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A note on the fluctuations of the resolvent traces of a tensor

model of sample covariance matrices

Alicja Dembczak-Kołodziejczyk

Abstract

In this note, we consider a sample covariance matrix of the form

Mn =
m
∑

α=1

ταy
(1)
α

⊗ y(2)
α

(y(1)
α

⊗ y(2)
α

)T ,

where (y
(1)
α , y

(2)
α )α are independent vectors uniformly distributed on the unit sphere Sn−1

and τα ∈ R+. We show that as m,n → ∞, m/n2 → c > 0, the centralized traces of the
resolvents, Tr(Mn − zIn)

−1 −ETr(Mn − zIn)
−1, ℑz ≥ η0 > 0, converge in distribution to a

two-dimensional Gaussian random variable with zero mean and a certain covariance matrix.
This work is a continuation of [2, 4].
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1 Introduction: Model and Main Results

Given n ∈ N and m = m(n) ∈ N, consider an n2 × n2 sample covariance matrix of the form

Mn =

m
∑

α=1

ταYαY
T
α , (1.1)

where for every n ∈ N, {τα : α = 1, . . . ,m} are nonnegative numbers,

Yα = y(1)
α ⊗ y(2)

α = (y
(1)
α1 y

(2)
α1 , . . . ,y

(1)
αny

(2)
αn) ∈ Sn2−1, (1.2)

and (y
(1)
α , y

(2)
α )mα=1 are independent vectors uniformly distributed on the unit sphere Sn−1. De-

note (λ
(n)
j )n

2

j=1 the eigenvalues of Mn counting their multiplicity, and introduce their normalized
counting measure Nn by setting for any ∆ ⊂ R

Nn(∆) = |{λj ∈ ∆, j = 1, ..., n}|/n2.
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Similarly, we define the normalized counting measure σn = σm(n) of (τα)
m
α=1, σm(∆) = |{τα ∈

∆, α = 1, . . . ,m}|/m, and assume that the sequence (σn)
∞
n=1 converges weakly to a probability

measure σ. It is known (see [4, 5]) that as m,n → ∞, m/n2 → c > 0, the measure Nn converges
weakly with probability 1 to the probability measure N which Stieltjes transform

f(z) :=

∫

R

N(dλ)

λ− z
, ℑz 6= 0,

is uniquely determined by the functional equation

zf(z) = −1 + c−
∫

c dσ(τ)

1 + τf(z)
, (1.3)

considered in the class of analytic functions in C\R such that ℑf(z)ℑz ≥ 0,ℑz 6= 0. In particular,
introducing the linear eigenvalue statistic Trϕ(Mn) corresponding to a continuous bounded test
function ϕ, we get with probability 1

lim
n→∞

n−2Tr ϕ(Mn) =

∫

ϕ(λ)N(dλ).

Model (1.1) – (1.2) is a particular case of the model considered in [4] (we denote it here by M
(1)
n ),

where it was assumed that (y
(1)
α ,y

(2)
α )mα=1 were iid copies of a vector y = (y1, . . . , yn) with an

unconditional distribution satisfying the following moment conditions

Eyi = 0, Eyiyj = n−1δij , i, j ≤ n,

a2,2 := Ey2i y
2
j = n−2 + an−3 +O(n−4), ∀i 6= j,

Ey4j − 3a2,2 = bn−2 +O(n−3), n → ∞

for some a, b ∈ R. In [4], a central limit theorem (CLT) for the linear eigenvalue statistics of

M
(1)
n was proven. It was shown that for any test function

ϕ ∈ Hs =
{

ϕ :

∫

|ϕ̂(t)|2(1 + t)2sdt < ∞
}

, s > 5/2,

the variance of Trϕ(M
(1)
n ) grows to infinity not faster than n, and (Trϕ(M

(1)
n ) −

ETrϕ(M
(1)
n ))/

√
n converges in distribution to a Gaussian random variable with zero mean and

variance

V (1)[ϕ] = lim
η↓0

2(a+ b+ 2)c

π2

∫

τ2
(

ℑ
∫

f ′(λ+ iη)

(1 + τf(λ+ iη))2
ϕ(λ)dλ

)2

dσ(τ)

(see Theorem 1.9 of [4] for the details.) Note that a+ b+2 = 0 for y
(1)
α ,y

(2)
α ∼ U(Sn−1), so that

to get a nontrivial limit one needs to renormalise the linear statistic. This was the starting point
in [2], where the authors dealing with matrices of the form (1.1) – (1.2) with τ1 = ... = τm = 1,
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considered traces of the resolvent γn(z) = Tr (Mn−zIn)
−1, and shown that in the case of vectors

uniformly distributed on the unit sphere the variance of γn is not of order n but of order 1.
Also there was found the limit of the covariance of the resolvent traces. Here we continue this
research and prove a CLT for the resolvent traces γn. Before stating the main result, we impose
additional conditions on τα.
Condition A. (i) We suppose that {τα}α are uniformly bounded in α, n:

∃T > 0 sup
α,n

τα ≤ T,

(ii) the counting measure σn of {τα}α converges weakly to a probability measure σ, and there
exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that for every bounded continuous function ϕ

∣

∣

∣

∫

ϕ(τ)dσn −
∫

ϕ(τ)dσ
∣

∣

∣
≤ C

n2
sup
τ

|ϕ(τ)|.

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Given m,n ∈ N, let Mn be defined in (1.1) – (1.2), where {τα}α satisfy Condition
A. Let γn(z) = Tr (Mn − zIn)

−1, z = ξ + iη ∈ C\R. Then there exists η0 > 0 such that for
every z ∈ Cη0 := {z ∈ C : η > η0} the centered trace of the resolvent, γn − Eγn, converges in
distribution as m/n2 → c > 0, m,n → ∞, to a two-dimensional Gaussian random variable with
zero mean and a covariance matrix of the form:

Σ =

(

1
4(2C(z, z) + C(z, z) + C(z, z)) 1

4i(C(z, z) − C(z, z))
1
4i(C(z, z) − C(z, z)) 1

4(2C(z, z)− C(z, z) − C(z, z))

)

, (1.4)

where

C(z1, z2) =
∂2

∂z1∂z2

(

2 log
∆f

∆z
+ 2f(z1)f(z2)

∆z

∆f
+ 3

∫

c2τ4f2(z1)f
2(z2)dσ(τ)

(1 + τf(z1))2(1 + τf(z2))2

)

, (1.5)

∆f = f(z1)− f(z2), ∆z = z1 − z2, and f is defined in (1.3).

Remark 1.1. (i) In (1.5), C(z1, z2) = lim
n→∞

Cov{γn(z1), γn(z2)}.
(ii) Condition A(i) is a technical one, as (1.5) points out, it should be enough for σ to have

two finite moments.

This result is an analog of Bai and Silverstein’s master lemma [1, Lemma 1.1], it can be
used to prove the CLT for an arbitrary smooth enough test function. In Section 2 we introduce
the main notations and present some auxilary results, then in Section 3 we give a proof of the
theorem. Our proof of Theorem 1.1 heavily relies on [2, 4] and follows the scheme proposed in
[6, 7].

3



2 Notations and preliminary results

Let y(1) and y(2) be i.i.d. copies of y ∼ U(Sn−1), and let Y = y(1) ⊗ y(2) =
(

y
(1)
i y

(2)
j

)n

i,j=1
. In

what follows, without loss of generality, we will assume that m = cn2. It is easy to show that

EYij = 0, EYijYpq = n−2δijδpq,

EY 2
ijY

2
pq = a22,2 =

1

n2(n+ 2)2
=

1

n4
− 4

n5
+

12

n6
+O(n−7), (2.1)

EYjj′Yss′Ypp′Yqq′ = a22,2(δjsδpq + δjpδsq + δjqδsp)(δj′s′δp′q′ + δj′p′δs′q′ + δj′q′δs′p′)

(see [2].) Note that if H is an arbitrary matrix and Y is defined in (1.2), then by (2.1)

Var(HY, Y ) = (a22,2 − n−4)|Tr H|2 + 2a22,2Tr |H|2 + 4a22,2

n
∑

j,s,p,q=1

Hjs,psHjq,pq (2.2)

+ 2a22,2

n
∑

j,s,p,q=1

Hjs,pqHps,jq,

where Tr|H|2 = TrHH∗ and without loss of generality we assume that
∑

j,s,p,q

Hjs,psHjq,pq =
∑

j,s,p,q

Hsj,spHqj,qp

(they are asymptotically equal and also can be treated in the same way.) By the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality |TrH|2 ≤ nTr|H|2, |∑Hjs,psHjq,pq| ≤ nTr|H|2, and |∑Hjs,pqHps,jq| ≤ Tr|H|2, so
that

Var(HY, Y ) . n−1‖H‖op, (2.3)

where ‖H‖op denotes the operator norm of H. Here and in what follows we use notation |A| . |B|
if there exists an absolute constant C or a positive quantity, which does not depend on the
parameters of the model, such as n,m, τα, Yα, but possibly depends on η0, T , or the order of the
corresponding moment.

Given z ∈ C\R, let G(z) = (Mn − zIn)
−1 be the resolvent of Mn, and

γn := Tr G, gn := n−2γn, fn := Egn. (2.4)

Our proof is heavily based on the asymptotic analysis of (2.2), where H = G(z) is the resolvent
of Mn independent of Y . In particular, we will need to understand the asymptotic behavior of
gn (and γn, fn) and also of the resolvent counterparts of the two last terms on the r.h.s of (2.2),

g(1)n (z1, z2) :=
1

n3

∑

j,s,p,q

Gjs,ps(z1)Gjq,pq(z2), (f (1)
n := Eg(1)n ), and

g(2)n (z1, z2) :=
1

n2

∑

j,s,p,q

Gjs,pq(z1)Gps,jq(z2), (f (2)
n := Eg(2)n ), (2.5)

4



(see Lemma 2.1 below.)

Let Mα
n = Mn − ταYαY

T
α =

∑

β 6=α τβYβY
T
β . In what follows, we use the upper index α for

the quantities corresponding to Mα
n :

Gα(z) := (Mα
n − z)−1, γαn := Tr Gα, gαn := n−2Tr Gα, fα

n := Egαn .

Note that G and Gα are connected by the so-called rank one perturbation formula

G−Gα = − ταG
αYαY

T
α Gα

1 + τα(GαYα, Yα)
, (2.6)

which allows to separate Yα from the rest of the vectors. Let Eα = EYα
denote the expectation

with respect to Yα. By (2.1),

Eα(G
αYα, Yα) = gαn , E(GαYα, Yα) = fα

n . (2.7)

Also given ξ = ξ(Y1, . . . , Ym), we put

ξ◦ = ξ −Eξ, (ξ)◦α = ξ −Eαξ,

so that Var ξ = E|ξ◦|2, Varα ξ = Eα|ξ −Eαξ|2 = Eα|(ξ)◦α|2. Note that since

1

ξ
=

1

Eξ
− ξ◦

ξEξ
(2.8)

for every k ∈ N we have

1

ξ
=

1

Eξ
− ξ◦

(Eξ)2
+ . . . +

(−1)k−1ξ◦
k−1

(Eξ)k
+

(−1)kξ◦
k

ξ(Eξ)k
. (2.9)

If |ξ| and |Eξ| are bounded from below by a non-zero constant, then as it follows from (2.8),

Var
1

ξ
=

1

(Eξ)2
Var

ξ◦

ξ
. Varξ,

Also we have similar elementary inequalities for the central moments of the products and quo-
tients of two bounded random variables. Namely, if ζ, η are bounded and independent then
Varζη = Eζ2Eη2 − (Eζ)2(Eη)2 = Eζ2Varη + (Eη)2Varη . Varζ +Varη and more generally

E|(ζη)◦|p . E|ζ◦η◦|p +E|ζ◦Eη|p +E|η◦Eζ|p . E|ζ◦|p +E|η◦|p,

which implies

E

∣

∣

∣

(η

ζ

)◦∣
∣

∣

p
≤ E

∣

∣

∣

η

ζ
− Eη

Eζ

∣

∣

∣

p
= E

∣

∣

∣

η◦

Eζ
− η

ζ
· ζ◦

Eζ

∣

∣

∣

p
. E|ζ◦|p +E|η◦|p. (2.10)
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In Lemma 2.1 below, we summarize some properties of γn, f
(1,2)
n = Eg

(1,2)
n , and some related

quantities that we will need in the following. Before formulating the lemma, we will derive a few
more auxiliary inequalities and estimates. Note first that, as it follows from (2.6)

γn − γαn = − τα(G
α2Yα, Yα)

1 + τα(GαYα, Yα)
=: −Bα

Aα
. (2.11)

It was shown in [2] (see also [7]) that, under the assumption ‖Yα‖2 = 1, and Condition A(i), Aα

satisfies

1 . |Aα|, |EαAα|, |EAα| . 1, (2.12)

where the inequalities hold uniformly in z ∈ Cη0 , and so does Bα. According to the spectral
theorem for real symmetric matrices, there exists a non-negative measure mα such that

(GαYα, Yα) =

∫

mα(dλ)

λ− z
and (G2

αYα, Yα) =

∫

mα(dλ)

(λ− z)2
.

This yields

|Aα| ≥ |ℑAα| = |τα|η
∫

mα(dλ)

|λ− z|2 ≥ η|Bα|,

implying that |Bα/Aα| ≤ η−1 and

|γn − γαn | ≤ η−1
0 (2.13)

for any z ∈ Cη0 . Also, it follows from (2.3) and ‖G(z)‖op ≤ η−1, that

VarαAα,VarαBα = O(n−1). (2.14)

This allows us to show that

Varγn(z) = O(n), n → ∞. (2.15)

Indeed, applying (2.10) – (2.12) and (2.14) we get

Varγn ≤
∑

α

E|γn −Eαγn|2 =
∑

α

E|γn − γαn −Eα(γn − γαn )|2

≤
∑

α

E

∣

∣

∣

Bα

Aα
− EαBα

EαAα

∣

∣

∣

2
=

∑

α

E

∣

∣

∣

B◦
α

EαAα
− Bα

Aα
· A◦

α

EαAα

∣

∣

∣

2

.
∑

α

E(VarαAα +VarαBα) = O(n)
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(see also Proposition 2 in [7] and Lemma 3.2 in [3].) This together with (2.14) – (2.15), the
equality A◦

α = (Aα)
◦
α + ταg

α◦
n , and Condition A(i) yields

VarAα . EVarαAα +Vargαn = O(n−1) (2.16)

and VarBα = O(n−1). More careful and tedious calculations based on the obtained results

and analysis of fn, f
(1)
n , f

(2)
n of (2.4) – (2.5) allow us to improve these bounds and show that

VarAα = O(n−2), Varγn = O(1). To this end we extend Lemma 3.1 in [2] to our model (1.1) –
(1.2), and we have:

Lemma 2.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1,

(i) VarAα, VarBα = O(n−2), Varγn = O(1),

(ii) fn(z) = f(z) +O(n−2),

(iii) f (1)
n (z1, z2) = f(z1)f(z2) +

1

n

∫

cτ2f2(z1)f
2(z2)dσ(τ)

(1 + τf(z1))(1 + τf(z2))
+O(n−3/2),

(iv) f (2)
n (z1, z2) = f(z1)f(z2) +

∫

cτ2f2(z1)f
2(z2)dσ(τ)

(1 + τf(z1))(1 + τf(z2))
+O(n−1/2).

Proof. The proof of Lemma 2.1 repeats with corresponding changes the proof of Lemma 3.1 in
[2]. Note first that

VarAα = τ2αKn(z, z),

where by (2.7) and (2.15)

Kn(z1, z2) := Cov{(Gα(z1)Yα, Yα), (G
α(z2)Yα, Yα)}

= E(Gα(z1)Yα, Yα)
◦
α(G

α(z2)Yα, Yα) +Cov{gαn (z1), gαn (z2)}
= E(Gα(z1)Yα, Yα)

◦
α(G

α(z2)Yα, Yα) +O(n−3). (2.17)

Applying (2.1) – (2.2) we get

EEα(G
α(z1)Yα, Yα)

◦
α(G

α(z2)Yα, Yα) =
1

n
E
[−4n2 − 4n

(n + 2)2
gαn(z1)g

α
n(z2) +

2TrGα(z1)G
α(z2)

n(n+ 2)2

+
2n

(n+ 2)2

(

2g(1)αn (z1, z2) + n−1g(2)αn (z1, z2)
)]

= O(n−1). (2.18)

To get O(n−2) on the r.h.s, we need to show that the leading terms of the asymptotic expansions
of the terms on the r.h.s of (2.18) cancel. This is the main idea of the proof and to implement
it we use a bootstrap argument: first, we prove a weaker statement of (ii) – (iii) and show that

fn(z) = f(z) +O(n−1) and f (1)
n (z1, z2) = f(z1)f(z2) +O(n−1) (2.19)
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(note that we already have a weaker statement of (i)), and then repeating the argument and using
(2.18) and (2.19) we get (i) – (iv). Here we prove only the first part of (2.19), the remaining
steps are similar to the proof of Lemma 3.1 of [2].

Applying the resolvent identity, (2.6), and (2.9) with k = 2, we get

zfn(z) = −1 + c− c

m

m
∑

α=1

E
1

Aα
= −1 + c− c

m

m
∑

α=1

1

EAα
− c

m

m
∑

α=1

E
A◦2

α

Aα(EAα)2
. (2.20)

It follows from (2.12), and (2.16), that c
m

∑m
α=1 E|A◦

α|2 = O(n−1). Also by (2.7) and (2.13) we
have

1

m

∑

α

1

EAα
=

1

m

∑

α

1

1 + ταfα
n

=
1

m

∑

α

1

1 + ταfn
+O(n−2).

Note that if η = ℑz > T then |1 + ταf | ≥ 1− T/η > 0, and applying Condition A(ii) we get

1

m

∑

α

1

1 + ταfn
=

∫

dσn(τ)

1 + τfn
=

∫

dσ(τ)

1 + τf
+

∫

τ(f − fn)dσn(τ)

(1 + τfn)(1 + τf)
+O(n−2).

Hence

zfn = −1 + c−
∫

cdσ(τ)

1 + τf
+

∫

cτ(fn − f)dσn(τ)

(1 + τfn)(1 + τf)
+O(n−1).

This and (1.3) lead to

z(fn − f) = (fn − f)

∫

cτdσn(τ)

(1 + τfn)(1 + τf)
+O(n−1).

Choosing η0 := 2T (c+ 1), we get for η ≥ η0
∣

∣

∣

∣

z −
∫

cτdσn(τ)

(1 + τf(z))(1 + τfn(z))

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ η − cT

(1− T/η)2
≥ η

2
≥ η0

2
.

This yields |fn − f | = O(n−1), and we get the first part of (2.19). Then repeating the steps of
the proof of Lemma 3.1 of [2] and taking into account the dependence on τα, one can finish the
proof of the Lemma 2.1.

It follows from Lemma 2.1 (i) and (2.10) – (2.11), that

Var(γn − γαn ) = Var
(Bα

Aα

)

= O(n−2). (2.21)

Also using (2.18) and Lemma 2.1, one can find the limiting covariance of the bilinear forms
Kn(z1, z2). Namely given z1, z2 ∈ C\R, we have

K(z1, z2) := lim
n→∞

n2Kn(z1, z2) = −2f(z1)f(z2) + 2
∆f

∆z
+

∫

6cτ4f2(z1)f
2(z2)dσ(τ)

(1 + τf(z1))(1 + τf(z2))
(2.22)
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(see also [2, Theorem 3.1].) Finally, the next statement allows to estimate the error terms in our
calculations. Its proof repeats, with appropriate modifications, the proof of Lemmas 3.2 and 4.1.
We have:

Lemma 2.2. We have uniformly in z ∈ Cη0 as n → ∞:

(i) Eα|(Aα)
◦
α|p = O(n−p),

(ii) E|γ◦n|p = O(1),

(iii) E|A◦
α|p = O(n−p),

(iv) Var(Eα(A
◦
α)

2) = O(n−9/2).

Now we are ready to prove the main result.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

To get Theorem 1.1, it is enough to show that any linear combination of the real and imaginary
parts of the trace of the resolvent, a1ℜγn+a2ℑγn, converges to a Gaussian random variable. To
this end, it suffices to consider the imaginary part (a1 = 0, a2 = 1), the proof in the general case
follows the same scheme. Thus, we need to show that ℑ(γn −Eγn) converges in distribution to
a Gaussian random variable with zero mean and variance given by

V (z) =
1

4
(2C(z, z)− C(z, z) −C(z, z)).

We use the scheme proposed in [6] and [7]. According to the Levy’s continuity theorem, it suffices
to establish the convergence of the corresponding characteristic functions. Given z ∈ Cη0 , let

Zn(x) = Een(x), en = en(x) = exp{ixℑγ◦n(z)}. (3.1)

We need to show that for every x ∈ R, lim
n→∞

Zn(x) = exp{−x2V (z)/2}. We have

d

dx
Zn(x) =

1

2
(Yn(z, x) − Yn(z, x)), (3.2)

where Yn(z, x) = Eγn(z)e
◦
n(x). From the resolvent identity and (2.6) (see also (2.20)), we get

zYn(z, x) = −
m
∑

α=1

E
eα◦n
Aα

−
m
∑

α=1

E
e◦n − eα◦n

Aα
=: T

(n)
1 + T

(n)
2 , (3.3)

where eαn = exp{ixℑγα◦n } . Applying (2.9) with k = 3, we get

T
(n)
1 =

m
∑

α=1

Eeα◦n A◦
α

(EAα)2
−

m
∑

α=1

Eeα◦n A◦2
α

(EAα)3
+

m
∑

α=1

Eeα◦n A◦3
α A−1

α

(EAα)3
=: T

(n)
11 − T

(n)
12 + T

(n)
13 .

9



It follows from Lemma 2.2 (iii), that T
(n)
13 = O(n−1). Since A◦

α = (Aα)
◦
α+ ταg

α◦
n and eαn does not

depend on Yα, we have

Eeα◦n A◦2
α = E(eα◦n Eα(Aα)

◦2
α ) + τ2αEeα◦n (gα◦n )2.

Applying Lemma 2.2 (iv) to the first term and Lemma 2.1 (i) to the second term we get

|Eeα◦n A◦2
α | . (Var(Eα(Aα)

◦2
α ))1/2 +Vargαn = O(n−9/4),

so that T
(n)
12 = O(n−1/4). Consider now T

(n)
11 . Since eαn does not depend on Yα,

Eeα◦n Aα = Eeα◦n EαAα = ταn
−2Eeα◦n γαn = ταn

−2Yn(z, x) +Rn,

where
Rn = ταn

−2E(eα◦n γαn − e◦nγn) = ταn
−2E((eαn − en)γ

◦
n + eαn(γ

α
n − γn)

◦).

Using the Taylor series expansion, we get

en − eαn = ixeαnℑ(γn − γαn )
◦ +O(|ℑ(γn − γαn )

◦|2). (3.4)

This and (2.21) leads to |Rn| = O(n−3). Hence

Eeα◦n Aα = ταn
−2Yn(z, x) +O(n−3)

and

T
(n)
11 =

m
∑

α=1

Eeα◦n A◦
α

(EAα)2
= Yn(z, x)

∫

cτdσ(τ)

(1 + τf(z))2
+O(n−1).

Summarising we get

T
(n)
1 = Yn(z, x)

∫

cτdσ(τ)

(1 + τf(z))2
+O(n−1/4). (3.5)

Consider T
(n)
2 of (3.3). It follows from (3.4) and (2.11), that

EA−1
α (z)(en − eαn)

◦ = ixEeαn(A
−1
α (z))◦ℑ(BαA

−1
α )◦(z) +O(R(1)

n ),

where applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (2.10) and Lemma 2.2 (iii) one can get

|R(1)
n | ≤ E|(A−1

α )◦||(γn − γαn )
◦|2 ≤

(

E|(A−1
α )◦|2E

∣

∣

(

Bα/Aα

)◦∣
∣

4
)1/2

.
(

VarAα)
1/2(E|A◦

α|4 +E|B◦
α|4

)1/2
= O(n−3).
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Hence

EA−1
α (z)(en − eαn)

◦ =
x

2
Eeαn(A

−1
α (z))◦[(BαA

−1
α )◦(z)− (BαA

−1
α )◦(z)] +O(n−3).

Applying twice (2.9) with k = 2, and then using Lemma 2.2 (iii), we get for z1, z2 ∈ Cη0

Eeαn(A
−1
α (z1))

◦(BαA
−1
α )◦(z2)

= Eeαn

(

− A◦
α

(EAα)2
+

A◦2
α

Aα(EAα)2

)

(z1)
( B◦

α

EAα
− (BαA

◦
α)

◦

(EAα)2
+

(BαA
◦2
α )◦

Aα(EAα)2

)

(z2) +O(n−3)

= − EeαnA
◦
α(z1)B

◦
α(z2)

(EAα(z1))2EAα(z2)
+

EBα(z2)EeαnA
◦
α(z1)A

◦
α(z2)

(EAα(z1))2(EAα(z2))2
+O(n−3).

It follows from Lemma 2.2 (iv), that

EeαnA
◦
α(z1)A

◦
α(z2) = EeαnEA◦

α(z1)A
◦
α(z2) +O(n−9/4).

Also, by (2.21) and (3.4), we have

|Eeαn − Zn| = |E(eαn − en)| = O(n−1),

where Zn is defined in (3.1). Hence, taking into account that Bα = ∂
∂zAα, we get for z1 6= z2

Eeαn(A
−1
α (z1))

◦(BαA
−1
α )◦(z2) =

−Zn(x)

(EAα(z1))2
∂

∂z2

EA◦
α(z1)A

◦
α(z2)

EAα(z2)
+O(n−3)

=
−Zn(x)

(1 + ταf(z1))2
∂

∂z2

τ2αK(z1, z2)

1 + ταf(z2)
+O(n−3),

where K(z1, z2) is defined in (2.22). Hence

T
(n)
2 = −cxZn(x)

2

∫

τ2

(1 + τf(z))2
lim
z2→z

∂

∂z2

[

K(z, z2)

1 + τf(z2)
− K(z, z2)

1 + τf(z2)

]

dσ(τ) +O(n−1).

This, (3.3), and (3.5) yield

Yn(z, x) =

(
∫

cτdσ(τ)

(1 + τf(z))2
− z

)−1

× xZn(x)

2

∫

cτ2

(1 + τf(z))2
lim
z2→z

∂

∂z2

[

K(z, z2)

1 + τf(z2)
− K(z, z2)

1 + τf(z2)

]

dσ(τ) +O(n−1/4).

Equation (1.3) and the resulting equalities

(
∫

cτdσ(τ)

(1 + τf)2
− z

)−1

= f ′/f,
∆z

∆f
=

1

f(z1)f(z2)
−

∫

cτ2dσ(τ)

(1 + τf(z1))(1 + τf(z2))

11



allow us to show that
(
∫

cτdσ(τ)

(1 + τf(z))2
− z

)−1 ∫ cτ2

(1 + τf(z))2
∂

∂z2

K(z, z2)

1 + τf(z2)
dσ(τ) = C(z, z2),

where C(z, z2) is defined in (1.5) (see also [3].) Hence

Yn(z, x) = lim
z2→z

xZn(x)

2

[

C(z, z2)− C(z, z2)
]

+O(n−1/4).

This and (3.2) lead to

∂

∂x
Zn(x) = −xV (z)Zn(x) +O(n−1/4),

and finally we get

lim
n→∞

Zn(x) = exp{−x2V (z)/2}.

The theorem is proved.
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