
ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

14
07

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

PR
] 

 1
8 

D
ec

 2
02

4

Some estimates for generalized Wigner matrix

linear spectral statistics

Benjamin Landon

University of Toronto

Department of Mathematics

blandon@math.toronto.edu

December 19, 2024

Abstract: We consider the characteristic function of linear spectral statistics of generalizedWigner
matrices. We provide an expansion of the characteristic function with error OpN´1q around its
limiting Gaussian form, and identify sub-leading non-Gaussian corrections of size OpN´1{2q. Prior
expansions with this error rate held only for Wigner matrices; only a weaker error rate was available
for more general matrix ensembles. We provide some applications.
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1 Introduction

This work is concerned with the behavior of eigenvalues of generalized Wigner matrices.
Generalized Wigner matrices H are N ˆ N self-adjoint random matrices with independent
centered entries, such that the matrix of variances Sij :“ ErH2

ijs is doubly stochastic. Wigner’s
semicircle law states that as N Ñ 8, the eigenvalues of H (in the scaling such that the entries
Sij are order OpN´1q) satisfy,

lim
NÑ8

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

δλi
pEq “

a
p4 ´ E2q`

2π
dE “: ρscpEqdE (1.1)

where the convergence is, e.g., weakly almost surely. It is a classical result that the fluctuations
around the semicircle law are Gaussian in that for sufficiently nice f : R Ñ R we have that
the random varaible

LSSpfq :“
Nÿ

i“1

fpλiq ´N

ż
fpEqρscpEqdE (1.2)

converges weakly to a Gaussian as N Ñ 8 with a certain mean and variance Epfq and V pfq
that will be defined below. This convergence can be quantified in several ways. In the present
work, will be interested in deriving an expansion of the characteristic function of the form,

ϕpλq :“ EreiλLSSpfqs “ e´λ2V pfq{2`iλEpfq`N´1{2Pf pλq ` OpN´1`εq, (1.3) {eqn:intro-expans{eqn:intro-expans

for any ε ą 0. This is the content of our main result, Theorem 1.6 below. Above, N´1{2Pf pλq
should be viewed as a sub-leading correction of size OpN´1{2q; without such a term, the above
error rate would be OpN´1{2q. In our result Pf pλq explicit in that it depends only on the first
few moments of the matrix entries of H and the coefficients of f in its expansion in Chebyshev
polynomials. It contains both a non-Gaussian cubic correction iλ3 and a subleading correction
to the variance V pfq.

Our motivation in deriving the expansion (1.3) lies in our prior work with Sosoe [27].
In that work we derived almost-optimal regularity conditions on the function f so that the
Gaussian convergence holds. A technical input into that work was the expansion (1.3) for
Wigner matrices (which we established in [27]). By obtaining (1.3) for generalized Wigner
matrices, in a forthcoming revision to [27] we will extend the result to this larger class of
matrices.

In Section 9 we give a modest application of the CLT for generalized Wigner matrices.
We extend one of the results of the recent work [11] of Bourgade, Lopatto and Zeitouni. In
that work they computed the leading order of the maximum of Wigner matrix characteristic
polynomials; we extend this, as well as their optimal rigidity result, to the generalized Wigner
class. The bulk of the method of that work holds for generalized Wigner matrices; there is only
a minor input they require for LSS, and we show how to provide that input for generalized
Wigner matrices.
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1.1 Background

The CLT for LSS is a classical result of random matrix theory, and a vast literature has
developed. We only review a few works and refer the reader to the references in these papers
for a more complete bibliography. See, e.g., the works [5, 6, 21,23,24,31,32].

Direct analysis of the characteristic function was initiated by Shcherbina [33] who applied
Stein’s method to prove that it converged point-wise to that of a Gaussian. In [26] the
author, together with Sosoe, adapted this approach together with the local semicircle law
to prove the convergence of LSS even on mesoscopic scales (i.e., to functions f of the form
fpxq “ F pNαpx´ Eqq for some 0 ă α ă 1). The approach of the present paper is also based
on Stein’s method.

The two closest precedents to our work are [8] and [30]. Bao and He [8] studied the rate of
convergence of LSS to their limiting Gaussian distributions in Kolmogorov-Smirnov distance;
they find optimal rates of convergence in this metric by establishing upper and lower bounds.
In terms of the characteristic function, they remove the contribution of the diagonal part of H
to LSSpfq, which ensures an error of OpN´1q but with no Pf pλq term on the RHS. However,
their analysis is restricted to the smaller class of Wigner matrices (i.e., when the matrix S is
constant) and their result does not seem to imply an expansion for ϕpλq directly (i.e., for the
full matrix) with error rate OpN´1q. However, their analysis also allows them to control the
characteristic function for very large λ « N .

Secondly, for generalized Wigner matrices, an estimate similar to (1.3) but with a poly-
nomial error rate OpN´cq was derived by Li and Xu in [30] and also for test functions on
mesoscopic scales (with an error that degenerates as the scale shortens). Other prior work on
CLTs for matrices that do not have a constant variance profile include [1,12,13] as well as the
works [4, 16,17,22,29,34] on band matrices.

The main difficulty in the approach based on Stein’s method to computing the character-
istic function in the generalized Wigner case is that one needs to estimate the leading order
contributions of terms like, ÿ

i,j

GijpzqGjipwqSij (1.4) {eqn:intro-tij}{eqn:intro-tij}

where Gpzq “ pH ´ zq´1 is the resolvent of H. In the Wigner case Sij “ N´1, this can

be written as 1
N
trGpzq´Gpwq

z´w
, which allows one to use the local semicircle law to estimate this

quantity. However for general S, no such simplification is available. In [30], Li and Xu derived
a self consistent equation for this quantity, based on the methods of [18]. They achieved an
estimate of OpN´1{4q for this quantity (around its leading order deterministic contribution).1

However, as can be seen from the Wigner setting, the optimal error should be OpN´1q.
In order to improve on this estimate, we do not attempt to estimate (1.4) with high

probability, and instead simply try to determine its expectation (or rather the expectation
of eiλLSSpfq times this quantity), as this is what arises in Stein’s method. We treat this
quantity by means of the cumulant expansion. Our treatment has its origins in the work [28]
of Lee-Schnelli, and adapted to proving CLTs via Stein’s method in [26].

If one applies the cumulant expansion to an expression involving (1.4), one is led to
expressions involving more resolvent entries. One can then iterate this process, resulting in
quantities with even more resolvent entries. If one was interested in obtaining the CLT only

1We ignore the dependence of the error rate on the imaginary parts of z and w for the present discussion.
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for global LSS, then only a few repeated cumulant expansions would be necessary (say, three).
However, we will also derive the CLT for mesoscopic LSS; in order to do so, one must expand
to an arbitrarily high order2 adapted to the mesoscopic scale of the function. In order to do
this, we use a graphical notation to keep track of which kinds of terms arise. Such graphical
expansions have appeared in many works, and we are partially inspired by [9, 18].

We first develop two general estimates for certain classes of graphs. The first are loops,
which consist of (the expectation of) products of terms of the formGi1i2pz1qGi2i3pz2q . . . Giki1pzkq
for distinct i1, . . . , ik. The second are lines, of the form Gi1i2pz1qGi2i3pz2q . . . Gikik`1

pzkq, for
distinct i1, . . . , ik`1. By means of an iterated cumulant expansion, we obtain an estimate for
these terms that is one order better than the naive estimate one would obtain from applying
the entry-wise local semicircle law (see (2.10) below). These results are Propositions 3.2 and
4.2 below. At each step of the iteration, we find we are able to truncate the terms in the
cumulant expansion arising from cumulants of order three and higher; due to this, the ex-
pansion “closes” in the sense that expanding loops only leads to expressions with loops (with
more resolvent entries), and expanding lines just leads to larger lines.

After carrying out these expansions, we then proceed via Stein’s method as in [26] and
apply our estimates to treat the various terms that arise. We identify the sub-leading terms
Pf pλq and incorporate them into our expansion.

1.2 Definition of model

We now define our random matrix model.

Definition 1.1. A generalized Wigner matrix is an NˆN matrix H s.t. the entries tHijuiĺj

are independent centered random variables. If we denote,

Sij :“ Er|Hij|2s (1.5)

then we assume that,
1

CN
ĺ Sij ĺ C

N
(1.6)

for some C ą 0 and that
ř

i Sij “ 1 for all j. For every p we assume that there exists Cp ą 0
so that

Er|
?
NHij|ps ĺ Cp (1.7)

for all i, j and N . We say that the generalized Wigner matrix is real symmetric if Hij P R

for all i, j. We say that the generalized Wigner matrix is complex Hermitian if the real and
imaginary parts of the off-diagonal entries are independent and that ErH2

ijs “ 0 for all i ‰ j.

We will denote by }f}p,w the following weighted Lp norm of f ,

}f}p,w :“
˜ż

R

|fpxq|p dx
a

|4 ´ x2|
dx

¸1{p

(1.8)

Definition 1.2. We will say that a sequence of test functions f “ fN P C2pRq is admissible
if it is compactly supported in r´5, 5s and the following holds. First, for all ε ą 0 we have
that,

}f 1}1,w ĺ N ε (1.9)

2The order of the expansion will be large but fixed as N Ñ 8
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for N large enough. Secondly,

}f}1,w ĺ C, }f2}1,w ĺ CN1´b (1.10)

for some 1 ą b ą 0 and C ą 0.

Define,

LSSpfq :“ trfpHq ´N

ż
fpxqρscpxqdx. (1.11)

1.3 Main result

We now introduce the quantities that arise in our result on the characteristic function of the
random variable LSSpfq. We will denote by κkpXq denote the kth cumulant of a random
variable X.

{def:cheby}

Definition 1.3 (Chebyshev polynomials). We will define the nth Chebyshev polynomial Tnpxq
of the first kind by,

Tnp2 cospθqq “ cospnθq, (1.12) {eqn:cheby-def}{eqn:cheby-def}

for n ľ 0. The polynomials Tnpxq form an orthogonal basis of the space L2pr´2, 2s, p4 ´
x2q´1{2dxq.3 We denote the nth Chebyshev coefficient of a function f by,

tnpfq :“ 2

π

ż 2

´2

Tnpxqfpxq dx?
4 ´ x2

. (1.13)

Definition 1.4 (Functionals in the CLT). For β “ 1, 2 define the variance functional,

Vβpfq :“ 1

2β

8ÿ

j“1

jtjpfq2trpSjq ´ 2 ´ β

4
t1pfq2trpSq ` ŝ4,β

2
t2pfq2 ` ŝ3

2
t2pfqt1pfq (1.14) {eqn:intro-V-def{eqn:intro-V-def

where tjpfq is the jth coefficient of f in the basis of Chebyshev polynomials and

ŝ4,1 :“
ÿ

i,j

κ4pHijq, ŝ4,2 :“
ÿ

i‰j

κ4pRerHijsq ` κ4pImrHijsq ` 1

2

ÿ

i

κ4pHiiq (1.15)

and
ŝ3 :“

ÿ

i

κ3pHiiq. (1.16)

Denote also,

Eβpfq :“ ŝ4,β
1

2π

ż 2

´2

fpxqx
4 ´ 4x2 ` 2?

4 ´ x2
dx` ŝ3

1

8π

ż 2

´2

fpxqx
3 ´ x2 ´ 2x ` 4?

4 ´ x2
dx

` 1tβ“1u

"
trpSq 1

2π

ż 2

´2

fpxq 2 ´ x2?
4 ´ x2

` fp2q ` fp´2q
4

` 1

π

ż 2

´2

fpxq?
4 ´ x2

pRermscpx ` i0q2trpSp1 ´mscpx` i0q2Sq´1qsqdx
*

(1.17)

as well as,

Bpfq :“ ŝ3

8
t1pfq3. (1.18)

3We note that our convention for the Tnpxq differs from the usual convention, which defines the nth Cheby-
shev polynomial as Tnp2xq where Tn is as above (i.e., defined wrt a measure on p´1, 1q instead of p´2, 2q).
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The following gives elementary properties of the functionals appearing above. In particu-
lar, it guarantees that the variance function is non-negative. It is proven in Section 8.3.2.

{prop:funct}
Proposition 1.5. If f is an admissible test function then,

0 ĺ Vβpfq ĺ C}f 1}21,w logpNq2 (1.19)

for some C ą 0, and |Eβpfq| ĺ Cp}f}1,w`|fp2q|`|fp´2q|q. Moreover, |Bpfq| ĺ CN´1{2}f}31,w.

The following is our main result. It is proven in Section 8.3.1.
{thm:main}

Theorem 1.6. Let H be a real symmetric or complex Hermitian generalized Wigner matrix. If

there is a c ą 0 so that Vβpfq ľ c then for any ε ą 0 we have that for all |λ| ĺ N´ε
b
N}f2}´1

1

that

E rexppiλLSSpfqqs “ e´λ2Vβpfq{2`iλ3Bpfq{3`iλEβpfq

`O
`
}f2}1,wN´1p1 ` |λ|q `N´1|λ|2

˘
. (1.20)

Otherwise,

E rexppiλLSSpfqqs “ e´λ2Vβpfq{2`iλ3Bpfq{3`iλEβ pfq

` OpN´1p1 ` |λ|q4 ` p1 ` |λ|q3N´1p1 ` }f2}1,wqq. (1.21)

We have also that,
ErLSSpfqs “ Eβpfq ` OpN´1p1 ` }f2}1,wqq (1.22)

Acknowledgements. The author is supported by an NSERC Discovery grant and a Con-
naught New Researcher award.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

For z P C we will use the notation z “ E ˘ iη, with E P R and η ą 0. We introduce the
control parameters,

Ψpzq :“
d

Imrmscpzqs
Nη

` 1

Nη
, Ψ1pzq :“ 1?

Nη
(2.1)

For an admissible test function f we will also define the control parameter,

Φ “ Φpfq :“ N´1{2p1 ` }f2}1q1{2, Φw “ Φwpfq :“ N1{2p1 ` }f2}1,wq1{2. (2.2)

Note that Ψpzq,Ψ1pzq ľ cN´1{2 for some c ą 0.
For a generalized Wigner matrix H define the Green’s function or resolvent by Gpzq :“

pH ´ zq´1 and the empirical Stieltjes transform by, mN pzq :“ 1
N

ř
iGiipzq.

For A ă B P R we set rrA,Bss :“ tn P Z : A ĺ n ĺ Bu. The notation AN piq — BN piq
for two N -dependent functions of an index i P I (with I an abstract index set) means that
there is a constant C ą 0 so that C´1AN piq ĺ BN piq ĺ CAN piq for all N sufficiently large
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and all i. We will denote the inner product on C
N by xu, vy “ řN

i“1 ūivi and the dot product
by u ¨ v “ řn

i“1 uivi for u, v P C
N .

In order to lighten the notation, if we prove some estimate for an expression involving
resolvent entries, we will often relabel the indices to just use t1, 2, . . . , ku. E.g., instead of
considering Gi1,i2 . . . Gik´1ik we consider G12G23 . . . Gk´1,k, et cetera. Clearly this is no loss
of generality, and we will not comment on this further in the paper.

2.1.1 Stochastic domination and overwhelming probability

We now introduce the notion of high probability events that we will use in our paper.

Definition 2.1 (Overwhelming probability). We say that an N -dependent family of events
tΞu : u P Uu (with U “ U pNq an abstract index set) holds with overwhelming probability if for
any large D ą 0 we have that

sup
uPU

PrΞc
us ĺ N´D (2.3)

for sufficiently large N ľ N0pDq.

The following notion of stochastic domination will be useful. See [19, Section 6.3] for
standard properties of stochastic domination.

Definition 2.2 (Stochastic domination). Let Xu and Yu, for u P U be two families of non-
negative random variables and U “ U pNq is a possibly N -dependent index set. We say that X
is stochastically dominated by Y if for all ε ą 0 and D ą 0 it holds that

sup
uPU

P rXu ą N εY s ĺ N´D (2.4)

for all N ľ N0pε,Dq sufficiently large. If X is stochastically dominated by Y we write
X ă Y . If X is complex we write X “ OăpY q if |X| ă Y . Similarly, X “ Z `OăpY q means
|X ´ Z| ă Y .

2.1.2 Quasi-analytic extension

We will have use for the following notion of a quasi-analytic extension of a test function f to
the complex plane.

Definition 2.3 (Quasi-analytic extension). For f : R Ñ R that is C2, we define its quasi-
analytic extension, f̃pzq by,

f̃px` iyq :“ χpyqpfpxq ` iyf 1pxqq (2.5)

where χpyq is a smooth, symmetric, non-negative function satisfying χpyq “ 1 for |y| ĺ 1 and
χpyq “ 0 for |y| ľ 2. The choice of χ will be fixed throughout the paper.

We note that,

Bz̄ f̃pzq “ iyχpyqf2pxq ` ipfpxq ` iyf 1pxqqχ1pyq
2

. (2.6) {eqn:quasi-deriva{eqn:quasi-deriva

Here, Bz̄ “ 1
2

pBx ` iByq and Bz “ 1
2
pBx ´ iByq are the usual Wirtinger derivatives.
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2.2 Local laws

We have the following local laws.

Theorem 2.4. Let ε ą 0 and fix ti P C satisfying |ti| ĺ C for all i, for some fixed C ą 0.
Uniformly for all z satisfying Imrzs ľ N ε´1 and |z| ĺ 10 we have,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

ÿ

i

tipGiipzq ´mscpzqq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ă
1

Nη
. (2.7) {eqn:fluct-av}{eqn:fluct-av}

In particular,

|mN pzq ´mscpzq| ă
1

Nη
. (2.8) {eqn:local-law}{eqn:local-law}

For any fixed unit vectors v,w P C
N we have uniformly in all z as above,

|v˚Gpzqw ´ v˚wmscpzq| ă Ψpzq. (2.9) {eqn:iso}{eqn:iso}

In particular,
|Gijpzq ´ δijmscpzq| ă Ψpzq (2.10) {eqn:entry-wise{eqn:entry-wise

Proof. The estimate (2.7) follows from, e.g., [3, Theorem 2.6] near the edge and [2, Corollary
1.8] near the bulk. The estimate (2.9) follows from [9, Theorem 2.12].

2.3 Regular matrices

We say that a matrix M is ε-regular if the following hold for all z satisfying Imrzs ľ N ε´1

and |z| ĺ ε´1: ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1
N

trpM ´ zq´1 ´mscpzq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ĺ N ε

Nη
(2.11) {eqn:eps-regular-{eqn:eps-regular-

and
|pM ´ zqij ´ δijmscpzq| ĺ N εΨpzq. (2.12) {eqn:eps-regular-{eqn:eps-regular-

We have the following. The proof is straightforward and deferred to Appendix C.1.
{lem:eps-regular

Lemma 2.5. Let H be a generalized Wigner matrix for θ P C and indices a, b define the
matrix M pθq by,

pM pθqqij “

$
’&

’%

θ, i “ a, j “ b

θ̄, i “ b, j “ a

Hij, otherwise

(2.13)

If a “ b further assume θ P R. For any sufficiently small δ ą 0 there is an event that holds
with overwhelming probability on which every matrix M pθq with |θ| ĺ N δ´1{2 is ε-regular.

2.4 Cumulant expansion

We have the following, [28, Lemma 3.2].
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{lem:cumu-exp}
Lemma 2.6. Fix ℓ P N and F P Cℓ`1pR;Cq. Let Y be a centered random variable with finite
ℓ` 2th moment. Then,

ErY F pY qs “
ℓÿ

r“1

κpr`1qpY q
r!

ErF prqpY qs ` ErΞs (2.14) {eqn:cumu-exp}{eqn:cumu-exp}

where the rth cumulant of Y is denoted by κprqpY q, and the error term ErΞs satisfies,

|ErΞs| ĺ C

˜

Er|Y |ℓ`2 sup
|t|ĺQ

|F pℓ`1qptq|s ` Er|Y |ℓ`21t|Y |ąQu sup
tPR

|F pℓ`1qptq|s
¸

. (2.15)

for any Q ą 0.

We make the following convention for the terms in the expansion on the RHS of (2.14).

Definition 2.7 (nth order terms). When we apply a cumulant expansion, we will refer to the
term with the cumulant κprq of order r as the “rth order term(s).”

2.5 Variance matrix and properties of semicircle law
{lem:spectral-gap

Lemma 2.8. The matrix of variances Sij :“ sij
N

has the following properties. Let e be the
constant vector with entries equal to 1. Then S “ A `N´1ee˚ with,

}A} ĺ 1 ´ c (2.16)

for some c ą 0.

Proof. The constant vector is an eigenvector of S with eigenvalue 1. The result then follows
from [15, Lemma 7.4.2].

The following is proven in Appendix C.4.
{lem:msc}

Lemma 2.9. For any C ą 0 there is a c ą 0 so that, for all |z| ĺ C

c ĺ |mscpzq| ĺ 1 (2.17) {eqn:msc-upper}{eqn:msc-upper}

For any z and w satisfying |z| ` |w| ĺ C we have that,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌mscpzq ´mscpwq

z ´ w

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ĺ C1

|Imrzs| ` |Imrws| (2.18) {eqn:msc-differen{eqn:msc-differen

for some C1 ą 0. Moreover,

mscpzq ´mscpwq
z ´ w

“ mscpzqmscpwq
1 ´mscpzqmscpwq (2.19) {eqn:msc-dif-iden{eqn:msc-dif-iden
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2.6 Helffer-Sjostrand formula

For a C2 function f with quasi-analytic extension f̃px ` iyq the HS formula is,

trfpHq ´ ErtrfpHqs “ 1

π

ż

C2

pBz̄ f̃pzqqdzdz̄

“ 1

2π

ż

R2

`
iyχpyqf2pxq ` if 1pxqχ1pyq

˘
NpErmN px` iyq ´ ErmN px` iyqsqdxdy. (2.20)

Define,
Ωa :“ tz : |Imrzs| ľ N a´1, |Rerzs| ĺ 6u. (2.21)

A straightforward argument using (2.8) shows that (see Appendix C.2)

trfpHq ´ ErtrfpHqs

“ 1

2π

ż

Ωa

`
iyχpyqf2pxq ` ipfpxq ` iyf 1pxqqχ1pyq

˘
NpmN pzq ´ ErmN pzqsqdxdy

`OăpN a´1}f2}1q. (2.22) {eqn:HS-est}{eqn:HS-est}

Note that since we assume that χ is symmetric, the integral on the RHS is real.
The following is straightforward, and the proof is deferred to Appendix C.3.

{lem:H-est}
Lemma 2.10. We have the following. Assume that f 1 is supported in p´5, 5q. Suppose that
Hpzq is a holomorphic function on CzR. Let SHpzq denote the function,

SHpx` iyq :“ sup
|w´px`iyq|ĺ|y|{2

|Hpwq|. (2.23)

Then,
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1
2π

ż

Ωa

`
iyχpyqf2pxq ` ipfpxq ` iyf 1pxqqχ1pyq

˘
Hpzqdxdy

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ĺCp}f}1 ` }f 1}1q
˜

sup
0.5ĺ|Imrzs|ĺ2,|z|ĺ10

|Hpzq|
¸

`C}f2}1
˜

sup
|x|ĺ10

ż

Na´1ă|y|ă}f2}´1
1

|ySHpx ` iyq|dy
¸

`C}f 1}1
˜

sup
|x|ĺ10

ż

}f2}´1
1 ă|y|ă2

|SHpx ` iyq|dy
¸

(2.24) {eqn:general-H-es{eqn:general-H-es

In particular, if,

|Hpx ` iyq| ĺ
Kÿ

l“1

Al

|y|sl (2.25) {eqn:H-upper}{eqn:H-upper}

for some sl P r1, 2s and Al ą 0 we have for admissible f that,
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1
2π

ż

Ωa

`
iyχpyqf2pxq ` if 1pxqχ1pyq

˘
Hpzqdxdy

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ă

˜
Kÿ

l“1

Al `
kÿ

l“1

Al}f2}sl´1
1

¸

(2.26) {eqn:H-est}{eqn:H-est}
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Note also that if (2.25) holds then,

|BkzHpx ` iyq| ĺ Ck

Kÿ

l“1

Al

|y|sl`k
(2.27) {eqn:del-z-H}{eqn:del-z-H}

for some constant Ck ą 0.

For future reference we record here Green’s theorem in complex notation which states
that, ż

Ω

Bz̄F pzqdzdz̄ “ ´ i

2

ż

BΩ
F pzqdz (2.28) {eqn:green-2}{eqn:green-2}

for any C2 function F and sufficiently regular domain Ω.

2.7 Characteristic function

We define,

eapλq :“ exp

ˆ
iλ

2π

ż

Ωa

`
iyχpyqf2pxq ` if 1pxqχ1pyq

˘
NpmN pzq ´ ErmN pzqsqdxdy

˙
(2.29)

Due to (2.22) we have that,

|Ereapλqs ´ ErexppiλptrfpHq ´ ErtrfpHqsqqs| ă
|λ|N a}f2}1

N
. (2.30)

Since χpyq is symmetric, the integral in the definition of ea is real and so |eapλq| ĺ 1. We will
use this estimate throughout the paper without further comment.

2.8 Estimates for derivatives of characteristic function
{lem:delea}

Lemma 2.11. Let f be admissible. We have that for i ‰ j,

Bijea “ ´2
iλea
π

ż

Ωa

pBz̄ f̃pzqqBzGjipzqdzdz̄ “ Oăp|λ|Φq, (2.31) {eqn:deleaij}{eqn:deleaij}

and
B2ijea “ Oăp|λ|Φ ` |λ|2Φ2q ` λcfea (2.32) {eqn:deleaij2}{eqn:deleaij2}

for a constant cf satisfying cf “ Oăp1q.

Proof. The equality in (2.31) follows from direct calculation using (B.5) and the fact that
ÿ

k

GikpzqGkjpzq “ BzGijpzq. (2.33)

The inequality follows from the fact that BzGijpzq “ OăpN´1{2|Imrzs|´3{2q (due to (2.9) and
(2.27)) and (2.26). For the second estimate we have by direct calculation and an argument
similar to the proof of (2.31),

B2ijea “ Oăp|λ|2Φ2q ` 2
iλea
π

ż

Ωa

pBz̄ f̃pzqqBzpGiiGjj `G2
ijqdz̄dz. (2.34) {eqn:delea2}{eqn:delea2}

We now conclude (2.32) using that GiiGjj `G2
ij “ mscpzq2 ` OăpΨpzqq, and (2.26).
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{lem:del-ea-gener
Lemma 2.12. Let f be admissible. Fix n P N. Uniformly in i ‰ j we have,

|Bnijeapλq| ă pp1 ` |λ|qtn{2up1 ` Φp1 ` |λ|qq ` p1 ` |λ|qnΦnq ă p1 ` |λ|qtn{2u (2.35) {eqn:del-gen-1}{eqn:del-gen-1}

with the second inequality holding if |λ|Φ ĺ 1. If i “ j then,

|Bniieapλq| ă p1 ` |λ|qn. (2.36) {eqn:del-gen-2}{eqn:del-gen-2}

If H is replaced by an ε-regular matrix, then for any δ ą 0, the above estimates hold with
an additional factor of N δ on the right hand sides, as long as ε ą 0 is sufficiently small,
depending on δ and n.

Proof. We begin with (2.35). The derivative Bnijeapλq is a sum of terms of the form,

eapλq
mź

r“1

iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBz̄ f̃pzqqBnr

ij NmN pzqdzdz̄, (2.37) {eqn:del-integral{eqn:del-integral

where ni P N s.t.
řm

i“1 ni “ n. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.11 we have that,
ż

Ωa

pBz̄ f̃pzqqBnr

ij NmN pzqdzdz̄ “ Oă

`
Φ ` 1tnrą1u

˘
. (2.38) {eqn:del-integral{eqn:del-integral

If m ĺ tn{2u then using (2.38) we can simply bound each integral in (2.37) by Oăp1q yielding
an overall estimate of Oăpp1 ` |λ|qtn{2uq.

On the other hand, if m ą tn{2u, then |tr : nr “ 1u| ľ 2m ´ n, and so we can bound
(2.37) by Oăpp1 ` |λ|qmΦ2m´nq. We then maximize this upper bound over choices of m P
rrtn{2u ` 1, nss, yielding (2.35).

The estimate (2.36) simply follows by bounding the integral on the LHS of (2.38) by
Oăp1q. Finally, the statements for ε-regular matrices follows simply from the fact that the
above estimates depended only on estimates for the resolvent entries.

2.9 Graphical notation

In order to develop estimates for quantities like EreaGijpzqs we will be forced to consider more
complicated quantities such as

piλq2
π2

ż

Ω2
a

pBu1
Bu2

ErG12pu1qG23pu1qG34pw1qG41pu2qsq
˜

2ź

i“1

pBūi
f̃puiqqduidūi

¸

. (2.39) {eqn:example-1}{eqn:example-1}

In order to do so, we develop a graphical notation to assist with the evaluation of monomials
in resolvent entries. Note that in (2.39), there are two variables of integration u1 and u2, and a
fixed variable w1. In order to estimate such terms we will further apply cumulant expansions,
which will result in more variables of integration ui arising.

Due to this, we will need to distinguish between the the fixed variable w1 and the two
integration variables u1 and u2 in (2.39) (and similarly for other terms with more integration
variables and fixed variables). The following definition of encoding monomials of resolvent
entries by graphs is natural, except for the fact that the introduction of the two vectors u

and w appears unmotivated at first. The motivation is due to the fact, illustrated by (2.39),
that we need to keep track of which variables are integrated over (the u) and which are fixed
(the w).
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Definition 2.13 (Hypergraphs). A hypergraph G is a graph of vertices V and directed edges E
(multiple edges and self-loops are allowed), together with the following additional data. First,
an index set i P rr1, N ssV . Secondly, a set of formal variables tuiumi“1 for some m P N. Finally,
two vectors u,w P C

E s.t. for all e P E, exactly one of ue or we is non-zero. Moreover, we
assume that each non-zero entry of u equals one of the tuiumi“1, and furthermore that each ui
appears at least once in u.

Define z “ u ` w. Note that z P C
E and each entry contains either a variable denoted

we or ue. Given a hypergraph G, the monomial associated to G is,

MpGq :“
ź

e“pa,bqPE
pGiaibpzeq ´ δia,ibmscpzeqq . (2.40)

Note that we can regard this, for fixed w, as a function over the variables tuiumi“1.
We associate to a hypergraph G two control parameters,

Ψ̃pGq :“
ź

ePE
Ψpzeq, Ψ̃1pGq :“

ź

ePE
Ψ1pzeq. (2.41)

Note that MpGq “ OăpΨ̃pGqq when we regard all of the entries ze of z as lying in the domain
Ωa.

The evaluation of a hypergraph G is,

T pGq :“ piλqm
πm

ż

Ωm
a

pBu1
Bu2

. . . BumEreaMpGqsq
˜

mź

i“1

pBūi
f̃puiqqduidūi

¸

(2.42) {eqn:T-def}{eqn:T-def}

Here, we are viewing EreaMpGqs as a function of the m variables tuiumi“1 in order to define
the derivatives wrt the ui and the integration over the ui.

We remark also that we can regard T pGq as a function of the non-zero entries of the vector
w.

Example. Consider the case that pV,Eq is a cycle on four edges and vertices. Assume that
i “ p1, 2, 3, 4q, u “ pu1, u1, 0, u2q and w “ p0, 0, w1, 0q (so that implicitly, the formal variables
are tuiu2i“1). Then,

MpGq “ G12pu1qG23pu1qG34pw1qG41pu2q (2.43)

and

T pGq “ piλq2
π2

ż

Ω2
a

pBu1
Bu2

ErG12pu1qG23pu1qG34pw1qG41pu2qsq
˜

2ź

i“1

pBūi
f̃puiqqduidūi

¸

(2.44)

I.e., this is (2.39) above.

Definition 2.14 (Loops and lines). A loop is a graph with vertices V “ t1, . . . ,Ku and
edges E “ tp1, 2q, p2, 3q, . . . , pK ´ 1,Kq, pK, 1qu. In the case that K “ 1, a loop has only
the edges tp1, 1qu. A line is a graph with vertices V “ t1, . . . ,Ku (with K ľ 2) and edges
E “ tp1, 2q, p2, 3q, . . . , pK ´ 1,Kqu.

For a multi-index i, we will fix the notational convention,

tiu :“ tiv : v P V u, (2.45)

i.e., tiu is the set comprised of the entries of i.
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2.10 Real symmetric vs complex Hermitian matrices

We will write in detail our proofs only for the case of real symmetric generalized Wigner
matrices. The proofs for the complex Hermitian case are almost the same. We give the details
of how the arguments can be modified to treat the complex Hermitian case in Appendix A.

2.11 Organization of remainder of paper

In Sections 3 and 4 we develop two general estimates for graphs involving disjoint loops with
possibly one line. These estimates are the backbone for what follows. In Section 5 we develop
an intermediate expansion for the EreaGiipzqs in terms of higher order terms to be estimated.
These terms are of the form EreaGijpzqGjipwqs and EreaGiipzqGjjpwqs. These terms are then
estimated in Sections 6 and 7. We finally prove our main results in Section 8, along with
proving various properties of the deterministic coefficients that arise.

In Section 9 we extend some of the results in [11] to generalized Wigner matrices.

3 Loops estimate
{sec:loops}

Throughout this section we will assume that f is an admissible function. We will develop an
estimate for the following class of hypergraphs.

{def:loop-admissi
Definition 3.1. Fix z P C. We will say that a hypergraph G is z-loop admissible if

(1) Every entry of i is unique

(2) The graph pV,Eq underlying G is a union of disjoint loops.

(3) Exactly one edge e P G satisfies we “ z, and the loop containing e is of length at least 2.

For any hypergraph G let Ew :“ te P E : we ‰ 0,ue “ 0u. For later use, define,

Ψ̂1pGq :“
ź

ePEw

Ψ1pzeq. (3.1)

The main result of this section is the following estimate. The proof appears in Section
3.2.1 below.

{prop:main-loop-e

Proposition 3.2. Let G be z-loop admissible, and let L be the length of the loop containing
z. Assume that u “ 0 and that all entries of w lie in Ωa, and that |λΦ| ĺ N´c for some
c ą 0. If L ľ 3, then,

|T pGq| ă Ψ1pzqΨ̃1pGq (3.2)

Remark. The point of the above estimate is that the naive size of T pGq, using (2.10), is
OăpΨ̃1pGqq, and so we gain a small factor Ψ1pzq over this estimate, due to cancellation when
taking the expectation. The restriction L ľ 3 is optimal, as G12pzqG21pz̄q “ |G12pzq|2 and so
there is no improvement.
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3.1 Self-consistent equation for loop graphs
{sec:loop-self}

This section is devoted to proving a self-consistent equation for expectations of monomials
of resolvent entries, EreaMpGqs. We will assume throughout this section that G is a z-loop
admissible hypergraph and that all ze satisfy ze P Ωa (and recall that f is assumed to be an
admissible function). By relabelling indices we may assume that,

MpGq “ G12pzqM1Ga1pwqM2 (3.3)

whereM1 “ G23G34 . . . Ga´1,a, and M2 is a collection of loops whose indices are disjoint from
the loop G12M1Ga1. We also relabel the graph so that the vertices of the loop containing z
are t1, 2, . . . , au; i.e., the vertex labels are the same as the index labels. If the loop containing
z is of length 2, then M1 “ 1 and Ga1pwq “ G21pwq. Note that it is possible that M2 “ 1.
When the context is clear we will denote Ψ̃ “ Ψ̃pGq. Let,

T :“ tiuzt1u. (3.4) {eqn:tau-def}{eqn:tau-def}

We will eventually apply a cumulant expansion to EreaMpGqs. In preparation, let us
derive the following estimates.

{lem:del-loops-1
Lemma 3.3. For any k ľ 1, the quantity,

Bk1jpGj2pzqM1Ga1pwqM2q (3.5) {eqn:del-loops-1{eqn:del-loops-1

obeys the following estimates:
{it:gen-der-1}

(i) If j “ 1, it is OăpΨ̃q.
{it:gen-der-2}

(ii) If j “ 2 and 2 “ a, then it is OăpΨ̃Ψ´1pzqΨ´1pwqq.
{it:gen-der-3}

(iii) If j “ a and 2 ‰ a, then it is OăpΨ̃Ψ´1pwqq.
{it:gen-der-4}

(iv) If j P tiu but j ‰ 1, 2, a then it is OăpΨ̃q as long as j is not the index of a self-loop
Gjj ´msc. If it is the index of a self-loop Gjjpvq ´mscpvq, then any derivative of order
at least 2 is OăpΨ̃Ψpvq´1q, but the first derivative when k “ 1 is still OăpΨ̃q.

{it:gen-der-5}

(v) If j R tiu, then it is OăpΨ̃q

These estimates also hold for any ε-regular matrix with an additional factor of N δ on the
RHS, for any δ ą 0 as long as ε ą 0 is sufficiently small depending on δ and k.

Proof. In general, Bk1jpGabpvq ´ δabmscpvqq is a sum of products of k ` 1 resolvent entries,
and the 2pk ` 1q indices of these k ` 1 resolvent entries are comprised of one copy each of
a and b, and k copies each of 1 and j. Moreover, the indices a and b do not appear in the
same resolvent entry. In particular, if either a R t1, ju or b R t1, ju, then this derivative is
OăpΨpvqq. From this observation, we see that the derivatives of M2 and M1 can be estimated
by the same product of factors of Ψpzeq as can the original quantities M2 and M1, except
for the following case. If there is a diagonal entry Gjjpuq ´ mscpuq present in M2, then the
second and higher derivatives Bk1jpGjjpvq ´ mscpvqq may contain a term that is a product of
diagonal resolvent entries and so is no longer OăpΨpvqq. These observations quickly prove
items (iv) and (v). The remaining estimates of the lemma then just lists the various cases in
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which either the entry Gj2 or Ga1 has the indices p1, jq or when j “ 2 and Gj2pzq “ G22pzq
is no longer OpΨpzqq.

The statement about ε-regular matrices is simply due to the fact that all of the estimates
follow from estimates on the resolvent entries, which the ε-regular matrices are assumed to
obey (with the fixed N ε loss).

In preparation for applying the cumulant expansion we derive the following estimate for
the error terms.

{lem:loops-fourth

Lemma 3.4. Let δ ą 0 and assume |λΦ| ĺ 1. For any ε-regular matrix and sufficiently small
ε ą 0 we have that the quantity,

N´2|B31jpeaG12pzqM1Ga2pwqM2q| (3.6) {eqn:loops-fourth{eqn:loops-fourth

is bounded by N δ´1p1 ` |λ|qΨ̃ if j P tiu and N´2`δp1 ` |λ|qΨ̃ if j R tiu.

Proof. For the case j “ 1, we see that from (2.36) the derivatives hitting ea contribute
at most a factor of p1 ` |λ|q3 and from Lemma 3.3(i) that the resolvent entries and their
derivatives contribute a factor of Ψ̃, yielding an upper bound of N´2`δp1 ` |λ|q3Ψ̃ for this
term. Similarly, the case j “ 2 is bounded by N δ´2p1`|λ|qΨ̃Ψpzq´1Ψpwq´1 À N δ´1p1`|λ|qΨ̃
by applying (2.35) and Lemma 3.3(ii).

If j P tiu but j ‰ 1, 2, then derivatives hitting resolvent entries can remove at most one
factor of Ψ in the control parameter Ψ̃, by Lemma 3.3(iii),(iv). Combining this with (2.35)
we see that these terms can be bounded by p1 ` |λ|qN´3{2`δΨ̃.

Finally, if j R tiu, then the resolvent entries and their derivatives always contribute a
factor of Ψ̃ by Lemma 3.3(v) , and so we conclude by applying again (2.35).

By applying the above with the cumulant expansion, Lemma 2.6, we derive the following.
{lem:loops-expand

Lemma 3.5. We have, for |λΦ| ĺ 1,

zEreaG12pzqM1Ga1pwqM2s “
ÿ

j

s1j

N
ErBj1peaGj2pzqM1Ga1pwqM2qs

`
ÿ

j

s
p3q
1j

2N3{2ErB21jpeaGj2pzqM1Ga1pwqM2qs ` OăpN´1p1 ` |λ|qΨ̃q (3.7) {eqn:loops-expand{eqn:loops-expand

Proof. From the fact that pH ´ zqG “ 1 we have,

zErG12pzqM1Ga1pwqM2s “
ÿ

j

ErH1jGj2pzqM1Ga1pwqM2s. (3.8)

The result now follows from Lemma 2.6, and using Lemma 3.4 to estimate the terms at fourth
order, and the fact that |Hij | ă N´1{2.

We now estimate the third order terms.
{lem:loops-third

Lemma 3.6. Assume |λΦ| ĺ 1. We have for j P tiu that,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1

N3{2ErB21jpeaGj2M1Ga1M2qs
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ă p1 ` |λ|qΨ̃N´1 ` δa,2δj,2N

´1{2Ψ̃ (3.9) {eqn:loops-third-{eqn:loops-third-
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For other terms we have that,

N´3{2 ÿ

jRtiu

`
|ErpB1jeaqB1jpGj2M1Ga1M2qs| `

ˇ̌
ErpeaqB21jpGj2M1Ga1M2qs

ˇ̌˘
“ OăpΨ̃N´1{2q.

(3.10) {eqn:loops-third-{eqn:loops-third-

and
ÿ

jRtiu

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErpB21jeaqGj2M1Ga1M2s “ OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q. (3.11) {eqn:loops-third-{eqn:loops-third-

Proof. We begin with (3.9), which will follow in a similar fashion to the first part of the
proof of Lemma 3.4. For j “ 1, we see from Lemma 3.3(i) and (2.36) that this term is
Oăpp1 ` |λ|q2Ψ̃N´3{2q “ OăpN´1p1 ` |λ|qΨ̃q. For j P tiu but j ‰ 1, we consider first
the case that both derivatives hit ea. Then the resolvent entries contribute OăpΨ̃Ψpzq´1q
(the factor Ψpzq´1 coming in the case that j “ 2) and so this term can be bounded by
OăpN´3{2p1` |λ|qΨ̃Ψpzq´1q “ OăpN´1p1` |λ|qΨ̃q, using also (2.35). Here and below we use
also that Ψpzq ľ N´1{2.

In the case that j P tiu, j ‰ 1 and either no or one derivatives hit ea, we have the
estimate B1jea “ Oăp|λ|Φq “ Oăp1q from (2.31), as well as the facts that derivatives hitting
the resolvent entries can remove at most two factors of Ψpvq from Ψ̃ if j “ 2 and a “ 2 and
one factor otherwise, by items (ii), (iii) and (iv) of Lemma 3.3. These estimates combine to
yield (3.9).

We now turn to (3.10). For both types of terms on the LHS, the resolvent entries and
their derivatives are OăpΨ̃q by Lemma 3.3(v). We also have ea “ Oăp1q and B1jea “ Oăp1q
by (2.31) and so (3.10) follows.

For (3.11) we have from (2.32) that,

ÿ

jRi

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErpB21jeaqGj2pzqM1Ga1pwqM2s

“iλcf
ÿ

jRi

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreaGj2pzqM1Ga1pwqM2s ` OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q. (3.12)

Now from (2.9) we have that,

ÿ

jRi

s
p3q
1j

N3{2Gj2pzq “ OăpN´1Ψpzqq (3.13)

and so (3.11) follows.
We now turn to the second order terms. We start with,

{lem:loops-second
Lemma 3.7. We have,

ÿ

j

s1j

N
EreapλqM1Ga1pwqM2Bj1Gj2pzqs

“ ´mscpzqEreaM1Ga1pwqM2G12pzqs ` OăpΨpzqΨ̃q (3.14)
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Proof. By direct computation of the derivative we have,

ÿ

j

s1j

N
EreaM1Ga1M2Bj1Gj2pzqs

“ ´
ÿ

j

s1j

N
EreaM1Ga1M2GjjpzqG12pzqs ´

ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
EreaM1Ga1M2G1jpzqGj2pzqs

“ ´mscpzqEreaM1Ga1M2G12pzqs ` OăpΨpzqΨ̃q (3.15)

where in the last line we applied the entry-wise law (2.10).
We now define two operators on hypergraphs G:

{def:D1}
Definition 3.8. Let G “ pV,E, i,u,wq be a hypergraph with integration variables tuiumi“1.
Given a vertex v P V , an edge e1 P E and index j, we define a new hypergraph D1pG, v, j, e1q “
pV 1, E1, i1,u1,w1q with the same integration variables tuiumi“1 as follows. We add an additional
vertex v1 to its vertex set V 1 :“ V Y tv1u. We add a new self-edge, E1 :“ E Y tpv1, v1qu. The
new indices i1 are i1l “ il for l P V ztvu, and i1v “ j and i1v1 “ iv. The new spectral parameters
are w

1
e “ we and u

1
e “ ue for e P E and w

1
pv1,v1q “ we1 and u

1
pv1 ,v1q “ ue1.

{def:D2}
Definition 3.9. Let G “ pV,E, i,u,wq be a hypergraph with integration variables tuiumi“1.
Given an edge e P E, an index j and another edge e1 P E, we define a new hypergraph
D2pG, e, j, e1q “ pV 1, E1, i1,u1,w1q with the same integration variables tuiumi“1 as follows. Let
us write e “ pa, bq. We add an additional vertex v1 to its vertex set V 1 :“ V Y tv1u. The new
edges are the same as the old edges, except we remove e “ pa, bq and add edges e2 “ pa, v1q and
e3 “ pv1, bq. We set i1v “ iv for v P V and i1v1 “ j. For all edges e1 P Ezteu we set w1

e1 “ we1

and u
1
e1 “ ue1. Finally, we set w1

pa,v1q “ we1, u
1
pa,v1q “ ue1 and w

1
pv1,bq “ we , u1

pv1 ,bq “ ue.

In our setting, the above two operators arise when Bj1 hits Ga1pwq in Lemma 3.10 below.
The operator D1 arises from the GajpwqG11pwq term in Bj1Ga1 “ ´GajG11 ´ Ga1G1j . This
results in the addition of a self loop. The operator D2 arises from the Ga1G1j term. This
results in the loop containing z increasing in length by 1.

{lem:loops-second
Lemma 3.10. We have,

ÿ

j

s1j

N
EreaM1M2Gj2pzqBj1pGa1pwqqs

“ ´mscpwq
ÿ

jRT

s1j

N
EreaGj2pzqM1GajpwqM2s ´ 1ta“2u

s12mscpzqmscpwq2
N

EreaM2s

´
ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
EreapMpD1pG, 1, j, pa, 1qqq ` MpD2pG, p1, 2q, j, pa, 1qqqqs ` OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q. (3.16) {eqn:loops-second{eqn:loops-second

Proof. By direct computation we have,

ÿ

j

s1j

N
EreaM1M2Gj2pzqBj1Ga1pwqs

“ ´
ÿ

j

s1j

N
EreaM1M2Gj2pzqG11pwqGajpwqs ´

ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
ErM1M2Gj2pzqGa1pwqGj1pwqs (3.17) {eqn:loops-second{eqn:loops-second
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We now write,

ÿ

j

s1j

N
EreaM1M2Gj2pzqG11pwqGajpwqs “

ÿ

j‰2

s1j

N
EreaM1M2Gj2pzqG11pwqGajpwqs

`1ta“2u
s12

N
EreaM2G22pzqG11pwqG22pwqs ` OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q

“mscpwq
ÿ

jRT

s1j

N
EreaGj2pzqM1GajpwqM2s

`
ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
EreaGj2pzqM1GajpwqM2pG11pwq ´mscpwqqs

`1ta“2u
s12

N
EreaM2G22pzqG11pwqG22pwqs ` OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q (3.18) {eqn:loops-second{eqn:loops-second

In the first estimate, we estimated the j “ 2 term by OăpN´1Ψ̃Ψpzq´1q “ OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q if
a ‰ 2. In the second estimate we wrote G11pwq “ mscpwq ` pG11pwq ´ mscpwqq, and also
estimated the contribution of the terms j P tiu and j ‰ 1, 2 by OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q. The remaining
terms on the second last line are of the form MpD1pG, 1, j, pa, 1qqq. Moreover, the terms on
the third last line of (3.18) contribute the first term on the RHS of (3.16).

When a “ 2 we can write the last term in (3.18) as,

1ta“2u
s12

N
EreaM2G22pzqG11pwqG22pwqs “ 1ta“2u

s12

N
mscpzqmscpwq2EreaM2s ` OpN´1{2Ψ̃q.

(3.19)
We also have,

ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
ErM1M2Gj2pzqGa1pwqGj1pwqs

“
ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
ErG1jpwqGj2pzqM1Ga1pwqM2s ` OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q (3.20)

which yields the claim, as these terms are of the form MpD2pG, p1, 2q, j, pa, 1qqq.
We introduce two more operations on hypergraphs D3 and D4.

{def:D3D4}
Definition 3.11. Let G “ pV,E, i,u,wq be a hypergraph with integration variables tuiumi“1.
Given two edges e1 “ pa, bq and e2 “ pc, dq in E, and an index j we define new hypergraphs
D3pG, e1, e2, jq and D4pG, e1, e2, jq as follows. Both have the same integration variables tuiumi“1

as before. In both cases we add a new vertex v1 so that V 1 “ V Y tv1u and delete edges e1 and
e2. In both cases we add edge pv1, bq and set i1v1 “ j, and set u1

pv1,bq “ ue1 and w
1
pv1,bq “ we1.

In the case of D3, we add edges pc, v1q, pa, dq and set u
1
pc,v1q “ u

1
pa,dq “ ue2, w

1
pc,v1q “

w
1
pa,dq “ we2. In the case of D4 we add edges pc, aq and pd, v1q and set u1

pc,aq “ u
1
pd,v1q “ ue2,

w
1
pc,aq “ w

1
pd,v1q “ we2

{lem:loops-second
Lemma 3.12. We have,

ÿ

j

s1j

N
EreaGj2pzqGa1pwqBj1pM1M2qs ` OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q

“ ´
ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N

ÿ

ePEztp1,2q,pa,1qu
EreapMpD3pG, p1, 2q, e, jqq ` MpD4pG, p1, 2q, e, jqqqs. (3.21) {eqn:loops-second{eqn:loops-second
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Proof. First, since no resolvent entry in either M1 or M2 contains the index 1, we can
estimate the terms for j P tiu by OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q. By inspection, the other derivatives generate
the terms with D3 and D4.

We introduce a final operation on hypergraphs.
{def:D5}

Definition 3.13. Let G “ pV,E, i,u,wq be a hypergraph with integration variables tuiumi“1.
Given an edge e P E, an index j and a spectral parameter u1 we define a new hypergraph
D5pG, e, j, u1q “ pV 1, E1, i1,u1,w1q as follows. We add an additional integration variable
um`1 “ u1 so that the integration variables are tuium`1

i“1 . Let us write e “ pa, bq. We add
an additional vertex v1 to its vertex set V 1 :“ V Y tv1u. The new edges are the same as the old
edges, except we remove e “ pa, bq and add edges e1 “ pa, v1q and e2 “ pv1, bq. We set i1v “ iv
for v P V and i1v1 “ j. For all edges e1 P Ezteu we set w1

e1 “ we1 and u
1
e1 “ ue1. Finally, we

set w1
pa,v1q “ 0, u1

pa,v1q “ um`1 and w
1
pv1,bq “ we , u1

pv1,bq “ ue.

{lem:loops-second
Lemma 3.14. We have for |λΦ| ĺ 1 that,

ÿ

j

s1j

N
ErpBj1eaqGj2pzqGa1pwqM1M2s

“ ´
ÿ

jRtiu

2iλ

π

s1j

N

ż

Ωa

Būf̃puqBuEreaMpD5pG, p1, 2q, j, uqqsdudū ` OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q. (3.22) {eqn:loops-second{eqn:loops-second

Proof. The j “ 1 term can be estimated by OăpN´1Ψ̃p1 ` |λ|qq by applying (2.36). The
terms for j P tiu with j ‰ 1 can be estimated by OăpN´1{2|λ|ΦΨ̃q using (2.31). Since for
j ‰ 1,

B1jea “ ´2iλ

π
ea

ż

Ωa

Būf̃puqBuG1jpuqdu (3.23)

the claim follows.
Define the vector,

vj :“ ErGj2pzqM1GajpwqM2s1tjRTu (3.24)

and the hypergraph Gpjq to be the same as G except we replace the vertex 1 with a vertex j
with ij “ j. The above expansions allow us to deduce the following self-consistent equation
for the vector vj . Recall the definition of T in (3.4).

{prop:loops-expan
Proposition 3.15. We have for j R T,

vj ´mscpzqmscpwq
ÿ

k

sjk

N
vk “ 1ta“2u

mscpzq2mscpwq2s12
N

EreaM2s

`mscpzq
ÿ

kRTYtju

sjk

N
EreapMpD1pGpjq, j, k, pa, jqqq ` MpD2pGpjq, pj, 2q, k, pa, jqqqqs

`mscpzq
ÿ

kRTYtju

sjk

N

ÿ

ePEztpj,2q,pa,jqu
EreapMpD3pGpjq, pj, 2q, e, kqq ` MpD4pGpjq, pj, 2q, e, kqqqs

`mscpzq
ÿ

kRTYtju

2iλ

π

sjk

N

ż

Ωa

Būf̃puqBuEreaMpD5pGpjq, pj, 2q, k, uqqsdudū ` OăpΨpzqΨ̃q.

(3.25) {eqn:loops-expand{eqn:loops-expand
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Proof. For notational simplicity we do only the case j “ 1. This then follows from Lemma
3.5, Lemma 3.6 to estimate the third order terms on the RHS of (3.7), and then Lemmas 3.7,
3.10, 3.12 and 3.14 to compute the second order terms. Note that we also use the identity
mscpzq ` z “ ´1{mscpzq.

Define the vector Yj by,

Yj :“ 1ta“2u1tjRTu
mscpzq2mscpwq2s12

N
EreaM2s. (3.26)

For j R T, define Xj to be the sum of the three summations over k on the last three lines of
(3.25), and Xj “ 0 for j P T. Let e be the vector of all ones and define the matrices A and B
by,

S “ N´1eeT `A, Bij “ Sij1tiPTu. (3.27) {eqn:loops-AB-def{eqn:loops-AB-def

We can rewrite (3.25) as the vector equation,

p1 ´mscpzqmscpwqpA ´Bqqv “ mscpzqmscpwqN´1eeT v `X ` Y ` ε (3.28) {eqn:loops-expand{eqn:loops-expand

where ε is a vector satisfying }ε}8 “ OăpΨpzqΨ̃q. Note that the case when j P T is trivial
because rpS ´ Bqvsj “ 0 for such j. With the above equation as input we can prove the
following.

{lem:loops-expand
Lemma 3.16. For any j R T we have that,

vj “
ÿ

k

CjkpYk `Xk ` Zkq ` OăpΨpzqΨ̃q

`Oă

ˆ
Ψpzq ` Ψpwq

Np|Imrzs| ` |Imrws|q Ψ̃Ψpzq´1Ψpwq´1

˙
. (3.29) {eqn:loops-expand{eqn:loops-expand

where Cjk are coefficients satisfying |Cjk| ĺ Cpδjk `N´1q, and Zk is the constant vector with
entries,

Zk “ mscpzqmscpwqδa2
N

EreaM2s
ˆ
mscpzq ´mscpwq

z ´ w
´mscpwqmscpwq

˙
. (3.30)

Moreover, the Cjk are holomorphic in the variables ze as they vary over CzR.
Proof. We invert the vector equation (3.28) by moving p1 ´ mscpzqmscpwqpA ´ Bq to the
RHS. It follows that the coefficients will be Cjk :“ p1´mscpzqmscpwqpA´Bqq´1

jk which satisfy
the desired estimates due to Lemma B.1 (the hypotheses of which are satisfied due to Lemma
2.8 and (2.17)). We compute,

1

N
eTv “ 1

N

ÿ

jRT
ErGajpwqGj2pzqM1M2eas

“ 1

N

ÿ

j

ErGajpwqGj2pzqM1M2eas ´ 1ta“2u
mscpzqmscpwq

N
ErM2eas ` OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q

“δa2

N
EreaM2s

ˆ
mscpzq ´mscpwq

z ´ w
´mscpwqmscpwq

˙
` OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q

`Oă

ˆ
Ψpzq ` Ψpwq

Np|Imrzs| ` |Imrws|q Ψ̃Ψpzq´1Ψpwq´1

˙
. (3.31)
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where in the last line we applied Lemma C.1. In the second line we used (2.10) in the case
that a “ 2 to replace the j “ 2 term with the second term on the RHS. The claim now follows
from this and (3.28).

3.2 Iterative expansion
{sec:loop-iterati

The goal of this section is to prove Proposition 3.2 via an iterative expansion. Our iterative
expansion will repeatedly use Lemma 3.16 to estimate T pGq in terms of contributions from a
family of hypergraphs. We now define this family in Definition 3.17. We first require some
notation.

Let G be a z-loop admissible hypergraph. Denote the edge whose spectral parameter is z
by ez “ pv1, v2q and assume iv1 “ a. Let e1 “ pv3, v1q be the edge leading to ez. Let Gpjq be
the same hypergraph as G but with iv “ j. Let T :“ tiuztau.

{def:loops-family
Definition 3.17. For a z-loop admissible hypergraph G as above, we let Ĝz be the hypergraph
obtained by removing the loop containing z from G and let LzpGq be the length of the loop
containing z. We furthermore define a set of hypergraphs F1pGq as follows. It is the union of
the following sets.

(i) The hypergraphs D1pGpjq, v1, k, e1q for all j, k such that j R T and k R T Y tju.

(ii) The hypergraphs D2pGpjq, ez , k, e1q for all j, k such that j R T and k R T Y tju.

(iii) The hypergraphs D3pGpjq, ez, e, kq and D4pGpjq, ez, e, kq where e varies over e P Eztez , e1u
and the indices j, k vary over j R T and k R T Y tju.

(iv) The hypergraphs D5pGpjq, ez , k, uq where j R T and k R T Y tju.

Let now G0 be a z-loop admissible hypergraph s.t. LzpG0q ľ 3 and u “ 0. Assume that
all entries of w line in Ωa for some a ą 0. We define the following sets inductively. Let
F0 :“ tG0u and for n ľ 1 set,

Fn :“
ď

HPFn´1

F1pHq. (3.32)

By inspection, one finds the following:
{lem:iterative-pr

Lemma 3.18. (i) For any n ľ 1, all hypergraphs in Fn contain n more edges than G0.

(ii) Every graph in any Fn is z-loop admissible.

(iii) For every H P Fn we have Ψ̂1pHq ĺ Ψ̃1pG0q “ Ψ̂1pG0q.

(iv) If H1 P F1pHq for some H P Fn, then

Ψ̃1pH1q “ Ψ1pvqΨ̃1pHq (3.33)

for some v that equals some spectral parameter of H.

The next lemma translates Lemma 3.16 into a form useable for our iteration argument.

23



{lem:loops-expand
Lemma 3.19. Let n ľ 0. Uniformly in H P Fn we have,

T pHq “ 1tLzpHq“2ua1T pĤzq `
ÿ

H1PF1pHq
aH1

T pH1q

` OăpΨ1pzqΨ̂1pHqq (3.34) {eqn:loops-expand{eqn:loops-expand

for some coefficients obeying

ÿ

H1PF1pHq
|aH1

| ĺ Cn, |a1| ĺ Cn

N |Imrzs| . (3.35)

Proof. This follows almost directly from applying Lemma 3.16 to the expectation in the
integrand of the definition of T pHq in (2.42). In particular, the terms with Yk and Zk on the
RHS of (3.29) correspond to the first term on the RHS of (3.34), and Xk terms correspond
to to the sum on the RHS. The only thing to verify is that the error term on the RHS of
(3.29) can be integrated in the ui to obtain the error OpΨ1pzqΨ̂1pHqq. First, note that the
error terms on the RHS of (3.29) are OăpΨ1pzqΨ̃1pHqq and are holomorphic functions in the
spectral parameters of H (as the error term is a difference of holomorphic functions). Let us
assume that the hypergraph H contains K independent integration variables u1, . . . , uK (note
that any single ui may be repeated amongst the non-zero entries of u). We have that,

Ψ̃1pHq ĺ Ψ̂1pHq
Kź

j“1

Ψ1pujq. (3.36)

Therefore, the error on the RHS of (3.29) integrates to at most,

Oă

´
p|λ|ΦqKΨ1pzqΨ̂1pHq

¯
(3.37)

by repeatedly applying (2.26).
We single out the case where LzpHq “ 2 for special treatment, as a naive estimate of the

size of these terms would be too large.
{lem:loop-2}

Lemma 3.20. Let H P Fn for some n ľ 0. Assume that LzpHq “ 2, and let J “ Ĥz. Then,
with a1 as in (3.34),

|a1T pJ q| “ OăpΨ1pzqΨ̃1pG0qq. (3.38)

Proof. First note that n ľ 1 because by assumption LzpG0q ľ 3. Let ẑ be the spectral
parameter of the other edge in this loop. It either equals wi for some wi in the vector w of H
or ui for some integration variable. In either case, we claim that there is an edge e P J s.t.
ze “ ẑ.

Consider the sequence of parents of H, i.e., the sequence of graphs Ĵi s.t. Ĵ0 “ G,
Ĵi P F1pĴi´1q and Ĵn “ H. Each of these graphs arise from one of the actions D1,D2,D3,D4

or D5 as described above. Let k be the smallest integer s.t. the graphs tĴlukĺlĺn all have the
property that the loop containing z is of size 2 and the other spectral parameter is ẑ. Then
1 ĺ k ĺ n. Consider how Ĵk was constructed from Ĵk´1. Since actions D1, D2 and D5 either
leave the z-loop unchanged or increase its length by 1, it cannot have arisen from either of
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these operations. So it must have come from either D3 or D4. But this action creates an
additional edge elsewhere in the graph with the same spectral parameter of the edge that gets
connected to the edge containing z. Therefore our claim that there is an edge e P J with
ze “ ẑ is proven.

Now, using this and Lemma 3.18 we see that whether or not ẑ is an integration variable,
the parameter Ψ̃1pJ q has at least one copy of Ψ1puiq for each integration variable and at least
one copy of Ψpvq for all v that are not equal to z in the original graph G0 (recall that we
assume that G0 has no integration variables). Therefore, if there are K independent variables
of integration in H we have that,

|a1T pJ q| “ Oă

ˆ
1

N |Imrzs| p|λ|ΦqKΨ̃1pGqΨ1pzq´1

˙
“ OăpΨ1pzqΨ̃1pGqq. (3.39)

This completes the proof.
The following allows us to truncate our iterative expansion at large n.

{lem:loops-expand
Lemma 3.21. Let H P Fn. Let minzPG N Imrzs ľ N4α and |λ|Φ ĺ N´4α for some α ą 0
satisfying α ă a{10. Then,

|T pHq| ĺ N´nα. (3.40)

for all N sufficiently large, depending only on n.

Proof. Suppose that there are K independent variables of integration in H. Note that
n ľ K. Then we have,

MpHq “ OăpN´pn´Kq2α
Kź

i“1

Ψ1puiqq (3.41)

and so the claim follows after repeatedly applying (2.26).

3.2.1 Proof of Proposition 3.2
{sec:main-loops-p

For any n, we have by iterating (3.34) and applying Lemma 3.20 that,

|T pGq| ă Ψ1pzqΨ̃1pGq ` max
HPFn

|T pHq|. (3.42)

For large enough n, the second term on the RHS is less than Ψ1pzqΨ̃1pGq by Lemma 3.21 and
so the claim follows.

3.3 Better estimate in L “ 2 case
{sec:short-loops

The estimate of Proposition 3.2 applied in the case when the loop containing the spectral
parameter z was of length at least 3. In this section we establish an estimate when the loop
is of length 2 and the monomial M2 is of a specific form.

Specifically, we consider terms of the type, EreaG12pzqG21pwqXns, where

Xn :“
2`nź

k“3

pGkkpvkq ´mscpvkqq. (3.43)
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and n ľ 1 with X0 “ 1. Define now,

Ψ̃ :“ ΨpzqΨpwq
2`mź

k“3

Ψpvkq, Ψ̃1 :“ Ψ1pzqΨ1pwq
2`mź

k“3

Ψ1pvkq, (3.44)

We let tiu be the set of indices appearing in Xn and G12pzqG21pwq and once again let T :“
tiuzt1u.

{lem:weakgij-expa
Lemma 3.22. We have for |λΦ| ĺ 1,

zEreaG12pzqG21pwqXns “
ÿ

j

s1j

N
ErBj1pGj2pzqG21pwqXneaqs ` OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q (3.45)

Proof. This follows immediately from (3.7) and Lemma 3.6.
The following estimates the second order terms in the above expansion.

{lem:weakgij-seco
Lemma 3.23. We have for j P tiu and |λΦ| ĺ 1,

N´1
ErBj1peaGj2pzqG21pwqXnqs “ ´mscpzqmscpwq2

N
ErXnsδj“2 ` OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q (3.46) {eqn:weakgij-seco{eqn:weakgij-seco

We have for j R tiu

|ErGj2pzqG21pwqXnBj1eas| ă |λΦ|Ψ̃1mintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwq,Φu (3.47) {eqn:weakgij-seco{eqn:weakgij-seco

and
|EreaGj2pzqG21pwqBj1Xns| ă Ψ̃1mintΨ1pwq,Ψ1pzqu. (3.48) {eqn:weakgij-seco{eqn:weakgij-seco

Finally,

ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
EreaXnBj1pGj2pzqG21pwqqs “ ´mscpzqErG12pzqG21pwqXneas

´mscpwq
ÿ

jRT

s1j

N
ErGj2pzqG2jpwqXneas ´

ÿ

jRi

s1j

N
EreaGj2pzqG2jpwqXnpG11pwq ´mscpwqqeas

´
ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
ErG12pzqG21pwqpGjjpzq ´mscpzqqXneas ` OăpΨ̃1mintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwquq (3.49) {eqn:weakgij-seco{eqn:weakgij-seco

Proof. The estimate (3.46) follows easily using (2.35), (2.36) and (2.10) and direct compu-
tation. For (3.47) we have

ErGj2pzqG21pwqXnB1jeas “ ´2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBuErGj1puqGj2pzqG21pwqX3sdu (3.50)

The expectation in the integral is OăpΨ̃1Ψ1puqmintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwq,Ψ1puquq by Proposition 3.2,
and so (3.47) follows by applying (2.26).

Since Bj1pGkkpvkq´mscpvkqq “ ´2Gk1pvkqGkjpvkq, the estimate (3.48) follows from Propo-
sition 3.2. The estimate (3.49) follows in a similar manner, by applying Proposition 3.2. Note
that we added back the term with j “ 1 in the first sum on the RHS of (3.49) at a cost of
OăpN´1Ψ̃1q.
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Recalling the definition of T above, define

vj :“ ErGj2pzqG2jpwqeaXns1tjRTu. (3.51)

Then, Lemmas 3.22 and 3.23 imply, (recall A and B defined in (3.27)),

p1 ´mscpzqmscpwqpA ´Bqqv “ mscpzqmscpwqN´1eeT v ` U ` V ` ε (3.52) {eqn:weakgij-self{eqn:weakgij-self

where }ε}8 ĺ Ψ̃1mintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwqu and

Uj “ 1tjRTu
mscpzq2mscpwq2sj2

N
EreaXns (3.53)

and

Vj “ 1tjRTumscpzq
ÿ

kRTYtju

sjk

N
EreapGk2pzqG2kpwqXnpGkkpwq ´mscpwqqs

` 1tjRTumscpzq
ÿ

kRTYtju

sjk

N
EreapGj2pzqG2jpwqXnpGkkpzq ´mscpzqqs (3.54)

We therefore may obtain the following.

Lemma 3.24. For |λΦ| ĺ 1 we have,

}v}8 ă

ˆˇ̌
ˇ̌mscpzq ´mscpwq

Npz ´ wq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ `N´1

˙
|EreaXns| ` }V }8 ` Ψ̃1 mintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwqu. (3.55) {eqn:weakgij-iter{eqn:weakgij-iter

Proof. By applying Lemma C.1 (similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.16) one sees that

ˇ̌
N´1eT v

ˇ̌
ă

ˆˇ̌
ˇ̌mscpzq ´mscpwq

Npz ´ wq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ `N´1

˙
|EreaXns| ` mintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwquΨ̃1. (3.56)

The claim now follows from (3.52) and Lemma B.1 (again, similar to the proof of Lemma
3.16).

Iterating the above, we can quickly conclude the following.
{lem:weak-g12g21g

Lemma 3.25. We have for |λΦ| ĺ 1, and u, v, w P Ωa,

|EreapG12pzqG21pwqqpG33pvq ´mscpvqqs|
ĺmintΨ2

1pzq,Ψ2
1pwqu max

jPrr1,Nss
|EreapGjjpvq ´mscpvqqs| ` Ψ1pvqΨ1pwqΨ1pzqmintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwqu

(3.57) {eqn:weak-g12g21g{eqn:weak-g12g21g

Proof. Consider a vector v consisting of expectations of the form EreaGj2pzqG2jpwqXns
where Xn is a product of n terms of the form Gkkpvkq ´ mscpvkq. Then the vector V on the
RHS of (3.55) is also of this form, except it has an additional term of the form Gkkpvq´mscpvq
where v is either z or w. We therefore can iterate (3.55) repeatedly to the term }V }8 that
appears on the RHS. The first iteration starts with the term on the LHS of (3.57). For this
first iteration, the first term on the RHS of (3.55) is bounded by the first term on the RHS
of (3.57). For the subsequent iterations, the first term on the RHS of (3.55) can be absorbed
into the last term on the RHS of (3.57). At all steps of the iteration the last error term on
the RHS of (3.55) can be absorbed into the last term on the RHS of (3.57). The iteration
may be terminated in a fashion similar to the proof of Proposition 3.2.
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4 Line estimate
{sec:line}

In Section 3 we obtained estimates for expectations of resolvent entries whose associated
graphs was a product of loops. In this section we obtain an estimate for hypergraphs con-
taining a line. We again assume throughout that f is an admissible function. The overall
strategy is roughly similar in that we will iterate the cumulant expansion and inspect which
terms arise.

{def:line-admissi

Definition 4.1. We will say that a hypergraph is line admissible if

(i) Every entry of i is unique

(ii) It is a disjoint union of loops and exactly one line.

We will assume MpGq “ G12pzqM1M2 where M1 “ G23G34 . . . GK´1,K and M2 is a
disjoint union of loops. The parameter z will not play a particularly special role here, unlike
the argument in Section 3. Our goal is to prove the following. The proof appears in Section
4.1.1.

{prop:main-line-e

Proposition 4.2. Let G be a line admissible hypergraph with u “ 0 and all ze P Ωa, and
assume |λΦ| ĺ N´c for some c ą 0. Then we have,

|EreaMpGqs| ă N´1{2Ψ̃. (4.1)

We first develop some estimates in preparation for applying the cumulant expansion.
{lem:line-der}

Lemma 4.3. The term,
Bkj1pGj2pzqM1M2q (4.2) {eqn:line-der}{eqn:line-der}

obeys the following estimates:

(i) If j “ 1 it is OăpΨ̃q. {it:line-der-1}

(ii) If j “ 2 it is OăpΨ̃Ψpzq´1q. {it:line-der-2}

(iii) If j P tiu but j ‰ 1, 2, then it is OăpΨ̃q as long as j is not the index of a self-loop
pGjjpvq ´mscpvqq. If j is the index of a self-loop pGjjpvq ´mscpvqq then any derivative
of order at least 2 is OăpΨ̃Ψpvq´1q but the first derivative is still OăpΨ̃q {it:line-der-3}

(iv) If j R tiu, then it is OăpΨ̃q {it:line-der-4}

If δ ą 0 and M is ε-regular, than the above esimates hold with an N δ factor as long as ε is
sufficiently small.

Proof. The proof is almost identical to Lemma 3.3 and so is omitted.
{lem:line-fourth

Lemma 4.4. We have that for |λΦ| ĺ 1 that,

N´2|B3j1peaGj2M1M2eaq| (4.3) {eqn:line-fourth{eqn:line-fourth

is Oăpp1 ` |λ|q2Ψ̃{N3{2q for j P tiu and Oăpp1 ` |λ|qN´2Ψ̃q otherwise. The same estimates
hold with an additional factor of N δ if M is ε-regular, for ε ą 0 sufficiently small.
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Proof. When j “ 1, the derivatives hitting ea contribute at most p1 ` |λ|q3 by (2.36),
and the derivatives hitting resolvent entries can be estimated using Lemma 4.3(i), finding
Oăpp1 ` |λ|q3Ψ̃N´2q. For j “ 2, we use (2.35) and Lemma 4.3(ii) to find an estimate of
Oăpp1 ` |λ|qΨ̃{N3{2q. For j P tiu and j ‰ 1, 2 we use (2.35) and Lemma 4.3(iii) to find an
estimate of Oăpp1 ` |λ|qΨ̃{N3{2q.

Finally, the terms when j R tiu are estimated using (2.35) and Lemma 4.3(iv).
From this and the cumulant expansion, Lemma 2.6 we find the following. The proof is

the same as Lemma 3.5 and so omitted.
{lem:line-expand-

Lemma 4.5. We have for |λΦ| ĺ 1,

zEreaG12pzqM1M2s “
ÿ

j

s1j

N
ErBj1pGj2pzqM1M2eaqs

`
ÿ

j

s
p3q
1j

2N3{2ErB21jpGj2pzqM1M2eaqs ` Oăpp1 ` |λ|qN´1Ψ̃q. (4.4) {eqn:line-expansi{eqn:line-expansi

We now begin estimating the third order terms on the RHS of (4.4).
{lem:line-third

Lemma 4.6. The following hold for |λΦ| ĺ 1. We have for j P tiu that,
ˇ̌
ˇN´3{2

ErB2j1peaGj2M1M2qs
ˇ̌
ˇ ă p1 ` |λ|qΨ̃N´1. (4.5) {eqn:line-third-1{eqn:line-third-1

For the other terms we have,

ÿ

jRtiu

1

N3{2 |ErpBj1eaqBj1pGj2M1M2qs| ă |λΦ|N´1{2Ψ̃ (4.6) {eqn:line-third-2{eqn:line-third-2

ÿ

jRtiu

1

N3{2 |EreaB2j1pGj2M1M2qs| ă N´1{2Ψ̃ (4.7) {eqn:line-third-3{eqn:line-third-3

ÿ

jRtiu

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErpB2j1eaqGj2M1M2s “ Oăp|λ|ΦN´1{2Ψ̃q (4.8) {eqn:line-third-4{eqn:line-third-4

Proof. We start by proving (4.5). For j “ 1 we use (2.36) and Lemma 4.3(i) to find an
estimate of Oăpp1 ` |λ|q2N´3{2Ψ̃q. When j “ 2 we use (2.35) and Lemma 4.3(ii) to find an
estimate of Oăpp1 ` |λ|qΨ̃N´1q. For other j P tiu we use (2.35) and Lemma 4.3(iii) to find
an estimate of Oăpp1 ` |λ|qΨ̃N´1q. This completes the proof of (4.5).

The estimates (4.6) and (4.7) follow immediately from (2.32) and Lemma 4.3(iv). For
(4.8) we use (2.32) to conclude,

ÿ

jRtiu

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErpB21jeaqGj2M1M2s “ OăpΨ̃|λΦ|N´1{2q ` iλcf
ÿ

jRtiu

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreaGj2M1M2s

“Oăp|λΦ|N´1{2Ψ̃q ` OăpN´1|λ|Ψ̃q (4.9)

with the second line following from the isotropic local law (2.9). This completes the proof.
We now turn to computing the second order terms on the RHS of (4.4). The following is

fairly straightforward.
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{lem:line-second-
Lemma 4.7. We have for j P tiu and j ‰ 2,

1

N
|ErBj1peaGj2M1M2qs| ă p1 ` |λ|qN´1Ψ̃ (4.10) {eqn:line-second-{eqn:line-second-

and for j “ 2,
1

N
|ErBj1peaGj2M1M2qs| ă N´1{2Ψ̃ (4.11)

Proof. These estimates follow from using (2.35), (2.36) and items (i), (ii) and (iii) of Lemma
4.3 as appropriate.

We recall here Definition 3.9 of the operation D2 on hypergraphs. We define here also
another operation D6 on hypergraphs:

Definition 4.8. Given a hypergraph G “ pV,E, i,u,wq with integration variables tuiumi“1, an
index j and an edge e P E we define a new hypergraph D6pG, j, eq with the same integration
variables tuiumi“1 as follows. We add a new vertex v1 and a self-edge pv1, v1q. We set i1v1 “ j

and set u1
pv1,v1q “ ue, w

1
pv1,v1q “ we. The other variables are all the same as the original graph.

{lem:line-second-
Lemma 4.9. We have,

ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
ErpBj1Gj2qM1M2eas “ ´mscpzqErG12pzqM1M2eas ` OăpN´1Ψ̃q

´
ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
EreapMpD6pG, j, p1, 2qqq ` MpD2pG, p1, 2q, j, p1, 2qqqqs. (4.12) {eqn:line-second-{eqn:line-second-

Proof. Since Bj1Gj2 “ ´GjjG12 ´G1jGj2 we have,
ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
ErpBj1Gj2qM1M2eas “ ´

ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
mscpzqErG12pzqM1M2eas

´
ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
ErG12M1M2pGjjpzq ´mscpzqqeas ´

ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
ErG1jpzqGj2pzqM1M2eas (4.13) {eqn:line-second-{eqn:line-second-

The first sum on the last line has terms of the form EreaMpD6pG, j, p1, 2qqs. The second sum
on the last line has terms of the form EreaMpD2pG, p1, 2q, j, p1, 2qqs. The claim follows from
this and the fact that

ř
j
s1j
N

“ 1 ` OpN´1q.
We recall the definitions of the operations on hypergraphs D3,D4,D5 given in Definitions

3.11 and 3.13.
{lem:line-second-

Lemma 4.10.

´
ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
EreaGj2Bj1pM1M2qs

“
ÿ

jRtiu

ÿ

ePEztp1,2qu

s1j

N
EreapMpD3pG, p1, 2q, e, jqq ` MpD4pG, p1, 2q, e, jqqqs (4.14) {eqn:line-second-{eqn:line-second-

and
ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
ErGj2M1M2Bj1eas

“ ´ 2iλ

π

ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N

ż

Ωa

dupBūf̃puqqBuEreaMpD5pG, p1, 2q, j, uqqsdudū (4.15) {eqn:line-second-{eqn:line-second-
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Proof. This is direct computation and so omitted.
We collect the above estimates into the following expansion for line admissible hyper-

graphs.
{prop:line-expand

Proposition 4.11. Let G be a line admissible hypergraph as above, and assume |λΦ| ĺ 1.
We have,

EreaG12pzqM1M2s “ mscpzq
ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N
EreapMpD6pG, j, p1, 2qqq ` MpD2pG, p1, 2q, j, p1, 2qqqqs

`mscpzq
ÿ

jRtiu

ÿ

ePEztp1,2qu

s1j

N
EreapMpD3pG, p1, 2q, e, jqq ` MpD4pG, p1, 2q, e, jqqqs

` 2iλmscpzq
π

ÿ

jRtiu

s1j

N

ż

Ωa

dupBūf̃puqqBuEreaMpD5pG, p1, 2q, j, uqqsdudū ` OăpN´1{2Ψ̃q

(4.16) {eqn:line-exx}{eqn:line-exx}

Proof. This follows from (4.4) and Lemmas 4.6, 4.7, 4.9 and 4.10.

4.1 Iterative expansion
{sec:line-iterati

We now carry out our iterative expansion for line-admissible hypergraphs. We begin by fixing
some notation. Let G be a line-admissible hypergraph, and let e “ pv1, v2q be the first edge
in this line. The following families of hypergraphs will appear in our iterative expansion.

Definition 4.12. Let G and e “ pv1, v2q be as above. We define a set of hypergraphs F2pGq
to be the union of the following sets of hypergraphs.

(i) The graphs D6pG, j, eq and D2pG, e, j, eq for j R tiu

(ii) The graphs D3pG, e, e1, jq and D4pG, e, e1, jq for j R tiu and e1 P Ezteu.

(iii) The graphs D5pG, e, j, uq for j R tiu.

For any hypergraph G we recall that Ew is the support of the vector w and define,

Ψ̂pGq :“
ź

ePEw

Ψpzeq. (4.17)

Let now G0 be a line-admissible hypergraph s.t. u “ 0 and let e “ pv1, v2q be the first edge
in this line. Set F0 :“ tG0u and inductively set

Fn :“
ď

HPFn´1

F2pHq. (4.18)

By inspection, we find the following.

Lemma 4.13. (i) For any n ľ 1, all hypergraphs in Fn contain n more edges than G0

(ii) Every graph in Fn is line admissible

(iii) For every H P Fn we have Ψ̂pHq ĺ Ψ̃pG0q “ Ψ̂pG0q
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(iv) If H1 P F2pHq for some H P Fn, then

Ψ̃pH1q “ ΨpvqΨ̃pHq (4.19)

for some v that is a spectral parameter of H.

Lemma 4.14. Let n ľ 0. Uniformly in H P Fn we have,

T pHq “
ÿ

H1PF2pHq
bH1

T pH1q ` OăpΨ̃pG0qN´1{2q (4.20) {eqn:line-expand-{eqn:line-expand-

for some coefficients obeying, ÿ

H1PF2pHq
|bH1

| ĺ Cn. (4.21)

Let α ą 0 satisfy α ă a

10
as well as minzPG N |Imrzs| ľ N4α, and |λΦ| ĺ N´4α. Then for all

H P Fn we have,
|T pHq| ĺ N´nα. (4.22) {eqn:line-expand-{eqn:line-expand-

Proof. The expansion (4.20) follows from Proposition 4.11 in the exact same way as Lemma
3.19 follows from Lemma 3.16, and so we omit the detailed proof. Similarly, (4.22) follows in
the same way as Lemma 3.21.

4.1.1 Proof of Proposition 4.2
{sec:main-line-pr

By iterating (4.20) we see that,

|EreaMpGqs| ă max
HPFn

|T pHq| `N´1{2Ψ̃pGq. (4.23)

The claim now follows from taking n sufficiently large and using (4.22).

4.2 A better estimate for Gij
{sec:gij-better

In this section we derive an even better estimate for EreaGijpzqs with i ‰ j than was derived
in Proposition 4.2. We start first with the following. We set T “ t1, 2u.

Lemma 4.15. For |λΦ| ĺ 1 we have, {lem:gij-expand

zEreaG12pzqs “
ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
ErBj1pGj2pzqeaqs

`Oăp|λ|ΦN´1{2Ψpzq `N´1{2Ψpzq2q. (4.24) {eqn:gij-expand{eqn:gij-expand

Proof. First, by combining Lemma 4.5, (4.5), (4.6), (4.8) and (4.10) we see that,

zEreaG12pzqs “
ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
ErB1jpGj2pzqeaqs

`
ÿ

jRT

s
p3q
1j

2N3{2EreaB21jpGj2qs ` Oăpp1 ` |λ|qN´1Ψpzq ` |λ|ΦN´1{2Ψpzqq. (4.25) {eqn:gij-expand-a{eqn:gij-expand-a
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We now compute that for j R T we have B21jGj2 “ 2mscpzq2Gj2pzq ` OăpΨpzq2q to see that,

ÿ

jRT

s
p3q
1j

2N3{2EreaB21jpGj2qs “ mscpzq2
ÿ

jRT

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreapGj2qs ` OăpN´1{2Ψpzq2q (4.26) {eqn:gij-expand-b{eqn:gij-expand-b

and the first term on the RHS is OăpN´1Ψpzqq by the istropic local law (2.9).
We now turn to computing the second order terms.

{lem:gij-second
Lemma 4.16. Assume |λΦ| ĺ 1. We have,

N´1|ErB21peaG22qs| ă N´1|λΦ| `N´1Ψpzq. (4.27) {eqn:g12-second-1{eqn:g12-second-1

and ÿ

jRT

s1j

N
ErGj2pzqBj1eas “ Oăp|λΦ|N´1{2Ψpzqq (4.28) {eqn:g12-second-2{eqn:g12-second-2

and ÿ

jRT

s1j

N
EreaBj1Gj2pzqs “ ´mscpzqErG12pzqeas ` OăpN´1{2Ψpzq2q. (4.29) {eqn:g12-second-3{eqn:g12-second-3

Proof. For (4.27) we have B21G22 “ OăpΨpzqq and B12ea “ Op|λ|Φq by (2.35) and so the
estimate follows. For (4.28) we have that,

ErGj2pzqBj1eas “ ´2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBuEreaG1jpuqGj2pzqsdudū. (4.30)

From Proposition 4.2 we have EreaG1jpuqGj2pzqs “ OăpN´1{2ΨpzqΨpuqq and so (4.28) follows
by applying (2.26). For (4.29) we have,

´
ÿ

jRT

s1j

N
EreaBj1Gj2pzqs “

ÿ

jRT

s1j

N
mscpzqErG12pzqs

`
ÿ

jRT

s1j

N
EreaG12pzqpGjjpzq ´mscpzqs `

ÿ

jRT

s1j

N
ErG1jpzqGj2pzqeas

“mscpzqEreaG12pzqs ` OăpΨpzq2N´1{2q (4.31) {eqn:gij-second-3{eqn:gij-second-3

with the last line following from applying Proposition 4.2 twice, as well as that
ř

jRT
s1j
N

“
1 ` OpN´1q.

The above two lemmas easily imply the following, which improves upon the estimate
Proposition 4.2 in the special case of a single resolvent entry.

{prop:gij-est}
Proposition 4.17. If there is a c ą 0 so that |λΦ| ĺ N´c then for i ‰ j we have,

|ErGijpzqeas| ă |λΦ|N´1{2Ψpzq `N´1{2Ψpzq2. (4.32)
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5 Preliminary expansion for EreaG11s
{sec:prelim}

In this section we derive an expansion for EreaGiipzqs. We will use it to derive an estimate
for the expression EreapGiipzq ´ mscpzqs that is better than the naive estimate OăpΨpzqq.
Secondly, the first part of our expansion will be used to derive our main estimates on the
characteristic function. Throughout this section we will use the notation z “ E ` iη, i.e.,
η “ |Imrzs|. Throughout this section we will always assume that,

|λΦ| ĺ N´c (5.1)

for some c ą 0 and that z P Ωa.
We start with the following.

{lem:G11-fifth}
Lemma 5.1. We have that,

N´5{2|B411peaG11pzqq| ă p1 ` |λ|q4N´5{2. (5.2)

and that for j ‰ 1,

N´5{2|B4j1peaG1jpzqq| ă N´5{2Ψpzqp1 ` |λ|q2 `N´5{2|λΦ|p1 ` |λ|q (5.3) {eqn:G11-fifth-de{eqn:G11-fifth-de

For any δ ą 0, the same estimates hold for any ε-regular matrix with an additional factor of
N δ on the RHS, if ε is sufficiently small depending on δ.

Proof. The estimate for j “ 1 follows directly from (2.36). We turn to the estimate for
j ‰ 1. Note that for k “ 0, 2, 4 we have that,

Bk1jG1j “ OăpΨpzqq (5.4)

by direct computation. The LHS is Oăp1q otherwise. Furthermore, for k “ 1, 3 we have

Bk1jea “ Oăp|λΦ|p1 ` |λ|q, (5.5) {eqn:delea3}{eqn:delea3}

and for k “ 2, 4 it is Oăpp1 ` |λ|q2q. Here, the k “ 1 case follows from (2.31), and the
k “ 2, 4 cases from (2.35). The k “ 3 case follows from a direct computation similar to
(2.32). The estimate (5.3) now follows. The statement about ε-regular matrices is now
straightforward.

We now apply the cumulant expansion to arrive at our starting point for estimating
EreaG11pzqs.

{lem:prelim-expan
Lemma 5.2. We have,

zEreaG11pzqs ` Ereas “
ÿ

j

s1j

N
ErB1jpeaGj1qs `

ÿ

j

s
p3q
1j

2N3{2ErB21jpeaGj1qs

`
ÿ

j

s
p4q
1j

6N2
ErB31jpeaGj1qs ` Oăpp1 ` |λ|q4N´5{2 ` ΨpzqN´3{2p1 ` |λ|q2 `N´3{2|λΦ|p1 ` |λ|qq

(5.6) {eqn:prelim-expan{eqn:prelim-expan
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Proof. This follows from the cumulant expansion of Lemma 2.6 to fifth order applied to,

zErG11eas ` Ereas “
ÿ

j

ErH1jGj1eas, (5.7)

using the estimates of Lemma 5.1.
In Sections 5.1 and 5.2 below, we will compute the fourth and third order terms, respec-

tively, on the RHS of (5.6). The results will then be summarized in Section 5.3.

5.1 Fourth order terms
{sec:prelim-fourt

We first prove the following.
{lem:prelim-fourt

Lemma 5.3. We have,

ÿ

j

s
p4q
1j

N2
ErB31jpeaGj1qs “ ´6

ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2
mscpzq4Ereas

`3
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2
ErpB21jeaqpB1jGj1qs ´ 12mscpzq3

ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2
EreapG11pzq ´mscpzqqs

`OăpN´2η´1 ` p1 ` |λ|q3N´2 ` |λΦ|Ψpzqp1 ` |λ|qN´1q (5.8) {eqn:prelim-fourt{eqn:prelim-fourt

Proof. The term when j “ 1 can be estimated by OăpN´2p1 ` |λ|q3q using (2.36). When
j ‰ 1 we have that by direct computation and (2.10)

B3j1Gj1 “ ´6G2
11G

2
jj ` OpΨpzq2q (5.9) {eqn:prelim-fourt{eqn:prelim-fourt

and so,

´1

6

ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2
EreaB31jpGj1qs “

ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2
EreaG11pzq2Gjjpzq2s ` OăpN´1Ψpzq2q

“
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2

 
mscpzq4Ereas ` 2mscpzq3EreapG11pzq `Gjjpzq ´ 2mscpzqqs

(
` OăpN´1Ψpzq2q

“
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2
mscpzq4Ereas ` 2mscpzq3

ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2
EreapG11pzq ´mscpzqqs ` OăpN´2η´1q (5.10) {eqn:prelim-fourt{eqn:prelim-fourt

The second line follows from writing Gii “ pGii ´ mscq ` msc and expanding, and dropping
all contributions quadratic and higher in pGii ´ mscq (and similarly for the Gjj term). The
last line follows from fluctuation averaging (2.7). This takes care of the terms when all of the
Bij hit Gj1.

We estimate the other contributions using,

pB1jeaqpB21jG1jq “ Oăp|λ|ΦΨpzqq, B31jea “ Oăp|λΦ|p1 ` |λ|qq (5.11)

which hold for j ‰ 1. The first estimate follows from (2.31) and (2.10), and the second from
(5.5).

For the remaining fourth order terms we compute,
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{lem:prelim-fourt
Lemma 5.4. We have,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2
ErpB21jeaqpB1jGj1qs “ Oăp|λ|N´2η´1 ` |λ|p1 ` |λ|qΦ2N´1q

´ Ereasmscpzq2
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2

2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBumscpuq2dudū

´
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2

2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBupmscpzq2mscpuqEreapG11puq ´mscpuqqsqdudū

´
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2

2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBupmscpuq2mscpzqEreapG11pzq ´mscpzqqsqdudū

(5.12) {eqn:prelim-fourt{eqn:prelim-fourt

Proof. By using that
B1jGj1 “ ´GjjG11 ` OăpΨpzq2q (5.13) {eqn:prelim-fourt{eqn:prelim-fourt

and

B21jea “ 2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBupG11puqGjjpuqqdudū ` Oăp|λΦ2|p1 ` |λ|qq, (5.14) {eqn:prelim-fourt{eqn:prelim-fourt

(the above following from (2.34)) we see that,

´
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2
ErpB21jeaqpB1jGj1qs “ Oăp|λ|Ψpzq2N´1 ` |λ|p1 ` |λ|qΦ2N´1q

`
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2

2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBuEreaG11puqGjjpuqG11pzqGjjpzqsdudū

“Ereasmscpzq2
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2

2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBumscpuq2dudū

`
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2

2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBupmscpzq2mscpuqEreapG11puq `Gjjpuq ´ 2mscpuqqsqdudū

ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2

2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBupmscpuq2mscpzqEreapG11pzq `Gjjpzq ´ 2mscpzqqsqdudū

`Oăp|λ|Ψpzq2N´1 ` |λ|p1 ` |λ|qΦ2N´1q (5.15)

with the second estimate following from linearizing the Gii and Gjj around msc, similar to
(5.10). The terms with Gjj on the third last and second last lines can now be estimated by
Oăp|λ|Φ2N´1q and OăpN´1|λ|η´1q, respectively, using fluctuation averaging (2.7) and (2.26).
This yields the claim.
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5.2 Third order terms
{sec:prelim-third

We split up the estimation of the third order terms on the RHS of (5.6) into the diagonal and
off-diagonal terms.

5.2.1 Diagonal terms

Starting with the diagonal term we have,
{lem:prelim-third

Lemma 5.5. We have,

s
p3q
11

N3{2ErB211peaG11pzqqs “ s
p3q
11

N3{2Ereas
"
mscpzq3 ` 2mscpzq2

ˆ
iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq
˙

`mscpzq
ˆ

´ iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq
˙2

`mscpzq
ˆ
iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq2
˙*

` OăpN´3{2Ψpzqp1 ` |λ|q2 ` |λ|p1 ` |λ|qΦN´3{2q (5.16) {eqn:prelim-third{eqn:prelim-third

Proof. Using that B211G11 “ mscpzq3 ` OpΨq we see that,

s
p3q
11

N3{2EreaB211G11pzqs “ mscpzq3 s
p3q
11

N3{2Ereas ` OăpN´3{2Ψpzqq. (5.17)

Using the fact that Bk11G11 “ p´1qkpG11qk`1 “ p´1qkmscpzqk`1 ` OpΨq and that,

B11ea “ ´ iλ

π
ea

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuqdudū` Op|λ|Φq

B211ea “ ea

ˆ
´ iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuqdudū
˙2

` ea

ˆ
iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq2dudū
˙

` OpΦ|λ|p1 ` |λ|qq (5.18)

we conclude the proof. We note that the above estimates follow from computing the derivatives
explicitly (similar to the first equality in (2.35)), and then replacing all the appearances of
Giipuq by mscpuq using (2.10) and (2.26).

5.2.2 Off-diagonal terms

The next few lemmas deal with the off-diagonal third order terms on the RHS of (5.6).
{lem:prelim-third

Lemma 5.6. We have,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreaB2j1Gj1pzqs “ 6mscpzq
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreapGjj ´mscpzqqG1jpzqs

`OăpN´1{2Ψpzq3 ` |λΦ|N´1Ψpzqq (5.19) {eqn:prelim-third{eqn:prelim-third

Proof. Since
B2j1Gj1 “ 6G11GjjG1j ` OăpΨpzq3q (5.20) {eqn:prelim-third{eqn:prelim-third
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we have first that,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreaB2j1Gj1s “ 6
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreaG11GjjGj1s ` OăpN´1{2Ψpzq3q. (5.21)

Now we write,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2G11GjjG1j “ mscpzq2
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2G1j `mscpzq
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2 pG11 ´mscpzqqG1j

`mscpzq
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2 pGjj ´mscpzqqG1j ` OăpN´1{2Ψpzq3q

“mscpzq2
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2G1j `mscpzq
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2 pGjj ´mscpzqqG1j ` OăpN´1{2Ψpzq3q (5.22)

where we used the isotropic local law (2.9) in the second estimate. Now by Proposition 4.17
we have,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreaG1jpzqs “ OăpN´1Ψpzq2 ` |λΦ|N´1Ψpzqq (5.23)

which completes the proof.
{lem:prelim-third

Lemma 5.7. We have,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErpB1jeaqpB1jG1jpzqqs “ ´
ÿ

j‰1

mscpzqsp3q
1j

N3{2 ErpB1jeaqpGjjpzq ´mscpzqqs

`OăpN´1{2|λΦ|Ψpzq2 `N´1|λ|p1 ` |λ|qΦ2q (5.24) {eqn:prelim-third{eqn:prelim-third

Proof. Since B1jG1j “ ´GjjG11 ` OăpΨpzq2q and B1jea “ Oăp|λΦ|q by (2.31) we have,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErpB1jeaqpB1jG1jqs “ ´
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErpB1jeaqG11Gjjs ` OăpN´1{2|λΦ|Ψpzq2q

“ ´mscpzq2
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErpB1jeaqs ´
ÿ

j‰1

mscpzqsp3q
1j

N3{2 ErpB1jeaqpG11 `Gjj ´ 2mscpzqqs

`OăpN´1{2|λΦ|Ψpzq2q. (5.25)

In the second estimate we linearized the Gii and Gjj around msc. We have,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErpB1jeaqpG11 ´mscpzqqs

“ ´ 2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBu
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreaG1jpuqpG11pzq ´mscpzqqsdudū “ Oăp|λΦ|N´1Ψpzqq

(5.26)
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by the isotropic local law (2.9) and (2.26). Secondly, we have for j ‰ 1,

ErB1jeas “ OăpN´1{2|λ|p1 ` |λ|qΦ2q (5.27)

by applying Proposition 4.17 and (2.26) to the formula in the first equality of (2.31). This
completes the proof.

{lem:prelim-third
Lemma 5.8. We have,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErG1jpzqB21jeas

“2iλ

π

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2

ż

Ωa

dudūpBūf̃puqqBupmscpuqEreaG1jpzqpGjjpuq ´mscpuqqsq

`OăpN´1{2|λΦ2|p1 ` |λ|qΨpzq ` |λ|N´1Ψpzq2q (5.28) {eqn:prelim-third{eqn:prelim-third

Proof. We have by (5.14),

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErG1jpzqB21jeas “
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreaG1jpzqs2iλ
π

ż

Ωa

dudūpBūf̃puqqBumscpuq2

`
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2
2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūpBūf̃puqqBupmscpuqEreaG1jpzqpG11puq `Gjjpuq ´ 2mscpuqqsq

`OăpN´1{2Φ2|λ|p1 ` |λ|qΨpzqq (5.29)

The term with G11puq ´ mscpuq on the second line contributes OăpN´1|λ|ΦΨpzqq using
the isotropic law (2.9). We use Proposition 4.17 to bound the term on the first line by
Oăp|λ|N´1|λΦ|Ψpzq ` |λ|N´1Ψpzq2q. The claim follows.

5.3 Intermediate expansion
{sec:intermediate{prop:intermediat

Proposition 5.9. We have that,

z
ÿ

a

EreaGaapzqs `NEreas “
ÿ

ja

s1j

N
ErBajpeaGjaqs

´
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj

N2
mscpzq4Ereas ´ Ereasmscpzq2

ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj

N2

iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBumscpuq2dudū

`
ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

2N3{2Ereas
"
mscpzq3 ` 2mscpzq2

ˆ
iλ

π
ea

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq
˙

`mscpzq
ˆ

´ iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq
˙2

`mscpzq
ˆ
iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq2
˙*

`OăpN´1η´1p1 ` |λ|q ` p1 ` |λ|q3N´1 `N1{2Ψpzq3 `N1{2|λΦ|Ψpzq2q
`OăpN1{2|λΦ2|p1 ` |λ|qΨpzqq (5.30) {eqn:intermediate{eqn:intermediate
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Proof. The proof starts by applying Lemma 5.2 to each term on the LHS of (5.30) but with
the index 1 in (5.6) replaced by a. Then, one uses Lemmas 5.3, 5.4, 5.5, 5.6, 5.7 and 5.8 to
deal with the terms that arise on the RHS of (5.6) (but again with the index 1 replaced by
a). The only issue is that there are some extra terms in (5.8), (5.12), (5.19), (5.24) and (5.28)
that we must estimate (they are simpler to estimate after taking the sum over a) in order to
arrive at (5.30). Therefore, the remainder of the proof is devoted to estimating these terms.

The first extra term is the second term on the second line of (5.8). We estimate it by,

ÿ

j

ÿ

a‰j

s
p4q
aj

N2
EreapGaapzq ´mscpzqqs “ OăpN´1η´1q (5.31)

using fluctuation averaging (2.7). The next extra terms are those on the third and fourth
lines of (5.12). By applying (2.7), one sees that the term on the third line is Oăp|λ|Φ2q and
the term on the fourth line is Oăp|λ|N´1η´1q (when we take the sum over a).

The next extra term is the term on the RHS of the first line of (5.19). We estimate it by,

ÿ

j

ÿ

a‰j

s
p3q
aj

N3{2EreapGjjpzq ´mscpzqqGajpzqs

“
ÿ

j

E

«

eapGjj ´mscpzqq
ÿ

j‰a

s
p3q
aj

N3{2Gajpzq
ff

“ OăpΨpzq2q (5.32)

using the isotropic local law (2.9) for the sum over the index a. By almost the same argument
one finds an estimate of Oăp|λΦ|Ψpzqq for the terms on the RHS of the first lines of (5.24)
and (5.28). This completes the proof.

As a simple corollary we find,

Corollary 5.10. We have,

z
ÿ

a

EreapGaapzq ´ ErGaapzqsqs “
ÿ

ja

saj

N
pErBajpeaGjapzqqs ´ EreasErBajGjapzqsq

´ Ereasmscpzq2
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj

N2

iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBumscpuq2dudū

`
ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

2N3{2Ereas
"
2mscpzq2

ˆ
iλ

π
ea

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq
˙

`mscpzq
ˆ

´ iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq
˙2

`mscpzq
ˆ
iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq2
˙*

`OăpN´1η´1p1 ` |λ|q ` p1 ` |λ|q3N´1 `N1{2Ψpzq3 `N1{2|λΦ|Ψpzq2q
`OăpN1{2|λΦ2|p1 ` |λ|qΨpzqq (5.33) {eqn:intermediate{eqn:intermediate

as well as,

z
ÿ

a

ErGaapzqs `N “
ÿ

ja

saj

N
ErBajGjapzqs

´
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj

N2
mscpzq4 `

ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

2N3{2mscpzq3 ` OăpN´1η´1 `N1{2Ψpzq3q. (5.34) {eqn:intermediate{eqn:intermediate
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Proof. The first estimate follows from applying (5.30) twice (once with λ “ 0) and subtract-
ing the two results. The second just follows from taking λ “ 0 in (5.30).

5.4 Better estimate for G11
{sec:g11-better

In this section we derive an estimate for EreapG11pzq ´ mscpzqqs one order better than the
naive estimate Ψpzq. We start with the following.

{prop:g11-expand-
Proposition 5.11. We have that,

zEreaG11pzqs ` Ereas “
ÿ

j

s1j

N
ErBj1peaGj1pzqqs

` OăpN´1p1 ` |λ|q `N´1{2Ψpzq2 `N´1{2|λΦ|Ψpzqq (5.35) {eqn:g11-expand-1{eqn:g11-expand-1

Proof. This follows from Lemma 5.2 and then using Lemmas 5.3, 5.5, 5.6, 5.7 and 5.8
to estimate the terms on the RHS of (5.6). Specifically, the errors in the Oă on the last
line of (5.6) are estimated by Oăpp1 ` |λ|qN´1q. Then, all terms on the RHS of (5.8) and
(5.16) can be estimated by Oăpp1 ` |λ|qN´1q. All terms on the RHS of (5.19) can be esti-
mated by OăpN´1{2Ψpzq2q. All terms on the RHS of (5.24) and (5.28) can be estimated by
Oăp|λΦ|N´1{2Ψpzqq.

We now compute the second order terms on the RHS of (5.35) in the following lemma.
{lem:g11-second-1

Lemma 5.12. We have,

ÿ

j

s1j

N
ErGj1Bj1eas “ |λ|OăpΦΨpzqpΨpzq ` Φp1 ` |λ|qq ` mintΨ1pzq2,Φ2uq (5.36) {eqn:g11-expand-2{eqn:g11-expand-2

and ÿ

j

s1j

N
EreaBj1Gj1pzqs “ ´mscpzqEreaG11pzqs ` OăpN´1η´1q (5.37) {eqn:g11-expand-3{eqn:g11-expand-3

Proof. We start with (5.36). The j “ 1 term contributes Oăp|λ|N´1q using (2.36). The
other terms we may write as,

ErG1jpzqB1jeas “ ´2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBuEreaG1jpzqG1jpuqsdudū. (5.38)

We now claim that the estimate (3.29), applied in the case that vj “ EreaG1jpzqGj1puqs,
implies,

|EreaG1jpzqG1jpuqs| ă ΨpzqΨpuqpΨpzq ` Ψpuq ` |λΦ|q ` 1

Np|Imrzs| ` |Imrus|q . (5.39) {eqn:g11-expand-2{eqn:g11-expand-2

Indeed, in this case the terms involving Xk on the RHS of (3.29) are OăpΨpzqΨpuqpΨpuq `
|λΦ|qq (i.e., they involve hypergraphs with three edges, with the additional edge either having
spectral parameter u or a new integration variable), the first error term on the RHS of (3.29)
is OăpΨpzq2Ψpuqq, and the error term on the second line of (3.29) is OăpN´1p|Imrzs| `
|Imrus|q´1q. Futhermore, the terms involving Yk and Zk are OăpN´1p|Imrzs| ` |Imrus|q´1q by
their definition and (2.18).
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Now, the the estimate (5.36) follows from (5.39) by applying (2.26). We now turn to
(5.37). Since B1jG1j “ ´G11Gjj ` OăpΨpzq2q we have,

ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
EreaB1jGj1pzqs “ ´mscpzqEreaG11pzqs

´
ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
EreaG11pzqpGjjpzq ´mscpzqqs ` OăpΨpzq2q. (5.40)

The first term on the second line is OăpN´1η´1q by fluctuation averaging (2.7), which com-
pletes the proof.

From (5.35), (5.36) and (5.37) we immediately conclude the following.
{prop:g11-est}

Proposition 5.13. We have,

EreapG11pzq ´mscpzqqs “ OăpN´1η´1 ` |λ|rΦ2p1 ` |λ|qΨpzq ` mintpNηq´1,Φ2usq (5.41)

Finally we have the following.
{cor:weak-g12g21g

Corollary 5.14. Let z, w, v P Ωa. We have,

|EreaG12pzqG21pwqpG33pvq ´mscpvqqs| ă Ψ1pzqΨ1pwqΨ1pvqmintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwqu
1

Np|Imrzs| ` |Imrws|q
`
N´1|Imrvs|´1 ` |λ|rΦ2p1 ` |λ|qΨpvq ` mintpN |Imrvs|q´1,Φ2us

˘

(5.42)

Proof. This follows immediately from using Proposition 5.13 to bound the first term on the
second line of (3.57) of Lemma 3.25.

6 Estimates for G12G21
{sec:g12g21}

In this section we find a better an estimate for EreapλqG12pzqG21pwqs. Throughout this section
we assume that f is admissible and define z “ E˘ iη and w “ x˘ iy, for η, y ą 0. We assume
that z, w P Ωa and that |λΦ| ĺ N´c for some c ą 0. We begin with a cumulant expansion.

{lem:g12g21-expan
Lemma 6.1. We have,

zEreaG12pzqG21pwqs “
ÿ

j

s1j

N
ErBj1pGj2pzqG21pwqeaqs

`OăpN´1{2ΨpzqΨpwqpΨpzq ` Ψpwqq ` |λΦ|N´1{2ΨpzqΨpwqq (6.1) {eqn:g12g21-expan{eqn:g12g21-expan

Proof. From (3.7) and (3.9) we have,

zEreaG12pzqG21pwqs “
ÿ

j

s1j

N
ErB1jpGj2pzqG21pwqeaqs

`
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

2N3{2ErB21jpeaGj2pzqG21pwqqs ` OăpN´1p1 ` |λ|qΨpzqΨpwqq (6.2) {eqn:g12g21-third{eqn:g12g21-third
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It therefore remains to estimate the sum on the second line of (6.2). For the j “ 2 term in
the sum we have,

|N´3{2
ErB212peaG22pzqG12pwqqs| ă p1 ` |λ|qN´3{2Ψpwq `N´3{2|λΦ| `N´3{2pΨpzq ` Ψpwqq

(6.3) {eqn:g12g21-third{eqn:g12g21-third

by direct computation, (2.31), (2.35) and (2.10).
By direct calculation and (2.10) we have for j ‰ 1, 2,

B21jGj2pzq “ 2mscpzq2Gj2pzq ` OăpΨpzq2q, B21jG21pwq “ 2mscpwq2G12pwq ` OăpΨpwq2q
B1jGj2pzq “ ´G12pzqmscpzq ` OăpΨpzq2q, B1jG21pwq “ ´mscpwqGj2pwq ` OăpΨpwq2q.

(6.4) {eqn:g12g21-third{eqn:g12g21-third

From the above we find,

ÿ

j‰1,2

s
p3q
1j

N3{2 B21jpGj2pzqG21pwqq “ OăpN´1{2ΨpzqΨpwqpΨpzq ` Ψpwqq

`
ÿ

j‰1,2

2s
p3q
1j

N3{2 ppmscpzq2 `mscpwq2qGj2pzqG12pwq `mscpzqmscpwqG12pzqGj2pwqq

“OăpN´1{2ΨpzqΨpwqpΨpzq ` Ψpwqq (6.5)

with the last line following from the isotropic local law (2.9).
Using the estimates on the second line of (6.4) and (2.31) we find,

ÿ

j‰1,2

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErpB1jeaqpB1jpGj2pzqG21pwqqqs “ Oăp|λΦ|N´1{2ΨpzqΨpwqq. (6.6)

Using (2.32) we find,

ÿ

j‰1,2

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErpB21jeaqpGj2pzqG21pwqqs “ OăpN´1{2|λΦ|ΨpzqΨpwqq (6.7)

using the isotropic local law (2.9). This completes the estimation of the sum on the second
line of (6.2) and the proof.

We now estimate terms appearing on the RHS of the expansion (6.1).
{prop:g12g21-seco

Proposition 6.2. We have the estimates,

1

N
|ErB11peaG12pzqG21pwqqs| ă p1 ` |λ|qN´1ΨpzqΨpwq, (6.8) {eqn:g12g21-secon{eqn:g12g21-secon

and

s12

N
ErB21peaG22pzqG21pwqqs “ ´s12mscpzqmscpwq2

N
` OăpN´2pη´1 ` y´1qq

`Oăp|λΦ|N´1Ψpwqq ` |λ|N´1OăpΦ2p1 ` |λ|qΨpzq ` mintN´1y´1 `N´1η´1,Φ2uq (6.9) {eqn:g12g21-secon{eqn:g12g21-secon
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and for j ‰ 1, 2,

|ErGj2pzqG21pwqB1jeas| ă |λ|Ψ1pzqΨ1pwqΦmintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwq,Φu. (6.10) {eqn:g12g21-secon{eqn:g12g21-secon

Finally,
ÿ

j‰1,2

s1j

N
EreaBj1pGj2pzqG21pwqqs “ ´mscpzqEreaG12pzqG21pwqs

´
ÿ

j‰2

s1j

N
mscpwqEreaGj2pzqG2jpwqs ` Oăppη ` yq´1N´2py´1 ` η´1qq

` |λ|
Npη ` yqOăpΦ2p1 ` |λ|qpΨpzq ` Ψpwqq ` mintN´1py´1 ` η´1q,Φ2uq (6.11) {eqn:g12g21-secon{eqn:g12g21-secon

Proof. The estimate (6.8) follows easily from (2.36) and (2.10). For the estimate (6.9), the
term where the derivative hits ea contributes Oăp|λΦ|N´1Ψpwqq by (2.31). The term where
the derivative hits G22pzq contributes OăpN´1ΨpzqΨpwqq. Finally,

s12

N
EreaG22pzqB21pG21pwqqs “ ´s12

N
EreaG22pzqG11pwqG22pwqs ` OăpN´1Ψpwq2q

“ ´ s12mscpzqmscpwq2
N

` OăpN´2pη´1 ` y´1qq

`N´1|λ|OăpΦ2p1 ` |λ|qpΨpzq ` Ψpwqq ` mintN´1y´1 `N´1η´1,Φ2uq (6.12)

The second estimate follows from Proposition 5.13 after linearizing each of the Gii around
msc.

Turning now to (6.10) we have by the equality in (2.31),

ErGj2pzqG21pwqBj1eas “ ´2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBuEreaGj2pzqG21pwqG1jpuqsdudū. (6.13)

From Proposition 3.2 we have,

|EreaGj2pzqG21pwqG1jpuqs| ĺ Ψ1pzqΨ1pwqΨ1puqmintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwq,Ψ1puqu (6.14)

and so (6.10) follows, using (2.26).
Turning now to (6.11) we have by direct computation,

ÿ

j‰1,2

s1j

N
EreaBj1pGj2pzqG21pwqqs “ ´mscpzqEreaG12pzqG21pwqs ` OăpN´1ΨpwqΨpzqq

´
ÿ

j‰2

s1j

N
mscpwqEreaGj2pzqG2jpwqs ´

ÿ

j‰1,2

s1j

N
EreaG12pzqG21pwqpGjjpzq ´mscpzqqs

´
ÿ

j‰1,2

s1j

N
EreaGj2pzqG2jpwqpG11pwq ´mscpwqqs

´
ÿ

j‰1,2

s1j

N
EreapG1jpzqGj2pzqG21pwq `Gj2pzqG21pwqGj1pwqqs (6.15) {eqn:g12g21-secon{eqn:g12g21-secon

The claimed estimates now follow from Corollary 5.14 applied to the term on the third line
and second term on the second line of (6.15), and Proposition 3.2 applied to the terms on the
last line.

Lemma 6.1 and Proposition 6.2 easily imply the following and so the proof is omitted.
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{cor:g12g21-self
Corollary 6.3. We have that,

zEreaG12pzqG21pwqs “ ´mscpzqEreaG12pzqG21pwqs ´
ÿ

j‰2

s1j

N
EreaGj2pzqGj2pwqs

´s12mscpzqmscpwq2
N

` OăppNyq´1pNηq´1q

` |λ|
Npy ` ηqOăpΦ2p1 ` |λ|qpΨpzq ` Ψpwqq ` mintN´1py´1 ` η´1q,Φ2uq

`Oăp|λ|Ψ1pzqΨ1pwqΦmintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwq,Φuq (6.16)

We define now,
vj :“ EreaGj2pzqG2jpwqs1tj‰2u. (6.17)

Recall the definition of A in Lemma 2.8 and let B be the matrix Bij “ Sij

N
1ti“2u. Corollary

6.3 implies that we have the equation,

p1 ´mscpzqmscpwqpA ´Bqqv “ mscpzqmscpwqN´1ee˚v `X ` ε (6.18) {eqn:g12g21-self-{eqn:g12g21-self-

where Xj :“ sj21tj‰2u
mscpzq2mscpwq2

N
and the vector ε obeys,

}ε}8 ăpNyq´1pNηq´1q
`N´1py ` ηq´1p|λ|rpΦ2p1 ` |λ|qpΨpzq ` Ψpwqq ` mintN´1py´1 ` η´1q,Φ2uq
`p|λ|Ψ1pzqΨ1pwqΦmintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwq,Φuq (6.19)

We now compute the inner product on the RHS of (6.18).
{lem:g12g21-dif

Lemma 6.4. We have,

N´1ee˚v “ Ereas
ˆ
mscpzq ´mscpwq

Npz ´ wq ´ mscpzqmscpwq
N

˙
`N´1py ` ηq´1OăpN´1py´1 ` η´1qq

`N´1py ` ηq´1Oăp|λ|rpΦ2p1 ` |λ|qpΨpzq ` Ψpwqq ` mintN´1py´1 ` η´1q,Φ2usq (6.20)

Proof. We write,

N´1ee˚v “ 1

N

ÿ

j

EreaGj2pzqG2jpwqs ´ 1

N
EreaG22pzqG22pwqs. (6.21)

For the second term we write,

1

N
EreaG22pzqG22pwqs “ mscpzqmscpwq

N
Ereas

`N´1OăpN´1py´1 ` η´1q ` |λ|rΦ2p1 ` |λ|qpΨpzq ` Ψpwqq ` mintN´1py´1 ` η´1q,Φ2usq
(6.22)

using Proposition 5.13. For the first term we write,

1

N

ÿ

j

EreaGj2pzqG2jpwqs “ mscpzq ´mscpwq
Npz ´ wq Ereas

` 1

Npz ´ wqEreapG22pzq ´mscpzq `mscpwq ´G22pwqqs. (6.23)
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We now claim that,
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1

Npz ´ wqEreapG22pzq ´mscpzq `mscpwq ´G22pwqqs
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ă
1

Npy ` ηq
`
N´1py´1 ` η´1q ` |λ|rΦ2p1 ` |λ|qpΨpzq ` Ψpwqq ` mintN´1py´1 ` η´1q,Φ2us

˘

(6.24) {eqn:g12g21-dif-1{eqn:g12g21-dif-1

which will complete the proof. In order to prove (6.24), WLOG assume η ą y. If |z´w| ą η{2
then we can estimate the prefactor |Npz ´ wq|´1 ă pNηq´1 and the expectation in (6.24)
directly by Proposition 5.13, yielding the claim. Otherwise, assume that |z ´w| ă η{2. Then
y — η and Ψpzq — Ψpwq. We then write,

1

Npz ´ wqEreapG22pzq ´mscpzq `mscpwq ´G22pwqqs

“N´1

ż 1

0

BsEreapG22pw ` spz ´ wqq ´mscpw ` spz ´ wqqqsds. (6.25)

We conclude (6.24) by estimating the integrand using Proposition 5.13 and the Cauchy Inte-
gral formula.

Now for every k let us define the vector

v
pkq
j :“ EreaGjkpzqGkjpwqs1tj‰ku. (6.26)

Define M “ mscpzqmscpwq as well as,

F :“ M
mscpzq ´mscpwq

Npz ´ wq ´ M2

N
. (6.27)

Define the matrix Bpkq by B
pkq
ab “ sab

N
1ta“ku and the vector,

Y
pkq
j :“ sjk

N
M21tj‰ku (6.28)

We have the following equation for the v
pkq
j .

Corollary 6.5. We have that,

v
pkq
j “ Ereas

ÿ

i

p1 ´mscpzqmscpwqpA ´Bpkqqq´1
ji

!
Y

pkq
i ` F

)

`OăppNyq´1pNηq´1q

` |λ|
Npy ` ηqOăpΦ2p1 ` |λ|qpΨpzq ` Ψpwqq ` mintN´1py´1 ` η´1q,Φ2uq

`Oăp|λ|Ψ1pzqΨ1pwqΦmintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwq,Φuq (6.29) {eqn:g12g21-self-{eqn:g12g21-self-

Proof. This follows by replacing the index 2 by k in (6.18) and Lemma 6.4, after noticing
that Lemma B.1 applies to bound the matrix elements of p1 ´MpA ´Bpkqqq´1.

For future use, we now compute the deterministic term that arises when we apply (6.29)

to compute
ř

ij
sij
N
v

piq
j .
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Lemma 6.6. We have that,

1

N

ÿ

ij

sijrp1 ´MpA ´Bpiqqq´1pY piq ` eF qsj “ ´MtrS `MtrpSp1 ´MSq´1q

`OăpN´1py ` ηq´1q (6.30) {eqn:g12g21-deter{eqn:g12g21-deter

Proof. We first show that we can remove the operator Bpiq up to a negligible error. We have,
ÿ

j

sijrp1 ´MpA ´Bpiqq´1pY piq ` eF qsj ´
ÿ

j

sijrp1 ´MAq´1pY piq ` eF qsj

“
´

p1 ´MpA ´Bpiqqq´1spiq
¯

¨
´
Bpiqp1 ´MAq´1pY piq ` eF q

¯
(6.31)

where spiq is the vector with entries sij. Now, since p1´MpA´Bpiqqq´1 and p1´MAq´1 are
bounded on ℓ8, the entries of the vector p1 ´MpA´Bpiqqq´1spiq are bounded by a constant,
and the entries p1 ´MAq´1pY piq ` eF q are OpN´1pη ` yq´1q (see (2.18)), and so

ˇ̌
ˇ
´

p1 ´MpA ´Bpiqqq´1spiq
¯

¨
´
Bpiqp1 ´MAq´1pY piq ` eF q

¯ˇ̌
ˇ

ă
1

Npy ` ηq
ÿ

ab

|Bpiq
ab | ă

1

N2py ` ηq
ÿ

ab

1ta“iu ă
1

Npy ` ηq . (6.32)

Therefore, up to an error of OăpN´1py ` ηq´1q it suffices to compute,

1

N

ÿ

ij

sijrp1 ´MAq´1pY piq ` eF qsj . (6.33)

The difference between the vector Y piq and the vector M2spiqN´1 is the vector with a single
non-zero entry 1tj“iuM

2sii{N . Therefore,
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N

ÿ

ij

sijrp1 ´MAq´1pY piq ´M2spiqN´1qsj

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ă
1

N2

ÿ

ijk

|p1 ´MAq´1
jk |1tk“iu “ 1

N2

ÿ

j,k

|p1 ´MAq´1
jk | ă

1

N
(6.34)

with the last estimate following from the fact that p1 ´ MAq´1 is bounded from ℓ8 to ℓ8.
We have therefore reduced the proof to computing,

1

N

ÿ

ij

sijp1 ´MAq´1
jk sikM

2N´1 ` 1

N

ÿ

ij

sijpp1 ´MAq´1eF qj (6.35) {eqn:deterministi{eqn:deterministi

Since p1 ´MAq´1e “ e by the definition of A we have,

1

N

ÿ

ij

sijpp1´MAq´1eF qj “ F

N

ÿ

ij

sij “ M
mscpzq ´mscpwq

z ´ w
´M2 “ M

M

1 ´M
´M2 (6.36) {eqn:deterministi{eqn:deterministi

with the last equality using the identity (2.19). For the other term in (6.35) we have,

1

N

ÿ

ij

sijp1 ´MAq´1
jk sikM

2N´1 “ M2trpSp1 ´MAq´1Sq. (6.37)
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On the other hand via the Sherman Morrison formula,

1

1 ´MS
“ 1

1 ´MA
`MN´1 ee˚

1 ´mscpzqmscpwq (6.38)

so

trpSp1 ´MAq´1M2Sq “ trpSp1 ´MSq´1M2Sq ´M3 1

1 ´M

“ ´MtrS `MtrpSp1 ´MSq´1q ´M3{p1 ´Mq (6.39)

Therefore, using the above and (6.36) we find that the expression in (6.35) equals,

1

N

ÿ

ij

sijp1 ´MAq´1
jk sikM

2N´1 ` 1

N

ÿ

ij

sijpp1 ´MAq´1eF qj

“ ´MtrS `MtrpSp1 ´MSq´1q ´M3{p1 ´Mq `M
M

1 ´M
´M2

“ ´MtrS `MtrpSp1 ´MSq´1q (6.40)

which yields the claim.
{cor:gij-main-est

Corollary 6.7. For |λΦ| ĺ 1 we have,

1

N

ÿ

i‰j

sijEreaGijpzqGjipwqs “ Ereas
`
´MtrS `MtrpSp1 ´MSq´1q

˘

`OăppNyq´1pηq´1q

` |λ|
y ` η

OăpΦ2p1 ` |λ|qpΨpzq ` Ψpwqq ` mintN´1py´1 ` η´1q,Φ2uq

`NOăp|λ|Ψ1pzqΨ1pwqΦmintΨ1pzq,Ψ1pwq,Φuq (6.41)

Proof. We have,

1

N

ÿ

i‰j

sijEreaGijpzqGjipwqs “ 1

N

ÿ

i‰j

sijv
piq
j “ 1

N

ÿ

i,j

sijv
piq
j . (6.42)

We then apply (6.29) and (6.30).

7 Estimates for G11G22
{sec:g11g22}

Let ba P C for 1 ĺ a ĺ N satisfy |ba| ĺ C some fixed C ą 0 and define,

Xi :“
ÿ

a‰i

ba

N
pGaapwq ´mscpwqq “ OăppNyq´1q (7.1) {eqn:Xi-est}{eqn:Xi-est}

where the estimate follows by fluctuation averaging (2.7), where we denote w “ x ˘ iy, with
y ą 0. In this section we are going to find a good estimate for the quantity EreaGiipzqXis. We
again denote z “ E ˘ iη with η ą 0. We will assume throughout this section that z, w P Ωa.
The following performs a cumulant expansion for this quantity.
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{lem:giigjj-fourt
Lemma 7.1. For any j and k ľ 0,

Bkj1X1 “ OăpΨpwq2 ` 1tk“0upNyq´1q (7.2) {eqn:giigjj-fourt{eqn:giigjj-fourt

For |λΦ| ĺ 1 we have,

N´2B311pG11pzqeaX1q “ Oăpp1 ` |λ|q3N´2pNyq´1q (7.3) {eqn:giigjj-fourt{eqn:giigjj-fourt

and for j ‰ 1,
N´2|B3j1peaGj1pzqX1q| ă N´2p1 ` |λ|qpNyq´1q. (7.4) {eqn:giigjj-fourt{eqn:giigjj-fourt

For any δ ą 0, the above estimates also hold with an additional N δ factor on the RHS for
any ε-regular matrix, if ε ą 0 is sufficiently small depending on δ ą 0.

We have for |λΦ| ĺ 1,

zEreaG11pzqX1s ` EreaX1s “
ÿ

j

s1j

N
ErBj1pGj1pzqeaX1qs `

ÿ

j

s
p3q
1j

2N3{2ErB2j1pGj1pzqeaX1qs

` OăpN´1p1 ` |λ|qpNyq´1q (7.5) {eqn:giigjj-fourt{eqn:giigjj-fourt

Proof. The estimate (7.2) follows from direct computation and (2.10). For (7.3), if all deriva-
tives hit ea, we can estimate this by p1 ` |λ|q3N´2pNyq´1 using (7.1) and (2.36). Otherwise
using (7.2) or (7.1) we find an estimate of Oăpp1 ` |λ|q2N´2pNyq´1q, completing the proof
of (7.3). For (7.4) we find an estimate of Oăpp1 ` |λ|qN´2ΨpzqpNyq´1q if no derivatives hit
G1j using (2.36), (7.1) and (2.10). Otherwise, if a derivative hits G1j we find an estimate of
OăpN´2p1 ` |λ|qpNyq´1q. The statement about ε-regular matrices is clear. The expansion
(7.5) now follows from applying the cumulant expansion Lemma 2.6, similar to, e.g., Lemma
3.5.

The following lemma takes care of the third order terms in the cumulant expansion above.
{lem:giigjj-third

Lemma 7.2. Assume |λΦ| ĺ 1. We have,

N´3{2|ErB211peaG11pzqX1qs| ă N´3{2p1 ` |λ|q2pNyq´1 (7.6) {eqn:giigjj-third{eqn:giigjj-third

and
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErG1jpzqX1B2j1eas “ Oăp|λΦ|N´1{2ΨpzqpNyq´1q (7.7) {eqn:giigjj-third{eqn:giigjj-third

and
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErpBj1eaqBj1pGj1X1qs “ OăpΨpzqpNyq´1N´1{2|λ|Φq (7.8) {eqn:giigjj-third{eqn:giigjj-third

and
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreaB2j1pGj1X1qs “ OăpN´1{2pNyq´1Ψpzqq (7.9) {eqn:giigjj-third{eqn:giigjj-third
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Proof. The estimate (7.6) is straightforward from (7.2) and (2.36). The estimate (7.7) follows
from the fact that B21jea “ iλcf `Oăp|λΦ|q (see (2.32)), the isotropic local law (2.9) and (7.1).

For (7.8), the term where Bj1 hits X1 is easily bounded by OăpN´1{2|λΦ|ΨpzqpNyq´1q using
(7.2) and (2.31). For the other term we have since Bj1Gj1pzq “ ´mscpzq2 ` OăpΨpzqq,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErpB1jeaqpBj1Gj1pzqqX1s “ ´mscpzq2
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErX1pBj1eaqs

`OăpΨpzqpNyq´1N´1{2|λ|Φq “ OăpΨpzqpNyq´1N´1{2|λ|Φq (7.10)

with the second estimate following from the isotropic local law (2.9) applied to the equality in
(2.31). This completes (7.8). For (7.9), since B21jX1 “ OăppNyq´1q and B2j1G1j “ OăpΨpzqq
and Bj1G1j “ ´mscpzq2 ` OăpΨpzqq we have,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreaB2j1pGj1X1qs “ ´2mscpzq2
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreapBj1X1qs ` OăpN´1{2pNyq´1Ψpzqq.

(7.11) {eqn:giigjj-third{eqn:giigjj-third

Then,

´
ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2 Bj1X1 “ 2
ÿ

j‰1

ÿ

a‰1

bas
p3q
1j

N5{2 GajpwqGa1pwq “ 2
ÿ

a‰1

Ga1
ba

N2

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N1{2Gaj

“2
ÿ

a‰1

Ga1
ba

N5{2 s
p3q
1amscpwq ` OăpN´1Ψpwq2q “ OăpN´1Ψpwq2q. (7.12) {eqn:giigjj-third{eqn:giigjj-third

Here, the third equality follows from the isotropic law (2.9). This completes the proof of
(7.9).

We now compute the second order terms on the RHS of (7.5).
{lem:giigjj-secon

Lemma 7.3. Assume that there is a c ą 0 so that |λΦ| ĺ N´c. Then we have

N´1|ErB11peaG11pzqX1qs| ă N´1p1 ` |λ|qpNyq´1 (7.13) {eqn:giigjj-secon{eqn:giigjj-secon

and ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
ErGj1pzqX1Bj1eas “ OăpΨpzq|λΦ|pNyq´1q (7.14) {eqn:giigjj-secon{eqn:giigjj-secon

and ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
EreaGj1pzqBj1X1s “ OăppNyq´1pNηq´1q (7.15) {eqn:giigjj-secon{eqn:giigjj-secon

and ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
EreaX1Bj1Gj1s “ ´mscpzqErG11X1eas ` OăppNyq´1pNηq´1q (7.16) {eqn:giigjj-secon{eqn:giigjj-secon

Proof. The estimates (7.13) and (7.14) are straightforward. For (7.15) we write,

´
ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
EreaGj1pzqBj1X1s “ 2

ÿ

j‰1

ÿ

a‰1

s1jba

N2
EreaGj1pzqG1apwqGajpwqs

“2
ÿ

j‰1

ÿ

a‰1,j

s1jba

N2
EreaGj1pzqG1apwqGajpwqs ` OăpN´1ΨpzqΨpwqq (7.17)
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Now (7.15) follows since EreaGj1pzqG1apwqGajpwqs “ OăppNyq´1pNηq´1q for indices 1, a, j
all distinct, by Proposition 3.2.

Finally, for (7.16) we have,

ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
EreaX1Bj1Gj1pzqs “ ´mscpzq

ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
EreaX1G11pzqs

´
ÿ

j‰1

s1j

N
EreaX1G11pGjjpzq ´mscpzqqs ` OăpΨpzq2pNyq´1q (7.18)

Now the first term on the second line isOăppNηq´1pNyq´1q by fluctuation averaging (2.7).
{prop:giigaa-est

Proposition 7.4. Assume that |λΦ| ĺ N´c for some c ą 0. For any i we have,

ÿ

a

ba

N
EreapGiipzq ´mscpzqqpGaapwq ´mscpwqqs “ OăppNyq´1pNηq´1 ` |λΦ|ΨpzqpNyq´1q

(7.19)

Proof. WLOG we can assume i “ 1. Then the term in the sum with a “ 1 contributes
OăpN´1ΨpzqΨpwqq and so can be ignored. The equation (7.5) combined with Lemmas 7.2
and 7.3 imply,

pz `mscpzqqErpG11pzq ´mscpzqqX1s “ OăppNyq´1pNηq´1 ` |λΦ|ΨpzqpNyq´1q (7.20)

and so the claim follows since |z `mscpzq| — 1.

7.1 Expansion for expectation
{sec:expectation

In this section we derive an expansion for the expectation,

1

π

ż

Ωa

pBz̄ f̃pzqq
ÿ

a

ErGaapzqsdzdz̄. (7.21)

We will use the expansion (5.34), and begin by computing the second order terms on its RHS.
{lem:exp-second

Lemma 7.5. We have

ÿ

ja

sja

N
ErBjaGjapzqs “ ´Nmscpzq2 ´ 2mscpzq

ÿ

a

ErGaapzq ´mscpzqs

`mscpzq2trS ´mscpzq2trpSp1 ´mscpzq2Sq´1q ` OăpN´1η´2q. (7.22) {eqn:exp-second-1{eqn:exp-second-1

and so

ÿ

a

ErGaapzq ´mscpzqs “
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj

N2
mscpzq3m1

scpzq ´
ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

2N3{2mscpzq2m1
scpzq

´mscpzqm1
scpzqtrS `mscpzqm1

scpzqtrpSp1 ´mscpzq2Sq´1q ` Oăp|m1
scpzq|N´1η´2q. (7.23) {eqn:exp-second-2{eqn:exp-second-2
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Proof. We first have,

ÿ

ja

sja

N
ErBjaGjapzqs “ ´

ÿ

ja

sja

N
ErGaapzqGjjpzqs ´

ÿ

j‰a

sja

N
ErG2

japzqs (7.24) {eqn:exp-second-1{eqn:exp-second-1

We then write,

ÿ

ja

sja

N
ErGaaGjjpzqs “ Nmscpzq2 ` 2msc

ÿ

a

ErGaapzq ´mscpzqs

`
ÿ

ja

sja

N
ErpGaapzq ´mscpzqqpGjjpzq ´mscpzqqs (7.25)

Now by Proposition 7.4 the second line is OăpN´1η´2q. By Corollary 6.7 we see that

ÿ

j‰a

sja

N
ErG2

japzqs “ ´mscpzq2trS `mscpzq2trpSp1 ´mscpzq2Sq´1q ` OăpN´1η´2q. (7.26)

This completes the proof of (7.22). The equation (7.23) follows from substituting the result

of (7.22) into (5.34) and using that m1
scpzq “ ´ mscpzq

2mscpzq`z
.

{lem:exp-determ
Lemma 7.6. Define,

Epzq :“
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj

N2
mscpzq3m1

scpzq ´
ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

2N3{2mscpzq2m1
scpzq

´mscpzqm1
scpzqtrS `mscpzqm1

scpzqtrpSp1 ´mscpzq2Sq´1q (7.27) {eqn:exp-determ-0{eqn:exp-determ-0

We have,
ż

Ωa

pBz̄ f̃pzqqEpzqdzdz̄ “
ż

C

pBz̄ f̃pzqqEpzqdzdz̄ ` OăpN a´1}f2}1,wq (7.28) {eqn:exp-determ-1{eqn:exp-determ-1

and

1

π

ż

C

pBz̄ f̃pzqqEpzqdzdz̄ “ fp2q ` fp´2q
4

`
˜
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj

N2

¸
1

2π

ż 2

´2

fpxqx
4 ´ 4x2 ` 2?

4 ´ x2
dx

`trpSq 1

2π

ż 2

´2

fpxq 2 ´ x2?
4 ´ x2

dx`
˜
ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

N3{2

¸
1

8π

ż 2

´2

fpxqx
3 ´ x2 ´ 2x ` 4?

4 ´ x2
dx

` 1

π

ż 2

´2

fpxq?
4 ´ x2

`
Rermscpx ` i0q2trpSp1 ´mscpx ` i0q2Sq´1qs

˘
dx “: ESpfq. (7.29) {eqn:exp-determ-2{eqn:exp-determ-2

Furthermore, ˇ̌
Rermscpx` i0q2trpSp1 ´mscpx ` i0q2Sq´1qs

ˇ̌
À 1 (7.30) {eqn:exp-determ-4{eqn:exp-determ-4

for x P p´2, 2q.

Proof. By the Sherman-Morrison formula we have that,

trpSp1 ´m2
scpzqSq´1q “ trpSp1 ´m2

scpzqAq´1q ` mscpzq2
1 ´mscpzq2 , (7.31) {eqn:sherm-1}{eqn:sherm-1}
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with A defined as in Lemma 2.8. By Lemma B.1 the first term on the RHS is bounded. Since
|mscpzq| ĺ 1 ´ c|Imrzs| for some c ą 0 we have that,

|Epzq| À |m1
scpzq|

|Imrzs| . (7.32)

From this, the estimate |m1
scpzq| À |4´Rerzs2|´1{2, and the explicit form of Bz̄ f̃pzq (see (2.6)),

the estimate (7.28) follows.
We now turn to the computation of the LHS of (7.29). By [26, (4.69)] we have,

1

π

ż

C

pBz̄ f̃pzqq
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj

N2
mscpzq3m1

scpzqdzdz̄ “
˜
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj

N2

¸
1

2π

ż 2

´2

fpxqx
4 ´ 4x2 ` 2?

4 ´ x2
dx (7.33)

and by [26, (4.68)]

1

π

ż

C

pBz̄ f̃pzqqp´mscpzqm1
scpzqtrSqdzdz̄ “ trpSq 1

2π

ż 2

´2

fpxq 2 ´ x2?
4 ´ x2

dx (7.34)

and then by similar arguments as to the proof the above equalities,
˜

´
ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

2N3{2

¸
1

π

ż

C

pBz̄ f̃pzqqmscpzq2m1
scpzqdzdz̄

“
˜
ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

N3{2

¸
1

8π

ż 2

´2

fpxqx
3 ´ x2 ´ 2x` 4?

4 ´ x2
dx. (7.35)

We have only left to compute the contribution of the trpSp1´mscpzq2Sq´1q term of Epzq. We
write,

mscpzqm1
scpzqtrpSp1 ´mscpzq2Sq´1q “ mscpzqm1

scpzq
ˆ
trpAp1 ´mscpzq2Aq´1q ` 1

1 ´mscpzq2
˙
.

(7.36)

By [26, (4.70)],

1

π

ż

C

pBz̄ f̃pzqqmscpzqm1
scpzq

1 ´mscpzq2 dzdz̄ “ ´ 1

2π

ż 2

´2

fpxq?
4 ´ x2

dx` fp2q ´ fp´2q
4

. (7.37)

By Green’s theorem (2.28),

1

π

ż

C

pBz̄ f̃pzqqmscpzqm1
scpzqtrpAp1 ´mscpzq2Aq´1qdzdz̄

“ 1

π

ż 2

´2

fpxq?
4 ´ x2

Re
“
mscpx` i0q2trpAp1 ´mscpx ` i0q2Aq´1q

‰
dx. (7.38)

Therefore,

1

π

ż

C

pBz̄ f̃pzqqmscpzqm1
scpzqtrpSp1 ´mscpzq2Sq´1qdzdz̄

“fp2q ´ fp´2q
4

` 1

π

ż 2

´2

fpxq?
4 ´ x2

ˆ
Rermscpx` i0q2trpAp1 ´mscpx ` i0q2Aq´1qs ´ 1

2

˙
dx

“fp2q ´ fp´2q
4

` 1

π

ż 2

´2

fpxq?
4 ´ x2

`
Rermscpx` i0q2trpSp1 ´mscpx` i0q2Sq´1qs

˘
dx. (7.39)
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The second equality follows from,

mscpzq2trpSp1 ´mscpzq2Sq´1q “ mscpzq2trpAp1 ´mscpzq2Aq´1q ` mscpzq2
1 ´mscpzq2 (7.40) {eqn:sherm-3}{eqn:sherm-3}

and m1
scpzq “ mscpzq2

1´mscpzq2 and Rerm1
scpx ` i0qs “ ´1

2
. This completes the proof of (7.29). By

taking the real part on both sides of (7.40) we conclude the estimate (7.30).

{prop:exp-correct

Proposition 7.7. We have that,

ErtrfpHqs “ N

ż
fpxqρscpxqdx` ESpfq ` OăpN a´1}f2}1,wq (7.41) {eqn:exp-correcti{eqn:exp-correcti

Proof. From (7.28), (7.29) and (2.22) it suffices to show that

ż

Ωa

pBz̄ f̃pzqqpNErmN pzq ´mscpzqs ´ Epzqqdzdz̄ “ OăpN´1}f2}1,wq. (7.42) {eqn:exp-1a}{eqn:exp-1a}

From (7.23) we have that,

|NErmN pzq ´mscpzqs ´Epzq| ă
1

Nη2
a
η ` |4 ´ E2|

. (7.43)

It is then straightforward to modify the proof of (2.26) to derive (7.42).

8 Characteristic function
{sec:char}

In this section we complete our expansion for the characteristic function,

Ereas “ E

«

exp

˜

iλ

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqp
ÿ

a

Gaapuq ´ ErGaapuqsqdudū
¸ff

. (8.1)

Throughout this section we will assume that |λΦ| ĺ N´c for some c ą 0. We will apply
Stein’s method which involves showing that,

d

dλ
Ereapλqs « ´λV pfqEreapλqs (8.2)

for a certain function V pfq to be computed later. Differentiating Ereapλqs we see that we need
to investigate the quantity,

ÿ

a

EreapGaapzq ´ ErGaapzqsqs. (8.3)

In order to compute this quantity, we will apply the expansion (5.33), on which the above
appears on the LHS. In order to use (5.33), we must compute the first term on its RHS. We
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write this term as,

ÿ

ja

saj

N
pErBjapeaGjaqs ´ EreasErBjaGjasq

“ ´ iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBw̄f̃pwqqBw
ÿ

ja

saj

N
p2 ´ δjaqEreaGajpzqGjapwqsdwdw̄

´
ÿ

ja

saj

N
EreapGaapzqGjjpzq ´ ErGaapzqGjjpzqsqs

´
ÿ

j‰a

saj

N
EreapGajpzq2 ´ ErGajpzq2sqs (8.4) {eqn:char-second-{eqn:char-second-

and begin computing the various terms on the RHS of the above. The terms on the last two
lines are computed in the following. We will assume that z “ E ˘ iη with η ą 0 and that
z P Ωa.

{lem:char-second-
Lemma 8.1. We have,

ÿ

ja

saj

N
EreapGaapzqGjjpzq ´ ErGaapzqGjjpzqsqs “ 2mscpzq

ÿ

a

EreapGaapzq ´ ErGaapzqsqs

` OăpN´1η´2 ` |λ|ΦΨpzqη´1q (8.5) {eqn:char-second-{eqn:char-second-

and
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ÿ

j‰a

saj

N
EreapGajpzq2 ´ ErGajpzq2sqs

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ă N´1η´2

`pηq´1|λ|rpΦ2p1 ` |λ|qΨpzq ` mintN´1η´1,Φ2us `N |λ|Ψ1pzq2ΦmintΨ1pzq,Φu (8.6) {eqn:char-second-{eqn:char-second-

Proof. The estimate (8.6) follows immediately from Corollary 6.7. We can write the LHS of
(8.5) as,

ÿ

ja

saj

N
EreapGaapzqGjjpzq ´ ErGaapzqGjjpzqsqs

“2
ÿ

ja

saj

N
ErGjjpzqsEreapGaapzq ´ ErGaapzq qs

`
ÿ

ja

saj

N
EreapGaapzq ´ ErGaapzqsqpGjjpzq ´ ErGjjpzqsqs

´
ÿ

ja

saj

N
EreasErpGaapzq ´ ErGaapzqqpGjjpzq ´ ErGjjpzqsqs (8.7) {eqn:char-second-{eqn:char-second-

Due to Proposition 5.13 and (2.7) we have,

2
ÿ

ja

saj

N
ErGjjsEreapGaapzq ´ ErGaapzq qs

“2mscpzq
ÿ

a

EreapGaapzq ´ ErGaapzqsqs ` OăpN´1η´2q (8.8)
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We now turn to the term on the second last line of (8.7). We have,

ÿ

ja

saj

N
EreapGaapzq ´ ErGaapzqsqpGjjpzq ´ ErGjjpzqsqs

“
ÿ

ja

saj

N
EreapGaapzq ´mscpzqqpGjjpzq ´mscpzqqs

´2
ÿ

ja

saj

N
EreapGaapzq ´mscpzqqsErGjjpzq ´mscpzqs

`
ÿ

ja

Ereassaj
N

ErGaa ´mscpzqsErGjj ´mscpzqs (8.9) {eqn:char-second-{eqn:char-second-

By Proposition 7.4, the term on the second line is OăpN´1η´2`|λ|ΦΨpzqη´1q. By Proposition
5.13 and (2.7), the terms on the third and fourth lines are OăpN´1η´2q. Therefore,
ÿ

ja

saj

N
EreapGaapzq ´ErGaapzqsqpGjjpzq ´ErGjjpzqsqs “ OăpN´1η´2 ` |λ|ΦΨpzqη´1q. (8.10)

By almost the same argument, the same estimate (with λ “ 0) holds for the term on the
fourth line of (8.7). This completes the proof of (8.5).

Recall the notation M :“ mscpzqmscpwq. The following lemma computes the first term on
the RHS of (8.4).

{lem:char-second-
Lemma 8.2. We have,

iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBw̄ f̃pwqqBw
ÿ

j‰a

saj

N
EreaGajpzqGjapwqsdwdw̄

“Ereas iλ
π

ż

Ωa

pBw̄f̃pwqqBw
`
´MtrS `MtrpSp1 ´MSq´1q

˘
dwdw̄ ` |λ|Oăpη´1Φ2p1 ` |λ|qq

(8.11) {eqn:char-var-1{eqn:char-var-1

and

iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBw̄ f̃pwqqBw
ÿ

a

saa

N
EreaGaapzqGaapwqsdwdw̄

“Ereas iλ
π

ż

Ωa

pBw̄ f̃pwqqBwMtrSdwdw̄ ` Oăpη´1Φ2|λ|q. (8.12) {eqn:char-var-2{eqn:char-var-2

Proof. The estimate (8.11) is an immediate application of Corollary 6.7, and using (2.26) to
integrate the error terms in w. The estimate (8.12) follows from,

ÿ

a

saa

N
GaapzqGaapwq “ mscpzqmscpwqtrpSq ` OăpN´1y´1 `N´1η´1q (8.13)

which follows from (2.10) and (2.7).
In the following we summarize our expansion for the characteristic function. In prepara-

tion, define

s̃4 :“
ÿ

a‰j

s
p4q
aj

N2
, s̃3 :“

ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

N
(8.14)
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and

ak,a :“
1

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBupmscpuqkqdudū. (8.15) {eqn:ak-def}{eqn:ak-def}

{prop:char-stein-
Proposition 8.3. We have,

pz ` 2mscpzqq
ÿ

a

EreapGaapzq ´ ErGaapzqsqs

“Ereas iλ
π

ż

Ωa

pBw̄ f̃pwqqBwp´2MtrpSp1 ´MSq´1 `MtrSqdwdw̄

`Ereas
"

´ s̃4iλa2,amscpzq2 ` s̃3iλ

2N1{2mscpzq
“
2mscpzqa1,a ` iλa21,a ` a2,a

‰*

`Oă

`
N´1p1 ` |λ|q3 `N´1η´2 ` |λΦΨpzq|η´1 ` |λ|η´1Φ2p1 ` |λ|q

˘
(8.16) {eqn:good-Gaa-equ{eqn:good-Gaa-equ

Therefore,

d

dλ
Ereapλqs “ ´λVapfqEreapλqs ` iλ2BapfqEreapλqs

`Oăpp1 ` |λ|q3N´1 ` Φ2
wp1 ` |λ|q2q (8.17) {eqn:stein-1}{eqn:stein-1}

where,

Vapfq :“ 1

π2

ż

Ω2
a

pBz̄ f̃pzqqpBw̄ f̃pwqqBw
`
m1

scpzqmscpwqp2trpSp1 ´MSq´1q ´ trSq
˘
dwdw̄dzdz̄

` 1

2
s̃4a

2
2,a ´ s̃3

N1{2 a2,aa1,a (8.18) {eqn:Va-def}{eqn:Va-def}

and

Bapfq :“ s̃3

2N1{2 pa1,aq3. (8.19)

Proof. The equation (8.16) follows from (5.33), (8.4) (which expands the first term on the
RHS of (5.33)) and Lemmas 8.1 and 8.2 (which compute the terms on the RHS of (8.4)). The
equation (8.17) then follows from using (8.16) to solve for the expression

ř
a EreapGaapzq ´

ErGaapzqsqs in the equality,

d

dλ
Ereapλqs “ i

π

ż

Ωa

pBz̄ f̃pzqq
ÿ

a

EreapGaapzq ´ ErGaapzqsqsdzdz̄, (8.20)

and using a slight modification of Lemma 2.10 to integrate the error term (i.e., we use the
estimate |z`2mscpzq|´1 ĺ C{

a
|E ´ 2| ` η and arrive at errors with }f2}1,w instead of }f2}1).

8.1 Computation of deterministic coefficients

8.1.1 Chebyshev polynomials
{sec:cheby-1}

We recall now the Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind Tnpxq and coefficients tnpfq as
defined in Definition 1.3. We note the the orthogonality relation,

ż 2

´2

TnpxqTnpxq dx?
4 ´ x2

“

$
’&

’%

0, if n ‰ m

π, if n “ m “ 0
π
2
, if n “ m ‰ 0

, (8.21)

57



so that we have the expansion,

f “ T0pxqt0pfq
2

`
ÿ

nľ1

Tnpxqtnpfq. (8.22)

as Tnpxq is a complete orthogonal family of L2pp´2, 2q, dx?
4´x2

q. We have for x P p´2, 2q,

Tnpxq “ p´1qn
2

pmscpx` i0qn `mscpx´ i0qnq “ p´1qnRe rmscpx ` i0qns (8.23) {eqn:Chebyshev-ex{eqn:Chebyshev-ex

which is easily derived from (1.12). In particular,

tnpfq “ 2p´1qn
π

ż 2

´2

fpxqRermscpx ` i0qns dx?
4 ´ x2

. (8.24) {eqn:tn-msc}{eqn:tn-msc}

8.1.2 Easy coefficients
{sec:easy}

In this section we compute the coefficients ak,a defined in (8.15) in terms of the tnpfq.
{lem:easy}

Lemma 8.4. For each k ľ 1,

ak,a “ 1

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBupmk
scpuqqdudū “ 1

π

ż

C

pBūf̃puqqBupmk
scpuqqdudū` OăppN a´1q3{2}f2}1q

(8.25) {eqn:easy-coeff-1{eqn:easy-coeff-1

and for k ľ 1,
1

π

ż

C

pBūf̃puqqBupmk
scpuqqdudū “ p´1qk k

2
tkpfq. (8.26) {eqn:easy-coeff-2{eqn:easy-coeff-2

Proof. The first equality in (8.25) is by definition. The estimate in (8.25) follows from the
fact that |Bzmscpzq| À |Imrzs|´1{2 and direct computation.

For (8.26) we first note that Green’s theorem (2.28) implies that,

ż

C

pBūf̃puqq mscpuqk
2mscpuq ` u

dudū “
ż

R

fpxqIm
„

mscpx ` i0qk
x` 2mscpx` i0q


dx. (8.27)

The equality (8.26) follows from this, as well as the identities, Bupmscpuqkq “ ´kmscpuqk{pu`
2mscpuqq and

Im

„
mscpx ` i0qk

x` 2mscpx` i0q


“ ´Rermscpx ` i0qks?

4 ´ x2
, (8.28)

and (8.24).

8.1.3 Variance functional
{sec:var-function

In this section we compute the variance function Vapfq as defined in (8.18). Let us define,

F pz, wq :“ Bw
`
m1

scpzqmscpwqp2trpSp1 ´mscpzqmscpwqSq´1q ´ trSq
˘

(8.29) {eqn:var-F-def}{eqn:var-F-def}
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{lem:var-1}
Lemma 8.5. We have,

ż

Ω2
a

pBz̄ f̃qpBw̄ f̃pwqqF pz, wqdzdz̄dwdw̄

“
ż

C2

pBz̄ f̃qpBw̄ f̃pwqqF pz, wqdzdz̄dwdw̄ ` OăppN a´1p}f2}1,w ` }f 1}1,w ` }f}1,wqq2q (8.30) {eqn:var-aa1}{eqn:var-aa1}

Proof. By the Sherman Morrison formula,

trpSp1 ´MSq´1q “ trpSp1 ´MAq´1q ` mscpzqmscpwq
1 ´mscpzqmscpwq . (8.31) {eqn:sherman-1}{eqn:sherman-1}

Since }MA}ℓ2Ñℓ2 ĺ 1 ´ c for some c ą 0 we can conclude, using Lemma B.1 that

ˇ̌
Bwrm1

scpzqmscpwqtrpSp1 ´MAq´1qs
ˇ̌

À |m1
scpzqm1

scpwq|. (8.32)

Since |1 ´mscpzqmscpwq| ľ cpy ` ηq we conclude that,

|F pz, wq| À |m1
scpzqm1

scpwq|
py ` ηq2 . (8.33) {eqn:var-aa2}{eqn:var-aa2}

From this estimate we easily conclude, by direct integration,
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Ωc
a

ˆΩc
a

pBz̄ f̃pzqqpBw̄ f̃pwqpwqqF pz, wqdzdz̄dwdw̄
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ă pN a´1}f2}1,wq2. (8.34)

as well as,
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ż

Ωc
a

ˆΩa

pBz̄ f̃qpBw̄f̃pwqqF pz, wqdzdz̄dwdw̄
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ă pN a´1p}f2}1,w ` }f 1}1,w ` }f}1,wqq2, (8.35)

which yields the claim.
{prop:var-1}

Proposition 8.6. We have that,

1

π2

ż

C2

pBz̄ f̃pzqqpBw̄ f̃pwqqBwpm1
scpzqmscpwqtrpSp1 ´mscpzqmscpwqSq´1qdzdz̄dwdw̄

“1

4

8ÿ

j“1

jtjpfq2trpSjq (8.36) {eqn:determ-var-1{eqn:determ-var-1

as well as,
1

π2

ż

C2

pBz̄ f̃pzqqpBw̄ f̃pwqqm1
scpzqm1

scpwqtrS “ trS
1

4
t1pfq2 (8.37) {eqn:determ-var-2{eqn:determ-var-2

Proof. For 0 ă δ ă 1 we have |1 ´ δmscpzqmscpwq| ľ 1 ´ δ and so,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1

1 ´ δmscpzqmscpwq ´ 1

1 ´mscpzqmscpwq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ĺ 1 ´ δ

|1 ´ δmscpzqmscpwq|
1

|1 ´mscpzqmscpwq|

ĺ 1

|1 ´mscpzqmscpwq| À 1

η ` y
(8.38)
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Therefore using (8.31) and dominated convergence we find,

ż

C2

pBz̄ f̃pzqqpBw̄ f̃pwqqBwpm1
scpzqmscpwqtrpSp1 ´mscpzqmscpwqSq´1qdzdz̄dwdw̄

“ lim
δÑ1´

ż

C2

pBz̄ f̃pzqqpBw̄ f̃pwqqBwpm1
scpzqmscpwqtrpSp1 ´ δmscpzqmscpwqSq´1qdzdz̄dwdw̄.

(8.39)

Now,

Bwpm1
scpzqmscpwqtrpSp1 ´ δmscpzqmscpwqSq´1q “ Bw

8ÿ

j“0

m1
scpzqmscpwqj`1mscpzqjδjtrSj`1

“
8ÿ

j“0

pj ` 1qm1
scpzqm1

scpwqpδmscpzqmscpwqqjtrSj`1. (8.40)

The integration of summation and differentiation is justified because |mscpzq| ĺ 1 and

ˇ̌
trSj

ˇ̌
ĺ N}S}j

ℓ2Ñℓ2
ĺ N. (8.41) {eqn:trS-bd}{eqn:trS-bd}

Therefore,

1

π2

ż

C2

pBz̄ f̃pzqqpBw̄ f̃pwqqBwpm1
scpzqmscpwqtrpSp1 ´ δmscpzqmscpwqSq´1qdzdz̄dwdw̄

“
8ÿ

j“1

δj´1 jtjpfq2
4

trpSjq, (8.42)

using (8.24) as in the proof of Lemma 8.4. Again, interchanging the order of integration and
summation is justified using that |mscpzq| ĺ 1 and (8.41). Finally, by monotone convergence,

lim
δÑ1´

8ÿ

j“1

δj´1 jtjpfq2
4

trpSjq “ 1

4

8ÿ

j“1

jtjpfq2trpSjq (8.43)

which completes the proof of (8.36). The equation (8.37) follows from (8.26).
{lem:var-2}

Lemma 8.7. We have that,

Vapfq “ V1pfq ` OăpN a´1
`
}f2}1,w ` }f 1}1,w ` }f}1,w

˘
(8.44) {eqn:Va-V}{eqn:Va-V}

where V1pfq is defined in (1.14). Furthermore,

V1pfq ľ 0. (8.45) {eqn:V-pos}{eqn:V-pos}

We have also,

Bapfq “ s̃3

8N1{2 t1pfq3 ` OăpN a´3{2}f2}1q (8.46) {eqn:Ba-s}{eqn:Ba-s}
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Proof. First of all since ŝ4,1 “ s̃4 `OpN´1q and |t2pfq| À }f}1,w, we have that (8.44) follows
from Lemmas 8.4 and 8.5 and Proposition 8.6. Similarly, (8.46) follows from Lemma 8.4. It
remains to prove (8.45).

Let a “ t1pfq and b “ t2pfq for notational simplicity. We have,

V1pfq ľa2

4
trpSq ` b2

ˆ
trpS2q ` ŝ4,1

2

˙
` s̃3

2N1{2 ab

“b2
˜

1

N2

ÿ

i‰j

s2ij `
s

p4q
ij

2

¸

`a2

4
trpSq ` b2

˜
1

N2

ÿ

i

s2ii ` s
p4q
ii

2

¸

` ab
s̃3

2N1{2 (8.47) {eqn:var-nonneg-1{eqn:var-nonneg-1

We recall that the third and fourth cumulants of a centered random variable X are given by,

κ3pXq “ ErX3s, κ4pXq “ ErX4s ´ 3ErX2s2. (8.48)

The nonnegativity of the RHS of (8.47) follows from the following two inequalities. First,

1

N2

ÿ

i‰j

2s2ij ` s
p4q
ij “

ÿ

i‰j

ErH4
ijs ´ ErH2

ijs2 “
ÿ

i‰j

ErpH2
ij ´ ErH2

ijsq2s ľ 0 (8.49) {eqn:var-nonneg-3{eqn:var-nonneg-3

Second,
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ s̃3

2N1{2 ab

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

2
Cov

˜

a
ÿ

i

Hii, b
ÿ

i

H2
ii

¸ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ĺ 1

4
Var

˜

a
ÿ

i

Hii

¸

` 1

4
Var

˜

b
ÿ

i

H2
ii

¸

“a2trpSq
4

` b2

4N2

˜
ÿ

i

2s2ii ` s
p4q
ii

¸

ĺa2trpSq
4

` b2

2N2

˜
ÿ

i

2s2ii ` s
p4q
ii

¸

. (8.50) {eqn:var-nonneg-2{eqn:var-nonneg-2

The last inequality follows because κ4pXq ` 2κ2pXq2 ľ 0 for any random variable X.
Define,

V̂ppfq :“ 1

2

8ÿ

j“1

jtjpfq2trSj . (8.51)

{lem:var-3}
Lemma 8.8. We have that,

V̂ppfq “ 1

2π2

ż 2

´2

ż 2

´2

ˆ
fpxq ´ fpyq

x´ y

˙2 4 ´ xy?
4 ´ x2

a
4 ´ y2

dxdy

` 1

π2

ż 2

´2

ż 2

´2

fpxqfpyq gpx, yq?
4 ´ x2

a
4 ´ y2

dxdy (8.52)

where,

gpx, yq :“ Re

„
tr

mscpx ` i0qmscpy ` i0qA
p1 ´mscpx` i0qmscpy ` i0qAq2 ` tr

mscpx ` i0qmscpy ´ i0qA
p1 ´mscpx` i0qmscpy ´ i0qAq2



(8.53)
The function g obeys |gpx, yq| À 1 for all x, y P p´2, 2q.
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Proof. We need to re-compute the integral on the LHS of (8.36). By (8.31) we have that

Bwpm1
scpzqmscpwqtrpSp1 ´mscpzqmscpwqSq´1qq “ m1

scpzqm1
scpwq

p1 ´mscpzqmscpwqq2

`m1
scpzqm1

scpwqtr A

p1 ´MAq2 . (8.54)

By [26, (4.60)] and (2.19) we have,

2

π2

ż

C2

pBz̄ f̃pzqqpBw̄ f̃pwqq m1
scpzqm1

scpwq
p1 ´mscpzqmscpwqq2 dzdz̄dwdw̄

“ 1

2π2

ż 2

´2

ż 2

´2

ˆ
fpxq ´ fpyq

x´ y

˙2 4 ´ xy?
4 ´ x2

a
4 ´ y2

dxdy (8.55)

On the other hand, by applying Green’s theorem (2.28) we see that,

2

π2

ż

C2

pBz̄ f̃pzqqpBw̄ f̃pwqqm1
scpzqm1

scpwqtr A

p1 ´MAq2dzdz̄dwdw̄

“ 1

2π2

ż 2

´2

ż 2

´2

fpxqfpyq?
4 ´ x2

a
4 ´ y2

"
hpx ` i0, y ` i0q ` hpx ´ i0, y ´ i0q

` hpx ´ i0, y ´ i0q ` hpx ` i0, y ´ i0q
*
dxdy (8.56)

where hpz, wq “ mscpzqmscpwqtrpAp1 ´ MAq´2q. The claim now follows, with the bound on
g following Lemma B.1.

8.2 Stein’s method

We finally apply Stein’s method to compute the characteristic function Ereapλqs.
{lem:stein}

Lemma 8.9. Suppose there is a c ą 0 so that |λΦ| ĺ N´c. We have,

d

dλ
Ereapλqs “ ´λV1pfqEreapλqs ` iλ2BpfqEreapλqs

`Oăpp1 ` |λ|q3N´1 ` Φ2
wp1 ` |λ|q2q ` Oăp|λ|N´1`ap}f2}1,w ` }f 1}1,w ` }f}1,wq (8.57) {eqn:stein-2}{eqn:stein-2}

Consequently, if V1pfq ľ c1 for some c1 ą 0 then, for |λΦ| ĺ N´c we have,

Ereapλqs “ e´λ2V1pfq{2`iλ3Bpfq{3 ` OăpΦ2
wp1 ` |λ|q `N´1p1 ` |λ|q2q

`OăpN´1`ap}f2}1,w ` }f 1}1,w ` }f}1,wqq (8.58) {eqn:result-1}{eqn:result-1}

Otherwise for |λΦ| ĺ N´c we have,

Ereapλqs “ e´λ2V1pfq{2`iλ3Bpfq{3 ` Oăpp1 ` |λ|q4N´1 ` Φ2
wp1 ` |λ|q3q

`Oăp|λ|2N´1`ap}f2}1,w ` }f 1}1,w ` }f}1,wq (8.59) {eqn:result-2}{eqn:result-2}
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Proof. The estimate (8.57) follows from (8.17) and (8.44) and (8.46). Letting now ψpλq :“
Ereapλqs and Φpλq :“ e´λ2V1pfq{2`iλ3Bpfq{3 we have by differentiating ψpλqΦpλq´1 that,

|ψpλq ´ Φpλq| ă

ż |λ|

0

eps2´λ2qV1pfq{2εpsqds (8.60)

with

εpsq :“ p1 ` |s|q3N´1 ` Φ2
wp1 ` |s|q2 ` |s|N´1`ap}f2}1,w ` }f 1}1,w ` }f}1,wq. (8.61)

The estimate (8.59) follows from the fact that |eps2´λ2qV1pfq{2| ĺ 1 for |s| ĺ |λ| since V1pfq ľ 0
from (8.47). The estimate (8.58) follows from using that

ż |λ|

0

es
2V1pfq{2|s|kds À p1 ` |λ|qk´1eλ

2V pfq{2. (8.62)

for k ľ 0 if V1pfq ľ c1. This completes the proof.

8.3 Proof of main theorems in the real symmetric case
{sec:real-proofs

In this section we prove Theorem 1.6 and Proposition 1.5 in the real symmetric case.

8.3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.6
{sec:main-proof

The estimate for the expectation follows from Proposition 7.7. The two estimates for the
characteristic function follow from Lemma 8.9, (2.22) and the just proved estimate for the
expectation.

8.3.2 Proof of Proposition 1.5
{sec:funct-proof

The lower bound for V1pfq follows from (8.45). The upper bound for the part of V1pfq that
we denoted by V̂ppfq can be deduced from bounding the integral on the LHS of (8.36) using
(8.33) and Lemma 2.10. The remaining components can be bounded by (8.37) and the fact
that |tnpfq| ĺ Cn}f}1,w for any n ą 0. The estimate for Bpfq also follows from this. Finally,
the estimate for E1pfq follows from its definition as well as (7.30).

9 Application: max of log-characteristic polynomial
{sec:max}

In this section we show how to extend the results of [11] to generalized Wigner matrices. We
will discuss only the real symmetric case, the complex Hermitian case being similar. In this
section we define the complex logarithm by logpreiθq :“ logprq ` iθ for θ P p´π, πs. Introduce,

LN pzq :“
Nÿ

j“1

logpz ´ λjq ´N

ż

R

logpz ´ xqρscpxqdx (9.1)

where λj are the eigenvalues of a generalized Wigner matrix H. We will denote z “ E ` iη
and assume η ľ 0. We will make the following assumption on the tail of the distribution of
entries of H.
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{ass:tail}

Assumption 9.1. We assume that there is a c ą 0 so that

P

”
|Hij| ą

?
Nx

ı
ĺ c´1e´xc

(9.2)

for all x ą 0, uniformly in i and j.

We will give a proof of the following. It extends Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.8(i) from
the Wigner to generalized Wigner setting.

{thm:max}
Theorem 9.2. Let H be a generalized Wigner matrix satisfying Assumption 9.1. Then, for
any ε and κ ą 0,

P

«

sup
|E|ă2´κ

RerLN pEqs?
2 logN

P p1 ´ ε, 1 ` εq
ff

“ 1 ` op1q, (9.3) {eqn:max-main-1{eqn:max-main-1

as well as, (for any choice of ˘)

P

«

sup
|E|ă2´κ

˘ImrLN pEqs?
2 logN

P p1 ´ ε, 1 ` εq
ff

“ 1 ` op1q, (9.4) {eqn:max-main-2{eqn:max-main-2

and

P

«

sup
κNĺkĺp1´κqN

π?
2
ρscpγkq˘Npλk ´ γkq

logN
P p1 ´ ε, 1 ` εq

ff

“ 1 ` op1q (9.5) {eqn:max-main-3{eqn:max-main-3

for any choice of ˘.

The main input from our work will be the following.
{prop:max-lss}

Proposition 9.3. Fix K ą 0, 1
2

ą ε ą 0, κ ą 0. We have that,

P

«

sup
z:|E|ĺ2´κ,e´Kplog logNq2ĺηĺ1

|LN pzq| ą plogNqε
ff

ĺ Ce´plogNqε (9.6)

for some C ą 0.

Proof. We show how to bound the real part of LN pzq, with the imaginary part being similar.
We start by proving the bound for fixed z. Define,

Xz :“
1

2

ÿ

i

logppλi ´ Eq2 ` η2q ´ N

2

ż
logppx´ Eq2 ` η2qρscpxqdx “ RerLN pzqs (9.7)

Let us denote by Vz, Ez and Bz the coefficients in Theorem 1.6 with the function Rerlogpz´¨qs.
By (9.20) below we have, for z as in the statement of the proposition, that Vz “ ´ logpηq`Op1q,
and that |Bz| ĺ CN´1{2 and |Ez| ĺ C. It therefore follows from Theorem 1.6 that

EreiλXz s “ e´λ2Vz{2`iλEz ` OăpN´1{2p1 ` |λ|q4q, (9.8) {eqn:max-char}{eqn:max-char}
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for all |λ| ĺ N1{2´1{10. Let u ľ 2 and 0.01 ą δ ą 0. A straightforward argument using the
rigidity estimates [20, Theorem 2.2] shows that,

P rXz ´ Ez ą us ĺ P

”
u ă Xz ´ Ez ă N δ

ı
`N´D. (9.9)

for any D ą 0. Let χ be a smooth function s.t. χpxq “ 1 for x P pu,N δq and χpxq “ 0 for
x R pu ´ 1, N δ ` 1q. We have that for any M ą 0,

|χ̂pλq| ĺ N δCM p1 ` |λ|q´M . (9.10) {eqn:max-chi}{eqn:max-chi}

Then,

P

”
u ă Xz ´ Ez ă N δ

ı
ĺ ErχpXz ´ Ezqs

“
ż

R

χ̂pλqEreiλXz sdλ

“
ż

|λ|ĺNδ

χ̂pλqEreiλpXE´Ezqsdλ` OpN´1q

“
ż

|λ|ĺNδ

ˆχpλqe´λ2Vz{2dλ` OpN6δN´1{2q.

“
ż

R

ˆχpλqe´λ2Vz{2dλ` OpN6δ´1{2q (9.11)

Above, the third and fifth lines follow from (9.10) and the fact that Vz ľ 0. In the fourth line
we used (9.8). Now let Z be a standard normal random variable. Then,

ż

R

ˆχpλqe´λ2Vz{2dλ “ ErχpV 1{2
z Zqs ĺ P

”
V 1{2
z Z ą pu´ 1q

ı
ĺ Ce´pu´1q2{p2Vzq (9.12)

From all of this we conclude that for all 0 ă ε ă 1{2 that

P r|Xz| ą plogNqεss ĺ Ce´plogNqε (9.13) {eqn:max-est-1}{eqn:max-est-1}

for some C ą 0.
We have that

BEXz “ NRermN pzq ´mscpzqs, BηXz “ N ImrmN pzq ´mscpzqs. (9.14)

Let Drpzq be the disc of radius r centered at z “ E ` iη. Assume that r ă η{2. From the
above estimates and [20, Theorem 2.1] we have that for some C1 ą 0,

P

„
sup
wPDr

|Xz ´Xw| ą eC1plog logNq2 r
η


ĺ N´D, (9.15) {eqn:max-est-2}{eqn:max-est-2}

We conclude the proof by taking a union bound of the estimate (9.13) over eC2plog logNq2 points,
where C2 is chosen to depend on C1 and K. The claim follows.
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9.1 Proof of Theorem 9.2

In this section we detail how the proof of [11] can be modified to obtain the result for gen-
eralized Wigner matrices. The main point is that Proposition 9.3 is a sufficient substitute
for [11, Corollary A.2] in order to obtain the main results. We first note that the main inputs
of [11] from other works are: the rigidity estimates, from [20], listed as [11, Theorem 2.2];
the relaxation of eigenvalues under DBM, listed as [11, Proposition 4.1], using [10] as input;
and the comparision techniques of [25], developed further in [11, Section 5]. All of these three
input works prove their results for generalized Wigner matrices, and so these aspects of [11]
hold for the generalized Wigner class without change.

We now give further details, beginning with the proof of (9.3). This theorem is proven
in Section 6 of [11], building on the treatment of Gaussian divisible ensembles in Section 4,
and the comparison arguments of Section 5. As indicated above, Section 5 goes through for
generalized Wigner matrices without change, as it is based on [25] where the arguments were
developed for generalized Wigner matrices. Section 4 requires some changes. Reading through
line-by-line, one finds that the first place requiring changes is the proof of Proposition 4.3,
which must be proven with the λkptq (defined near [11, (4.1)]) starting from a generalized
Wigner matrix instead of only a Wigner matrix. Reading through line-by-line, one can use
Proposition 9.3 in place of [11, Corollary A.2] to obtain [11, (4.16)] and the estimate PrGη1 s “
1´op1q, with Gη1 defined in [11, (4.23)], in the same manner as in the proof of [11, Proposition
4.3]. Everything else is identical. The remainder of Section 4 is not needed for the proof of
(9.3).

With [11, Proposition 4.3] extended to the case of generalized Wigner matrices, the proof
of (9.3) given in [11, Section 6] goes through without change. We only remark that first: [11,
Lemma 6.1] holds without change for generalized Wigner matrices. Second, the proof of the
upper bound given in [11, Section 6.1] does not appear to be complete as of the writing of
this paper, but the gap is extremely minor. In particular, we could not find the proof of the
deterministic upper bound [11, (6.3)] within the paper. Instead, one can easily check that
such an estimate holds with overwhelming probability, as long as one allows the set J to have
cardinality NeCplog logNq2 for some large C ą 0. Indeed, the estimate [11, (3.1)] allows one to
add i{N to E. Then, estimates similar to (9.15) allow one to replace the supremum over a
line with a supremum over the discrete set J . The arguments in [11, Section 5] are unchanged
even though the size of J has increased slightly.

With the upper bound proven, we turn to the proof of the lower bound in Section 6.2
of [11]. The proof goes through without change, except that we could not quite follow all of
the arguments in [11]. In particular, the proof of [11, (6.7)] relies on the proof of [11, (3.21)]
the latter, as written, relies on [11, Lemma 2.5] which is proven only for β-ensembles. However
one can see from the proof of [11, (3.21)] that the rigidity estimates of [11, Theorem 2.2] are
sufficient to obtain [11, (6.7)].

For the remaining two results of Theorem 9.2 we first note that (9.4) and (9.5) are equiv-
alent due to the fact that

|ti : λi ĺ Eu| ľ k ðñ tλk ĺ Eu, (9.16)

and so it suffices to prove (9.5). For this, we follow directly the proof given in [11, Section
6.3]. Again, [11, Section 5] carries over without change to the generalized Wigner setting.
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The proof of [11, (6.14)] follows from [11, Proposition 4.1] and Proposition 9.3 above. The
rest of the proof is identical.

9.2 Estimates for the CLT functionals for the logarithm

Define,

VGβEpfq :“ 1

2π2β

ż 2

´2

ż 2

´2

ˆ
fpxq ´ fpyq

x´ y

˙2 4 ´ xy?
4 ´ x2

a
4 ´ y2

dxdy. (9.17)

Proposition 9.4. Let κ ą 0 and let |E| ĺ 2 ´ κ and 0 ă η ă 1. Define fRepxq and fImpxq
by,

fRepxq :“ RerlogpE ` iη ´ xqs, fImpxq :“ ImrlogpE ` iη ´ xqs (9.18)

Then,
VGβEpfReq “ β´1| logpηq| ` Op1q “ VGβEpfImq (9.19) {eqn:max-var-1}{eqn:max-var-1}

For any generalized Wigner matrix we have that for g “ fRe or g “ fIm that

Vβpgq “ β´1| logpηq| ` Op1q, Eβpgq “ Op1q, |Bpgq| ĺ CN´1{2. (9.20) {eqn:max-var-2}{eqn:max-var-2}

Proof. By [7, Lemma A.1] if we set,

Lpz, wq :“
ż 2

´2

ż 2

´2

plogpz ´ xq ´ logpz ´ yqqplogpw ´ xq ´ logpw ´ yqqQpx, yqdxdy (9.21)

where,

Qpx, yq :“ 4 ´ xy

px´ yq2
?
4 ´ x2

a
4 ´ y2

(9.22)

then

Lpz, wq “ 2π2 log

„ pz `Rpzqqpw `Rpwqq
2pzw ´ 4 `RpzqRpwqq


, Rpzq :“

a
z2 ´ 4 (9.23)

for z, w P Czp´8, 2s and Rpzq defined with branch cut in r´2, 2s. Note that,

2βπ2VGβEpRerlogpz ´ ¨qsq “ 1

4
pLpz, zq ` 2Lpz, z̄q ` Lpz̄, z̄qq (9.24)

and

2βπ2VGβEpImrlogpz ´ ¨qq “ 1

4
p2Lpz, z̄q ´ Lpz, zq ´ Lpz̄, z̄qq. (9.25)

It is clear that Lpz, zq “ Op1q “ Lpz̄, z̄q for |E| ĺ 2 ´ κ and 0 ă η ă 10. Note that,

|z|2 ´ 4 `RpzqRpz̄q “ |z|2 ´ 4 ` |Rpzq|2 “ E2 ` η2 ´ 4 ` |E2 ´ 4 ´ η2 ` 2iEη|

“ 8η2

4 ´ E2
` Opη4q. (9.26)

Hence,
1

2
Lpz, z̄q “ 2π2| log η| ` Op1q. (9.27)

The claim (9.19) follows. The first estimate of (9.20) follows from the definition of V in (1.14)
and Lemma 8.8. The estimate for Eβpfq follows from its definition as well as (7.30). The
estimate for Bpfq follows directly from its definition.
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A Changes for complex Hermitian Wigner matrices
{a:cplx}

In the case of complex Hermitian Wigner matrices, we introduce the Wirtinger derivatives,for
i ‰ j by

BHij
“ 1

2

´
BRerHij s ´ iBImrHij s

¯
, BH̄ij

“ 1

2

´
BRerHij s ` iBImrHij s

¯
(A.1)

We will denote Bij “ BHij
so that Bji “ BH̄ij

. We still denote Bii “ BHii
. In this section let

us denote by BpRq
ij the derivative of a function on the space of real symmetric matrices with

respect to the pi, jqth element. The main algebraic difference between the complex Hermitian
and real symmetric cases is that,

BijGabpzq “ ´GaipzqGjbpzq (A.2) {eqn:derivative-c{eqn:derivative-c

instead of
p1 ` δijqBpRq

ij Gabpzq “ ´GaipzqGjbpzq ´GajpzqGibpzq. (A.3) {eqn:derivative-r{eqn:derivative-r

Some general observations are then that any kind of monomial of Green’s function elements
that arises in the complex Hermitian case already has arisen in the real symmetric case. For
example, in estimating third order contributions to cumulant expansions in the real case, we

had to account for every term in an expression like pBpRq
ij q2Gabpzq. In the complex case, the

third derivatives will be combinations of BijBjiGab, B2ijGab and B2jiGab. These three expressions
all contribute monomials in Green’s function elements that already arose in the real case

pBpRq
ij q2Gabpzq, and so the work we have already done will apply without much change to the

complex Hermitian case.
The main changes to the complex Hermitian case will then be that not every second order

term that arose in the real symmetric case will arise in the complex Hermitian case. For
example, when computing ErG11pzqs via the cumulant expansion, the second order terms in
the real symmetric and complex Hermitian cases will be,

BpRq
1j Gj1pzq “ ´GjjpzqG11pzq ´G1jpzq2, Bj1Gj1pzq “ ´GjjpzqG11pzq, (A.4) {eqn:derivative-c{eqn:derivative-c

respectively. So some second order terms present in the real symmetric case will not be there
in the complex Hermitian case, simplifying the argument somewhat.

The only thing that one needs to be careful about is that in the real symmetric case
one has Gijpzq “ Gjipzq but in the complex Hermitian case, Gijpz̄q “ ĞGjipzq. We have
already accounted for this in our notion of hypergraphs, in that we assume that the graphs
are directed. In this way there is no ambiguity in the resolvent entry associated to an edge
in our hypergraph (i.e., if e “ pa, bq then the associated resolvent entry is Giaibpzq and not
Gibiapzq). Of course the estimates (2.10) and (2.9) are insensitive to whether we consider
Gijpzq or Gjipzq.

However, there is one crucial aspect in a few of our proofs (in particular, Proposition 3.2)
for which the order of indices matters. We sometimes use the fact that

ř
kGikpzqGkapwq “

xδa, pH ´ zq´1pH ´ wq´1δby crucially. We need to check that the terms that arise in our
expansions are of the form GikpzqGkapwq and not GikpzqGakpwq as the same trick would not
work for the latter monomials.

Let us now explain the underlying reason why the monomials we consider always have their
indices appearing in the correct order. These terms all arise from second order terms in our
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cumulant expansions. The operation that generates the second order terms, differentiation by
Bij , has good algebraic properties that will not change the order that the indices appear in, and
so our method will nonetheless work. I.e., if F is some monomial in resolvent entries, then the
resolvent and cumulant expansion is schematically (keeping only the dominant second order
terms)

GabF Ñ HajGjbF Ñ BjapGjbF q. (A.5)

Then, due to (A.2), if Bja hits any resolvent entry, then it adds j as a right index and a as a
left index. Therefore, this expansion does not change whether a or b appear as right or left
indices and introduces a new index j that appears once as a left index and once as a right
index. Due to (A.8) below, a similar observation applies to when the derivative hits ea.

In what follows we will go through the arguments of the main body of the paper, detailing
the necessary changes. As is clear from the above discussion, for the most part the arguments
needed to handle the complex Hermitian case are the same as the real symmetric cases and so
little comment will be necessary. We mainly include this appendix for completeness, as there
is little to no novelty introduced.

In the complex Hermitian case we fix the following notation,

sij

N
:“ Er|Hij|2s, s

pkq
ij :“ κkp

?
NRerHijsq, t

pkq
ij :“ κkp

?
N ImrHijsq, (A.6)

for k ľ 3. With this notation, by appling the cumulant expansion of Lemma 2.6 twice (once
to the real part of Hij and once to the imaginary part) we find that,

ErHijF pHqs “sij

N
ErBjiF pHqs

`
Kÿ

k“3

s
pkq
ij

pk ´ 1q!Nk{2p1 ` δijqk´1
ErpBij ` Bjiqk´1F pHqs

`i
Kÿ

k“3

t
pkq
ij

pk ´ 1q!Nk{2ErpipBij ´ Bjiqqk´1F pHqs ` error (A.7) {eqn:cumu-complex{eqn:cumu-complex

with an error term having a similar form as in Lemma 2.6.
We first note that in Lemma 2.11, the equation (2.31) is replaced by,

Bijea “ ´ iλea
π

ż

Ωa

pBz̄ f̃pzqqBzGjipzqdzdz̄ “ Oăp|λΦ|q (A.8) {eqn:delea-cplx{eqn:delea-cplx

and (2.32) is replaced by,

B2´n
ij Bnjiea “ Oăp|λΦ| ` |λ|2Φ2q ` 1tn“1uλcf . (A.9) {eqn:delea-cplx-2{eqn:delea-cplx-2

The proof is very similar. Moreover, the estimate in (2.35) holds with the LHS replaced by
|Bn´m

ij Bmji ea| for any 0 ĺ m ĺ n. Again, the proof is similar.

A.1 Loops estimate

We now detail the necessary changes in the complex Hermitian case in the arguments of
Section 3. Definition 3.1 and the main result, Proposition 3.2 are unchanged. The statement
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of Lemma 3.3 changes slightly as the estimates for the quantity (3.5) hold for any term of the
form,

Bk´n
1j Bnj1pGj2pzqM1Ga1pwqM2q (A.10) {eqn:del-loops-1-{eqn:del-loops-1-

for any 0 ĺ n ĺ k. The proof is almost identical (the order of derivative referred to in (iv) is
in this case the power k in the expression (A.10)). Similarly, the statement of Lemma 3.4 is
unchanged except that the B31j in (3.6) is replaced by B3´n

1j Bnj1 for 0 ĺ n ĺ 3 and the estimates
hold for any such n.

In (3.7) of Lemma 3.5, the third order term on the second line is replaced by,

ÿ

j

s
p3q
1j

2N3{2p1 ` δ1jq2ErpB1j ` Bj1q2peaGj2pzqM1Ga1pwqM2qs

´i
ÿ

j

t
p3q
1j

2N3{2ErpB1j ´ Bj1q2peaGj2pzqM1Ga1pwqM2qs, (A.11) {eqn:loops-expand{eqn:loops-expand

due to (A.7).
The estimates in Lemma 3.6 for the third order terms must then be modified as follows.

First, the estimates (3.9) and (3.11) hold with the B21j on the LHS replaced by any of B21j , B1jBj1
or B2j1. Similarly, the estimate (3.10) holds with any number of the B1j appearing on the LHS
replaced by Bj1. Again, the proof is almost identical.

After having addressed the third order terms, we now turn to the computation of the
second order terms in the complex analog of (3.7). First, Lemma 3.7 is unchanged. For
Lemma 3.10, we have that the term with D2 on the last line of (3.16) is not present, but the
estimate (3.16) is otherwise unchanged. The difference is due to the fact that the second term
on the RHS of (3.17) does not appear in the complex Hermitian case. In Lemma 3.12, we have
that the term with D4 is not present in (3.21). Again, this is due to the action of operator
Bj1 in the complex case versus the real case (i.e., (A.2) vs (A.3)). Finally, the estimate (3.22)
of Lemma 3.14 is unchanged except the prefactor 2iλ

π
is replaced by iλ

π
due to (A.8). This

completes the discussion of the second order terms in (3.7).
The outcome of all the above discussion is then that in (3.25) of Proposition 3.15, the

terms with D2 and D4 do not appear, and that the 2iλ is replaced by iλ in the last line. The
rest of Section 3.1 is then unchanged, after accounting for this difference. The arguments of
Section 3.2 and the proof of Proposition 3.2 given in Section 3.2.1 then go through without
change.

We now turn to detailing how Section 3.3 changes in the complex case. First, the statement
of Lemma 3.22 holds without change, given the changes to (3.7) and Lemma 3.6 we have
outlined above. Next, the estimates (3.46), (3.47) and (3.48) hold without change, via similar
proofs. The estimate (3.49) also holds without change except that in the proof, some terms
estimated using Proposition 3.2 in the real symmetric case are simply not present in the
complex case (and so the proof is easier). The remainder of the arguments of Section 3.3 go
through without change and in particular the estimate (3.57) holds without change in the
complex case.
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A.2 Line estimates

We now detail the changes to Section 4 in the complex case. First, Definition 4.1 and the
main result of this section, Proposition 4.2 are unchanged. For Lemma 4.3, the estimates of
the term (4.2) hold with Bkj1 replaced by Bk´n

1j Bnj1 for any 0 ĺ n ĺ k. The proof is similar.

The estimates of Lemma 4.4 hold for the quantity (4.3) with the B3j1 on the LHS replaced by

B3´n
1j Bnj1 for any 0 ĺ n ĺ 3, and the proof is similar.

Now, in the expansion (4.4) of Lemma 4.5, the third order terms on the second line are
replaced by,

ÿ

j

s
p3q
1j

2N3{2p1 ` δ1jq2ErpB1j ` Bj1q2peaGj2pzqM1M2qs

´i
ÿ

j

t
p3q
1j

2N3{2ErpB1j ´ Bj1q2peaGj2pzqM1M2qs. (A.12)

For the third order terms, the estimates (4.5),(4.6) (4.7), and (4.8) of Lemma 4.6 all hold,
with any of the Bj1 replaced by B1j . The proofs are almost identical.

For the second order terms, the estimates of Lemma 4.7 hold without change. The estimate
(4.12) of Lemma 4.9 holds except that the term with D2 on the second line is not present in
the complex case. This is due to the fact that the second term on the last line of (4.13) is not
present in the complex case. In Lemma 4.10, the equation (4.14) changes as the term with
D4 in the second line is not present. In (4.15), the prefactor 2iλ

π
is replaced by iλ

π
. Finally,

the estimate (4.16) of Proposition 4.11 is unchanged except that the terms with D2 and D4

are not present, and the 2iλ in the last line is replaced by iλ.
With the above, the arguments of Section 4.1 and the proof of Proposition 4.2 given in

Section 4.1.1 are then unchanged.
We now turn to outlining how Section 4.2 changes. First, the result of Lemma 4.15

is unchanged, but the handling of the third order terms (i.e., the analog of the first term
on the second line of (4.25)) changes somewhat. Specifically, one uses B2´n

1j Bnj1Gj2pzq “
1tn“1umscpzq2Gj2pzq ` OăpΨpzq2q for 0 ĺ n ĺ 2, and then an argument similar to (4.26)
yields (4.24).

All of the three estimates of Lemma 4.16 are unchanged. Note that in the proof of (4.29),
the second term on the second line of (4.31) is not present in the complex case. Finally,
Proposition 4.17 follows in the complex case as in the real case.

A.3 Preliminary expansion for EreaG11s

We now turn to the necessary changes to the arguments of Section 5 in the complex case.
First, the estimates of Lemma 5.1 hold, with (5.3) also holding when B4j1 on the LHS is

replaced by B4´n
j1 Bn1j for any 0 ĺ n ĺ 4.

For the estimate (5.6), the third order terms are replaced with,

ÿ

j

s
p3q
1j

2N3{2p1 ` δ1jq2ErpB1j ` Bj1q2peaGj1pzqqs ´ i
ÿ

j

t
p3q
1j

2N3{2ErpB1j ´ Bj1q2peaGj1pzqqs (A.13) {eqn:cplx-c2}{eqn:cplx-c2}
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and the fourth order terms are replaced by,

ÿ

j

s
p4q
1j

6N2p1 ` δ1jq3ErpB1j ` Bj1q3peaGj1pzqqs `
ÿ

j

t
p4q
1j

6N2
ErpB1j ´ Bj1q3peaGj1pzqqs. (A.14) {eqn:cplx-c1}{eqn:cplx-c1}

We now turn to Section 5.1, which deals with the fourth order terms in (A.14). First, the
estimate (5.8) is replaced by,

ÿ

j

s
p4q
1j

N2p1 ` δ1jq3ErpB1j ` Bj1q3peaGj1qs `
ÿ

j

t
p4q
1j

N2
ErpB1j ´ Bj1q3peaGj1pzqqs

“ ´mscpzq4
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j ` t

p4q
1j

N2
6Ereas ´ 12mscpzq3

ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j ` t

p4q
1j

N2
EreapG11pzq ´mscpzqqs

`3
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2
ErppB1j ` Bj1q2eaqpB1j ` Bj1qGj1s ` 3

ÿ

j‰1

t
p4q
1j

N2
ErppB1j ´ Bj1q2eaqpB1j ´ Bj1qGj1s

`OăpN´2η´1 ` p1 ` |λ|q3N´2 ` |λΦ|Ψpzqp1 ` |λ|q. (A.15)

The proof is the same, except the identity

B3´n
j1 Bn1jGj1pzq “ ´2Gjjpzq2G11pzq21tn“1u ` OăpΨpzq2q (A.16)

replaces (5.9). Instead of (5.12) of Lemma 5.4 we derive the estimate,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j

N2
ErppB1j ` Bj1q2eaqpB1j ` Bj1qGj1s `

ÿ

j‰1

t
p4q
1j

N2
ErppB1j ´ Bj1q2eaqpB1j ´ Bj1qGj1s

“ ´ Ereasmscpzq2
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j ´ t

p4q
1j

N2

2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBumscpuq2dudū

´
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j ´ t

p4q
ij

N2

2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBumscpzq2mscpuqEreapG11puq ´mscpuqqs

´
ÿ

j‰1

s
p4q
1j ´ t

p4q
ij

N2

2iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBumscpuq2mscpzqEreapG11pzq ´mscpzqqs

`Oăp|λ|N´2η´1 ` |λ|p1 ` |λ|qΦ2N´1q. (A.17)

The proof is the same, except that we use the estimates for n “ 0, 1,

B1´n
j1 Bn1jGj1pzq “ ´1tn“1uGjjG11 ` OăpΨpzq2q (A.18) {eqn:prelim-cplx-{eqn:prelim-cplx-

and for m “ 0, 1, 2,

B2´m
j1 Bm1jea “ 1tm“1u

iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBupG11puqGjjpuqq ` Oăp|λΦ2|p1 ` |λ|qq (A.19) {eqn:prelim-cplx-{eqn:prelim-cplx-

instead of (5.13) and (5.14). This completes our outline of the changes to the fourth order
terms in (A.14)

72



We now turn to outlining the changes to the handling of the third order terms (A.13) in
Section 5.2. First, estimate (5.16) of Lemma 5.5 holds without change. Next, estimate (5.19)
of Lemma 5.6 changes to,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2EreapB1j ` Bj1q2Gj1pzqs ´ i
ÿ

j‰1

t
p3q
1j

N3{2EreapB1j ´ Bj1q2Gj1pzqs

“mscpzq
ÿ

j‰1

1

N3{2EreapGjj ´mscpzqqp2psp3q
ij ´ it

p3q
ij qG1j ` 4psp3q

ij ` it
p3q
ij qGj1qs

`OăpN´1{2Ψpzq3 ` |λΦ|N´1Ψpzqq. (A.20)

The proof is the same except that we use

B2´n
1j Bnj1Gj1pzq “ 1tn“2u2GjjG11G1j ` 1tn“1u2GjjG11Gj1 ` OăpΨpzq3q (A.21)

instead of (5.20) and we also use Proposition 4.17 to estimate both EreaG1jpzqs and EreaGj1pzqs.
Instead of (5.24) of Lemma 5.7 we have,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErppB1j ` Bj1qeaqpB1j ` Bj1qGj1pzqs ´ i
ÿ

j‰1

t
p3q
1j

N3{2ErppB1j ´ Bj1qeaqpB1j ´ Bj1qGj1pzqs

“
ÿ

j‰1

mscpzq
N3{2 Erppsp3q

1j pB1j ` Bj1q ` it
p3q
1j pB1j ´ Bj1qqeaqpGjjpzq ´mscpzqqs

`OăpN´1{2|λΦ|Ψpzq2 `N´1|λ|p1 ` |λ|qΦ2q (A.22)

via almost the same proof, using the identity (A.18).
Instead of (5.28) of Lemma 5.8 we have,

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

N3{2ErppB1j ` Bj1q2eaqGj1pzqs ´ i
ÿ

j‰1

t
p3q
1j

N3{2ErppB1j ´ Bj1q2eaqGj1pzqs

“2iλ

π

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j ` it

p3q
1j

N3{2

ż

Ωa

dudūpBūf̃puqqBumscpuqEreaGj1pzqpGjjpuq ´mscpuqqs

`OăpN´1{2|λΦ2|p1 ` |λ|qΨpzq ` |λ|N´1Ψpzq2q (A.23)

where we use (A.19) instead of (5.14). This completes the changes to the third order terms
in (A.14).

We now turn to detailing the changes in Section 5.3. First, the estimate (5.30) of Propo-
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sition 5.9 becomes,

z
ÿ

a

EreaGaapzq `NEreas “
ÿ

ja

s1j

N
ErBjapeaGjaqs

´
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj ` t

p4q
aj

N2
mscpzq4Ereas ´ Ereasmscpzq2

ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj ´ t

p4q
aj

N2

iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBumscpuq2dudū

`
ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

2N3{2Ereas
"
mscpzq3 ` 2mscpzq2

ˆ
iλ

π
ea

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq
˙

`mscpzq
ˆ

´ iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq
˙2

`mscpzq
ˆ
iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq2
˙*

`OăpN´1η´1p1 ` |λ|q ` p1 ` |λ|q3N´1 `N1{2Ψpzq3 `N1{2|λΦ|Ψpzq2q
`OăpN1{2|λΦ2|p1 ` |λ|qΨpzqq (A.24)

by using the above changes to the various lemmas of Sections 5.1 and 5.2. As in the proof of
Proposition 5.9 in the real case, there are some extra terms that we can handle by (2.7) in
the exact same manner.

We then find that (5.33) is replaced by,

z
ÿ

a

EreapGaapzq ´ ErGaapzqsqs “
ÿ

ja

saj

N
pErBjapeaGjapzqqs ´ EreasErBjaGjapzqsq

´ Ereasmscpzq2
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj ` t

p4q
aj

N2

iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBūf̃puqqBumscpuq2dudū

`
ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

2N3{2Ereas
"
2mscpzq2

ˆ
iλ

π
ea

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq
˙

`mscpzq
ˆ

´ iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq
˙2

`mscpzq
ˆ
iλ

π

ż

Ωa

dudūBūf̃puqBumscpuq2
˙*

`OăpN´1η´1p1 ` |λ|q ` p1 ` |λ|q3N´1 `N1{2Ψpzq3 `N1{2|λΦ|Ψpzq2q
`OăpN1{2|λΦ2|p1 ` |λ|qΨpzqq (A.25) {eqn:intermediate{eqn:intermediate

and that (5.34) is replaced by,

z
ÿ

a

ErGaapzqs `N “
ÿ

ja

saj

N
ErBjaGjapzqs

´
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj ` t

p4q
aj

N2
mscpzq2 `

ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

2N3{2mscpzq3 ` OăpN´1η´1 `N1{2Ψpzq3q. (A.26) {eqn:intermediate{eqn:intermediate

We now turn to outlining how Section 5.4 changes in the complex case. First, the estimate
(5.35) of Proposition 5.11 holds without change. Indeed, the third and fourth order terms in
the cumulant expansion are estimated using the estimates listed above, and the remainder of
the terms are estimated in the same fashion as the proof of Proposition 5.11. The estimates
(5.36) and (5.37) of Lemma 5.12 hold without change. Given these inputs, the rest of Section
5.4 then holds without change.
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A.4 Estimates for G12G21

We now outline the changes to Section 6 in the complex case. First, the statement of Lemma
6.1 holds without change, but the proof changes somewhat. First, the third order term on
the second line of (6.2) becomes

ÿ

j‰1

s
p3q
1j

2N3{2ErpB1j ` Bj1q2peaGj2pzqG21pwqqs ´ i
ÿ

j‰1

t
p3q
1j

2N3{2ErpB1j ´ Bj1q2peaGj2pzqG21pwqqs

(A.27)
In order to estimate this term, we then use, instead of (6.4), the estimate

B2´n
1j Bnj1Gj2pzq “ 1tn“1umscpzq2Gj2pzq ` OăpΨpzq2q

B2´n
1j Bnj1G21pwq “ 1tn“1umscpwq2G21pwq ` OăpΨpwq2q

B1´m
1j Bmj1Gj2pzq “ ´1tm“1umscpzqG12pzq ` OăpΨpzq2q

B1´m
1j Bmj1G21pwq “ ´1tm“1umscpwqG2jpwq ` OăpΨpwq2q (A.28)

The rest of the proof is similar (using at one point (A.9) instead of (2.32)). Next, the
estimates of Proposition 6.2 all hold without change. In fact, the proofs are slightly easier as
some terms we estimated in the real case are not present in the complex case (e.g., compare
the two derivatives in (A.4)). After this, the remainder of the arguments of Section 6 do not
involve any differentiation with respect to matrix entries and so the arguments are identical.

A.5 Estimates for G11G22

We now outline the changes to Section 7 in the complex case. First, for Lemma 7.1, the
estimate (7.3) is unchanged. The estimates (7.2) and (7.4) hold for any of the powers of Bj1
on the LHS replaced by B1j ; the proofs are similar. In (7.5), the third order term (the last
term on the RHS of the first line) is replaced by,

ÿ

j

s
p3q
1j

2N3{2p1 ` δ1jq2ErpB1j ` Bj1q2peaGj1pzqX1qs ´ i
ÿ

j

t
p3q
1j

2N3{2ErpB1j ´ Bj1q2peaGj1pzqX1qs.

(A.29)

For the estimates of the third order terms carried out in Lemma 7.2, we have first that (7.6)
is unchanged. The three remaining estimates hold also for any of the Bj1 on the LHS replaced
by B1j , and the proofs are modified as follows. For (7.7), the proof uses (A.9). The proof of
(7.8) uses

B1´n
j1 Bn1jGj1pzq “ ´1tn“1umscpzq ` OăpΨpzqq (A.30)

for n “ 0, 1. The proof of (7.9) also uses this identity to reduce the estimate to estimating
the first term on the RHS of (7.11) (note that this term is only present if a factor of Bj1
hits Gj1pzq). In this case, we need to estimate the first term on the RHS of (7.11) also with
Bj1X1 replaced by B1jX1. The argument in (7.12) works for both of these cases, yielding the
estimate.

All of the estimates of Lemma 7.3 are unchanged. The proofs are similar, except that
some terms that were estimated in the real case are simply not present in the complex case.
Finally, Proposition 7.4 and its proof are unchanged.
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We now outline the changes to Section 7.1, in which we compute the correction to the
expectation of a linear spectral statistic. First, recall that in the complex case, the expansion
(5.34) is replaced by (A.26) above. Next, the estimates of Lemma 7.5 change somewhat.
First, the two terms on the second line of (7.22) involving S are not present in the complex
case. This is due to the fact that the second term on the RHS of (7.24) are not present in the
complex case; the rest of the proof is the same. Consequently, (7.23) is replaced by,

ÿ

a

ErGaapzq ´mscpzqs “
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj ` t

p4q
aj

N2
mscpzq3m1

scpzq ´
ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

2N3{2mscpzq2m1
scpzq

` Oăp|m1
scpzq|N´1η´2q, (A.31)

where we note that the fourth order term also changed because (5.34) changed to (A.26).
Consequently, the equations of Lemma 7.6 change. First, one should define Epzq in (7.27) as

ECpzq :“
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj ` t

p4q
aj

N2
mscpzq3m1

scpzq ´
ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

2N3{2mscpzq2m1
scpzq. (A.32)

Then, (7.28) holds with Epzq replaced by ECpzq. Equation (7.29) should be replaced with,

1

π

ż

C

pBz̄ f̃pzqqEpzqdzdz̄ “
˜
ÿ

j‰a

s
p4q
aj ` t

p4q
aj

N2

¸
1

2π

ż 2

´2

fpxqx
4 ´ 4x2 ` 2?

4 ´ x2
dx

`
˜
ÿ

a

s
p3q
aa

N3{2

¸
1

8π

ż 2

´2

fpxqx
3 ´ x2 ´ 2x` 4?

4 ´ x2
dx “: ES,Cpfq (A.33)

The estimate (7.30) is not needed in the complex case. Note that the majority of the proof
of Lemma 7.6 is devoted to dealing with the trpSp1´mscpzq2Sq´1q term which is not present
in the complex case. Finally, in (7.41), the term ESpfq should be replaced with ES,Cpfq, but
Proposition 7.7 and its proof is otherwise unchanged.

A.6 Characteristic function

We now outline how the arguments of Section 8 change in the complex case. First note that in
the real symmetric case we rely on (5.33) whereas in the complex case we rely on (A.25). As
in the real case, we must compute the second order terms in (A.25). In this case, we replace
(8.4) with,

ÿ

ja

saj

N
pErBjapeaGjapzqqs ´ EreasErBjaGjapzqsq

“ ´ iλ

π

ż

Ωa

pBw̄f̃pwqqBw
ÿ

ja

saj

N
EreaGjapzqGajpwqsdwdw̄

´
ÿ

ja

saj

N
EreapGaapzqGjjpzq ´ ErGaapzqGjjpzqsqs. (A.34) {eqn:char-second-{eqn:char-second-

For Lemma 8.1, the estimate (8.5) is unchanged and (8.6) is unneeded. The proof is identical.
The estimates and proofs of Lemma 8.2 are also unchanged. As a consequence of replacing
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(5.33) by (A.25) and replacing (8.4) by (A.34), we have that (8.16) of Proposition 8.3 is
replaced by,

pz ` 2mscpzqq
ÿ

a

EreapGaapzq ´ ErGaapzqsqs

“Ereas iλ
π

ż

Ωa

pBw̄f̃pwqqBwp´MtrpSp1 ´MSq´1qdwdw̄

`Ereas
"

´ s̃4,Ciλa2,amscpzq2 ` s̃3iλ

2N1{2mscpzq
“
2mscpzqa1,a ` iλa21,a ` a2,a

‰ *

`Oă

`
N´1p1 ` |λ|q3 `N´1η´2 ` |λΦΨpzq|η´1 ` |λ|η´1Φ2p1 ` |λ|q

˘
(A.35)

where,

s̃4,C :“
ÿ

a‰j

s
p4q
aj ` t

p4q
aj

N2
. (A.36)

Consequently, (8.17) still holds after we replace Vapfq by,

Va,Cpfq :“ 1

π2

ż

Ω2
a

pBz̄ f̃pzqqpBw̄ f̃pwqqBwpm1
scpzqmscpwqtrpSp1 ´MSq´1qqdwdw̄dzdz̄

` 1

2
s̃4,Ca

2
2,a ´ s̃3

N1{2a2,aa1,a. (A.37)

We can leave Bapfq unchanged.
Next, Sections 8.1.1 and 8.1.2 are unchanged. Some parts of Section 8.1.3 change. First,

the relevant function replacing F in (8.29) is,

FCpz, wq :“ Bwpm1
scpzqmscpwqtrpSp1 ´mscpzqmscpwqSq´1qq. (A.38)

With this replacement, the statement and proof of Lemma 8.5 are otherwise unchanged.
Proposition 8.6 is unchanged. For Lemma 8.7, we replace V1pfq with V2pfq as defined in
(1.14). With this definition the analog of (8.44) holds. For the remainder of Lemma 8.7 we
need only verify that VCpfq ľ 0. For this we write with a “ t1pfq and b “ t2pfq,

VCpfq ľb2

2

˜
ÿ

i‰j

s
p4q
ij ` t

p4q
ij

N2
`
ÿ

i‰j

s2ij

N2

¸

`1

4
a2

ÿ

i

sii

N
` b2

4

˜
ÿ

i

s
p4q
ii

N2
` 2

ÿ

i

s2ii
N2

¸

` ab

2N1{2

˜
ÿ

i

s
p3q
ii

N3{2

¸

(A.39)

Non-negativity of the second line follows from the first two lines of (8.50). The non-negativity
of the first line is proven in the same manner as (8.49) once one realizes that s2ij{N2 “
2ErRerHijs2s2 ` 2ErImrHijs2s2. Finally, Lemma 8.8 is unchanged.

The three estimates of Lemma 8.9 are unchanged after replacing V1pfq with V2pfq. Finally,
the proofs in Section 8.3 are carried out in the same manner.
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B Linear algebra results

The following allows us to estimate matrix elements of operators similar to p1´mscpzqmscpwqSq´1.
{lem:inverse}

Lemma B.1. Let M be an N ˆN matrix with complex entries such that,

|Mij | ĺ C

N
, }M}ℓ2Ñℓ2 ĺ 1 ´ c (B.1)

for some C, c ą 0. Then,
|p1 ´Mq´1

ij | ĺ C 1pδij `N´1q. (B.2)

Proof. We have the identity,

1

1 ´M
“ 1 `M `M

1

1 ´M
M. (B.3)

To prove the estimate it suffices to show that the matrix entries Mp1 ´Mq´1M are bounded
by C 1{N . But this follows since,

|pMp1 ´Mq´1Mqab| ĺ C2

N2

ÿ

ij

|p1 ´Mq´1
ij | ĺ C 1{N (B.4)

where the last inequality uses the fact that }p1 ´Mq´1}ℓ2Ñℓ2 ĺ C2 for some C2 ą 0.

B.1 Derivatives of the resolvent wrt matrix entries

If we view the resolvent G “ pH ´ zq as a function on the space of real symmetric N ˆ N

matrices, then we have,

p1 ` δabqBabGij “ ´GiaGbj ´GibGaj . (B.5) {eqn:delabgij}{eqn:delabgij}

C Various proofs
{lem:G-dif}

Lemma C.1. We have,

1

N

ÿ

j

GajpzqGj2pwq “ 1

N

Ga2pzq ´Ga2pwq
z ´ w

“ δa2

N

mscpzq ´mscpwq
z ´w

`Oă

ˆ
Ψpzq ` Ψpwq

Np|Imrzs| ` |Imrws|q

˙

(C.1)

Proof. The first equality follows from pH´ zq´1pH´wq´1pz´wq “ pH ´ zq´1 ´ pH´wq´1.
For the estimate, let us assume that |Imrzs| ľ |Imrws|, and for simplicity that Imrzs ą 0,
other cases being similar. If |z´w| ą Imrzs{2, then the claim follows immediately from (2.10),
as |z ´w| ľ cImrzs. On the other hand, if |z ´w| ă Imrzs{2, then the estimate follows from,

Ga2pzq ´Ga2pwq
z ´ w

“
ż 1

0

pBuGa2qpw ` spz ´ wqqds

“ δa2

ż 1

0

m1
scpw ` spz ´ wqqds ` OăpΨpzq{Imrzsq (C.2)
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C.1 Proof of Lemma 2.5
{a:eps-regular}

H and M pθq be as in the statement of the lemma. Let ∆ab be the matrix that is 1 only
for entries pa, bq and pb, aq and 0 otherwise. Assuming that δ ă 1

4
and using that }pM pθq ´

zq´1}ℓ2Ñℓ2 ĺ N we have by the resolvent expansion and (2.10) for H,

pM pθq ´ zq´1
ij “ pH ´ zq´1

ij `
20ÿ

m“1

θmrpH ´ zq´1p∆abpH ´ zq´1qmsij ` OăpN´2q (C.3)

As long as, say, δ ă ε{2 then every term in the sum is OăpN´1{2`εq by applying the entry-
wise local law (2.10), and so (2.12) follows for M pθq. Moreover, the terms for m ľ 2 are
OăpN´1`εq so to establish (2.11) it suffices to to estimate the normalized trace of the term
with m “ 1. This term equals,

θ

N

ÿ

a

GiapzqGbipzq ă
θ

Nη
pImrGaapzqs ` ImrGbbpzqsq ă

1

Nη
(C.4)

by the Ward identity. This completes the proof.

C.2 Proof of (2.22)
{a:HS-est}

The difference between the LHS and the first term on the RHS of (2.22) is bounded by,

ż

0ăyăNa´1

y|f2pxq|N |ImrmN pzqs ´ ErImrmN pzqss|dxdy (C.5)

Fixing an ε ą 0 we bound the integral over N ε´1 ă y ă N a´1 by OăpN a´1}f2}1q using (2.8).
For the integral over y ă N ε´1 we can use the fact that y Ñ yImrmN px ` iyqs is increasing
to bound,

yImrmN px` iyqs ĺ N ε´1ImrmN px` iN ε´1qs ă N ε´1 (C.6)

with the second estimate following from (2.8). The claim now follows.

C.3 Proof of Lemma 2.10
{a:H-est}

From the Cauchy integral formula,

BzHpx ` iyq “ 1

2πi

ż

|x`iy´w|“ry

Hpwq
pw ´ px` iyqq2dw (C.7)

for any 0 ă r ă 1, and so

|BzHpx` iyq| ĺ C

ry
sup

|w´px`iyq|“ry

|Hpwq|. (C.8) {eqn:a-H-est}{eqn:a-H-est}

The estimate (2.27) follows by this and induction. The estimate (2.26) is a special case of
(2.24) and so it remains to prove the latter.
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The terms on the LHS of (2.24) involving ipfpxq ` iyf 1pxqqχ1pyq are clearly bounded by
the first term on the RHS of (2.24), and so it suffices to bound the integral involving only
f2pxqyχpyq. Let T “ }f2}´1

1 . We first estimate,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

Na´1ă|y|ăT

yχpyqf2pxqHpx ` iyqdxdy
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ĺ C}f2}1 sup
|x|ĺ10

ż

Na´1ă|y|ăT

|yHpx` iyq|dy (C.9)

and so this is bounded by the second term on the RHS of (2.24). By integration by parts and
the fact that BxH “ BzH by the Cauchy-Riemann equations we have,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

Tă|y|ă2

χpyqyf2pxqHpxqdxdy
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

“
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

Tă|y|ă2

χpyqyf 1pxqBzHpxqdxdy
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ĺ}f 1}1 sup
|x|ĺ10

ż

Tă|y|ă2

|Spx ` iyq| (C.10)

where we used (C.8) in the last inequality (with r “ 1{2). This completes the proof.

C.4 Semicircle calculations
{a:semi-calc}

C.4.1 Proof of Lemma 2.9

The estimate (2.17) follows from [14, (4.2)]. The estimate (2.18) is a consequence of (2.19)
and [14, (4.2)]. The identity (2.19) follows from [27, Lemma B.1].
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