y,

< —alogn

for some constant a € (0,1/2) depending only on ~,v,d, and for all n > ngy(y,v,d). Thus
holds on the event £ for all such n.

We now check that P[] > 1 —n~P for all n > ng(l, K, D): By a standard tail bound for the
operator norm (see e.g. [23, Theorem 7.3]), the event

o= N N{IE® e <3} c {I1H]op < 3}

SC{l,..n}:|S|<l i¢S

holds with probability at least 1 —n~" for all n > ng(D). On &, we have also ||h§iS) l2 < 3. Set for
notational convenience Dy = —H ) (which depends implicitly on i and S), xg = x, D41 = —id/2,
and xg41 =1, so that

K+1
H(’S)®x—z+z<5/2 ZDk®Xk
By the assumptions , we have on & that
K+1
|0 @x — 2+ i(3/2) H Z 1Dllop Ik lop < 37 + (3/2)v = Co.

Then, since |z| > 2C for z € D, the series expansion of M#%)(z) in 2~ is absolutely convergent
in operator norm, and

T(n) K+1
M) (z) = = 3 5=+ ( 2 D ®Xk> LI9G), T <nt (T1)
t=0

for some T'(n) < C'logn and an absolute constant C' > 0. On &, using again this) |2 < 3, we have
|fi(?)((M)| < 10||M||op for any M € C"*" @ X. Thus, for the remainder of ,

Figk 0 09| < 10176 (2) op < 10077, (72)
For the leading terms of (71)), let us expand
K+1
(Z Dy ®Xk> = Z w(Dy, ..., Dg41) ®w(Xo, - - -, XK41) (73)
wEW; oo o

where W; denotes the set of all length-¢ words (i.e. non-commutative degree-t monic monomials)
in K + 2 variables. For t = 0, we use the convention W; = {0} where o is the Word of length 0,

with o(D(%)) = I and o(x) = 1. Then for each w € W,, by the definition of f '¢,c» we have the
factorization

f,(S)C (w(D(iS)) ® w(x)) = <h§is)*w(D(iS))h§iS) — L pS) w(D(iS))> (& w (X)) (74)

ng,
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Since E[|h;i|*] = n~!, the scalar version of Lemma (a,c) (i.e. with X = C) implies that uniformly
over deterministic matrices M € C™*"™,

(i5) 1/2

WS () — = Tl A < Z|Mrs|2 < 2| M |op. (75)

Note that w(D)) is independent of hgis), and [{S C {1,...,n} : |S] < 1}] < nl and W] =
(K 4 2)t < nCloaK+2) for all t < T(n) < Clogn. Then, fixing ¢ = 0.05, applying to each
matrix M = w(D)) conditional on H*) and taking a union bound, the event

&= ] ﬂﬂﬂ{

Sc{1,...,n}:|S|<l ¢S t=0 weW,

15)x* i S — i i — € 7
b (DI — 1 1) (D) | < 0124 (D) o, }

holds with probability at least 1 —n~" for all n > ng(l, K, D). On &, applying to gives,
for each t =0,...,T(n),

K+1
fie (ZDNM) < V2N (D) op | (x) [lop

wWEW,

<0537 w(Dolloplollops - -+ 1 D41l Ixc-1]lop)
wEW

/ t
024 (| Dolloplixallop + -+ 1D lop e 1o
<Vl (76)
Then, applying (76) and (72] . ) to ( , we have on & N & for all z € D that

T(n)
118 0 MUS) ()] < 37 [~ D 12l 4 10071 < 7Y/
t

—~

Il
o

the final inequality holding for our preceding choices of € = 0.1, ¢ = 0.05, and all n > ng since
|z| > 2C0. So & N &1 C &, implying that P[€] > 1 — n~ for n > ng(l, K, D), as claimed.

This shows that holds with probability 1 — n~". The proof for is the same, applying
these arguments with the function

(i)
fiSecM < > hardy >=<f,(<h§”)®1>*M<ej®1>)c>

in place of ff?g O

Lemma 4.9. Under Assumption there exists a constant o € (0,1/2) depending only on v,v,§
such that for any 1 > 1, D >0, and all n > no(l, K,v,v, 0, D), with probability at least 1 —n=P,

S — S —
sup —sup || B — (ro)islop < 17, sup s [[R flop <07 (TT)
Sc{l,..,n}:|S|<l ¢S SC{1,..,n}:|S|<l 4,j¢Si#]
Proof. Let o € (0,1/2) be as in Lemmal4.§] Fixing /! > 1, let £ be the event on which the statements

(68H69) of Lemma hold, and in addition, sup} ; |hs| < n™%. Lemma and Assumption
for H imply that £ holds with probability at least 1 —n~" for all n > ngo(l, K, v, v, d, D).
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Take any S C {1,...,n} with [S| <[, and any 4,j ¢ S with ¢ # j. By Lemma[3.6(b), on &,
() () & (i)
||Rij llop < 1235 llop [[X[lop ZhiTRrj < ’75_1n_a (78)
r op
where we have used also HREZS) lop < IR |lop < 671 by Lemma and the assumption ||x|op < 7.
Adjusting the value of « yields the second statement of .

For the first statement of , take any S C {1,...,n} with |S| <. Define EZ(ZS) = RZ(Z-S) for
i ¢S, and

(5) -1
5 1 s .
RZ(Z ) = <—zi — X [n Z jo)} x) fori e S. (79)
J
By this definition and Lemma (a), for each i =1,...,n we have
n -1
S s 1 (S
R = (_zi_A;. )—x[nZjo)]x> (80)
j=1

where

(iS)
AP = “hix 4 x ZhWR,,S . ZR(S X

(iS) (iS)

= _hiix + X Z (’hzr‘z > (1S + thr‘R ZS h Z R” + - Z ,LS) S
r T#S ]ESU{ i}
1 =1 =1
foralli ¢ S (81)
and
AP = [ SR } for all i € S. (82)
jeSs
—_——
=1V

On &, we have ||I||op < n™* by . For IT and IV, Lemmaimplies ||}~2§is)||op < 61 for both
i€ Sandi¢ S, the latter because HRE?HOP < |[RM||op < 7! and the former because SR > 0
SO %Rﬁ) > 0 and $z; > § in the definition . Then

1 1y, < LS 53
For III, we have by Lemma (bfc) that
(iS) (iS)
I = —— ZRN R(S _ 1 ZR(S ZhWR (@), (84)
Thus on &, |[I]lep < v26 1n=2% by and . Collecting these bounds and applying also
|hi] <n~ on &, we have for a constant C(y,d) > 0 and every i = 1,...,n that

HAES)Hop < C(v,0)n % on €. (85)
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Taking the Kronecker product with E;; on both sides of , summing over ¢ = 1,...,n, recalling
z=>Y,E; ®z;, and setting A®) =3 E; ® AES), we have
-1
) x) . (86)

. ~ 1
ZEM ® RY) = (—z N < Trol
; n
On &, by the estimate ||A®)||,, = max; ||A op < C(v,0)n™® from , for all n > ng(y,v,9)
this implies J(z 4+ A®)) > §/2, so Corollary. shows

iEu@Eg{q) — 10

=1

Zn: Ei ® R}

i=1

x| B = (to)alon = < 252AD o < 2500 . (87)

op
Then specializing this to ¢ ¢ S and adjusting the value of « yields the first statement of . O

4.3. Iterative bootstrapping. We now improve the preceding estimates of Lemma in the
LP-norms for p < oo, using the following bootstrapping lemma.

Lemma 4.10. Suppose Assumption holds. Suppose also that, for some a € (0,1/2) and any
fized I > 1, uniformly over S C {1,...,n} with |S| <1 and overi,j ¢ S with i # j, we have

RY) —(r)ii <n®, R <ne. (88)

Set o/ = min(32,1). Then for any fized | > 1, uniformly over S C {1,...,n} with |S| <1 and over
i, ¢ S withi#j,
Rif) — (ro)z‘z‘ < n_a,, R( ) <n O/.

Before proving this lemma, we derive an estimate (Lemma [4.12) u below) that we will use in
conjunction with the fluctuation averaging result of Lemma Define
E[]=E[-|HY), Qi=1-E, (89)

where E; is the expectation over the entries in only row and column ¢ of H. Note that E;E; = E;E;
for all i # j, so {E;, Q; : i = 1,...,n} form a commuting system of projections. Set Qr = [[;cr Q-

Lemma 4.11. Under Assumption for any fized | > 1, uniformly over S C {1,...,n} with
IS| <l andié¢s,
(R < 1. (90)

0

Proof. Let hz(»is) be the i*" column of H(S) having entries (hgis))j = hj; it j ¢ SU{i} and 0
otherwise. Lemma [3.6(a) gives

S\ — i .S
RS Hlop < il [Xlop + Izilop + (B @ x)* RIS (1™ @ %) Jop
i iS
< Jhiil IIXllop + NZillop + IR [lop X112, 10513,

We have ||x||op, [|zillop < 1 by , hii < n~Y2 by , and thiS)HQ < 1 by Lemma (a) in the

scalar case of X = C, so the result follows. O
Lemma 4.12. For any S C {1,...,n} and r,j ¢ S with r # j, define
S S S
2z = o,[RYRY"].

Fiz any l > 1. Under the assumptions of Lemma uniformly over subsets S C {1,...,n} with
IS| <, 7rj¢S withr#j, andT C {1,...,n}\ (SU{r,j}) with |T| <1,

QT[Zﬁf)] < @HTDa
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Proof. For |T| = 0, we have RT(,?)RS)* < n72% by the assumption and Holder’s inequality.

Eﬁen also Zr(;g) = Rg)RS)* - Er[Rg)Rg)*] < n~2* by Lemma (c), so the assertion holds for
=0.

If T| > 1, suppose i1 € T. Then Lemma [3.6{c) gives

Ty Ty ] Tj

—_——
—L({i1})
5) L o)\ plirS)x | piS) (ps) 1 o9)\* ) 1 L)\ (ps) 1 L)
(B R )R+ B (R k7)) + (R B (R B
1111 1171 1171 1171 ,
=P({i1})

Here, the first term L({4 }) is independent of the entries of row and column i; of H, so Q;,[L({i1})] =
0. The remaining terms constituting P({i;}) each have at least 3 off-diagonal resolvent factors,
. (8" (S")x ’ .
i.e. factors of the form Ry,  or Rp,’ for some p # ¢ and p,q ¢ 5, so and imply
P({ir}) < n=3.

Now if |T'| > 2 and iy € T with iy # i1, we apply Lemma (C) again to expand each factor of
P({i1}) over ig, yielding

RS RS = L({i1,is}) + P({ir, iz})

where
o ‘ in5) 1 i28 i1i0S) % i1i0S ins) 1 i25)\ *
Ltinia}) = Lt b + (RS o RY ) R+ iy (27— 1Y)
1171 1171

(12) 1 p(i28) (pli29) L pias))*
+ (RS g RO (R — g R
(i28) "7 T p(i2S) T
Rliil Rlﬁl

and P({i1,i2}) collects all remaining terms in the expansion of P({i;}). Each term of L({i1,i2}) is
independent of the entries of either row and column iy or iy of H, so Qy;, ;,3[L({i1,i2})] = 0. Each
term of P({iy,i2}) has at least 4 off-diagonal resolvent factors, so P({i1,i2}) < n~4*. Inductively
applying Lemma (3.6))(c) to expand P({i1,...,ix}) in each successive index iy11 of T, this shows

S S)x*

RYRE” = L(T) + P(T)

where

e Each term in L(T') is independent of the entries of row and column i of H for at least one
index ¢ € T, so Qr[L(T)] = 0.
e P(T) is a sum of at most C; summands, each summand a product of at most C; factors,
for a constant C; > 0 depending only on the given upper bound I for |T'|.
e Bach term of P(T') has at least 2 + |T| off-diagonal resolvent factors, and hence by is
of size O (n~(HTDe),
Then P(T) < n~CFTDa uniformly over T C {1,...,n}\ (S U {r,j}) with |T| < 1. This
implies Qrygy[L(T)] = 0 and Qpygy [P(T)] < n~HTDe by Lemma (c), S0 QT[ZT(;‘-F)] =
Qrufr) [Rg)Rg)*] < n~HTDe a5 desired. O

Proof of Lemma[{.10. In view of Lemma (b) for the form of RZ(]S), we consider first the quantity

(i9) ,
Z h.: R(Z_S)
iy
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for S C {1,...,n} with |S| <landi,j ¢ S with i # j. Recalling the assumption E[(y/n|h;;|)P] < C,
and applying Lemma (a) conditional on HS), for any p € [2,00) and a constant Cp, >0,
(2S) p:| }
P

S]] e (S [} B )

The second bound of may be controlled spectrally: Using that R%S) =0 for r € SU{i} and
Jj ¢ Sulil,

& (iS)* p(iS)
>Ry R .

T

_ H(ej © 1) RIS RS (e @ 1)Hop < |RUS)|2, < 52,
Thus, applying monotonicity of the LP-norm in p (Lemma ,
1/2p
s (iS)

of| (S )] <]

P

For the first bound of , let us write

(iS) (i5S) (i4S)

ZR (35) zS JzJS R(ZS + Z E 1S ’LS)* + Z Qr R(zS (J )* ]

(S)

Z R (39)= R(zS

p/2

] < 6P, (92)

op

Applying HR%-S)HOP < ¢! for the first term, and Lemma (a) with the estimates of Lemma |4.12
for the third term, this gives

ZRZS)R(ZS Z E,[RUY RUD"| + 0L (1+nt—%). (93)

We expand the resolvent for the remaining term of , applying Lemma (b) to write, for any
r ¢ Sufi gl
(irS)
R(zS ZS) Z hrsR (irS) ‘

Here R(is) < n~% by the second statement of (8 , so multiplying by (Rﬁ’f))—l and x~! and applying

and [|x"{|op < 7, also Z (irS) hrsR(”S) < n~% Then the first statement of gives

A (irS)
R = (o) Z hes R + 02 (7).

(er)

Applying this and independence of R with the variables in row/column r of H,

o (irS) : .
E,[RUVRIF] = (ro)rrx< 3 E[hrshtr]RggTS)Rﬁrs)*>x(ro)ﬁr + O (n73)
s,t
(irS)

rO rrx< Z R er)R (irS)* ) ("0):7» + O<(n—3a)_
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Recalling r ¢ S U {i,j}, we have

(irS) (igrS)
Z R er)R(er _ R (irS) WS)* + Z R (irS) ZTS)*

’LJT'S
_RZ'I’S er)*+ Z RzS +O ( 1— 304)
— ZR@S _|_ O (1 + n1—3a),

the second line using Rgs) = Rgés) + O<(n™2%) for r ¢ SU{i,j,s} by Lemma ( ), (8 , and
, and the third line using |]R(-i-rs)||Op <6 !and HRS.S lop < 671 for s € {j,r}. So

. (S)
E,[RUD RIS = ~(r0 WX<ZR“S R\ ) (r), + O<(n~ 1 + n=3%).

Summing over r ¢ S U3, j}, this gives

(43.9) (55) (4S)

i i 1 7 5)* * _3a
ZE REVRE =3 n(romx(ZRiﬁR;S) >X(r0)7~r+0<(1+n1 )

T S

(45)

1 (35) zS * % _3a
5_1 E r0 rrx< § R ) )X(rO)rr + O<(1 + n' )7
where the second ste lies the t 1 bound (i5) pUS) p (iS) (|2 2
p applies the trivial boun HZ R || op < nf[RW5, < néd™* to

include the summands for » € S U {i,j} with an addltlonal O<( ) error. Applying thls back to

, we obtain

(35)

£2<ZR15 1S)*)_<1+n 3a

where here £ is the linear operator of Lemma[d.7] By the quantitative invertibility of £, established
in Lemma [£.7] this implies
)]

ZR(ZS RIS <1 4 pide,

Then, for any fixed p € [2,00), we get (from this and Lemma

of| (S’

which controls the first bound of (91)).
Then, applying and (92) to (91)), for any fixed p € [2,00) and all n > ny(p),

|: (39)

Z hZTR
3a

where we have set o/ = min(=g, %) Then, for any fixed ¢ € [1,00) and €, D > 0, choosing p > ¢
large enough so that pe > D + 0.1 and applying Markov’s inequality and monotonicity of || - ||, in

2p

] <1+ n(l=3)@/2) (94)
p

:| fpo/JrO.l
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ZS 1S

ir ir

p (Lemma [D.3)), for all n > ny(q, €, D),
(i5)
] <

{ Zh,TR(ZS ] < o’ pr{
(95)

This shows ) . (i5) hWR(ZS) < n~%. Then by Lemma (b) and the bound ||R§;g) lop < 671, we have
the improved estimate (unlformly over S C {1,...,n} with |S| <l and i,j ¢ S with ¢ # j)

>nfa e:| npa peE|:

/

(9) —a
R,L»j <n"“. (96)

Now to show RZ(Z-S) — (ro)i < n~?, recall from that
- (s

where ﬁff) = Rgis) for all i ¢ S, and Al(»s) is the error defined by and . For the term I of
, applying Lemma (a) conditional on H () gives, for any p > 2 and a constant C), > 0,

P
| |
P
(i5) 1/2)p
< Cpn P max {E[H(ZR@S )
1/2
< Cpn P max {E [H ( Z R ZS)*)

r,s=1

(i5)

>, (\hz’rlz - 1) R{Y)
n

T

J =l (S meme) )
D=l ) )

where the second inequality applies monotonicity of the operator square-root 0 < x <y = x/2 <
y'/2 and monotonicity of the LP-norm over the positive cone (Lemma D.3). Similarly applying
Lemma (c) conditional on H%) for the summation over r # s, the term I of is bounded as

(S) (45)

IE[ 3 <thy2 _ ) '+ hi RIh, }
T r#s
1/2\1p 1/2p
< Cpn~Pmax {EH‘( Z RUSIR(S) > ] [H( R(S) *R(15)> },
r,s=1 r,s=1 p

E[| R) — diag(RU)|17], nE[| RIS — diag(R“S>>||£]} (97)

where RS =>r i=1 By ® Rl(k ) is the partial transpose of R(S) as defined in , and here

diag(R(S)) = Y req Bk ® R,gk) is the operator that has only the diagonal entries of R(*). The
first three bounds on the right side of may be controlled spectrally: For the third bound,

E[||R") — diag(RU)|7] < nE[(| R ||op + || diag(R))[|op)"] < n(2671)7. (98)
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For the first and second bounds,

Z R ’LS)R(ZS

< n|[ RS2 < ns2,

=n H (n~ ' Tr ®1)ROS) RS
op

r,s=1 op
SRRSO —n H(n—l Tr®1)R<iS>*R<iS>H < n| RO, < ng2,
r,s=1 op P
Thus
1/2)p 1/2)p
(G o) [l ) Teoorn oo
r,s=1 r,s=1 p

For the fourth bound nE[HR(iS)t — diag(RU)||P] of , we apply the following argument: For
any M = Zj,k Ej, ® Mj, € C™" ® X, note that

— diag(M Z k®Mkj:ZM[j]7 for M[j ZE itk k @ My i
1<j#k<n j=1 k=1

where j + k is interpreted modulo n. Here

p
I = IO IAMUY Y = || 3 B © My )"
p
n
=(n~' Trer) ZEﬁmk@(Mk,ﬁka Zan,Hku < miax || My gk},
k=1

SO
n—1 n—1
. . n
|0 = diag (M)}, < S IMNlp < > (i Ml ).
=1 j=1

Applying this to M = RS observe that for each j = 1,...,n — 1 we have R,(;i)rk < n if

k,j+k ¢ SU{i} as already shown in , and R,(”ik 0 by definition if £ € S U {i} or

Jj+ ke Su{i} with k # j + k. Thus max; HRM_HCHP <n~% so ||R(iS)th <n'= and
nE[|RES|2] < - np1-), (100)

Applying (98), (99), and (100) to (97), for any fixed p € [2,00) and all n > ng(p),

) (15)
?|

1

5 (Il = 1) B+ X R,
T " r#S

the last equality using o/ < 1/2. Then, for any fixed g € [1,00) and €, D > 0, applying this with

p > q large enough so that pe > D + 1.1, we obtain similarly to (95))

Z (‘hZT‘Q ) (ZS +Zh”‘Rrs £

|
r r#s

Hence, for the term I defining AES) in , we have T < n~%.
For the other terms of , we have IL,IV < n~! by , and IIT < n=2¢ by its form and
and . Applying also hi; < n~'/2, this gives (uniformly over i =1,...,n)

AP < (101)

—p— —pa ot
:| Snmax(l p,—p/2,1—pa’)+0.1 — P +1.1’

p

(iS)

> naure] <n P,
q
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Then, setting A®) =3 E; ® AZ(S), we have [|[AG)||D =n"1Y", HAES)Hg for any p € [1,00) so also
A, < n~" for each fixed p. Recalling the weak estimate for [|A5)|,, from on the high
probability event €, which ensures S(z + A)) > §/2, this implies by and Corollary (a)
applied now in the norm || - ||, that

_a/

<n
P

ii & R —

Thus, for any i ¢ S, any ¢ € [1,00), and any €, D > 0, choosing p > ¢ large enough such that
pe > 1.1,

P
ol < SR ol =] 3 7 79— <o <o
=1 p
with probability at least 1 — n=P for n > ng(q, €, D). This shows Rl(is) —(r)si < n~«. d

4.4. Proof of Theorem We now prove the main result of this section, Theorem

Proof of Theorem[4.3, {45{46). Lemma implies Rgf) — (rp)ii < n~* and Rl(f) < n~% for some
a > 0, uniformly over sets S with |S| <[ and i,j ¢ S with ¢ # j. Then, iterating Lemma a
constant number of times, we get RZ(ZS) — (r0)si < n~Y? and Rgf) < n~Y2 implying for S = () the

statements (45H46]). O

For the remaining statements of Theorem we collect here several estimates needed for addi-
tional applications of fluctuation averaging (Lemma [3.5).

Lemma 4.13. Under Assumption[].1], define
Z; = (r0)u QiR '1(r0) i,
Zij = QiQj[Ryj] for i # j,
IC(”) (ro)”x(rg)wx(ro)uxgr[ ] for distinct r,1i, j.

Fiz any 1 > 1.

(a) Uniformly over S C {1,...,n} with |S| <1 andi ¢ S, Qg[2;] < n~1/2-151/2,
(b) Uniformly over S C {1,...,n} with |S| <1 andi,j ¢ S with i # j, Qg[Zi;] < n~ /2715172,
(¢) Uniformly over S C {17 ...,n} with |S| <1 and distinct i,5,7 ¢ S, QS[IQ(W | < n-1/2-151/2,

Proof. For (a), since rg does not depend on H, we have Qs[Z;] = (r0)iQsugi[R -11(ro)ii, so by
Holder’s inequality and the bound ||(rg)i|lop < ¢ it suffices to show

Qs[Qi[R;"]] =< n~ /21812,

We remark that for S = @, this follows from Q;[R;;'] = —A; + O<(n™') < n=Y/2 (c.f. (106) and
(103) below). For (c), similarly it suffices to show

@y _ . —1/2—
Qs[Q [RU)]] < n~1/2181/2,

The argument for all three parts is then the same as in Lemma applying Lemma c) to

iteratively expand R! Rij, and Rf,? in the indices of S, and applying now the optimal estimates

i 0

R;,q ) < =12 from to bound the terms of the expansion. We omit further details for brevity.
O
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Proof of Theorem . Let us specialize to S = 0, and write simply A; = AES). Then

(4) 1 " (4) "
hir 2 - : hir : hsi
E <| | n) Rrr + § R'rs

T r#s

using the bounds II < n~! from and and III < n~! from , , and . Furthermore,
(101)) from the final iteration of bootstrapping with o/ = 1/2 shows

A = —hix +x x+O0<(n™h), (102)

A; <n~Y2, (103)
Define
. 1< -1
i = | —zi —x|— ij - 104
R < z X[H;Rﬂ}x> (104)

By already shown, we have Ry = (rg)iu + O<(n~'/?) uniformly in i € {1,...,n}. Then
averaging over ¢ gives

%ZR“ = %Tr @1[ro] + O<(n™Y2) = mg 4+ O (n"1/?).
i=1

Applying this, the identity a=* —b~! =a~!(b—a)b~!, and HITZ,-,-HOP, (=2 — xmox) " Yjop < 671 by
Lemma, we may approximate R;; in lj as
Ry = (—z; — xmox + O (n~Y2) ™! = (=z; — xmox) " + O (n2) = (ro)is + O (n~/?),
the last identity using the characterization of ro via the fixed-point equation of Lemma {4.3|(a).
Therefore, applying again a~' —b~! =a~!(b—a)b~! with R;;' = R;;! + A, from , we have
Rii = Rii + RuAiRyi = Ry + (ro)uli(ro)ii + O<(n™1) (105)
where this applies and (103) to bound the error.

Comparing the form 1' for A; with the expansion of R;; !in Lemma a), and noting that
Qi[z;] = 0 because z; does not depend on H, we have

Ai = —Qi[R;'] + O<(n7h). (106)

Thus, setting Z; = (r)i Qi[Ry;'|(r0)i and averaging again over 1,

iZ_;Ru = ;Z;EM - :ZZ;ZZ +0<(n™h).

By Lemma (a) (or (b)) applied with the estimates of Lemma M(a), we have n™! 3. Z; < n~L.
Thus, defining

R 1 n 1 n R 1 n 1 n 1 n —1
A= — = L L= RN el -
’I”LZR“ RZR” TLZR” nZ( Z; X|:’I’LZRN:| > )
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1 j=1
this shows A < n~L Observe also that

n

= > (Rii - Ry;)

1A lop =
i

1 — .
- ; Rii ARy

)

op op

By the weak bound for ||A;|lop on a high-probability event £, this implies S(zi+xAx) > §/2 for
alli=1,...,n and all n > ng(v,d). On this event &, Corollary 4.4{b) implies, for each p € [1,00),

1 — o
EZR“ —mp| < (142925 DA,
i=1

p
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Thus (n~! Tr®1)[R] — mg < n~!, showing (44). O
Proof of Theorem . By the polarization identity
W@ 1) Rvel) = i (v +w e R(v+we D) — (v -w) & ) R((v-w) & 1)
+i(v+in) @ D)*R(v+iu)®@1) —i((v—iu) @ 1)*R((v —iu) ® 1)
it suffices to prove the result uniformly over u = v € C" satisfying ||v|2 < v/2v. We have

(V®1 V®1 Z‘vz| Rzl"_zvlv] ]

7]
= Z \vz| ro)ii + Zvlij” +0<(n 1/2)
7]
=(velT(vel) + Y vwjRij+0(n'?)

i#]

where the second line applies ||v|j2 < 1 and . It remains to show ;. v;v; R;ij < n~1/2,
Separating R;; into its conditional mean and fluctuations,

Z@inRij = Z @inEZ‘E]’ [RU] + Z EivjEi Qj [RU] + Z EivjEj Q; [RU] + Z ViV Q; Qj [Rz]]
i#j i#j i#£j i#£j i#£]
We first examine E;[R;;]. Recall Rn from 1) Observe that R;; = (rg)i + O<(n*1/ %) by |D
44)

whereas Ri; = (ro)i + O<(n™!) with the smaller error n~! by its definition and the estimate (44
already shown. Then, applying Lemma (b) and ([105) to expand R;j,

| (i

~Ei[Ryj] = E; |Rix Y hiRY) | = E; R”xz hie R | +Ei | RiiAAiRiix Z hir R

(i)

= Ez r0 5 X Z her(l + ]EZ (rO)iiA r0 iiX Z herr] + E O-< + X Z hzr}%(z

g

=1 =1 —1T1
In these expressions, by , , and Lemma (b), we have

S hieRY = —x1R;IRy; < n? (107)

so ITI < n=3/2. Since Rfj) is a function only of H® (and rg,x do not depend on H), it follows from
E[hiy] = 0 that I = 0. For II, recall the form of A; from (102]). Substituting this expression of A,

into II gives
(i) 0 (i) ) o .
II= _(ro)iix(rﬁ)iixzEi[hiihir]RTZj + ZEZ [(\hit|2 - n) h”] (ro)iix Ry, x(r0)iix R,
T t,r
(@) @) A A
+ 3" Bilhahsih] (ro)iaxRix(ro) xRy + O<(n~/?).
t#s

r
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The first term is 0 since r # 4. Similarly, the second term is 0 for summands r # ¢, and the third
term is 0 since at least one of r, s, t is distinct from the other two. Thus

(i) 4
L= Y Eillhirhir] (r0)iixBEx(r0)iixRY) 4+ O (n=%/2).

Note that the single summand for 7 = j is O(n3/2), that all summands for r # j are O~(n"2)
by , and that R7(fr) = Ry +0<(n™ 1) = (rg)pr + O< (nfl/z). Then we may further write this as
(i5)
11 =" Eil Jhir *har] (r0)iix ROx(ro)iixRY) + O (n=%/2)
(i5) .
= ZEiHhir’thr](rO)iiX(ro)rTX(rO)iiXRffj) + O (n3/?)
(i5) .
= ZEiHhir!thr](ro)iix(ro)rrx(ro)iiX(Er + Qr)[R,(fj)] +0<(n%?).

By Lemma [3.5(a) applied with the estimates of Lemma [4.13(c), we have
(i5) :
S Eillhir Phir) (r0)iax(r0)rix(r0)iix Qe [RY)] < =3/,

We now examine E, [Rff])] Again by Lemmas (b) and c),

. (ir) (ir)
~E,[RY)] = E, RMthrsR“’“ — (r0)rXE, thR I 4 0<(n7Y).

This first term is 0, so E, [Rffj)] < n~!. Combining the above gives IT < n~%/2 and hence E;[R;;] <

n=3/2. By symmetry, also E;[R;;] < n~3/2, so we conclude that

Do viwiRi; =Y 0i0;QQi[Ri] + Y vivj - O<(n7?) =Y " 5i0;QiQj[Rij) + O<(n~/?),

i#] i#] i#] i#]
where the second equality applies ), |v;| < \/n||v||2 < /n. Finally, by Lemma (c) applied with
the estimates of Lemma [4.13[b), we have

1/2
D00y QiQlRy) < = | D feillu* | <n7H
i#] i#]
So Zi# v R < n~1/2 as desired, completing the proof. O

5. ANALYSIS OF THE KRONECKER DEFORMED WIGNER MODEL

We now prove Proposition and Theorem For spectral arguments z € CT, recall the
following quantities from Section

Q=A®RI+I®B+O®EcC"*,
q=a®1+10b+O0REc AR A,

GR)=(Q-zI®D)™!, m(z) =n 2 TrG(z),

ge)=(@—2191)7%  Go(z)= (P e, mo(z) = 7 lg(2)]
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We first show Propositionand all statements of Theoremexcept the estimate Gj.a3 < n~t
of using the analyses of Section
Proof of Proposition[2.3. We apply Lemma [4.3(b) with X = A, x = 14, and
z=-1®b-0O0RE+2I®14cC""® A
Then Sz = (32)(I ® 1), s0 z; = —b — ;= + z € A* for each i = 1,...,n. Then Lemma [4.3|b)
ensures that my(z) = (7 ® 1)[g(z)] is the unique fixed point in A+ to the fixed-point equation
(20). Similarly m,(z) = (1 ® 7)[g(2)] is the unique fixed point in AT to (L9), and the identity

mo(z) = 7[mg(2)] = 7[mp(z)] follows from taking a second trace 7 for either m, or m,. Furthermore,
Lemma [4.3|(a) shows that

(TP @ 1)[g(2)] = (—z—T@my(2)) "' = Z Eii @ (b+ 0,2 — z —my(2)) L.

Then applying 1 ® 77 shows

Go=Y Ei@7P[(b+6;E—z—my(2)""],
=1
and similarly

Go=) 7P[(a+&0 —2—my(2))!] ® Eaa-

Proof of Theorem @ and (@ Define

g§(2)=(@®@I+14@B+OE—z21,0I1) e ArC™" (108)
and abbreviate G = G(z), § = g(z), and g = g(z). Fix any € > 0 and consider the event
E = {||Bllop < 3}. We apply Theorem conditional on B and this event &£, with X = C™"*",
R=G, rp=g, H=A, h=a,x=1, and

z=—-I®B-0®=2+2I®I1.
Then Assumption holds (for v = 1 and modified constants v, > 0). Conditional on B and
the event £, Theorem shows over the randomness of A, uniformly in 7 # j and u,u’ € C" with
[[allz, [[u’ll2 < v,
(n ' TrenG) - (reI)[g <n
Gii — (TD X I)[g]“ =< n_1/2, Gl'j =< n_1/2, (109)
(W I)*Gu' ®@I)— (ua I)*(rP @ [gl(u' @ I) < n~/2,
In light of the bound Gj;' < 1 from , the form (72 @ I)[gli; = (B + 6;Z — 2z — Mp(z))~! from
Lemma (a) where Mp(z) = (1 ® 1)[g(2)], and the identity A~ — B~! = A=Y(B — A)B~!, the
second statement here shows also
G;' - (P ® I)[g]ii)_l =Gt — (B4 6,2 —z— Mg(2)) <n V2,
hence
Gyl — Gl = (0; — ;)= + O (n™/?).

As P[€] > 1 —n~P for any fixed D > 0 and all n > ng(D), these statements then also hold
unconditionally. In particular, by Remark this implies ||Gjllop < n /2 and |G;* — Gj_j1 —(6; —
0;)=lop < n~1/2. The argument for Goq and Gop is symmetric, so this shows 1 . The bounds
are an immediate consequence of .
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To prove the remaining statements , , and , we apply Theorem again to the
second tensor factor, with X = A, R=g,rg=g, H=B,h=b, x=14, and

z=—-a®®l-0R=4+21,4® 1.
This gives, uniformly in o # 8 and v, v’ € C" with ||v]|2, |[|[Vv/[|2 < v,
(Len ' Tr)g - (1o 7)g <n™,
Boa — (1@ 7)[glaa < 0712, Bap < n /2%, (110)
1oV E1ev) - (1ov) (1o glev)<n 2

We remark that if T: A — B and T" : A’ — B’ are two linear maps between vector spaces, then
forany zr € A® A,

(ToTzl=(Te1)AT)[z]=10T)(T ®1)[z]. (111)
Thus we may combine the first statements of and to get as desired
m(z)=(n'Tron ' Tr)[G] =n ' Tr [(n~ ! Tr®1)[G]]
=(r@n 'Tr)gl +n ' Tr[A.] = 7[(L@n ' Tr)[g]] +n ' Tr[A,]
=7 ®7[g] + n T Te[Ad] 4 T[A) = mo(2) + n L Tr[AL] + 7[A]

where A, € C"™™ and Ay € A are errors satisfying Ay, Ay < n~1. We have [n=! Tr A,| < ||Aall1 <
n~t and |7[Ay]] < [|Aplli < n7! (Lemma [D.3), showing . Similarly, applying (111)) with
(T, T") = (0*[]u,v*[-]v') and (T,T") = (P, v*[-]v'), we may combine the last statements of (109))
and (110 to get
(U@ v)"Gu' @v)=v[(ue )Gl ®I)]v

= (uev)" (7P @ Ng/(u @ v') + v:Av

=u'rP[1@v)*'g(l @ v)u' + v AV

=uav)"(tP 2 P)g @ V) + v AV + u rP[AL
where A} € C™" and A} € A satisfy A}, Ay <n~1/2. Since 77 is a LP-contraction for each fixed
p (Lemma [D.4)), this implies also 7P2[A}] < n~'/2. Then, since A}, 7P(A}) € C™*™, by Remark

we have [|A][lop, |72 (A5)[lop < n~ /2 and hence v* Al v/ < n~1/2 and u*rP[Au’ < n~'/2, showing
(28). Finally, specializing this to u = u’ = e; and v = v/ = e, shows (25). O

In the remainder of this section, we show the final estimate of Theorem 2.4} G;j 5 < n=t
when i # j and « # 3. Recalling g from (108]), define the matrices in C"*"

Mp = (T @ I)[gl, M; = (B+6;Z— 21— Mp) ' fori=1,...,n (112)
so that (by Lemma (b)) Mg =n"1 Zz M;. Symmetrically, letting
E=(AQIi+I®b+O®E- 21014 ' cC" @ A,

define
Ma=(I®7)g, My=(A+E0O—21—My) fora=1,...,n (113)
so that My =n=tY o M. We denote the commuting projection operators
EZZEHA(Z)vBL Q'L:l_Eu EQZEHA,B[Q}], Qa:l_Ea

and write as before Qg = Hie g Qi. With slight abuse of notation, we will use the distinction
between Greek and Roman indices to distinguish between M, and M;, E, and E;, and Q, and Q;.
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Lemma 5.1. In the setting of Theorem[2.4], for any distinct i,j,k and any o # 8, define
A¥ = Gy Epa Gy, € T,
Fiz any 1 > 1. Then uniformly over S C {1,...,n} with |S| <1, distinct i,j,k ¢ S, and o # 3,
Qsury[AF] < n~ 1715172,

Proof. The proof is the same as that of Lemmas and using Lemma [3.6{c) to expand
Gj, Gir in the indices of S and applying the estimates ||[Egqy|lop < 1 and GI(JZ) < n Y2 for and
p,q ¢ S’ with p # q. We omit the details for brevity. O

Proof of Theorem . Throughout this proof, G;;, Gap etc. are all matrices in C"*", so the
stochastic domination notation < may be understood in the operator norm sense, c.f. Remark
We recall our convention of Roman indices i, j, k, ... for the first tensor factor and Greek indices
a, 3,7, ... for the second tensor factor. In the following, we use a superscript (-) to denote a minor
on A and [-] to denote a minor on B.
Fix any indices ¢ # j and o # 8. Applying Lemma [3.6(b) to the second tensor factor,
[o] o]
(0%
Gap = —Gaa Y _ barGryy.
¥

Recall (c.f. (107)) that
[a]

> bay Gl < 0712, (114)
gl
By applied to the second tensor factor, we have G = My + O (n_l/ 2), where M, depends
only on A and not on B. Then by Lemma (c), also EqGaa = My + O<(n~1/?), so
Goa — EaGaa < n7 12, (115)
Then applying both (114]) and (115),

[o]
Gap = —(EaGaa) Y bay Gl + O(n7h),

vy
SO
o] " A
Gijap =~ > bar€}(EaGaa)G%e; + O<(n™") < G 3 ez(EaGw)G[jgej‘ + =
vy vy
1 o] AN 1
< Ea 27: e;Gng‘gej‘ +=, (116)

the first inequality applying independence of (bay)y—; with (EaGm)G[VOg and the scalar version of

Lemma (a), and the second line applying Jensen’s inequality and convexity of the £3-norm.
Fixing i # j and « # 3, define A € C™*" as the matrix with entries

Ay =€ GarGrpe; = Y GikavGrins = 3 € GrjegesGire, . (117)
k k V

=Ak,

We claim that (uniformly over i # j and « # )
[Alop < n~ Y2, (118)



KRONECKER-PRODUCT RANDOM MATRICES AND A MATRIX LEAST SQUARES PROBLEM 41

Then, for every v # « (including v = (), applying
GaaG) = GaaGrp — GaaGraGatGap,  GaasGal <1, Gya,Gag <712,
which follow from Lemma [3.6[c), (90), and of Theorem we have

€ GaaGllej = Aya — € GaaGraGadGapes = Mg + O (n™Y)
and hence by (118)),
1/2

2
€ GaaGliles| | <A ]op + 072 <72,

[a]

2.

Y

Applying this in (116]) yields the desired bound Gjj g < n~L.
It remains to show 1) For this, defining A = ", AF where AF = G1jEpaGik as in 1’
observe that

2 if ke {i, 5}
ARl < 1Grillon - 1Girllon < 4" ’
H Hp-” k]”p || k”p {n_l ifk‘%{i,j}

Then
(i5)
A=) (B + Qp)[AM + 0 (n™?).
k
By Lemma (a) applied with the estimates of Lemma we have Z,(fj) Qr[AF] < n~ 2, 50
(i5)
A=Y EiAF+ O (n712).
k
For any k ¢ {i,j}, we have analogously to (114]) and (115]) that
(k) (k)
Grr — My < n_1/2, ZakgGZ?) < n_1/2, ZGZ(?)CLM <n Y2
l ¢

Hence, applying the resolvent identities of Lemma (b),

(k) (k)
Gik = — Z Ggf)aekak = - Z GEf)az;ng +0<(nh)
¢ ¢

(k) (k)
Grj = — Z GkkakéGg:) = — Z MkakgGgl;-) + O« (n_l).
14 1

Applying this into the definition of A¥,
(i) (4)
> ExAF] =D Ry {ijEBaGik}
k k

(i3) (k)

= Z Eg [akmaékz]Mst,]i;EﬁaGE?)Mk + O (n1/?)
k £m
1 (i5) (ijk)

Z Z MkGéﬁ)EﬁaG%)Mk +0<(n713),

T
k¢
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the last equality using E[ag,ae] = n~11{¢ = m} and then absorbing the summands with ¢ € {i, j}
into the O (n=?) error. Now applying Goj — Gg?),G,-g - G(éf) < n~! (as follows from Lemma

(c)), M, <1, and Gél;),Ggf) ~n~ Y2 forall £ ¢ {i,j,k}, we get
(i5) 1 (ig) (ijk)
Z]Ek [AF] = Z Z MyGyjEgoGieMy, + O<(n='/?)

kL
= Z Z MG EgoGie My, + O (n—1/2),
E ¢

the second line introducing an additional O (n~'/2) errors upon including the summands with
¢ € {i,j,k}, followed by k € {i,j}. Observing that

- > MG EgaGieMy = - D My | GiiEgaGir| My, = - > MAM,
k=1 k=1 =1 k=1
this gives
(5)
A= ZEk _1/2 ZMkAMk+O<( 1/2).
"=

Thus £1(A) < n~1/2 Where Ly is the linear operator of Lemma (in the current setting with
mo = Mp and (rg); = M;). By the quantitative invertibility of £ shown in Lemma this
implies the claim ((118]), completing the proof of Theorem O

6. ANALYSIS OF LEAST-SQUARES PROBLEM

In this section, we prove Theorem [2.5] Corollary [2.6] and Proposition[2.7] Recall the optimization
objective from Section

1 1 «
f(X) = §HXA +BX||% + B Z &yl
ij=1
and its minimizer under a linear constraint,

~ 1
X = argmin f(X) subject to —v*Xu = 1. (119)
X cRnxn n

Proof of Theorem [2.5, Consider the following vectorization of (119)) (where we use the convention
of vectorization by column, i.e. x =), e, ® Xey)
fx) =gx(Ael+IeB)’+(08 )X

% = arg min f(x) subject to n ' (u® v)*x = 1.
x€Rn?

Denote
P=[(ARI+I®B)?+(0®5)] ' ¢ R™" g R,
=[(a®1+12b)*+(0ORE)] ' c A A,
Py=(r"@77)pl.
Simple calculus yields the explicit forms for x and f(x) as

. 1 _ .
x*= n2(u@v)*P(u®v) P v), &) =

1 1
2n2(u@v)*Puev)’

(120)
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43
Consider the linearization of P given by
5_[ —i6e=  Awli+ieB]’
- |A®I+I®B —iI®I
-1
0 1 1 0 - .10 0
_<[1 0] (A®I+I®B)z[0 0]@(9@“@[0 J@I@I) .
Denote e; = (1,0) € C2. Then by Schur’s complement,
B OQ®E i(A9I+I1®B) " _ [(AI+I@B?+0®E" (121)
- Ji(A®T+I®B) I®l - * *

so that P = (e, ® I @ I)*[~iP](e; ® I ® I). Defining also

5= <[(1) (1)] ©@E®1+10b) [(1) 8] ©O®E i [8 ﬂ ®1®1> o am
Py = (L2 @7 @77)[p],
we have similarly p = (e1 ® 1 ® 1)*[—ip](e; ® 1 ® 1). Then, by applied with (T,7") =
(ei[-]e1, 7P @ 7P), we have also
Py=(e1®1® 1) [-iP)(e1 ®1®1).
By of Theorem [4.2] uniformly over u,v,u’,v/ € R™ with [ull2, [|v|2, [0/||2, [[V/]l2 < vy/n

W ev)Pasy)=—i(as e f>*<m®¢ ° %)

_ile u v 5 ~(n1/?
(e gmo7m) B(ore Jhogr) rom
_ %(uf @V ) Po(u®v) + O(n"1/2). (123)

Here, in the second line, we have applied of Theorem twice as in the proof of Theorem
in Section [f] first to the second tensor factor conditional on B and the event £ = {[|Blop < 3} with
X —

= C?*2 @ C™*" (the product of first and third factors),

0 1 |11 0 — . .10 0 1 0
H=A, X—[l 0]@], 2—1[0 O]®@®H+Z[O J@I@I—[O 1:|®I®Ba

and then to the third tensor factor with X = C?*2® A (the product of the first and second factors),

0 1 (10 -, .10 0 10
H =B, x-[l O}@l, z—z[o 0:|®@®H+Z|:O J@l@[—[o 1]@3@[.

Since p is a positive operator, satisfying p > Hp_ngpl(l A ® 14), it follows from positivity of
7P @ 7P (Lemma [D.2) and the bounds ||a|lop = [|bllop = 2 and [|O||op, [|Z]lop < v that

Py=7"@7P[p] 2 [IpHlop = (16 +0%) 7
Therefore, for u = u’ and v = v’ satisfying [|u||2, HVHQ > v~1y/n, we have the constant lower bound

eV P v) > (16409 alBlv]E > (160" + 05

)
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so we may apply the approximation (123 to both the numerator and denominator of (120]) to get
. 1 1
(%) = 2n2(u@v)*Pr(u®v)
n 2w @v)* Ph(u®v)
n2(u@v)*P(u®v)

+ O-< (n71/2)7

%(u/ ® V/)*)A( _ + O<(TL_1/2).

Finally, since Py € D® D C C"*" @ C"*" is a diagonal matrix, writing u = diag(u) etc. we have
n2( @ V) Py(u®v) =n"2(Tre@ Tr)[(d @ V)* Py(u ® v)]
= (' Tren ™ Tr) (7P @ 77)[(u' @ V) *p(u @ V)]
— (re D ®V)'plu® ).

Applying this identity to both the numerators and denominators above concludes the proof. U

Proof of Corollary[2.6, Under the given assumptions, for any fixed non-commutative polynomial
p, we have

ILm (r®r)(p(a®1,1®b,@®E,u®v,u’®v’)) = (T®T)(p(a®1,1®b,0®§,U®U,U'®U/)>
n o0
where O, u,u’,Z,v,v' € D C A on the left are real diagonal matrices, and 6, U, U, £,V,V' € A on
the right are commuting, self-adjoint limiting operators, free of (a,b) and for which (6, U, U’) and
(&,V, V') have joint laws under 7 given by P and Q, respectively. The assumptions ||©||op, [|E]lop < v
and ©,= > § imply that the spectrum of (a® 1+ 1®b)%? + O ® Z is contained in [§2,16 + v?]. The
inverse function x — 2! may be approximated uniformly by polynomials on this interval, so the
above convergence implies

lim (r@7)[(VeV)(a®1l+12b)?+0 = (u®v)

n—oo

=(renUeV)|ael+1eb)?+02 (U V)

where this limit depends only on the joint laws P, Q. Defining this limit quantity as T"(P, Q), and
the analogous limit with u = u” and v = v/ as T(P, Q), the corollary then follows from Theorem
O

Proof of Proposition [2.7. Following the above proof of Corollary we write 6,U, U £, V,V € A
for the limiting self-adjoint operators, which are free of (a, b) and such that (6,U,U’) and (§,V, V')
have joint laws under 7 given by P and Q. Thus ||U|/s = ||U||op in the statement of Proposition
In this proof, we denote by D C A the von Neumann subalgebra generated by 6,U, U’ £,V, V.

We set n = min{/z.%p : 4 € supp(f), xp € supp(§)} and define a limiting linearized operator p

analogous to (|122]),

. [ lo®e al+1®@b]™!
T la®l+1eb  —inl®l

It is direct to check as in (121]) that we have
(a@1+1@b)2+00 t=(er®1®1) [—in 'plleg ®1®1). (124)

Introducing the shorthands
da = 0_1/27 db = 5_1/2a

n'/2d, @ dy 0 . [0 d,a®d, = [0 dy®dyb
71/2 s a —= s b =
0 n121@1 0 0 0 0

o
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and fixing a real argument z > 1, we write this as

- _ (321 —il®1 dea ®dy +do @ dyb] 51 -1
o ad, ® dp + d, ® bdy —i1®1

—1.
d<a+a +b+b*—|—z(z—1)—zz) d.
—_——

=4
Note that
[dea @ dp +do @ dbb”Op < ”da”op”deOP(HaHOP + ||bH0p) < 47771»

0§ =3+ 3" +b+b* is self-adjoint with spectrum contained in [—4n~1,4n~1]. Hence
18 +i(z — 1)]lop = max{|A +i(z — 1) : A € spec(§)} < /(z — 1)2 4 16772 (125)

Applying iteratively (q+i(z — 1) —iz)~t = —(i2) 71 + (i) a +i(z — D](§ +i(z — 1) —iz)~! to
write a series expansion of (q +i(z — 1) —i2z)~!, we have

M-1 )
Zzz *k+Dd[G + i(z — 1)) + ry

M—-1 k

Z k‘+1 Z( ) Z—l]k mdqmd+rM
=0 m=0
~ z—1 -
=Cm(z)
with remainder
M
N1 - z—1)2 4 1612
”rMHOp:H d[ +Z(Z—1)] (q—1)"id Opgn 1<\/( )Z n >

Here, we have applied ., (@ — i) Yop < 1, and [d|lop < 17~'/? as follows from its definition.
Then, recalhng the Schur complement identity (124]) and applying also norm contractivity of 7 ® 7

(Lemma [D.2)), we obtain
(r® T)[(U’ aV)@®1l+1®b)?+0x& (U V)]

Z Con(2)(r &7 [(el @ U @ V) p~tdgmd)(e1 ® U V)| +ru (126)

where rjs is an error satisfying (3 . We remark that the left side is real because all elements are
self-adjoint, while each summand on the right is real for even m and pure imaginary for odd m
by the definition of Cy,(z). Thus, taking real parts, this identity also holds with the summation
restricted to even m.

We now analyze the summand for each even m € {0,..., M — 1}. Let W,, be the set of words
in the letters (A, A*, B, B*) starting with a letter in {A, B} and alternating between a letter {A, B}
and a letter {A* B*}, understood as non-commutative monic monomials of four variables. Then,
applying the definitions of d, 3, b, we have

(e1®1®@ 1)y 'd@E+3*+b+b")"d(er®1®1)*
> daw(daa, ada, da, da)da ® dyw(ds, dy, dyb, bdy)dy € A® A.

wWEWm,
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Thus

(rer)|ler®V V) hdg"d (e e U V)

=3 T(U’daw(daa,ada,da,da)daU) -T(V’dbw(db,db,dbb, bdb)dbv>
wEWm

-y T(daUU’daw(daa,ada,da,da)) -T(deV’dbw(db,db,dbb, bdb)).
wEW’m

For any dy,...,dxy1 € D, by the free moment-cumulant relations [51, Proposition 11.4], we have

7(diada...dradrs1) = D kx(di,a,d2,a,...,dg, 2, diga)

TENC(2k+1)

where NC(2k + 1) is the set of non-crossing partitions of (1,2,...,2k + 1) and k. is the free
cumulant associated to each m € NC(2k + 1). Since a is free of D and has 2" free cumulant equal
to 1 and remaining free cumulants 0 [51, Example 11.21], we have k.(d1,a,d2,a,...,dg,a,dg11) =0
unless the blocks of m containing a constitute a non-crossing pairing and are disjoint from those
containing (di,...,dg4+1). Let NCy(k) denote the set of all non-crossing pairings of {2,4,6,...,2k}
corresponding to the locations of the a’s, and for each p € NCy(k), let K(p) € NC(k + 1) be its
complement in {1,2,...,2k + 1}, i.e. the coarsest non-crossing partition of the remaining elements
{1,3,5,...,2k + 1} for which p U K(p) forms a non-crossing partition of {1,2,...,2k + 1}. Then
each m € NC(2k 4 1) for which x.(d1,a,dg,a,...,dk,a,dxy1) # 0 is the union of some p € NCq(k)
and some p < K(p) that refines K(p), so we have

7(diadsa...dpadpsr) = Y > kp(a, ..., a)ks(dr,da, . dgi)
pENCy (k) peNC(k+1):p<K(p)

= S Y kpdide i)=Y H) <Hd>

pENC, (k) p<K(p) pENCa(k) SEK ieS

the last equality applying that {p: p < K(p)} is a product of non-crossing partitions of the blocks
of K(p) and applying the free moment-cumulant relation over each block of K(p).

Applying this above, corresponding to each word w € W,, let NC,, 2(A) be the set of all non-
crossing pairings of the letters {A, A*} of w (not necessarily pairing A with A*), and let NC,, 2(B)
be those of the letters { B, B*} of w. Then

T(daUU’daw(daa,ada,da,da))'T(deV’dbw(db,db,dbb,bdb)>: S S val(pa, o)
pa€NCy 2(A) p,ENCay 2(B)

where val(+) is precisely the quantity defined in Sectionm Finally, we observe that summing first
over words w € Wy, of (A, A*, B, B*) and then over pairings p, € NCy 2(A) and p, € NC,, 2(B)
is equivalent to summing over all disjoint non-crossing pairings (pq, pp) € NCg2(m), and then
identifying w as the word with letters {A, A*} for elements of p, and {B, B*} for elements of p; and
that alternates between {A, B} and {A*, B*}. Thus

(re7) [(e1 © U @ V) [ Ldgmd](e; © U® V)] =Y val(pa, ).
(Paspp)ENC2 2(m)

A direct calculation shows that this identity holds also for m = 0, upon defining NC5 2(0) to have
the single pair (0,0) with its value defined as in (34). Applying this back to (126) and using
i = (—=1)™/2 in Cy,(2) concludes the proof. O
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APPENDIX A. CONTOUR INTEGRAL REPRESENTATION IN THE CASE © = = =nl
The optimization problem with © = Z = nI and n ~ 1/(logn)® was studied previously in
[30]. In this setting, its solution is given explicitly by
= 1

-1 2 2 -1
= . P h P=[(A®I+1®B I®I™.
V) Paey) n 'Plu®v) where (AR T+ 1® B)*+n°l ®1I]

Applying the linearization

E

(AQT+T®@ B2+ Il ' = -QA0I+I®B—inl 1]},
U

the analyses of [30] rested on a deterministic approximation for the resolvent
R2)=(Q—-z2I®1)"', Q=A®I+I®B

at spectral scales Sz ~ 1/(logn)® decaying slowly with n.

This setting is special because the matrices A ® I and I ® B constituting ) commute. In this
setting, writing the spectral decompositions A = Z?Zl Ajuju; and B = > h—q MkVEVE, the spectral
decomposition of () is explicit and given by

Q= N+ m)(uj®vi)(u; ®vg)".
k=1

In particular, the limit eigenvalue distribution of @ is the (classical) convolution of the semicircle law
with itself. Furthermore, defining a contour I" enclosing {A1, ..., A, } and such that |Sw| < (3z)/2
for all w € T, by the Cauchy integral formula applied to fi.(w) = (w + up — 2)~! (which is analytic
inside I") the resolvent of @ has the explicit contour integral representation

jh=1 29 TR
1% 1 1 vt
= _— u;ul ® vivy dw
2mi Jpw—Njw+pp—z 7Y Wk
1
=5 FRA(w)(E@RB(z—w)dw

where Ra(2) = (A—2I)"1 and Rp(z) = (B — zI)~!. From this representation, resolvent estimates
of the form in Theorem may be deduced from known local laws for the resolvents of the Wigner
matrices A and B, see e.g. [27,[24], and analysis of this commutative case suggests that the estimates
in Theorem [2.4] are also optimal (for fixed z € CT).

We emphasize that this type of analysis and contour integral representation does not extend to
models of the form Q = A1+ 1® B+ 60 ® = when © ® Z does not commute with either A ® I
or I ® B, which is the focus of our current work.

APPENDIX B. OPERATOR CONCENTRATION INEQUALITIES

In this section, we prove Lemma[3.4] using the following version of the non-commutative Rosenthal
inequality of [38]. We recall that X is a von Neumann algebra with faithful, normal, tracial
state ¢, and LP(X) is its associated non-commutative LP space (c.f. Appendix @[) with norm

Ixllp = ¢((x"x)P/2)1/P.

Lemma B.1 ([38], Theorem 2.1). Let Y C X be a von Neumann subalgebra with ¢-invariant
conditional expectation ¢¥ : X — Y. Suppose x1i,...,x, € LP(X) satisfy ¢¥(x;) = 0, and are
independent over ) in the sense that for each i, each x in the von Neumann subalgebra generated
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by xi, and each X' in the von Neumann subalgebra generated by {x; : j # i}, we have Y (xx<') =

()67 ().
n 1/p
. (; uxiug) }

Then for any p € [2,00) and a universal constant C > 0,
n
Lemma B.2 (Decoupling). Let (c;)i, be a sequence of independent C-valued random variables,

>

=1

n 1/2 n 1/2
< Cpmax{“(Zqﬁy(Xz’Xf)) (Zqﬁy(xfxi))
i=1 p =1

p

let (o), be an independent copy of (cv)P_y, and let (yi; 4,5 =1,...,n) be elements of a Banach
space with norm || - ||. Then for a universal constant C > 0,
P P
E[ Z QY4 :| < Cp+1E[ Z aia;yij :|
i#j i#]
Proof. By [14, Theorem 1], for a universal constant C' > 0,
IE'[ Zala]ym ] :/ tpllP’{ Zaianij > t] dt
7] 7]
Cp+1
/ Ctp 1]P>|: Zaz 1y1] > t:l dt = |: Zaz 1yZJ :|
1#£] i#j

O

Proof of Lemma([3.4} Throughout, Cy, C;, C;) denote p-dependent constants that may change from
instance to instance.

For (a), fix any p > 2. We apply Lemma in the setting of [38, Example 1.3]: Let L>°(Q2) be
the von Neumann algebra of bounded scalar random variables over the underlying probability space
(Q,.7,P), and consider M = L*°(Q) ® X’ equipped with the state Eo¢. Then a;x; € LP(M,Eo ¢),
E: M — X coincides with the conditional expectation onto the subalgebra X C M, and {a;x;}7,
are independent over X" in the sense of Lemma so Lemma shows

» n 1/2p y2p
s } scpmaX{“<ZE{\ailz]xixf) (ZE i) | SoBlaplil
P i=1 pi=l1

Applying the bounds E[|a;|?], E[|a;|P] < Cp, operator monotonicity of the square-root 0 < x <y =
x1/2 < y!/2_and monotonicity of the LP-norm on the positive cone (Lemma [D.3)), this implies

» / n 1/2)p n /2 p
IE{ ] ngmax{H<inxf> ‘(fo&) ) leszﬁ} (127)
P i=1 i=1 P =1

p 7
Here, for p > 2, the third term is bounded by the second by the following argument (see also [38],
Eq. (2.4)]): Consider x = > | Ej1 ® x; € C"*" @ X equipped with the trace n~! Tr ®¢, and the
linear map 7' : C"*" @ X — C"" @ X defined by T'(E;; ® x) = E; jyi—1 ® x where j +1i — 1 is
interpreted modulo n. Thus x has X-valued entries xj, . .., X, along the first column, and 7'(x) has
these entries instead along the main diagonal. We have

R m 1 n . 1/2
%15 = 11652 = nH (Z)

TG = I(TE)TE) I, = Z 16xa) 215 = Z il
i:1

iX;

i X )

p

Y

p
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For p = 2, this shows || T'(X)||2 = [|X||2. For p = oo, we have

= [Xl[op
op

1/2
760l = i o =m0 2o < [ (S
=1

by operator monotonicity of the square-root and monotonicity of the operator norm on the positive
cone. Then ||T(X)|, < [X/, for all p € [2,00] by the Riesz-Thorin interpolation (Lemma [D.5).
Thus, the third term of is at most the first, yielding the claim of part (a).
Part (b) follows from a two-fold application of part (a): Let x; = >, Bjyij, s0 D, cix; =
Zi, ; @iBjyij.- Then, applying part (a) conditional on (3;)I"_;, we have
D
] } (128)
D

p n 1/2p n 1/2
% J < Comns e[| () | =[] (50x)
P =1 p =1

To apply part (a) again on these errors, define y;; = E1; ®y;; € C"*" ® X equipped with the trace
n~ ! Tr®¢. It follows that y;;9%, = Li—kE11 ® yijy}, so

E11®ZX1X = ZBJBZZEH ® Yij¥q = <Z/8] ZM)(Z&ZYM) -
=1 k=

7,l=1

[ O

Applying part (a) with X; =), y;; € C"*" ® X in place of x; € X, this is bounded as

n 1/2p 1/21p n 1/2p
=[|(Zs) 1] <Cp”maX{H< wi) ) 1y
=1 p 7j=1 p

p j=1
1/2p 1/2

= Cpnmax { H <E11 ® Z ywyw> (Z By ® yz}ykj)
i7j7k

1, p

n

Z @i By

ij=1

Then
P

)
p
The first term is n 1| (21 yijy;‘j)l/zHg. For the second term, we identify 7, ,  Eix ®y5ye; = Y'Y
where Yt =37,/ Eji @y;; € C"" @ X, and we apply [(YEYH)2|B = ||Y||h. We have analogously
E[|(32; xixi) ' ?||h < Cpn max(nflﬂ(zm y;‘jyij)l/zﬂg, |Y|5), and combining these gives part (b).

Finally, part (c) follows from part (b) and the decoupling result of Lemma Since y;; = 0 for
alli=1,...,n,

p
2| o] < con]| e[| - iz | 32 et |
i#£] 1#£] p 1,7=1
1/2)1p 1/2p
< pman{ | (St) || (Sviws) | avigmvg).
i#£j p i#] p

APPENDIX C. FLUCTUATION AVERAGING

In this section, we prove Lemma[3.5] The proof is analogous to the argument in the scalar setting
of [29, Lemma A.2]. For part (c), we will apply the following combinatorial lemma from [29].
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Lemma C.1 ([29], Lemma A.3). Fiz | > 1. For each a = 1,...,1, let B* = (B{;)};,_; € R™"
satisfy

B >0, Bl =0, [BFr <1 foralli,j=1,...,n

For (,j) = (i1, ...,i1,71, 1) € {1,...,n}?, let T(i,j) be the set of elements of {1,...,n} that
appear exactly once in (i,j). Then for some constant C; > 0 and all t € {0, ... 21},

Z H B Cm

(i,j)e{1,...,n}2:|T34,j)|=t a=1

Proof of Lemma(3.5. For part (a), fix any €, D > 0 and p € [1,00). Pick an even integer [ > p such
that e(l —1) > D + 1. Then by monotonicity of || - ||, in p (Lemma [D.3)),

I " " 12
iX; x|l =Eo [ <Z uixi> (Z ule) ] = Z u;Ep (Xi) (129)
! i=1 i=1 i

p

where we denote

l
— — * | |
(7'17 12, .51 E E = Ujy Uy * - Ugy_y Ugy Xi = Xi1xi2 Xy ”

01508 =1

and write x;, = x;, if a is odd and X;, = x} if a is even. Here and below, the product over
a=1,...,1 is non-commutative, and should be understood in the ordered sense.

For fixed i, let T =T(i) C {1,...,n} be the indices that appear exactly once in i = (i1, ...,1;).
Using that {E;, Q;} commute, we have the identity

X = H(E] + Qj) [X] = Z ET\SQS[X]‘

JET SCT

(In the case T = (), this is the trivial identity x = x.) Applying this to each X;_,

l
Xi = Z X(Sl, . .,Sl), X(S17 . 7Sl) = H ET\SQQSCL[}\(JZ@]'

S1,...,5CT a=1

By Holder’s inequality (Lemma[D.3)) and (37),

l l
6(x(S1, -+, S| < [T IBrs, Qsu Kl < [ ] Brvs 19 Kl
a=1 a=1

Let us write S'\ ¢ for S removing ¢ if i € S, or for S itself if i ¢ S. Since E;,[x;,] = 0 by assumption,
we have Q;, [X;,] = Xi,, s0 Qs, [Xi,] = Qg,\i,[Xi,]- Then the given condition (39) and Lemma (c)
(in the setting of scalar random variables) imply Ep g, [|Qs, [Xi,]ll1 < n~PlSa\ial for each fixed [
uniformly over i, € {1,...,n} and over S, CT C {1,...,n} with |T'| <[. Thus, multiplying across
a=1,...,0 and taking the full expectation, for all n > ng(l,€) we have

EG(x(St. ... S))| < Elp(x(Sh, .., 51))] < ™8 Tams [Sa\iale, (130)

Now consider any a € {1,...,l} such that i, € T. Observe that

e x(S1,...,5) = 0 unless i, € S,. Indeed, if instead i, € T \ S,, then the assumption
Eia [F)Zla] =0 implies ET\Sa Qsa [iza] =0.
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o Ep(x(S1,...,S5)) = 0 unless also i, € Sy for some b # a. Indeed, if instead i, € T\ Sy for
every b # a, then Ep\g, Qs, [Xi,] = Ei, B\ (5,0{i.}) @5 [Xiy] 18 4;,-measurable, hence

Eix(S1,- -, 8) = [ [ Ervs, Qs %) - EinBrs, Qs Kio) - [ [ Ervs, Qs %] = 0

b<a -0 b>a

where the middle term is 0 because E;, Qg, = 0 for i, € S,. Then by linearity of ¢,
E(ﬁ(X(Sh ey Sl)) = ¢(EX(S1, e ,Sl)) =0
Thus, if E¢(x(S1,...,5)) # 0, then each i, € T must appear in both S, and some set S, for

b # a, where i, # i, because i, appears only once in i = (i1,...,7) by definition of 7. So
fo:l |Sa \ ia| > |T'|. Applying this to 1) and then to |i since for each fixed i and T'= T'(i)
the number of choices of subsets S1,...,5 C T is at most a constant Cj,
xill < Cm~ a”ﬁz lug|n P17 Ol < o =otte||ul|L, Zn HisTG) =t} (131)
» t=1

By scale invariance of the statement of the lemma, let us assume without loss of generality that
|ullc = n~'. Applying this and the bound |{i: T(i) = t}| < C/n'+(=8)/2 for a constant C] > 0, we
get (for different constants Cy, C] > 0)

" 1
E Zuixi

i=1 »
where 8 = min{1/2, 8}. Then by Markov’s inequality under our choices I > p and ¢(I—1) > D+1,

n
E Ui Xg E UiX;
i=1

for all n > ng(l,€, D). Here [ depends only on (p, €, D), showing > . u;x; < n~> 5" as claimed in

part (a).
The argument for part (b) is the same, until the analysis of (131)) where we apply a different
counting argument: By scale invariance, we may consider without loss of generality u € C™ with

|ull2 = 1. Under the given condition (40), specializing to 8 = 1/2, the first inequality of (131
l
< ClnfalJre Z |ui|nf|’7'(i)|/2'
i

becomes
n
E E U X4
i=1 p

Now let (i) be the partition of {1,...,l} induced by coincidence of indices in i, i.e. a,b belong to
the same block of (i) if and only 1f iq = ip. Then |T'(i)| = |T'(w(i))| is the number of singleton
blocks of 7 (i), depending on i only via (i), so we may write the above as

E[|S ux gCln‘O‘”on"T(”)'/Q Sl (132)
=1

p Q iw(i)=m
Here } ;.- i)—r |uil is a sum over one (distinct) index ¢ € {1,...,n} for each block P of 7, for which

l l
< Cln—aH—e Z(n—ﬁ)t(n—l/Q)l—t < Cln—al-i-e E(n—ﬁ + n—1/2)l < Clln—(a-i-ﬁ/)H—e
t=1 t=1

n—a—ﬂ'-‘re <n (a8’ -l R Clln—e(l—l) < n-D

p p

we have 375 o |uil < Tlper 2is lu;|IP. Under our assumed normalization ||ul|z = 1, we have
n n n
hul < Vi, Y lwlF < (a5 T ju* <1 for any k> 2.
i=1 i=1 i=1

Thus Zim(i):ﬂ lu;| < n!TI/2 Applying this to 1) we have E| >, ux||L < Cl’n_al“. The
proof of (b) now follows by the same Markov inequality argument as in part (a).
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Part (c) is also similar: By scale invariance, we may consider U € C™*" such that 3, ,; lui;)? = 1.
Fixing p € [1,00) and picking an even integer [ > p,

l /2
Zuijxij < ]E(b( (Zuijxij) (ZUUXZ}>] ) = Zui,jEd)(xi,j)
p ij

i#] i#] G

(1,j) = (i1, oy it G155 J1)s Z: Z Z

ij 171 W#d

E

where

!
N T T = Y . — X
Ui j = Wiygy Wiggg * Wiy 15,1 Wiygys Xij = XiyjiXiggp * " Kigm1gi—1 Xy, = H Xiaja
a=1

Define T = T(i,j) as the indices that appear exactly once in the combined index list (i,j) =
(41,...,91,J1,---,J1)- Then, expanding

l
xig= > x(S1,....8) =Y [[Enrs.Qs. K.l

$1,...8,CT $1,...8,CT a=1
the same arguments as above using the conditions E;, [x;, ;.| = E;, [Xi,j,] = 0 and show

o [BO(X(Sty. ., SY)| < nel-Thor Sa\insal 24,

e If iy, € T (or j, € T), then x(Si,...,S;) =0 unless i, € S, (resp. jq € Sy).

o If i, € T (or j, € T), then Ep(x(St,...,S;)) = 0 unless furthermore i, € Sy (resp. jo € Sp)

for some b # a.
Thus Zizl |Sa \ {iasJa}| > |T|, so we obtain similarly as part (b)
l

E Z Uil < ClnfalJre Z nilT(ﬂ)‘/Z Z "U/i,j

i » i (i.§)=n

where 7 is the partition of {1,...,2l} induced by coincident indices of the combined list (i,j), and
|T(7)| is the number of singleton blocks of 7. Lemma [C.1] applied with

it

BY = gl ifi foralla=1,...,1
0 ifi=j

ShOWS () =t Doi jor (i) = Ui < Cynt/?. Then the proof of part (c) is concluded by the same

Markov inequality argument as in part (a-b). ([l

APPENDIX D. vVON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS AND NON-COMMUTATIVE LP SPACES

We collect here several pieces of background on von Neumann algebras and non-commutative LP
spaces that are needed in our main arguments. We refer to [49], [13], Section 1], and [57, Chapter 14]
for additional discussion. Throughout, X" is a (finite) von Neumann algebra with faithful, normal,
tracial state ¢ as in Section

Lemma D.1 ([34], Lemma 3.1). Suppose x € X is such that for some € > 0, either Sx > €l or
Ox < —el. Then x is invertible and ||x !{|op < 1/e.

Lemma D.2 (Conditional expectation. [9], Lemma 1.5.11). Let B C X be a von Neumann subal-
gebra. Then there exists a unique linear map ¢° : X — B (the ¢-invariant conditional expectation)
that satisfies the following:

e B is normal, contractive in the operator norm, and completely positive.
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e For any y1,y2 € B and x € X, we have ¢B[y1xys] = y16®[x]ya.
o Foranyy € B, ¢(y) = ¢(¢"ly]).

Defining ||x||, = ¢(|z[P)'/P, the space LP(X) is the Banach space completion of X under | - |,.
We set [[X||oo = [|X|lop and L>*°(X) = X. These spaces LP(X) may be continuously embedded into a
common space of (unbounded) densely-defined operators affiliated to X — we refer to [49] or [13|
Section 1] for this construction.

Lemma D.3 (Non-commutative LP-spaces. [57] Theorem 14.1, [I3] Proposition 1.1). For each
p € [1,00), ||l = ¢(|z[P)Y/P defines a complete norm on LP(X), satisfying

Ixllp < llyllp for all x,y € LP(X) with 0 <x <y,  |¢(x)| < [}x[l1 for all x € L'(X).
(a) (Hélder’s inequality) For any 1 < p,q,r < oo with 1/p+1/q = 1/r, these norms satisfy

Ixyllr < IXllpllyllg for all x € LP(X), y € L(X).

In particular, ||x||p < [[x[lq for any 1 <p < g < 0o so LI(X) C LP(X), and |xy[lp, < [[xloplly|lp-
(b) (Duality) For each p € [1,00), let q be such that % +$ = 1. Then the mapy € L?+— {, € (LP)*
giwen by by(x) = ¢(xy) is a Banach space isomorphism between L? and the dual (LP)* of LP.

Lemma D.4 (LP-contractivity of conditional expectation). Let B C X be a von Neumann subalge-
bra, and let ¢B : X — B be the unique ¢-invariant conditional expectation. Then for any p € [1,00)
and x € X,

165Gl < 11

Proof. For p =1, let y € B be the unitary operator for which y$?(x) = [¢®(x)|. Then

165 ()l = ¢yd®(x)) = dlyx) < llyllop I/l = X[l

Similarly for p € (1,00), by the density of X in L9(X’) and the above LP-L? duality on X" as well
as on its subalgebra B,

1650l = sup 6(yo"(x)) = sup  o(yx) < sup  (yx) = |xllp.
yeB:yllg=1 yeB:lyllo=1 yex:lyllo=1

0

Lemma D.5 (Riesz-Thorin interpolation. [13], Proposition 1.6). Suppose, for some po,qo,p1,q1 €
[1,00], that T : X — LY (X,¢) N LY (X, ) is a linear map satisfying

ITxllgy < Mollxllpo, — [Txllqr < Mullx][p,

for all x € X and some My, My > 0. [f%:lp;l@_q_p% and%zlq;l@jt(%, then for allx € X,

—0 a0
1Tl gy < Mo~ MY[[x]lp,-
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