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GLOBAL LAW OF CONJUGATE KERNEL RANDOM MATRICES WITH
HEAVY-TAILED WEIGHTS

ALICE GUIONNET AND VANESSA PICCOLO

ABsTrRAcT. We study the asymptotic spectral behavior of the conjugate kernel random matrix YY T,
where Y = f(WX) arises from a two-layer neural network model. We consider the setting where W
and X are both random rectangular matrices with i.i.d. entries, where the entries of W follow a heavy-
tailed distribution, while those of X have light tails. Our assumptions on W include a broad class of
heavy-tailed distributions, such as symmetric a-stable laws with « € (0,2) and sparse matrices with
O(1) nonzero entries per row. The activation function f, applied entrywise, is nonlinear, smooth, and
odd. By computing the eigenvalue distribution of YY" through its moments, we show that heavy-tailed
weights induce strong correlations between the entries of Y, leading to richer and fundamentally different
spectral behavior compared to models with light-tailed weights.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We study the asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues of conjugate kernel random matrices YY T,
where Y = f(WX) is generated by a two-layer feed-forward neural network. Here, W and X are random
rectangular matrices with i.i.d. entries, representing the weight and data matrices, respectively, and f
is a smooth nonlinear activation applied entrywise. The spectral properties of such models were first
studied under Gaussian assumptions by Pennington and Worah [28] and later extended to light-tailed
distributions by Benigni and Péché [6]. Further generalizations have since been explored in [17, 1, 29, 26,
13, 31].

In this paper, we extend these results to the case where W follows a heavy-tailed distribution. Specif-
ically, we consider settings where the entries of W can be very large, possibly lacking finite second
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moments, while the entries of X remain light-tailed. This framework is motivated by empirical obser-
vations from overparameterized neural networks, where strongly correlated weights frequently emerge,
defying standard Gaussian assumptions [22, 23, 32]. Heavy-tailed distributions may thus provide a more
realistic framework for understanding the complex structure of these correlations. From a mathematical
perspective, random features matrices Y = f(WX) with heavy-tailed weights exhibit entirely new prop-
erties, as the entries of such matrices happen to be much more correlated than for light tails. For instance,
consider the case where W is the adjacency matrix of a Erdos-Rényi graph, where each edge is drawn
independently at random with probability ¢ over the dimension. In this case, the entry Y;; = f(W; - X;)
is strongly correlated with every entry Y;,; whenever i and ¢’ share a common neighbor k. This arises
because W; - X; and Wy - X; share the term X};, which does not vanish as the dimension grows. Hence,
in each column of the matrix Y, there are about ¢ randomly chosen entries which are strongly correlated.
These strong dependencies introduce novel analytical challenges in studying the spectral behavior. In
this work, we study the convergence of the moments of the empirical eigenvalue distribution for a broad
class of conjugate kernel matrices with heavy-tailed weights and light-tailed features.

1.1. MODEL AND MAIN RESULT

Let W € RP*™ be a random weight matrix with i.i.d. entries drawn from a distribution v,,, and let
X € R"™™ a random data matrix with i.i.d. entries drawn from a distribution v,. We impose the
following assumptions on v, and v,.

Assumption 1.1 (Distributions v, and v,).

(a) The distribution v, is symmetric and the random variables W;; have a characteristic function
that converges in the following way: for every A € R,

D, (N) = nlogEw [exp(iAW;;)] = ®(N), asn — oo,

for some limiting function ®. Moreover, this convergence is uniform over A. Note that since v,
is symmetric, both ®,, and ® are even functions.
(b) The distribution v, is centered, symmetric, and has finite moments of all orders. We denote its
variance by Ex [ij] = 05.
Item (a) in the above assumptions is satisfied if W is a Lévy matriz, namely if the weights W;; are
independent a-stable symmetric random variables with a € (0,2). Specifically, let A;; be a symmetric
a-stable random variable, whose characteristic function is given by

Ew [exp(iAA;j)] = exp(—a®|A|Y),

for all A € R, where 0 > 0. Note that o = 1 corresponds to the Cauchy distribution, and the upper
bound o = 2 corresponds to the normal distribution. To ensure appropriate scaling, we define the weight
matrix as

1

so that Ew [exp(iAW;;)] = exp(—n~1o®|A|%), which gives ®(\) = ®,,(\) = —c*|A|*. Another well-known
model for heavy-tailed matrices is given by sparse Wigner matrices, which takes the form:

Wi = By Zsj, (1.2)
where B;; is a Bernoulli(%) random variable with ¢ € (0,1), and Z;; is drawn from a symmetric
distribution independent of the dimension and is independent from (Byg). In this case, ®,(\) =
nlog(l + £ (E[e**%] — 1)) and ®(\) = ¢ (E[e"*#4] — 1).

We consider an activation function f: R — R satisfying the following assumption:
Assumption 1.2 (Activation function). The activation function f is bounded, odd and belongs to
C>®nN L2
Note that this assumption includes classical activation functions such as tanh, tan, sin.
We consider the two-layer conjugate kernel random matrix
M =Y,Y, €RP*P,

where Yy, = (Yij)ie[p].jem] 18 given by

1 1 -
Yij = ﬁf(wz - Xj) = ﬁf <; Wikaj> : (1.3)
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Since by Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2, the distributions v, and v,, are symmetric and f is an odd function,
the random variables Y;; are also symmetric. Our goal is to study the eigenvalue density of M in the
asymptotic regime.

Assumption 1.3 (Linear-width regime). We assume that

n n
— = ¢ and — —1 as m,p,n — o,
m p

where ¢ and 1 are two positive constants.

Our first main result concerns the convergence of the moments of the empirical spectral measure
i = % P 0x,, where Aq,..., A\, denote the eigenvalues of M.

Theorem 1.4 (Convergence of matrix moments). Under Assumptions 1.1-1.3, the following holds. For
every integer k € N, there exists a real number my, depending only on ¢, v, f, ®,v,, such that

1
lim = Tr M* = my,

m,p,n—00 P

where the convergence holds both in expectation and in probability.

The limiting moment my, is given explicitly in Proposition 4.10. From Theorem 1.4, we deduce the
weak convergence of the empirical spectral measure fi;, provided the moments grow sufficiently slowly to
be uniquely described as the moments of a probability measure. We establish this result in the following
two cases:

(i) ®(A) = —0*|A\|* with a € (0,2) and o > 0, and v, follows a standard normal distribution;
(ii) @ is bounded.

Item (i) applies to Lévy matrices, as defined in (1.1), while item (ii) is satisfied, for instance, by sparse
Wigner matrices (1.2), where |®(A\)| < ¢ for all A € R.

Theorem 1.5 (Global law). Under Assumptions 1.1-1.3 and either condition (i) or (ii), the following
holds. There exists a unique probability measure p, depending on ¢, 9, f, ®,v,, supported on the non-
negative real line, such that for every integer k € N,

my = /xkdu(x).

Furthermore, the empirical spectral measure fip; converges weakly almost surely to p.

When the limiting measure exists p exists (in particular, under conditions (i) or (ii)), it exhibits light-
tailed behavior since [, adu(x) < ||f||%, and every kth moment my is finite. This contrasts sharply
with typical heavy-tailed models, mainly due to the boundedness of the function f. Figure 1 illustrates
the empirical spectral distribution of the conjugate kernel matrix M under condition (i), with arctan as
an activation function, for different values of the parameter a. As « increases, the eigenvalue distribu-
tion shifts from a heavy-tailed regime with widely spread eigenvalues to a more concentrated spectrum,

highlighting the effect of the weight distribution on spectral properties.
1.2. RELATED WORK

The study of random matrices with nonlinear dependencies was initiated by El Karoui [15] and Cheng and
Singer [11] in the context of random inner-product kernel matrices, where the nonlinearity is applied to
the sample covariance matrix, formally f(X T X), with X being a rectangular matrix with i.i.d. entries. In
the case of Gaussian entries and linear-width regime, the bulk eigenvalues asymptotically follow the free
convolution of the semicircle and Marchenko-Pastur distributions [11, 16]. More recently, [19] extended
these results to the polynomial growth regime, and [14] generalized them to cases where X has i.i.d.
entries with finite moments, demonstrating the universality of this phenomenon.

Instead of applying a nonlinearity to the sample covariance matrix, one can also consider the sample
covariance matrix of a nonlinearity. This is the focus of the present article, which studies random
matrices of the form YY T, where Y = f(WX) is the so-called random features matriz. This model is
crucial for understanding the training dynamics and generalization properties of two-layer feed-forward
neural networks. Specifically, the expected training loss and generalization error are closely linked to the
spectral properties of these matrices in high dimensions. From a mathematical perspective, characterizing
the asymptotic spectrum of the random matrix YY T is challenging due to the nonlinear dependencies
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FIGURE 1. Eigenvalue histogram of the conjugate kernel matrix Y;, Y, for the activation
function f(x) = arctan(z). The weight distribution v,, follows a symmetric a-stable
distribution with o = 1 and different values of « € (0, 2], while v, is the standard normal
distribution. Numerical experiments were conducted with m = n = 10000 and p = 6500.

introduced by the activation function, which make the analysis significantly more complex compared to
linear random matrix ensembles. The global law of the conjugate kernel was first studied by Pennington
and Worah [28] in the setting where W and X have i.i.d. centered Gaussian entries. This work was
later extended by Benigni and Péché [6] to matrices with sub-Gaussian tails and real analytic activation
functions. Péché [27] further showed that the nonlinear random matrix Y'Y T is asymptotically equivalent
to a Gaussian linear model, where the asymptotic effect of the nonlinearity is captured by a linear
combination of the involved matrices and an additional independent Gaussian matrix. Building on this
line of work, the second author in collaboration with Schroder [29] computed the asymptotic spectral
density of the random feature model in the practically important case with additive bias, i.e., ¥ =
f(WX + B), where B is an independent rank-one rectangular Gaussian random matrix. This work
employed the resolvent method and cumulant expansion, rather than the moment method used in earlier
works [28, 6]. Recently, Speicher and Wendel [31] computed the cumulants of a broader class of nonlinear
random matrices, where the nonlinearity is applied to symmetric orthogonally invariant random matrices,
and showed that a Gaussian equivalence principle holds. Dabo and Male [13] further generalized the model
by considering random matrices with variance profiles, namely matrices where the variance of the entries
varies from one variable to another. They showed that the model is asymptotically traffic-equivalent to
an information-plus-noise type sample covariance matrix, consistent with previous results [27]. In parallel
to [28], Louart, Liao, and Couillet [18] initiated another line of research on the model f(WX)f(WX)T,
focusing on the case where X is deterministic, W is a random (with entries given by functions of standard
Gaussian random variables), and f is a Lipschitz activation function. Using concentration inequalities,
they derived a deterministic equivalent for the expectation of the resolvent and showed that the eigenvalue
distribution aligns with that of a standard sample covariance matrix. Generalizations of this result were
explored further in [12].

In this article, we study conjugate kernel random matrices with light-tailed inputs and heavy-tailed
weights. Linear models of symmetric matrices with independent heavy-tailed entries have been extensively
analyzed in [33, 4, 7, 8]. These matrices fall outside the Wigner universality class. Specifically, while
the empirical measure of their eigenvalues converges, the limiting distribution is not the semicircular law.
Instead, it is a probability measure with unbounded support. Depending on the model, this limit can
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exhibit atoms [30], as in the case of adjacency matrices of Erdds-Rényi graphs, or have a smooth density,
such as when the entries follow an a-stable distribution [3]. The eigenvalue fluctuations resemble those
of independent random variables [5]. However, the local spectral fluctuations remain largely unknown,
except in the case of a-stable entries, where certain regimes exhibit fluctuations similar to the Gaussian
Orthogonal Ensemble [9, 10, 2]. In contrast, the behavior of conjugate kernel matrices with heavy-tailed
weights is even less understood. In this work, the empirical spectral measure of these models has light
tails, in fact all finite moments, although we conjecture that the limiting distribution is not compactly
supported. For the eigenvalue fluctuations, we conjecture that they follow the usual scaling of the central
limit theorem which agrees with our rough bounds on the covariance derived in Section 4.3.

1.3. OUTLINE OF PROOFS

Our approach to proving the weak convergence of the empirical spectral measure of Y,,Y,! relies on the
classical method of moments, involving a modification inspired by Male [21], which consists in studying
more general functionals of the entries of the matrix (the so-called injective moments) than only its
moments. For every positive integer k& > 1, the normalized trace of the kth power of ¥;,Y,| can be
expanded as

E |:1 Tr(YmY,;l;)k:| = ! Z Z H ieje Yiei1je
P Poci Tisp 1< gesm
with the convention that ¢;41 = 7;. We interpret this sum graphlcally as a sum over cycles of length 2k
on a bipartite graph with one set of vertices labeled by {i1,14s,...,4x} and the other set by {j1, j2, ..., Jk},
and with edges from i, to j, and from j, to ipy; for 1 < ¢ < k. To formalize this, we now introduce the
notion of traffic traces from [21], which allows to compute more general functionals of the entries of the

matrix.

, (1.4)

Definition 1.6 (Traffic trace [21]).

(a) A test graph of matrices consists of a triple T' = (V, E, A), where G = (V, E) is a finite, oriented
graph (possibly with multiple edges and loops) and A = (A¢)ccr is a collection of N x N matrices
labeling each edge e € F in G.

(b) For every test graph T'= (V| E, A), the traffic trace is defined by

W= | 3 I Ao

¢: V—[N]e=(u,v)EE

where ¢ denotes the number of connected components of the graph G = (V, E).
(¢c) For every test graph T = (V, E, A), the mean injective trace is defined by

R =Bl Y [T Adetw).ew)

¢: V=[Nl e=(u,w)EE

s.t. ¢ is injective

The traffic trace is then recovered via:

= Y R
TeP(V)
where the sum runs over all partitions of V and T™ denotes the test graph obtained from 7" by
identifying the vertices within each block of .
(d) We say that a collection A of N x N matrices converges in traffic distribution if, for any test
graph T' = (V, E, A), the traffic trace 7n[T"] converges as N — oc.

In our case, we only need to consider non-oriented bipartite multigraphs since the matrix Y,,Y,!
is self-adjoint. According to Definition 1.6, for a non-oriented, finite, connected bipartite test graph
T =(WUV,E,Y,,), where the edges run from W to V and are labeled by the random matrix Y, the
mean injective trace is given by

T ::E% SO0 I Celéww),év@)™@] (1.5)

dw: Wolpl ¢y : Volm] e=(w,w)eEE
¢y injective ¢y injective
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where for each edge e € E, m(e) denotes its multiplicity. From item (c) of Definition 1.6, the normalized
tracial moments of Y;,Y,” can thus be expressed as

1 L
E |: TI'(YmYTI)k:| = Tp,m,n [TC}’CIC] - Z Tj()),m,n [ cycle] ’ (16)
p TEP(WUV)

where Teyele = (G, Y,,) denotes the test graph with G = (W UV, E) being the simple bipartite cycle
of length 2k. Our strategy to prove the convergence of matrix moments, and thus prove item (a) of
Theorem 1.4, is based on proving the convergence in traffic distribution of Y,,. Due to the invariance
property described in (c) of Definition 1.6, this is equivalent to prove convergence of the mean injective
trace.

Theorem 1.7 (Convergence in traffic distribution). Under Assumptions 1.1- 1.3, the random matrix
Y, converges in traffic distribution. Specifically, for every finite, connected bipartite test graph T =
(WUV, E,Y,,), there exists a real number &, depending only on G = (VUW, E) and ¢,, f, ®, vy, such
that
. 0 _ .0
m,;}légoo Tp,m,n [T} =TG-
In [13], the traffic approach was used to compute the traffic trace of the matrix model M =Y,,Y,! in
the setting where the matrices W and X are profiled and have light-tailed distributions.
To compute the injective trace 719 [T] for any bipartite test graph T = (W UV, E,Y,,), we first

expand (1.5) using the Fourier inversion theorem, which states that f(z) = 5= [, f(t)e*dt. This theorem
applies here since f € L? N C*™ by Assumption 1.2. Expanding in this way, we obtain

,mM,n

m(e)

1 1 PPV AT
T;?,m,n [T] = W Z Z (27r)|E|/RE| H H dve f(7e)AG(Y),

¢w: W—p] ¢y V—[m] e€E i=1
Sy injective ¢y injective

where |E| =) . pm(e), and

AE(Y) =Elexp|i > (4 )W) Xovw ||
e=(w,w)EE
with v = (v}, ... ,'ygn(e))eeE. To determine the leading contributions, we expand Ag by first taking the
expectation over W, using item (a) of Assumption 1.1. Alternatively, we could proceed by first integrating
over X, which provides a different perspective on the computation. Assuming that v, follows a centered
normal distribution, we obtain

AL(y) =E [eiTr(XEc('Y)W)} —Ey [e—%oi ZU<EG(7)U,WWTEG<7>U>} ,

m(e)

where Eg () is the matrix with entries given by (Eq(¥))wo = (v + -+ 7 ) lem(w,v)er and Eg(v),
denotes the corresponding column vector. This approach shows Y,, as a matrix with random covariance
given by Eg(v) " Eq(). However, even if this point of view clarifies the correlation between the entries,
we did not succeed to use it to describe more explicitly the limit law.

1.4. OVERVIEW

In Section 2, we present the proof of Theorem 1.7. In particular, we identify the connected bipartite
graphs that contribute to the limiting injective trace Tg relying on key combinatorial estimates from
Section 3. This result is then applied in Section 4 to compute the asymptotics of the normalized tracial
moments of YmY,;'L— by studying the traffic trace 7, n[Tcycle] associated to the simple bipartite test cy-
cle Teycle- Thus, Section 4 provides the proof of the convergence in expectation stated in Theorem 1.4.
The convergence in probability is derived from Chebyshev’s inequality by estimating the variance in Sec-
tion 4.3. Finally, Section 4.4 proves the almost sure weak convergence of the empirical spectral measure.

Acknowledgements. We thank Gérard Ben Arous and Camille Male for invaluable discussions
throughout the project. This work was supported by the ERC Advanced Grant LDRaM (No. 884584).
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2. CONVERGENCE IN TRAFFIC DISTRIBUTION

The goal of this section is to compute the limiting injective trace 73 from Theorem 1.7 and thereby
prove convergence in traffic distribution. To this end, we will identify the connected bipartite test graphs
T = (G,Y,,) for which the limiting injective trace 7% is nonzero.

2.1. PRELIMINARY REMARKS AND DEFINITIONS

Let G = (W UV, E) be a finite, connected bipartite multigraph G = (W UV, E), where E is a multiset of
edges and m: E — N assigns the multiplicity to each edge e € E. The total number of edges is then given
by |[E| =3 cgpm(e), and the degree of a vertex z € W UV is defined by deg(z) = >_, ., ., m((z,y)),
where w ~ v stands for (w,v) € E.

We first note that some test graphs have a vanishing mean injective trace due to the symmetry in the
distribution of the entries W;; and X;;. In particular, if there is a vertex in either W or V' with an odd
degree, the mean injective trace of the corresponding test graph will vanish, as shown by the following
result.

Lemma 2.1. Let T = (W UV, E,Y,,) be a finite, connected bipartite test graph with at least one vertex
in either W or V having an odd degree. Then, for every integers p,m,n € N, it holds that 7° [T] = 0.

p,m,n

Proof. We first assume that there exists vy € V having an odd degree. For every injective maps ¢y : W —
[p] and ¢y : V — [m], according to (1.5) we have that

E| TT Youlow(w).ov()

(w,w)EE

=E|E| JI Yulow(w),év (o)) Foyw) [I  Yeléww),év)

(w,v)€EE (wyw)eE,veV\{vg}

where Fy () denotes the o-algebra generated by {(Wi)icpp): (X;) %6y (vo)}- Now, we recall from (1.3)
that Yy, (ow (w), ¢y (v)) is given by

Yo (ow (w), v (v)) = %f (W (w) - Xoy () = —ﬁf (W () - (=X 0))) »

where we used the fact that f is an odd function. Since the law of the random vector X, (,) is symmetric
by Assumption 1.1, we obtain that

E H Ym(¢W(w)v¢V(U0)) |]:¢v(vo)

(w,vo)€E

eg v 1
= (~1)tsE ( | |)€E Tt Woww) - (“Xov ) | Fovwo)
w,vo

—E H Ym(¢w(W), ¢V(U0)) |I¢V(UO) ’

(w,v0)EE

where we used that deg(vo) is an odd integer. This shows that E [, ,, e Ym(ow (w), dv(vo)) | .7:¢V(vo)}

vanishes and so does 70, . [T]. The same argument applies to any vertex wo € W with an odd degree,

as the law of the entries of W is also symmetric by Assumption 1.1. |

In general, the limit of our injective trace is complicated, especially since the entries Y;; are correlated.
We next introduce some definitions which are needed in order to describe its limit.

Definition 2.2 (Induced subgraphs). Let G = (W UV, E) be a connected bipartite multigraph. For
some positive integer K, consider subsets Wy, ..., Wg of W such that Uf;IWi C W, which may have
a nontrivial intersection. For each subset W;, we define the bipartite subgraph G; = G(W;) induced by
W;, where

Vi={veV:3we W;such thatw ~ v},



8 ALICE GUIONNET AND VANESSA PiccoLo

and

E,={e=(w,v) € E:weW;veV}
The degree of a vertex x € W; U V; within the subgraph G; is denoted by degg. (x) and its degree in the
entire graph G by deg(z). By construction of the subgraph G;, for every w € W, the set E; includes
all edges in G that are incident to w, so that deg(w) = degg, (w). For every 2 < k < K and every
1</t <+ <t < K, we define the sets of common vertices in W and V, respectively, as follows:

Wa,,...c,, ={weW:31<i<j<k suchthat we W, NWy,},

and
Gek:{UEV:31§i<j§k such that UEVgiﬂsz},

,,,,,

respectively.

Example 2.3. Figure 2 provides an example of connected bipartite graph G = (W UV, E), along with
three different collections of subsets Wi,..., Wk of W for some K € {2,3} and their corresponding
subgraphs G(W1),...,G(Wk).

Definition 2.4 (Block structure of connected bipartite multigraphs). Let G = (W UV, E) be a connected
bipartite multigraph.

(a) We say that a vertex v € V is a separating verter if G can be decomposed into connected
subgraphs G(W1),...,G(Wk), where Wy,..., Wx CW and E,...,Ex C E are disjoint, and v
is the only vertex common to Vp,..., Vk.

(b) A block B of G is a maximal subgraph of G that contains no separating vertices in V. If Wy are
the set of vertices in W which belong to B, then B = G(Wpg) with the notation of Definition 2.2.

(¢) A graph G with N blocks By,..., By is called a block tree if for every 2 < k < N and distinct
ly,... b € [N], it holds that ‘V3217~~-»sz| <k-1.

Remark 2.5. The term “block tree” reflects the fact that a random walk starting from a block Bj,
traversing k blocks, and returning to B; must pass through at least one separating vertex more than
once. If this were not the case, the random walk would start from Bj, traverse the blocks Bs, ..., By,
and return to B; without revisiting any separating vertex (effectively forming a cycle). In this case,
|VB,....B,| = k, contradicting the definition of a block tree.

Examples of block trees are cactus graphs and double trees, defined as follows.

Definition 2.6 (Cactus graph and double tree). A bipartite cactus graph is a block tree in which each
block is either a simple cycle or a union of simple cycles connected by vertices in W. A bipartite double
tree is a cactus graph where every simple cycle has length two.

Example 2.7 (Example 2.3 continued). Consider the bipartite graph G of Figure 2a. The vertex v; € V
is a separating vertex, and the subgraphs G; and Gs of Figure 2b are the two blocks of G. Thus, G is
a block tree. More specifically, G is a cactus graph, since G; is a simple cycle and G5 is a union of two
simple cycles connected by the vertex ws € W.

In our case, we require a more intricate structure within the framework of a block tree, which we define
as follows.

Definition 2.8 (Admissible graph). We say that a connected bipartite graph G = (WUV, E) is admissible
if it satisfies the following conditions:

(a) the graph G is a block tree with separating vertices in V,
(b) at least one block in G contains more than one vertex from W,
(c) within each block, every vertex in W has even degree and every vertex in V has degree 2.

Let R denote the number of blocks in an admissible graph that contain more than one vertex from W.
Then, there are S = |W| — | UL, Wg,| blocks, each containing exactly one vertex from W.

Remark 2.9. In an admissible graph, each edge has multiplicity 1 or 2. For all S blocks containing only
one vertex from W, edges have multiplicity 2, meaning that each of these blocks is a double tree.

Remark 2.10. A block of an admissible graph forms a simple cycle if deg(w) = 2 for each vertex w € W.
A block of an admissible graph is a cactus graph if its cycles connect only through vertices in W. If all
blocks of an admissible graph are either simple cycles or cactus graphs, then G itself is a cactus graph.
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w1l
O

(A) A connected bipartite graph G = (W UV, E), where W = {w1,...,wi2} and V =
{v1,...,v12}. The vertices in W are denoted by white nodes, while the vertices in V by

black nodes.

w11
O

wa w1
v3 v1

w3 w2

w7

(B) The two connected subgraphs G1 = G(W1) and G2 = G(W2) obtained from the
disjoint subsets W1 = {wi,...,ws} and Wo = {ws,..., w12}, respectively, according to
Definition 2.2. Moreover, W, g, = 0 and Vg, ,q, = {v1}.

v3 vl V11

(c) The three connected subgraphs Gi = G(Wh1),Gs = G(W3) and G4 = G(W4) ob-
tained from the subsets W1 = {wi,ws, w3, wa}, Ws = {ws,ws,wr, ws, ws, w10}, and
Wi = {ws, w11, w12}, respectively, according to Definition 2.2. The colored vertices
represent vertices from the set V' which belong to different subgraphs. In particular,
Wayr,as =0, Way.6s =0, Was.as = {ws}, Way 63,60 = {ws} and Vo, a5 = {01}, Va,a, =

0, Vas,ca = {v2,v3,v4,v5}, Var 65,64 = {1, V2,03, 04,05}
wi1l
O

v2 v2

(D) The three connected subgraphs Gs = G(Ws5), Gs = G(Ws) and G2 = G(W2) obtained
from the subsets W5 = {w1, wa, wa}, W = {ws,wa}, and Wo = {ws, ..., w12}, respectively,
according to Definition 2.2. The colored vertices represent vertices from the set V' which
belong to different subgraphs. In particular, Weay,¢s = {wa}, Was,co = Was,a. = 0 and
Vas,ce = {v2,v3,v4}, Vas,ao = 0, Vag,ae = {01}, Vas,cs,62 = {v1,v2,v3, 04}

FIGURE 2. An example of a connected bipartite graph G = (W UV, E) along with three
distinct subgraphs obtained by choosing subsets Wy,..., Wik of W for K € {2,3}, as
described by Definition 2.2.



10 ALICE GUIONNET AND VANESSA PiccoLo

FIGURE 3. An example of an admissible graph G = (W UV, E) with three blocks. Block
B; = G({w1}) is a simple cycle of length 2; block By = G({ws,ws, wy, ws,we}) is a
cactus graph consisting of two simple cycles connected by the vertex ws; and block
Bs = G({wr}) is a double tree. The separating vertices are v; and vs. In particular, G
is a cactus graph. Block By has two admissible decompositions: {ws, w3, wy, ws, we} €
Ay ({ws, ws, wy, wy, we}) and {we, w3, we, ws}, {ws, we} € Az ({wa, w3, ws, w5, we}).

For an admissible graph G = (W UV, E) and a block B = G(Wg) that contains more than one vertex
from W, we now define an admissible decomposition of Wp.

Definition 2.11 (Admissible decomposition of a block). Let B = G(Wp) be a block of an admissible
graph G = (W UV, E) with [Wg| > 2. Consider K > 1 subsets Wi,..., Wk of Wg with a nontrivial
intersection (in the sense that for every i € [K], U, W; N W; is not empty) such that W = UK, W;. We
say that Wy, ..., Wk is an admissible decomposition of Wy if the following conditions are satisfied:

(a) each subset W; contains at least two vertices,

(b) each of the corresponding subgraph G; = G(W;) induced by W; is connected,
(c) for every v € Vp, there exists at least one V; such that degg, (v) > 2,

(d) for every 2 <k < K and distinct {1,..., 0 € [K], [Wg,,,..q, | <k—1

The set of admissible decompositions of W with K subsets W7, ..., Wk is denoted by Ax(Wg). Note
that Wpg € Al(WB).

Example 2.12 (Example 2.3 continued). The connected bipartite graph of Figure 2a is an admissible
graph, with its blocks given by the subgraphs B; = G(W;) and By = G(W3) shown in Subfigure 2b.
The subset Wi has only one admissible decomposition, which is Wi itself. Thus, W; € A;(W7). For
instance, the decomposition of Wy by W5 and Wy, as shown in Figure 2d, is not admissible. This is
because condition (c) is not satisfied: in the induced subgraphs G(W5) and G(Wg), the vertex ve has
degree 1 in each subgraph, whereas condition (c) requires degg, (v2) > 2 for at least on G; = G(W;). The
subset W5 has two admissible decompositions: Wy € A;(W2) and W5, Wy € Az(Ws), where the subsets
W3 and W) are illustrated in Figure 2c.

Example 2.13. The connected bipartite graph shown in Figure 3 is an admissible graph with three
blocks: By = G(Wp,), Bo = G(Wpg,) and B3 = G(Wpg,). These blocks are defined by the subsets Wg, =
{w1}, Wp, = {wa, w3, wy, ws,ws} and Wp, = {wr}. The block By has two admissible decomposition:
the trivial decomposition Wg, € A;(Wg,) and the decomposition with two subsets Wy, Ws € A1 (Wg,),
where W1 = {wa, w3, ws, ws} and Wy = {ws, we}.

2.2. LIMITING INJECTIVE TRACE

0

We are now in the position to present the asymptotics of the mean injective trace prm)n[T] for any

bipartite test graph T'= (W UV, E|Y,,). We first introduce two important parameters.

Definition 2.14. For every vertex w € W with even degree, we define the parameter Cyeg(w)(f) by

deg(w)/2
1 1.2 7/ 1\ P 2 Ex[¢(§ (]eg(w)/2(71+7~2)X')]
e : . : ‘ i= g R 2.1
Caegu) (f) (2 des(w) /Rdeg(w) Ul dv; dy; f (i ) f(i)e ! : (2.1)

where X7, ..., Xqeg(w)/2 are i.i.d. random variables distributed according to v,.
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Definition 2.15. For any subsets Wy, ..., Wg of W with |IW;| > 2, we define the parameter Cowpx (f)
by -

m(e)

K
1 PR i D wen Ex[Zw(¥)]
C(Wi)f;l(f) = W/RNK | H H dvef(ye)e™"< S H]EX
i=1

i=1"1

11 2z.(v

ceUK B, i=1 weW;
(2.2)
where for every w € W, the random variable Z,,(7) is defined by
Zu(v) = ( S Gluwy +ooe v?;(ﬁ,?’””mu) , (2.3)
veEV : vw

with (X, ),ev being i.i.d. random variables distributed according to v,.

We now present a more detailed version of Theorem 1.7, formulated as Proposition 2.16.
Proposition 2.16 (Theorem 1.7 continued). The random matriz Y, converges in traffic distribution:
for every connected bipartite test graph T = (W UV, E,Y,,), it holds that

. o T
P,Wll,l'r{LIi)oo Tp,mm, [T} =Taq,

where G = (W UV, E) and 72 depends only on ¢,, f, ®, and v,. The limiting injective trace T is given

as follows.

(a) If G is a double tree, then

s il
el W g/vcdeg(w)(f)' (2.4)
(b) If G is an admissible graph, then
1Bl
B CawIY Y Cwn] ©9
G "/le‘_l deg(w) J W)y ’ ’
weW\UE  Wp, 1=1 \K2>21Wi,... Wx€Ar(Wg,)

(¢c) Otherwise, 7& = 0.

Remark 2.17. A fat tree is a graph that becomes a tree when the multiplicity of the edges is forgotten.
In particular, a double tree is a fat tree in which every edge has multiplicity two. From Proposition 2.16,
if G is a fat tree with edges of multiplicity greater than two, the limiting injective trace 7& vanishes.
This behavior contrasts with general heavy-tailed random matrices, where fat trees with edges of even
multiplicity give a nonvanishing contribution, as shown in [20].

We present two specific examples of the limiting injective trace of admissible graphs.

Example 2.18 (Example 2.3 continued). Let G = (W UV, E) denote the bipartite graph given in
Figure 2a. In this case, the limiting injective trace 72 is given by

¢
Tg = chl (f) (CW2 (f) + CW37W4(f)> )
Where Wl - {w17 .. 7w4}a W2 = {w57 R 7w12}7 W3 = {w5; We, W7, Wg, Wy, w10}7 a‘nd W4 = {U)5, w11, le}-
Example 2.19 (Example 2.13 continued). Let G = (W UV, E) denote the bipartite graph given in
Figure 3. In this case, the limiting injective trace Tg is given by

¢2
6 = ﬁ@(f)cs(f) (Cw, (f) + Cwaw ()
where Wl - {wlv w2, W3, W4, w5}7 W2 = {wl, w2, W3, ’11}4}7 and W3 = {w47 ’LU5}.
From Proposition 2.16, we observe that if G is a double tree, the limiting injective trace Tg depends only
on the parameter Cyeg(w)(f). Using elementary properties of the Fourier transform, (2.1) is equivalent to

1 deg(w)/2

Caeg(w)(f) = Wg(ww/wég(wm 1:[1 da; f2 ()P (), (2.6)
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Ex @305 24, x,) | . . . :
where ¢(t) = e i=1 . If the weights W;; are symmetric a-stable random variables (i.e.,
®(z) = —0®|z|*) and X;; are Gaussian, we note that for deg(w) = 2, ¢(t) corresponds to the character-

istic function of a symmetric a-stable random variable S ~ S, (cE [|X|a]1/°‘) where X ~ N(0,02). If fs
denotes its density function, we then have that

N = [ F@fs@as =E[AS)]
In the general case of deg(w) > 2, we see that
(p(t) _ e_ou]EHZ;ligl(w)/z X a] _ e_oa (Zjigl(w)ﬂ t?)n/2]E[|X|a] _ e—o”‘]EHX‘u“ﬂa

where X ~ N(0,02). This corresponds to the joint characteristic function of the isotropic multivariate
stable distribution, see e.g. [25]. If § = (S1,..., Sdeg(w)/2) € € Ree(®)/2 j5 a random vector having the
isotropic multivariate stable distribution and fg(x) denotes its joint probability density function, then

deg(w)/2 deg(w)/2
CosrN = [T dnilefs@ =8| T £s)
]Reg w Z 1 Z:1

Remark 2.20. Consider the special case where o = 2. In this case, both random matrices W and X have
ii.d. centered Gaussian entries with variances E [ij] =02 and E [ij} = 02. In particular, we have
that 02 = 02 /2. From the previous computation (2.6), the Fourier transform of the Gaussian function

o(t) = e=7wzt7/2 is given by

deg(w) /2
() = < v2m > oIl /(2o%0?)

w9z
OwOz

leading to

deg(w)/
o2 o2 deg(w)/2
Caeg(w) (f) = ndx) = (Bzen(00202) [F2(2)]) 52

<\/ 2no2,02 /
As a consequence, if G is a double tree and if we define 01(f) = Ezn(0,0202) [f2(Z)], according to (2.5)
the limiting injective trace 72 results in

¢z

\E\ —|v] |E]| \%
TS =
G w1

O 2 E (1),

We recover formulas similar to [6, Theorem 3.5] for more general traffics in Lemma 4.16.

2.3. PROOF OF THE CONVERGENCE OF THE INJECTIVE TRACE

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 2.16. We consider a connected bipartite test graph
= WUV, E,Y,,), where E is a multiset of edges, and write G = (W UV, E). According to Lemma 2.1,

we assume that all vertices in WUV have even degree; otherwise, 7, , , [T] is zero for any integers p, m, n.

To compute the mean injective trace 7 I?m » IT], we begin from (1.5) and expand it as follows:
1 mie
TmalTl=20 > 3> ELCJL (m(ow(w),év ()™
Py W sy Vo | e=(w)er
¢y injective ¢y injective (2.7)
ViplW]
m!”p - - m(e)
= Sy A+ O™+ 0e™NE | [ (F Woww - Xovw))

e=(w,v)€EE

Since f € L2 N C* by Assumption 1.2, the Fourier inversion theorem gives that

1 o .
=L jigera o
2 R
where for any integer number ¢, there exists a finite constant Cy > 0 such that for every t € R,
o Cy
lf()] < (2.9)

(L+fe)e
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This implies that for every non-negative real number M and every integer number ¢,

N 1 1 1 C/
tldt < C, 7d < C, dt =: 2.10
/[_MM]c'f“ < ‘/[MM e = é1+MH/(1+\tI)2 Tz @10

Note that, since f is odd by Assumption 1.2, its Fourier transform f is also odd. Combining (2.7)
and (2.8) and using Assumption 1.3, we obtain the following expression for the mean injective trace:

\EI m(
oz VI n
T [T] = 07 (14 O ™) | |E|/ II H SOICHNVICH (211)
RIPI cek i1
where p(G) is defined by
E
o) =W+ - 2y, (212)

and for v = (v,... ,’yﬁf(e))eeE, AZ(7) is given by

AG(y) =Ew,x |exp | i Z (Y4 m((’))W X,
e=(w,w)EE

=Ewx lexp <Z Z Zka ( Z (’Y(lwﬂ,) + - Jr’yzzj(%} U)))Xk'v>>‘| .

weW k=1 veV i vvw

The main challenge in proving Proposition 2.16 lies in estimating A% (). To address this, we take the
expectation with respect to W, yielding

A2 (y) = (Ex [ Zwew O (2.13)

Z7(v) = nlog Ew {eiww(zvev: Mhﬁwm+"'+7(fo5§"’”)){”)] .

where

Here, the random variables (X,), ¢v are i.i.d. with distribution v,, and similarly, (Wy ). ew are ii.d.
with distribution v,,. Throughout this subsection, we define

= > Zi(v)
weW
From Assumption 1.1, it follows that Sg(v) converges to Sa(v) = >, Zw(7Y) as n — oo, where

Zu,(v)=<1>< S il ””)XU>.

veEV: vvw

Next, we wish to expand the right-hand side of (2.13) using cumulants. To this end, we first note that
we may assume without loss of generality that the 7.’s are bounded in absolute value by n¢ for some
€ > 0. Indeed, if we consider the integral in the right-hand side of (2.11), we notice that the integral

Ry, = /(1R|E\ — 1[_ne,n£]|E‘) H dfy; .. .d,y;n(e)f(,yé) f( m(e) )AL (~) (2.14)

ecE

can be easily bounded since S () has a non-negative real part so that A%(+) has modulus bounded by
one, and since by hypothesis (2.9) and (2.10) implies that for every integer number ¢ > 2, we can find
finite constants C5, C; > 0 such that

|E|

=3 () ([ o) (Liow) ™

|E|

< Z <E|> 1 +n€(£ 2 ) (C,)‘E‘ ¥ (Cé)‘E‘ <(1 + Cé(l +Cée(62)))E - 1> :

This quantity is as small as wished (negligible with respect to n=?(%)), provided £ and n are sufficiently
large. When the ~;’s are bounded by n¢, then A%(y)/" = Ex [exp (n™*S&(v))] corresponds to the
Fourier transform of random variables with finite exponential moments which are taken in the region
where their parameters go to zero. We can therefore expand A () in terms of its cumulants.



14 ALICE GUIONNET AND VANESSA PiccoLo

The ¢-th cumulant k& of S&(7y) is defined by

||

n B;
KE(Y) = HE [ (SE(7)) '}, (2.15)
TEP,
where the sum runs over the set of partitions Py of the set {1,..., ¢}, the product runs over the blocks

By, ..., By, of the partition 7 and p(r) = (—1)I"I=1(|x| — 1)!. Moreover, |B;| denotes the number of
elements of the block B; and |r| is the number of blocks in the partition. Since the cumulants £ () are
the coeflicients in the power series expansion of the cumulant generating function, i.e., for every ¢t € R,

ﬁ’L
tSe(v) | —
Ex [ G"} exp(Zm z')

it then follows from (2.13) that

n KG 1 n me
Ap) = f D oxp d 3 ) p = B ST [ () 219

i>2 ma,ms,...>04£0>2

Since the sum S¢ has all finite exponential moments when the v;’s are bounded by n¢, we easily see that
by Taylor expansion the above expansion holds also asymptotically up to the cumulants of order i with
an error of order (n~!)?, which we can again neglect provided i(1 — €) > p(G). The second expansion,
which amounts to expand the exponential function, can also be stopped as my is smaller than p(G)
up to an error smaller than n=?(%) provided e is small enough. In the sequel, we write the expansion
as infinite, having in mind that we can stop it to the finite set of integer numbers my,{ > 2 so that
Y oesome(f —1) < p(G), up to a negligible error.

We now present our expansion for AZ(7). In the following lemma, for any subset Ey C E, let Tk,
denote the map on RI”! that changes 7 into —+¢ for every i € {1,...,m(e)} and every e € Ey, while
leaving the other entries unchanged.

Lemma 2.21. Let G = (W UV, E) be a connected bipartite graph in which all vertices have even degree.
Then, for every e >0,

. " . 1, 1
AG (’y) = GEX [S& (] <1 + hG ("Y) =+ WQG(’Y)]-{GE‘ an admissible graph} +o <77/’(G))) .

Here, nP(G)o( —t=5) goes to zero uniformly on ||yl < n¢, hL(7y) is a (finite) sum of functions which

are invariant under Ty, for some subset Ey C E with odd cardinality |Eo|, and g&(7y) is given by

I ziw

weWy

R

98(7):1_[ Z Z HEX

=1 \K21W;,...Wk€Ar(Wp,) k

(2.17)

Having Lemma 2.21 at hand, we now prove Proposition 2.16.

Proof of Proposition 2.16. From (2.11) and (2.14), it follows that

B-vi g o)
0 T = Li P(G)/ An
o= St s (0 T s o

Plugging the estimate of A, given by Lemma 2.21 into the above expression yields
7, [T] = IT(G) + I3(G) + I§(G) + o(1),

P
where
1Bl _ m(e)
(G) = e V1 e TT T o FaiyeBstseent,
1 ¢|W\—1 (27r)|E| [—nene]lBl Jop s ¢ p
(z)\E\ W4 1 m(e) 520
n o IE ¥ n
16 = S gy . LT i Se0hg o),

eckE i=1

m(e)

\E\
n d) i 1 IE S&
IS (T) = le‘_l (27r)|E| (e ne] B H H dfy f x[Se) ( )1{Gis an admissible graph}s

ecFE 1=1
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and we also observe that

m(e) |E|
/ [T IT dvifedyeBxtseti) < (/ f(%)d%>
(~nenell® o i1 (e ]
is finite so that the error terms in A% () become error terms in 7, , [T].

We first claim that I3 (G) vanishes for all integers n. Since the law of X, is symmetric, the expectation
Ex [S%(7)] does not depend on the sign of 37+ "
In particular, applying T, with Ey = (w,v), we find that

Ex [S&(¥)] = Ex [S&(Tiww)(¥)] -
Since h¢, is a finite sum of functions which are left invariant under some T, , if we take such a function, say

h, we then notice that since Ex [SZ()] is left invariant under Tg, and since f is odd by Assumption 1.2,
the change of variables Tz, shows that the integral

/| [T T avéFnisess S560inca)

nene ]2l Scp iy

) for every v € V and w € W such that v ~ w.

w,v

m(e)

=<—1>'E°'/[-ne vy LT e f a2y S0,

eckE i=1

vanishes as |Ey| is odd. The same is true for hf, yielding I3 (G) = —I3(G), which gives that the integral
I7 (@) vanishes.

We now focus on I7'(G) and observe that if there is an edge ey € E with odd multiplicity m(eq), then
the integral

/ 11 ﬁ) dn? (1) eBx 156 (0]
[ ne ne]lE‘ eckE i=1

vanishes for all n by the same reasoning as above using the change of variables Ti,. Therefore, I7(G) is
nonzero only if all edges in G have even multiplicity. In this case, we claim that p(G) < 0 with equality
if and only if all edges e € F have multiplicity m(e) equal to 2. Let G = (W UV, E) denote the graph
obtained from G by forgetting the multiplicity of the edges. Since G is a connected graph, so is G, and
it holds that [W|+ |V| < |E| + 1, with equality if and only if G is a tree. Since all edges in G have even
multiplicity, |E| > 2|E|, ensuring that p(G) = |W|+ |V| — |E|/2 — 1 < 0. Hence, we have shown that
p(G) = 0 if and only if G is a tree and all edges in G have multiplicity equal to 2. If p(G) < 0, 79 [T]
goes to zero as the integral is uniformly bounded by (2.9). If p(G) = 0, we can replace the integral over
[—n¢, nf]lEl by RIFI by the same argument as in (2.14). We deduce that

E|
By

Ex[Zu : .
IMNG) = ™1 (27r)\E\ Jreie Heer Hz 1 d%f(’Ye) 2w Bx[Zu()] +o(1) if G is a double tree,
o(1) otherwise,

where we also used the fact that S (v) converges to )y Zw(7) from Assumption 1.1, where Z,, ()

is given by
Zu(y) =@ ( > (How + V) Xv> :

veV: vvw

It remains to estimate I3 (G), which is zero if G is non-admissible, and otherwise is given by

1Bl _ m(e)
n _ ¢ Vi ]EX SG ('7)] n
16 = s et f 1L 1 017005,

According to Assumption 1.1, we have that S (v) = >, cw Ex [Z;(7)] converges towards Sg(v =
> wew Ex [Zuw(7)], where Z,, () is defined by (2.3). Similarly, g¢ () converges towards

R
gan=11{ 2 > HEX II z.(v

K>1Wq,.. ,WKGAK(WB ) weWy,

(2.18)
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In particular, we find that

121 m(e)
n ¢ Vi 1 i Fraiy Ex
I3(G) = %/J'W‘l(%)'E/RE 1}; lj[l dyif (v) e B Mge () + o(1)

1Bl

El_v) 1 2 Ex [Zu
B = /\E\ R g H Hd’Yéf(’Y;)BZWEW\UF:1WBi X2l
RIP\Yi=1 Fi

(W1 [E\UTL B
w (27T) ! ecE\UZ E,; =1

R m(e)
1 / N Z Ex [Zw ('7)]
11 55EsT dye f(ye)e ™ e"e:
g (27T)|EBi| RIEB;] eel;lBi 11;[1
K
X Z Z Ex l H Zw(¥)| | +o(1)
K>1Wr,..,\WkeAg (Wg,) k=1 weW;
o5 -V i
wEW\UfilWBi i=1 K>1 Wl,...,WKEAK(WBi)
as desired. O

It remains to prove the crucial expansion of Ay, stated in Lemma 2.21. To prove this result, we will
use the combinatorial estimates from Section 3.

Proof of Lemma 2.21. We now give the proof of Lemma 2.21, based on some key combinatorial esti-
mates provided in Section 3. We again write series formally, as we have already discussed how to truncate
them and control the reminder terms. According to (2.16), A is given by

n 1 —og)t e
e ERAD D | i (= 0 C7)

mo+mg+--->140>2

The product of cumulants in the above display can be written as

K

11 m%, (Mlglwc(vomz =11 (MH%(W)) : (2.19)

0>2 k=1
where
o K = 2422m€ > 1,

K
* > le = thz2 tmy,
o lp=2"forke{l,...,ma}, =3 for k€ {ma+1,...,ma2+ ms}, and so on, i.e.,

-1 ¢
by=4>2 for ke {Zmi+l7...72mi}.
i=2 i=2
We therefore have that

K 1
A™ — Ex[SeM] | 1 = k¢ . 2.20
By) = e + X I (i) (220)

£;>2,1<i<K

We need to estimate the product H,Ile Iili () in (2.20). According to the definition of cumulant given
by (2.15) and the fact that Sg(v) = 3, e Zo(7), we can expand kY as follows:

|| | Bil

o= um[l Y Ex |[[Z00]. (221)

TEPe =1 w{,...,w"‘Bi‘EW
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where By, ..., B are the blocks of 7. For every 1 <i < |r|, we then note that
T B!
YRR} ) EACII 3) PR [ I e (w>] o e
w§:~-~7eri\€W Jj=1 Wi My, *WE EW: 77W weW;

where the first summation is over a subset W; of W such that |W;| < |B;| and the second summation
is over a sequence 1y, = (nw, (w))wew, € NWil such that > wew, Mw; (w) = |Bi|. We observe that if
nw, (w) = 1 for every w € W, then |W;| = |B;|. Moreover, we have that

il il

>3 =Y IBl =t

i=1 weW;
It then follows from (2.21) and (2.22) that the /-th cumulant ¢ is given by

||

CUEDIWLED VDY HHBEX

TEPe Wiseoo s Win w5 Mw, | = 1 1lwew; nW( )

I1 <Zz<fy>>"wi<“’>]. (2.23)

weW;

From (2.23) we therefore obtain that

H(nej I eci(’Y)>=nZK1M S owm)p(re) Y Z P(ﬂk wh ey (1), (2.24)

k=1 . Ty K wi

where
(i) the first summation is over partitions 7, € Py, with blocks B, .. Bﬁr Jfor ke {l,..., K}

(ii) the second summation is over W' ..., WX where each W* denotes W* = {IW* 1 <i < |m|}
and WF,..., W/t | are subsets of W such that [W}'| < |Bf|, with equality if 7y« (w) = 1 for every
we WF;

(iii) the third summation is over n!,..., n*, where each n* denotes n* = {nwk 1 << |mg|} and
Mwr = (nywr (W) yewr € NWIT for every i € [|mx]] such that zwewik nw (w) = |BF;

(iv) the term Pl W me) K (7) is given by

K |7kl

P |sz|' E VA WW_k(w)
(e W ) HHH Ex | JT @™ | (2.25)

k=1i=1 L lwew§ an(w)' wEWF

Since the subgraph G(W}) associated to W[ is not necessarily connected, the expectation in (2.25) may
—k -

factorize. We therefore decompose W = {WF 1 < i < |m|} as W = {W}F,1 < i < r(m,)}, where

7| < r(m) and U WE = UTUWE o that the subgraph G(WF) associated to W is connected. By

3 1
definition we also have that
|7 r(mL)

Z Wk = Z WE. (2.26)

In the following, we let r = Zszl r(m1,) denote the number of subsets {W},1 <i < r(m),1 <k < K}
and we write {Wi,l <i<r}= {Wi’“,l <i<r(m),1 <k < K} to simplify notation slightly. We also
denote by Nyr = (ﬁWik (w))wewik the sequence given by ﬁvi/f (w) = Ty (w) for w € WFN Wf and we
write {7,,1 <i<r}= {'leik, 1<i<r(mg),1 <k <K}. We then rewrite the product (2.25) in (d) as

K |7kl

| BF|!
PTr k . P V. )" (7)?
(e W® ]H zl_Il HU)EW,-)“ nWik (w)' (We.m,);

where Py, a7 (7) is given by

P(W“m H]EX H (zm (,Y))r'u(w)

U}EW,‘,
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We next study the right hand side of (2.24) using Section 3 and in particular Proposition 3.10. Since
in Section 3 we consider connected subgraphs of G, we can apply the results of Section 3 to the subsets
Wi, ..., W, since by definition the associated subgraphs G(W1),...,G(W,) are connected. According to
Proposition 3.10, if W1, ..., W, ¢ W, then either P(Wmm)?ﬂ () is 1nvar1ant under Tz, for some Ey C E

with odd cardinality |Ey| and we can add this term to h,,, or
p(G) = W] +|V] = 1<Z|W|—1

Since SX7_, [Wi| = oK S ik = oK ShImE W E| by (2.26) and since [WE| < |BE| by item (b),
we have that

r K [fr(m) K |7l K [lmkl
DUW =)= D W =r(me) | =D (D W —r(me) | <D D IBF = Imil |,
i=1 k=1 \ i=1 k=1 \i=1 k=1 \i=1
yielding

i=1 k=1

where we used that £; = S>I™| | B¥| by item (a) and that |m,| > 1. This means that if p(G) < 37, (|Wi|—
1), then p(G) < Zle (¢, — 1), showing that this term will provide an error term in g,, see (2.24). If

Wi, ..., W, € W,, it then follows from Proposition 3.10 that p(G) = 3"7_, (|Wi| —1) and by the argument
above we have that

T K
p(G) =) (Wi —1) <D (6 — 1),
=1 k=1

with equality if [W}F| = |BF| (i.e., if nyx(w) = 1 for each w € W} by (b)) and r(m;,) = |7 = 1. This
implies that in (2.24) the sum simplifies 1(yfhrasticaully and we may only consider trivial partitions which are
the full set, i.e., my = {{1,...,4,}} for all k¥ € [K]. The main contribution to A% is therefore given by
subsets Wy, ..., Wk € Wy, where we write WF = W), for every k € [K] and |W| = ¢ > 2. From (2.24)
we then have that

> kﬁl (Mﬂﬁ (’7))

K>1
£;>2,1<i<K

= > HEX[HZM

K>1Wq,..., Wk eEWK k=1 weWy

1
o\ @ )

where the error o (ﬁ) is uniform when |||l < n€. This yields

" 1
n _ Ex][S n
Mo =50 (1) + i S Y R, 4o (i) |

K>1Wy,....WgeWK

where hl(v) is a sum of functions which invariant under T, for some Ey C E such that |Ep| is odd
and Py, )« (7) is given by Pyyx () = Hszl Ex [HwGWk Z%(v)]. Finally, from Lemma 3.11, the
connected bipartite multigraphs G = (W U V| E) in which all vertices have even degree and for which

there exists a collection W1, ..., Wg € Wy for some integer K > 1 are admissible graphs. In particular,
they have R > 1 blocks B; = G(Wp,) with |Wg,| > 2 and S blocks each containing only one vertex from
W. Moreover, the subsets W7, ..., Wk can be decomposed so that for each i € [R], there exists an index

set I; C [K] with I; N I; = () for i # j, such that (Wy)ees, € A7,/ (W, ). Letting K; = |I;| and writing
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Wi, ..., Wi for (W¢)eer,, we have

Yo > Py,

K>1Wi,...,.WkEWxk

= 1{Gis an admissible graph} Z Z e Z H P(le)izl (’7)

Kt Kp21 WL, Wi €AR, (W) Wk, W}?REAKR(WBR) i=1

R

= 1{Gis an admissible graph} H Z Z P(Wk)ff:l (7)

i=1 \K>1W,...,.WkEAK(Wg,)

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.21. |

3. COMBINATORIAL ESTIMATES

Let G = (W UV, E) be a finite, connected bipartite multigraph, where F is a multiset of edges
and m: E — N assigns the multiplicity to each edge e € E. For some positive integer r, consider
subsets Wy, ..., W, of W, which may have a nontrivial intersection, and sequences 7, ..., n, such that
n; = {n:;(w),w € W;} € NIW:l. For every integer n > 1, we define the following integral:

m(e)

/H H d’Ye ) weW X[Z;l](w)]P(Wi,m){:l('Y)’ (3.1)

eeFE i=1

where g: R — R is an odd, L'-integrable function and Pow, mr_, (7) is given by

H (Zn (,Y))m(w)] )

weW;

Pwim,)r_ HEX

For every w € W and integer n, the random variable Z7 () is defined by

Z?’r; (A/) - n]OgEW [ei(ZUEV: v~w ('Y(w ”)+ +’Y'Z((Uu)) v>>) )Ww:|

)

where W, are i.i.d. random variables distributed according to v,, and X, are i.i.d. random variables
distributed according to v, (see Assumption 1.1). Notably, fixing w € W, we observe that Ex [Z],(v)]
remains unchanged if we replace every 7(w ) by “Yw, ) for all v ~ w and 1 < i < m((w,v)). This
invariance is due to the symmetry of v, and the fact that X, appears only once inside Ex [Z ()]

For any subset Ey of E, let T, denote the map on RZEGE ™) that changes 7! to —v! for every

i € {l,...,m(e)} and every e € Ey, while leaving the other entries unchanged. Under this notation,
Ex [Z ()] is invariant under the transformation Tc—(w,v): vow}- Thus, the sum Ex [ZMGW zn ('y)] is

invariant under Tg. Since g is an odd function, it follows that if Py, .- (7) is invariant under T, for
some subset Fy C E with odd cardinality |Ey|, then the integral (3.1) vanishes. In the first part of this
section, our goal is to determine conditions on Wy, ..., W, such that P(Wmm){:l (7) fails to be invariant
under Tz, for subsets Ey C E with odd cardinality.

Given the subsets Wy, ..., W,. of W, welet Gy, ..., G, denote the bipartite subgraphs G; = (W;UV;, E;)
given by Definition 2.2, where

Vi={veV:3we W;,v~w},
and
E,={e=(w,v) e E:weW;,veV}

We let degg, (z) denote the degree of a vertex x € W; UV; within the subgraph G, and deg(x) its degree
within the entire graph G. We assume that the subgraphs Gy, ..., G, are connected, ensuring that the
expectation Ex [Hwew (Zn(y ))m(w)] in P, n,)r_, () does not factorize. We now provide the necessary
conditions for the integral (3.1) to be nonvamshlng.
Lemma 3.1. Let wy,...,Wq, g > 0, denote the vertices that belong to two or more subsets among
Wi, ..., W, (if Wh, ..., W, are disjoint, then ¢ = 0). Consider the following conditions:

(A) for every i € [r] and every w € W;, deg(w) = degg, (w) > 2;

(B) for every v € Uj_,V;, there exists at least one V; such that degg, (v) > 2;
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(C) for every v € V; such that v & 1, ..., 10,, degg, (v) is even (if Wy,..., W, are disjoint, then
degg, (v) is even for all v € V;);
(D) for every e € E\ Ul_; E;, m(e) is even.
If any of the conditions (A)-(D) is not satisfied, then there exists at least one subset Ey C E with
odd cardinality |Eo| = >_ cp, m(e) such that Puy, 5,y () is invariant under Tg,. As a result, the
integral (3.1) vanishes.

Proof. We first focus on condition (A). We observe that for every i € [r] such that w € W;, the degree of
w in G; is independent of i since the neighborhood of vertices in W does not depend on 4. This implies
that deg(w) = degg, (w) for all w € Uj_;W;. If (A) is not satisfied, then there exists wy € Uj_; W such
that deg(wg) = 1. For every ¢ € [r] such that wo € W;, it follows that

1 <ZZ<7>>”“”)]=EX AR | I

weW; weW; \{wo}

Ex

— Ex | (nlogEw [eMtonXeoWuo )00 TT (20 ()" ()
weW,; \{wo}

is even in v(y,,v,) since the law of X, is symmetric and X,, appears only once inside the expectation.
This implies that Py, »,)r_ () is invariant under T{.,,v,) and (3.1) vanishes. If (B) is not satisfied, then
there exists at least one vy € Ul_;V; with deg(vp) = 1 in U_;G;. Let wg € W such that wg ~ vg. For
every i € [r] such that wg € W;, we have that

Ex =Ex | (Zo,(0)"™ T @ue

weW;\{wo}

IT @i

weW;

where in this case Z;; is given by

) 1 m((wg,v))
i ’7('w0wo)X“0+ZU e Vwg, oy T Y v )Xu)Wwo
Z% () =nlogEw [6 ( EVAvo}: v o) (w0 .

Therefore, E x [HwEWi (zn ('y))m(w)} is even in 7(y,,v,) since the law of X, is symmetric and X,,, appears

only once inside the expectation. This implies that Py, »,)r_| () is even in y(y, ) and the integral (3.1)
vanishes. We now consider condition (C) and we first assume that W1, ..., W, are disjoint. If (C) is not
satisfied, then there exists at least one subgraph G; with at least one vy € V; such that degg. (vp) is odd.
We let w1, ..., w, € W; denote the neighbors of vy in G;. We then note that the expectation

Ex =Ex | (Z5,)" "z o)™ T @

weW,; \{w1,...,wr }

IT @i

weW;

is invariant under Tg, for Ey = {(vo,w;): ¢ € [k]} by the same argument used above. Since by as-
sumption Wiy, ..., W, are disjoint, it follows that Py, »,)r_ () is also invariant under Tg, and |Eo| =

Zle m((vo,w;)) = degg, (vo) is odd. It remains to consider the case where W1, ..., W, are not necessarily
disjoint. We let Z denote
Z={ie[r]:3j € [q] such that w; € W;}

such that @1,...,10; € U;ezW;. We note that the subsets (W;);cz- are disjoint and have a trivial
intersection with U;ezW;. Assume first that there exists vg € V; for some i € Z°¢ such that degg, (vo)
is odd. Then, by the above computation we have that Ex {HwEWi zn (,y))m(w)] is invariant under T,
for By = {(vo,w): w € Wi, w ~ v} and so does P(Wi),,i)r:l('y) since W; is disjoint from the other
subsets. We therefore assume that there is vo € V; for some i € Z such that degg, (vo) is odd and
such that the neighbors wi,...,w; of vy in G; are distinct from ,,...,w,. Since the expectation
E [HwEW,- (Z7 ()" ™| is invariant under Tg, for Eo = {(vo,w;): i € [k]} by the above computation
and since wy, . .., wy only belong to W; by assumption, it then follows that the product Pw,imr_, (7) is
also invariant under Tg,. The integral (3.1) vanishes since |Ey| = Zle m((vo, w;)) = degg, (vo) is odd.
Finally, assume that condition (D) is not satisfied. Then, there is eg € E\ Ul_; E; such that m(eg) is



GLOBAL LAW OF CONJUGATE KERNEL RANDOM MATRICES WITH HEAVY-TAILED WEIGHTS 21

m(eo)

odd. The product Py, »,)r_ () is invariant under T, since it does not depend on Yagr -+ > Yoo The
integral (3.1) Vanlshes since m(eo) is odd. O

With the conditions (A)-(D) from Lemma 3.1, our aim in the remainder of this section is to estimate
the sum Y., |[W;| in terms of |W|,|V], and |E|. To this end, for some integer s > 0, we partition
WA\ UI_, W; into s subsets W41, ..., W4, such that Ui_, W, ; = W\ Ul_; W;, with the convention that
s =0if W = U]_;W,. The subsets W,41,... Wr+s may have a nontrivial intersection. We then define
the correspondlng bipartite subgraphs G( r+1) ., G(W,4s) as described in Definition 2.2 and assume
that G(Wy41), ..., G(W,4s) are connected.

The first result addresses the case where the subsets Wy,..., W, and W,.41,..., W, are disjoint.
Since G is a connected graph and Wi,... , W, are disjoint subsets, the corresponding subgraphs
G(Wy),...,G(W,+s) must be connected through vertices of V. We denote the set of common vertices of
V among the subgraphs Gy, ..., G, as follows: for every k € [2,r+s] and every 1 < {1 < -+ <l <r+3s,
we set

Gev:{UEV:31§i<j§k such that vGVeiﬂsz}.

.....

Lemma 3.2. Let G = (W UV, E) and {G; = G(W;),1 < i < r+ s} be connected bipartite graphs such
that G = U,_,G; UU;_,G,r1;. Assume that
(i) Wi,..., W, are disjoint and satisfy (A)-(C);
(i) Wygt,...,Wyis are disjoint and condition (D) holds, i.e., for every i € [s] and every e € E,4;,
m(e) is even.
Then, it holds that

E
V] < %—(Hs)ﬂ, (32)
from which it follows that
r+s
W|+|V| - 1<Z [Wi| —1). (3.3)

Moreover, equality in (3.2), and thereby in (3.3), holds zf and only if
(a) for everyi € [r] and every v € V;, degg, (v) = 2;
(b) for every i € [s] and every v € Vi, degg, , (v) = 2;
(c) for every k € 2,7+ 5] and every 1 < {1 < --- <Ll <71+, |VG£1,M’G%| <k-1.

Remark 3.3. The following observation concerns item (b) of Lemma 3.2. In particular, we observe that,
under both assumptions (i) and (ii) of Lemma 3.2, for every i € [s| and every v € V4, degg, ,(v) =
2 if and only if [W,,;] = 1 and m((w,v)) = 2 for every w ~ v. Assume first that degg, (v) =
Do weW, 11 wew M(w,v)) = 2 for every v € Viy;. Since m(e) = 2 for every e € E,; by assumption
(ii), it follows that each vertex v € V,.4; has exactly one neighbor, say w; € W,.1;, and that m(e) = 2
for every e € E,y;. This implies that |W, ;| = 1 for every i € [s], leading to > ;_,(|[W;4i| — 1) = 0 and
s=|W|=>I_, [W;|. Now, assume that W, ; = {w;} for every i € [s], and that m((w;,v)) = 2 for every
v ~ wj;. In this case, each vertex v € V,.;; has exactly one neighbor w; € W,.;, and since m((v, w;)) = 2,
it follows that degg, . (v) = m((wi,v)) = 2.

Proof. To prove (3.3), it suffices to show (3.2). Indeed, since Wy, ..., Wy, W41, ..., W, are disjoint
by assumptions (i) and (i), we have [W| = 32777 [W;| and (3.3) follows directly from (3.2). For every
i € [r+s],let G; = (W; UV;, E;) denote the induced subgraph as defined in Definition 2.2. Since
G is a connected graph and the subsets Wy,..., W, are disjoint, the subgraphs Gi,...,G,4s are
connected, their set of edges F1,..., F.ys are disjoint, and they are connected through vertices in V.
By assumption (i), it holds that degg. (v) > 2 for every v € V; and i € [r]. Similarly, by assumption
(i), dege, ., (v) = D pew, . weo M((w,v)) = 2 for every v € Viy; and @ € [s]. This implies that the
connected components G1,...,G,y, are connected by vertices in V' with degg(v) = >, degg, (v) > 4.
Assume that G, ..., G4, are connected by distinct vertices o1,...,0, € V for some integer p > 1. For
every i € [p], let n(?;) denote the number of components going through ©;. We then see that

Y@ -0 =2 Y we) -0, 69
=1

=1

r+s r+s |E |

V= ZIV\ Z Z

i=1
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where the last equality follows from the fact that Ei,..., E,;s are disjoint and the inequality follows

from

Bl =Y > m((w,0)lwwer) = Y degg, (v) > 2[Vi|. (3.5)

veV; weW; veV;

We therefore need to estimate the term > -_, (n(;) —1) in (3.4). We first consider the n(9;) components
going through ¥;. One of them contains at least one vertex among ¥s,...,¥p, say U2. There are at
most 1(d3) — 1 new components going through o5, since at least one component is also connected to vy.
Proceeding in this way, there are at most n(93) — 1 new components connected to 93, since at least one
component is already connected to o1 or ¥. Recursively, we obtain that n(o1) + > 5 ,(n(0;) —1) > r+s,
yielding

P
> (@) —1)=r+s— 1 (3.6)
i=1

Combining (3.4) and (3.6) we obtain that

Bl N~ |E|
<= )—1) < = 1
Vi< =Y -0 <G4

which proves (3.2).

We now study the case of equality in (3.2). We first note from (3.5) that for every 1 < i < r + s,
|E;| = |Vi|/2 if and only if degg. (v) = 2 for every v € V;. In particular, we have equality in (3.4) if and
only if (a) and (b) holds. We therefore study the case of equality in (3.6). We first assume that item (c)
holds. We consider the n(9;) components (G;);cz, going through 9;, where Z; = {1 <i <r+s: 0; € G;}
and n(9;) = |Z1|. From item (c) it follows that Vg, g,| = [{#1}| = 1 for every i, j € T, thus each of the
vertices ¥s, ..., U, belongs to at most one subgraph (G;);cz,. We may assume without loss of generality
that 02 belongs to one of the components (G;)icz,. Then, there are exactly n(02) components (G;);cz,
going through 72, where Zo = {1 < i < r + s: 92 € G;} and n(02) = |Zz|. More precisely, there are
exactly n(92) — 1 new components going through o5 since one component is already counted as it also
goes through ;. Since |Vg, q,| = {02} = 1 for every i, j € Z, by item (c), the n(d2) — 1 new components
attached to ¥ do not share other vertices. Moreover, since by condition (c), |Vg, ¢;,c,| < 2 for every
1,7,k € Iy Uy, it follows that each vertex 0y for 3 < k£ < p belongs to at most one subgraph among
(Gi)iez,uz,- Otherwise, there are indices ¢ € Z; and j € Zp\Z; such that at least one vertex among
Us,...,Up belongs to V;NVj, say vs € V;NVj. If we denote by Gy, k € Z; NIy, the component containing
both ©; and @, then this implies that |Vg, ¢, G, | = [{01, 02, ¥3}| = 3, which is a contradiction to item (c).
We may assume without loss of generality that o5 belongs to exactly one component among (G;)iez,uz, -
Then, there are exactly n(93) — 1 new components going through 3. Iterating the argument, we see that
condition (c) requires that at each time there are exactly n(?;) — 1 new components going through ;.
This implies equality in (3.6).

We now assume by contradiction that (c) is not verified for some k € [2,7 + s]. By definition, this
means that there are distinct indices ¢1,...,¢; € [r + s] such that the subgraphs Gy, ,...,Gy, form a
cycle, i.e., |VG51,__47G%| = k. We may assume without loss of generality that G,, and G/, are connected
through 91, Gy, and Gy, through ¥, and so on, and finally Gy, and G/, are connected through ¥,. We
then proceed as before. We first fix the n(?;) components going through ©; and consider the n(dy) — 1
new components going through @3, and so on, and finally we have the n(9;) — 2 new components going
through o) (there are exactly n(?9) — 2 new components since Gy, and Gy, have already been counted).
Moreover, there are at most n(9;) — 1 new components going through v; for every i € [k + 1,p]. This
shows that

k—1 P
n(@1) + Y (n(B:) = 1)+ (n(Bx) —2) + Y (n(@) —1) =7+,
i=1 i=k+1
that is, >%_,(n(9;) —1) > r+s > r+ s — 1, thus yielding a strict inequality in (3.6). O
It remains to address the case where Wi,..., W, and W, 4,..., W, are not necessarily disjoint.

Analogous to the definition for the set of common vertices of V', we define the set of common vertices of
W among the subgraphs G, ..., G, as follows: for every k € [2,r] and every 1 < /{1 < -+ <l <71, we
set

Way,,...Go, = {weV:31<i<j<k such that we W, "Wy, }.
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We can naturally extend this definition to the set of common vertices of W among the subgraphs
Gr41,--.,Grqs. Note that by definition, Wy,..., W, are disjoint from W, q,...,W,;s. We now de-
fine a merging operation for the subsets W1, ..., W, and subgraphs G4, ..., G, sharing common vertices
in order to recover the original graph G.

Definition 3.4 (Merging procedure). Since Wi,..., W, are not necessarily all disjoint, for an integer
g > 0, we let w1, . .., W, denote the vertices of W which belong to two or more subsets among W1, ..., W,,
with the convention that ¢ = 0 if Wy,..., W, are disjoint. Specifically, we let Z denote the subset of [r]
such that 1,...,w, € UjezW;, ie.,

Z={ie[r]: 3j €[q] such that w; € W;}.

By definition, the subsets (W;);cz- are disjoint and have a trivial intersection with U;czW;. For every
J € [q], we also let Z; denote the subset of [r] such that w; € Njez, W3, i.e.,

Ij = {’L € [7’]2 U~)j € WZ}

We note that Z = U?lej. Let C denote the number of components of U;ezW;. Then, for every i € [C],

we let Z; denote the maximal subset of Z such that U W; is connected and we set

€L
Wi = U,z W5,

where we remove the repeated copies of @, for every j € [g] such that 7 NZ; # 0. By definition, 7 ﬂfj =0
for every i # j, so that Z = I_Iiczll}. In this way, we obtain C' disjoint subsets W7, ..., W such that

UiezW; = UL, W

Then, for every ¢ € [C], we merge the subgraphs {G(W;),j € 7;} containing w; for every j € [q] such that
7 NZ; # () and remove the repeated copies of w; as well as the associated edges and vertices v ~ w;. We
also remove the repeated copies of vertices of V' which are not adjacent to 1,...,w,. From this merging
operation, we obtain C' + |Z¢| disjoint subsets such that Ul_, W, = (uf;lvi/l) U (UiezWy).

The following example refers to Figure 2 and aims to clarify the previous definition.

Example 3.5. Consider the connected bipartite graph of Figure 2a, along with three different collections
of subsets of W shown in Figures 2b-2d. We note the following.

e Figure 2b: The subsets W, and W5 are disjoint and satisfy W = W U Ws, thus Z = §.

e Figure 2c: The subset W is disjoint from both W5 and Wy, while W3 N Wy = {ws}. Thus,
T = {3,4}. Applying the merging procedure from Definition 3.4 to W5 and Wy results in the
subset W1 = {ws, ... w12}, which corresponds to W from Figure 2b. Moreover, W7 and Wl are
disjoint, satisfying W = W, LUW,. Merging the subgraphs G3 = G(W3) and G4 = G(W}) removes
the repeated copy of ws, as well as the repeated copy of the vertices vs, v3, v4, and v5 and of their
associated edges. The resulting graph Gy corresponds to Gy from Figure 2b.

e Figure 2d: The subsets W5 and Wy are disjoint from Ws, while W5 N Ws = {w4}, leading to
Z = {5,6}. Applying the merging procedure to W5 and Ws gives Wy, = {w1, ..., w4}, which
corresponds to Wi from Figure 2b. Merging the subgraphs G5 and Gg removes the duplicate
copy of wy as well as the repeated copy of the vertices vg, v3,v4 and of their associated edges.
The resulting graph Gy thus corresponds to the graph G, in Figure 2b.

For the following result, consider integer ¢ > 0 and let @y,...,%W, denote the vertices of W that
belong to two or more subsets among Wy,..., W,. Similarly, consider integer ¢’ > 0 and let wi,... ,wg,
denote the vertices that belong to two or more subsets among W,11,...,W,,. More precisely, let 7
denote the subset of [r] such that w.,..., W, € UiezW;, and let J be the subset of {r +1,...,r + s}
such that wi, ... ,w;, € Ui;egW;. Following the merging procedure outlined in Definition 3.4, we merge

the subgraphs that share vertices in U;czW;. This results in C disjoint subgraphs, denoted by {G‘i =
G(W;),1 < i < C}, where C is the number of connected components of U;ezW;. Similarly, applying
the merging procedure to the subgraphs that share vertices in U;c 7W; results in C” disjoint subgraphs,
denoted by {G; = G(W/),1 < i < C'}, where C' is the number of connected components of U;ec 7 W.
Thus, U;_;G,; is decomposed into disjoint subgraphs G, ..., G, along with the subgraphs (G;);c e
that do not share vertices with others. As a result, given the subsets Wy,..., W, and W,.41,..., W45,
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along with their corresponding subgraphs G; = G(W;) for i € [r + s|, the merging procedure results in
disjoint connected subgraphs that we denote by

{éiv 1 S 1 é C + C/ + |IC| + |jC|} - {éla e ;GC; (Gi)iEIC7 Gllv sy GIC/7 (GZ)ZGJC}
Lemma 3.6. Let G = (W UV, E) and {G; = G(W;),1 < i <71+ s} be connected bipartite graphs such
that G = Uj_G; UUS_Grqy. Assume that
(i) the subsets Wh, ..., W, satisfy (A)-(C);
(it) condition (D) holds, i.e., for every i € [s| and every e € E,4;, m(e) is even.

Then, it holds that
r+s
W[+ V|- ——1<Z|W|—1 (3.7)

With the notation introduced above, equality in (3.7) holds if and only if
(a) for every 2 < k <|I| and every distinct (1,... by €L, [Wa,, ..., | <k—1;
(b) for every i € [C] and v € V, degg, (v) =2, and for every i € I¢ and v € V;, degg, (v) = 2;
(c) for every i € [C'] and v € V], degg: (v) = 2, and for every i € J¢ and v € V;, degg, (v) = 2;
(d) for every2 <k <C+C' +|I°+ \JC| and every distinct £y, ..., L, |Vé(17‘__,élk\ <k-1.

Proof. Consider first the subsets (Wy)gez. The mergmg procedure described by Definition 3.4 yields C
disjoint subsets Wi, ..., W¢ such that UkezWi = I_I 1W Fix i € [C] and recall that the subset W; is
obtained by merging the subsets W}, for k € Z; and by removing any repeated copy of w; for every j € [q]
such that Z; N Z; # (). This implies that

q
= Z (W] — Z(|Ij NZLi| = 1)1z,n7, 20}
keZ; j=1

Furthermore, according to Definition 3.4, if there exists j € [g] such that Z; N Z; # 0, then 1; C 1,
yielding

q
Wi = Z [Wi| — Z(\Iﬂ = D1z, 20}- (3.8)

keZ; J=1
We therefore need to estimate the sum Z?Zl(ﬁj\ = 1)1y7,~7,29y- We can proceed in a similar way as

done in the proof of Lemma 3.2. Let ji,...,jm € [¢] denote the indices such that Z;, NZ; # 0. That is,
@j,,...,1W;, are the vertices in (1;);e[q that belong to W;. We first consider the |Z;, | subgraphs sharing
the vertex ;. One of them contains at least one vertex among wj,,...,®W;,,, say W;,. Then there are at
most |Z;,| — 1 new components going through @,,, since at least one component is also connected to w;, .
Similarly, there are at most |Z;,| — 1 new components going through w;,, since at least one component is
already connected to w;, or w;,. Iterating this argument for each w;, for k € [m], we obtain that

Ij1| + Z(‘I]kl - 1) > |-’z.z|a

k=2

leading to

m

ST = 1) = T - 1, (3.9)

k=1
Combining (3.8) and (3.9) yields
<Y W= [Tl +1= > (Wil =1)+1,
I keZ;
so that

C C
ZW gZZ|Wk—1+c S (Wil - 1)+ C. (3.10)

keT
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Now, consider the subsets (Wj)re7. By the merging procedure described in Definition 3.4, we obtain
¢’ disjoint subsets W7, ..., W¢, such that Upe s Wy = U, W/. Following the previous arguments, we
deduce that

Cl
S (Wi 1)+ C. (3.11)
i=1 keg

The subsets W1, ..., We, (Wi)ieze are disjoint and satisfy (A)-(C). The W{,..., Wi, (W;)icze are also
disjoint, and the multiplicity of each edge in E; for ¢ € [C’] and in F; for i € J¢ is even, as the merging
operation preserves edge multiplicities. Applying Lemma 3.2 we therefore obtain that

C c’

~ E

W+ VI<Y (Wil =D+ D (Wil =1+ Y (W] -1+ Y (Wil - 1) + |—2| +1
i=1 i€L° i=1 i€Je
E
WD+ XWX+ w2 g

i€T 1€L° ieJ 1€J°
r+s

K
=> (Wil - 1)+ % +1.
i=1

Here, we used (3.10) and (3.11) for the second inequality, along with the fact that Y, [W;| = 3,7 [Wil+
Soiere (Wil and 377 (Wil = .7 Wil 4+ 3¢ 7 [Wi] for the third equality. This shows the inequal-
ity (3.7).

Now, we study the case of equality in (3.7). According to Lemma 3.2, we have equality in the first line
of (3.12) if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(b) for every i € I¢ and v € V;, degg, (v) = 2, and for every i € [C] and v € V;, degg, (v) = 2;

(c) for every i € J¢ and v € V;, degg, (v) = 2, and for every i € [C'] and v € V], degg/ (v) = 2;

(d) for every 2 < k < C + C' 4+ |Z¢ 4 |J°| and every distinct indices ¢y, ..., ¥k, ‘we have that
Ve, ...c, | <k-1

Therefore, equality in (3.7) holds if and only if we also achieve equality in the second line of (3.12), which
is equivalent to having equality in (3.9). It remains to show that equality in (3.9) holds if and only if
condition (a) is satisfied. Note that, by Definition 3.4, Z = U$_, Z;. Condition (a) is therefore equivalent
to requiring that, for every i € [C], every 2 < k < |Z;|, and every distinct indices ¢y, ..., ¢ € Z;, it holds
that |WG,Zl ,_”7G2k| < k — 1. The remainder of the argument follows the same approach as in the proof of
Lemma 3.2. ]

We now introduce the class W, of subsets of r subsets of W in order to state the key combinatorial
identity proved in this section.

Definition 3.7 (Class W, of subsets). Let G = (W UV, E) be a finite, connected bipartite multigraph.
Consider 7 > 1 subsets W1, ..., W, of W such that U]_,W; C W. Let Gy = G(W1),...,G, = G(W,)
denote the corresponding subgraphs, where G; = (W; U V;, E;) as defined in Definition 2.2. Set s =
|[W|—|Ui_; W;| and let wy, ..., ws denote the vertices of W\ U_; W;. Let @y, ..., 10, denote the vertices
in W that are shared by several subsets W;. Let Z denote the subset of [r] such that each w; lies in
U;ez W, and let C be the number of connected components of U;czW,;. The subgraphs obtained by
merging {G;,i € Z} as per Definition 3.4 are denoted by {G; = G(W;),1 <i < C}.
We say that the subsets W1,..., W, belong to the class W, if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) for every i € [r], |W;| > 2;

(2) the subgraphs G, ..., G, are connected;

(3) for every e € E\ Ul_, E;, m(e) = 2;

(4) for every i € [r] and w € Wj, degg, (w) = deg(w) > 2;

(5) for every v € Uj_, V;, there exists at least one V; such that degq. (v) > 2;

(6) for every i € ¢ and v € V;, degg, (v) = 2, and for every i € [C] and v € V, degg, (v) = 2;

(7) for every 2 < k < |Z| and distinct £1,..., 0k €I, [We,, ,..c, | <k — 1 /

(8) for any 2 < k < C' +|Z°| + s and distinct ¢4,..., ¢, € {1,...,C +|Z° + s}, |VG£1’~-~C%| <k-1,

where {G;,1 <i < C + |Z¢ + s} denotes the set {G1,...,Gc, (Gi)ieze, GH{w1}), ..., G({ws})}.
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Example 3.8 (Example 3.5 continued). Consider the connected bipartite graph in Figure 2a, along with
three different collections of subsets of W shown in Figures 2b-2d.
e Figure 2b: The subsets W, and Wy are elements of Ws.
e Figure 2c: The subsets Wy, W3, and W, belong to Ws.
e Figure 2d: The subsets W5, Ws, and W5 do not belong to Ws. Indeed, condition (5) of Defini-
tion 3.7 is not satisfied since vy € V5 N Vs and degg, (v2) = degg, (v2) = 1.

Example 3.9. Figure 3 provides a second example of a connected bipartite graph G = (W UV, E),
for which there exists at least a collection of subsets Wi,..., Wg € Wy for some integer K > 1. In
particular, there are two such collections: the subset W7 = {wa,...,ws}, belonging to Wi, and the
subsets Wy = {wsq, w3, wy, ws} and W3 = {ws, we}, belonging to Wy. Note that, in this case, the graph
obtained by merging G(W5) and G(W3) corresponds to G(W7).

The following result is a direct consequence of the results of this section, namely Lemmas 3.1, 3.2,
and 3.6.

Proposition 3.10. Let G = (W UV, E) be a finite, connected bipartite multigraph. Consider r subsets
Wi, ..., W, of W such that the corresponding subgraphs G1,...,G, are connected.

a) If Wy, ..., W,. &€ W,., then either Pyy. ,.y» () is invariant under Tg, for some Ey C E with odd
( 1,77]7,),l=1 0
cardinality, or

- E
S (w1 > i+ vl - 2
=1
(b)) If Wy, ..., W,. €W,, then
- E
Sl - 1) = W+ v - 2y
i=1

The final result of this section characterizes the connected bipartite multigraphs G = (W UV, E)
in which all vertices have even degrees and for which there exists at least one collection of subsets
Wi,...,Wk of W belonging to Wy for some integer K > 1. We focus on bipartite multigraphs with
vertices of even degree, as this framework is used in Section 2 to prove Lemma 2.21. The following result
shows that these graphs are in bijection with admissible graphs, as defined in Definition 2.8.

Lemma 3.11. Let G = (W UV, E) be a connected bipartite multigraph in which all vertices have even
degree. Then, there exists at least one collection of subsets W1, ..., Wi C W belonging to Wy for some
integer K > 1 if and only if the following conditions holds:

(a) G is an admissible graph with R = @ +1—|V| =S8 blocks such that B; = G(Wpg,) with |Wpg,| > 2
for every i € [R],

(b) for every i € [R], there exists an index set I, C [K| with I; N I; = (0 for every i # j and
K = Zf;l |I3|, such that the subsets (We)eer, belong to Ajr,|(Wp,).

Proof. We first assume that there are subsets Wy,..., Wx C W such that Wy,..., Wg € Wy for some
integer K > 1. Applying the merging procedure of Definition 3.4 to W1,..., Wk, we obtain disjoint
subsets Wi,...,Wg with |[W;| > 2. These subsets correspond to Wi,..., We, (W;)ieze according to
Definition 3.7. Thus, R = C + |Z¢|. Additionally, there are S vertices in W\ UX | W;. From Lemma 3.2,
we deduce that R+ S = |E|/2 + 1 — |V|. This implies that G consists of R + S disjoint subgraphs
connected through vertices in V. Condition (8) of Definition 3.7 ensures that G is a block tree with R+ .5
blocks. Specifically, there are R > 1 blocks B; = G(Wp,) where W, = W;, and S blocks, each containing
exactly one vertex in W. The degree condition (c¢) of Definition 2.8 is satisfied due to the items (3), (4),
and (6) of Definition 3.7 and by the assumption that the vertices in W UV have even degree. Hence,

the graph G is admissible. For every k € [R], let Z) denote the subset of [K] such that Wi = U,z W;
(see also Definition 3.4). By definition, Z N Z, = 0 for all k& # ¢ and ZkR=1 |Z.| = K. Furthermore,
we have (W;);cz, € A‘jkl(Wk). Indeed, condition (a) of Definition 2.11 follows from condition (1) of
Definition 3.7, condition (b) from condition (2), condition (¢) from condition (5), and condition (d) from
condition (7). The result follows by setting I; = Z;.

Assume now that G is an admissible graph with R + S blocks, where R blocks contain more than one
vertex from W and S blocks contain exactly one vertex from W. Denote the R blocks as B; = G(Wp,).
Assume further that for every ¢ € [R], there exists an admissible decomposition of Wip,, i.e., there exists
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FIGURE 4. A simple bipartite cycle of length 12.

Wi,....Wj, € A, (Wg,). We aim to show that the subsets (W{,..., W]} )icr belong to Wy, where

K = Zf;l |7;]. The conditions (1), (2), (5), and (7) of Definition 3.7 follow directly from conditions (a),
(b), (¢), and (d) of Definition 2.11. Condition (4) of Definition 3.7 follows from item (c) of Definition 2.8.
Condition (3) is fulfilled by condition (c) of Definition 2.8 because, in the S blocks containing exactly
one vertex from W, every vertex in V has degree 2, thus edges within such blocks have multiplicity 2.
It remains to check conditions (6) and (8). By definition, for every j € [|I;]], Urz;W{ N W] # 0, so that

merging the subsets W7, ..., VV‘ZM results in one connected component W; = Wp,. By condition (c) of
Definition 2.8, it follows that (6) is satisfied. Moreover, condition (8) is satisfied by the fact that G is a
block tree. g

4. CONVERGENCE OF MATRIX MOMENTS

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.4. We begin by proving the convergence in ex-
pectation of the moments of Y;,Y,” and by computing the corresponding limit. As discussed in Subsec-
tion 1.3, the expected kth moment of Y,,Y,! corresponds to the traffic trace associated to the test graph
Toyale = (W UV, E,Y,,), where G = (W UV, E) denotes the simple bipartite cycle of length 2k. Our
approach thus relies on applying Proposition 2.16.

Throughout this section, let G = (WUV, E) denote the non-oriented simple bipartite cycle of length 2k,
with edges e = (w, v) connected vertices from W to V. We define W = {wy,...,wi} and V = {vy,...,v;}
as the vertex sets and assume the vertices are labeled in cyclic order such that w; < v; < w;41 for every
i € [k], with the convention that wii1 = w;. The set of unordered edges F is then labeled by pairs of
cyclically adjacent vertices, i.e., E = UF_ {(w;, v;), (wiy1,v;)}. See Figure 4 for an illustration. According
to Proposition 2.16, we have that

1
lim E { Tr(Y,,Y,) )k} = lim  Tpmn [Teyee] = § § T (4.1)
m,n,p—0o0 m,n,p—oo

P p P reP (V) peP(W)

where G™* is the graph obtained from G by identifying vertices of V' which belong to the same block
of m and vertices of W which belong to the same block of u. We do not identify edges, so G™* may
have multiple edges. The limiting injective trace 7., is given by (2.4) if G™ is a double tree, by (2.5)
if G™* is an admissible graph, and vanishes otherwise. The goal of this section is thus to compute the
right-hand side of (4.1). To do so, we first need to identify the partitions 7 € P(V) and p € P(W) for
which the graph G™* is either a double tree or an admissible graph.

4.1. BASIC DEFINITIONS ON PARTITION OF SETS

We first introduce some general definitions about partitions of sets that will apply to both sets W and
V. We start with some classical definitions.

Definition 4.1. Let X = {x1,...,2%} be a set where elements are labeled in cyclic order, meaning
; < Xi+1, with the convention that xx41 = z1.

a) A partition 7 of X is a decomposition # = {Bj,..., Bj; } into disjoint, non-empty subsets B;,
||
called the blocks of the partition. The number of blocks of 7 is denoted by |7|. Given two elements
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x;, T; € X, we write x; ~ x; if #; and x; belong to the same block. The set of all partitions of
X is denoted by P(X).

(b) The partition 7 = {X} € P(X) with only one block is called the singleton partition (or the trivial
partition). The partition 7 = {{z}: v € X} € P(X) is called the partition of singletons.

(c) A partition 7 of X is called crossing if there exist indices i; < j1 < 42 < jo such that ;, ~r x;, %r
xj, ~x &j,. If no such indices exist, 7 € P(X) is noncrossing. The set of noncrossing partitions
of X is denoted by NC(X). Note that 7 = {X} € NC(X) and 7 = {{z}: z € X} € NC(X).

(d) Let B; = {xiw""xiwu} and B; = {zj,,... ,leBj‘} be two blocks of a partition 7 € P(X),
ordered as z;; < -+ < Tip, and z;, <--- < Tjip, - We say B; < Bj if there exist consecutive
elements z;,,2;,41 € Bj such that x;, <z, <--- <@, <Tj41.

We now introduce two additional definitions needed to describe the matrix moments.

Definition 4.2. Let X = {z1,...,z;} be a cyclically ordered set.

(e) For a partition 7 of X, let b(w) denote the collection of nearest neighbor pairs within a same

block of :
b(m) = Uy {(@i i) @i ~vm Tiga )

Since X is cyclic, (zx,21) is also included whenever xy ~, x;. In particular, in the singleton
partition m = {X}, every pair of neighbors belongs to the same block, i.e., b(w) = {(x;, ziy1): i €
(K]}, and [b(r)] = k.

(f) For a partition 7 of X, let ¢(7) denote the collection of pairs of next elements within a block such
that, for every other pair of elements in a same block, the two pairs do not intersect:

e(m) = Uf;ll U?:Hl {(a:i,xj): z; = min{z,: x¢ ~; x; and ﬂxp ~x T such that
T <xp < Ty <Tq OF Tp < T < Ty <Tg}}

Here, pairs (z;, ;) and (zp,x4) are said to intersect (or cross) if they satisfy x; < z, < z; < 4
or z, < x; < £q < xj. For a noncrossing partition 7 € NC(X), ¢(r) simplifies to

e(m) = U UA_, ) {(i,25): oy = min{ag: o ~p 23} ) = UL U2 {(2), 20,00 )

where each block B; = {z;,,... ,xi‘B_‘} is ordered as z;, < z;, < -+ < Ti g |- In this case, we
have [e(m)| = S\, (1Bl = 1) = k — |-

i=1

Remark 4.3. The collection b() is contained in ¢(m), except when there exists 1 < ¢ < k such that
X1 ~g Tg ~q 2k and (z1,2¢) is not an intersecting pair. Indeed, every (z;,x;41) € b(w) for ¢ € [k — 1]
obviously belongs to ¢(w). However, if (zx,21) € b(r), the only case in which it does not belong to ¢(r)
is when there exists an element z; < zy < xj in the same block such that there are no pairs (xp,z,) in
another block, with z, ~ x4, that intersect (x1, z¢).

We provide an example for items (e) and (f) of Definition 4.2.

Example 4.4. Counsider a set X = {xz1,...,z10} labeled in cyclic order and consider the following
crossing partition:
™ = {{1‘1, s, 1‘5}, {LL‘Q, 1'4}, {1‘6, I, 1‘9}, {LL‘g, 1'10}}.

In this case, there is exactly one pair of nearest neighbor elements within a block, namely, b(r) =
{(z¢,z7)}. Furthermore, we have c¢(w) = {(z1,z5),(xs,27)}. To illustrate, consider the first block
{z1,z3,25} in w. This block has three possible pairs of elements, i.e., (z1,z3), (1,25, and (z3,z5).
However, only (z1,x5) € c¢(n), as it is the only pair that does not intersect with any pair in other blocks.
For instance, the pair (21, x3) ¢ c(m) since there exists xs ~, x4 such that z; < x5 < x3 < x4. Similarly,
(z3,25) ¢ (7) since o < w3 < x5 < 5. The second block in 7 contains only the pair (xs,x4), which does
not belong to ¢(r) since it intersects with (z1,z3) and (x3,5) in the first block. For the third block in
m, we have three possible pairs (zg, 27), (z6, Z9), and (x7,z9). We have (zg,z7) € ¢(r) since it consists of
nearest neighbor elements within the block, and thus it cannot intersect with any pairs in other blocks.
The pairs (z7,29) and (xg, 29) do not belong to ¢(r) because they intersect with (zs, z10).

Throughout, let G = (W UV, E) denote the simple bipartite cycle of length 2k, as introduced at the
beginning of this section. We next describe the set W™ associated to a partition 7 € P(W U V).
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FiGURE 5. The graph G™ associated to the mnoncrossing partition =« =
{{v1,vs5,v6}, {va,v4},v3}, where the vertex 07 denotes the vertex obtained by merging
v1, V5, V¢ and the vertex 7o denotes the vertex obtained by merging vs,v4. The subsets
WT = {w1,ws}, W = {ws, ws}, and WJ = {ws} denote the finest partition of W~.

Definition 4.5 (W™ for 7 € NC(V)). Let wy # -+ # wg, and consider a noncrossing partition = €
NC(V) with blocks By, ..., Bj;. The set W7 corresponds to the finest partition of W' constructed as
follows. Consider two blocks B; = {vi,,...,v;, } and B; = {v;,... ,vj‘le} of m with |B;| > 2 and
|B;| > 2, and assume that B; < Bj, say v;, < v;; < --- < Vi, < Vjp <0 < Vg We then define
disjoint subsets for the elements of W corresponding to the block B;, denoted by Wi, ..., WliBi|*17 as
follows:

WZ:{U}Z'E+1,...,’(U7;@+1} for 1§£§ |BJ‘—1 (42)

Similarly, for the block By, the disjoint subsets le ey .[/I/‘jB_”fl are defined by

le:{wj1+17"'wi1}u{wi\B“-‘rla"-awjz}a
WZJ = {wi£+1,...,wie+l} for 2 Sfﬁ |B]‘ —1.

If a block By, contains no other blocks within it, we define the subsets WF, ..., WlkBkl—l as given in (4.2).
We proceed in this way for every block of 7 with at least two elements. Since each block B; defines | B;|—1
disjoint subsets, we obtain k— |7| = Zlﬂ1(|Bz| —1) disjoint subsets, denoted hereafter by W7, ..., Wil -

Additionally, we set W’:—IWI 1= W\ Ui:l‘ﬂl W;, which corresponds to the remaining vertices in W. The
finest partition of W™ is given by
wr =y

Let Sr denote the number of subsets among W7, ..., Wg*IWI’W’?*Iﬂ 41 that have exactly one element.
According to Definition 4.2, S, corresponds to the number |b(7)| of nearest neighbor pairs within a same
block of 7. Thus, the number of subsets with cardinality at least 2 is given by R, = k — |7| + 1 — S;.
We denote by W7, ..., Wz the subsets with more than one element, and by Wg . ,,... , WEg . s those
with exactly one element.

Remark 4.6. The graph G™ = G(WT) obtained from a noncrossing partition 7 € NC(V) and with w; #
-++ # wy, is a block tree. The blocks of G™ consists of the connected subgraphs G(WT),...,G(WE g ),
as defined according to Definition 2.2. The separating vertices in V' are those obtained by merging vertices
within the same block of 7. There are Z‘;ll 14|B,|>2) separating vertices in V. Each subgraph G(W/[)
is a bipartite cycle of length 2|W[|, as the vertices are arranged in a cycle and between any two adjacent
elements of W/ there is exactly one element of V;". As a result, G” is a cactus graph. See Figure 5 for
an example.

As we will see later in Lemma 4.13, if 7 € P(V) is crossing then the parameter 72 vanishes. We now
consider the partitions of W and begin with the noncrossing ones.

Definition 4.7 (W™ for 7 € NC(W)). Let vy # -+ # v, and consider a noncrossing partition m €
NC(W) with blocks By, ..., Bjz. We define W7 recursively as follows.

1. Consider a block B; = {wil,...,wi‘B,‘} of m with |B;| > 2 and w;;, < -+ < Wi p |- Define the
subsets Wf,...,VV"E‘ by
W; = {wiHl,. .. ,wiHl_l} U {’lj]l} for 1 </< |Bz| -1,
Wi, = {wijp, +1, - wiy -1} UL},



30 ALICE GUIONNET AND VANESSA PiccoLo

FIGURE 6. The graph G™ associated to the mnoncrossing partition =« =
{{wy, wa}, w3, {wy, we},ws}, where the vertex w; denotes the vertex obtained by merg-
ing wy,ws and the vertex ws denotes the vertex obtained by merging wy, wg. Merging
the subsets W' = {1, we, ws} and WJ = {ws, ws} gives WT.

where w; denotes the vertex obtained by merging wj,,...,w;, . Note that w; is the unique
common vertex shared by the subsets W7, ..., WliBi .

2. Consider another block B; = {wj,, .. .,wj‘le} with |B;| > 2 and w;, < --- < Wiz, Since 7r is
noncrossing, the vertices wj, , . .. s Wjig | must belong to exactly one subset among W7, ..., W“BW
say Wi. The block B; then provides a decomposition of W} into subsets W7, ..., leé'l defined

J
by
W} = {wj,11,...,wj,,, 1} U{w;} for 1 <L<|By| -1,
VV\jBH = {wj\BJH'l? sy Win—1, Wiy 41, - - - ’wjl—l} U {whwj}v
where @; stands for the vertex obtained by merging wj,,...,w;j , . Note that w; is the unique
common vertex shared by W7,..., VV\]B- .
J

3. Proceed in this way for every block of w with at least two elements.

The first block B; defines |B;| subsets. Every subsequent block B; introduces |Bj| — 1 new subsets, since
the block B; provides a decomposition of an existing subset. Thus, at the end of the procedure, we obtain

a total of Z‘;ll(\BA —1)+1 = k—|xn|+1 subsets of W, which we denote by W[, ..., Wi |zj41- Moreover,

the number of vertices @y, ..., w,; which belong to several W is given by ¢ = Zlill 1 >0y <k — |7,
with equality if every block of 7 has at most two elements.
The number of subsets among WT,.. "WI:—MI 41 that consist of a single element, denoted by Sr,

corresponds to the number |b(7)| of pairs of nearest neighbors within a same block of w. Thus, the
number of subsets with cardinality at least two is given by R, =k — |7|+1—.5;. We write WT,... . Wg_
for the subsets with more than one element and Wg_,,...,Wg_, o for those with exactly one element.
Note that each subset W§ ., with exactly one element contains a common vertex w;. By construction
there exists at least one subset among WY, ..., Wg that also contains ;. Consequently, merging the
subsets WTT,...,Wg as described in Definition 3.4 results in W7.

It remains to consider the case of crossing partitions of W.

Definition 4.8 (W™ for 7 € P(W)). Let vy # - -+ # v, and consider a partition = € P(W') with blocks
By, ..., Bjg. Assume that m has a crossing. We describe the partitioning of the set W according to
m e P(W).

Consider two blocks B; = {w;,,...,wi, } and B; = {wj,,... v“’j\BJ\} with |B;| > 2 and |B;| > 2 and
assume that w;, <w;, <w;, <wj, <--- < Wjip, < Wig <o Wi As seen in Definition 4.7, the block
B, provides a decomposition into subsets W7, ..., VV"'BH given by

W; = {wi[+1, . .,wiHl,l} U {’(I)l} for 1 S / S |Bl| - 1,
W|iBi| = {wi\Bi\“Fl? w1 U@
where we recall that w; denotes the vertex obtained by merging wj,,...,w;, . Since w;, € Wi and
Wyy e vy Wi € W3, the block B; defines a partition of the subset obtained by merging Wy and Wi.
That is, if W; denotes the merging of W} and W3, i.e.,

Wi = {wil_H, ey Wi —1, Wig 415+ -+ wis_l} U {Ibl},
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FiGuURe 7. The graph G™ associated to the crossing partition =« =
{{wy,wy}, wo, {ws,ws},we}, where the vertex w; denotes the vertex obtained by
merging wi, wys and the vertex wy denotes the vertex obtained by merging ws, ws.

then the block B; gives a decomposition of W; into subsets Wf ey W|J)3v\71 defined by
J
WZJ = {ijrlv' : '7wje+1*1} U {@J} for 2< 0 < |Bj| -1,
le = {wi1+1, ey Wiy 1, Win 41y - - - 7wj271,wj‘Bj‘+]_, ey ’wi3,1} U {u?i, ﬁ]j}.
Given the subsets Wi, ..., VV"E‘, Wf ey leéj‘fl, we then proceed recursively for every block with at

least two elements. In particular, we observe that given a partition = € P(W), the first block B; defines
| B;| subsets. If the elements of the next block B; belong to exactly one subset, then we get |B;| — 1 new
subsets. Otherwise, if the elements of B; belongs to N(B;) different subsets, then we merge these N(B;)
subsets into a new subset W; and B; provides a decomposition of W; into |B;| — 1 — (N(B;) — 1) =
|B;| — N (B;) new subsets. Given now |B;|—N(B;)+1+|B;|—N(B;) = |B;|+|Bj| —2N(Bj)+1 subsets,
we proceed in this way for every block of m with more than one element.

The number of subsets that we obtain at the end of the procedure corresponds to |c(m)|+1. Indeed, the
procedure described above is equivalent to start from G and first define subsets associated to every pair of
elements (w,w’) € ¢(m). Then, inside each subset we make the crossing identifications that are present in
7. We denote the |c(7)[+ 1 subsets of W that we obtain by WT,... ., W ;. The number Sr of subsets
WT of cardinality equal to one corresponds to the number |b()|, so that there are R, = |e(7)| + 1 — Sy
subsets of cardinality at least two. In particular, merging the subsets W7',..., Wz results in WT.

Remark 4.9. The graph G™ = G(WT) obtained from a partition 7 € P(W) and with vy # -+ # v is
a block tree with exactly one block since there are no separating vertices in V. The graph G(W™) is
obtained by merging the subgraphs G(WT), ..., G(WE ) according to the merging procedure defined in
Definition 3.4. Figures 6 and 7 provide an example.

4.2. CONVERGENCE OF MATRIX MOMENTS IN EXPECTATION

In this subsection, we compute the limiting tracial moments of M = Y,,,Y,! using the limiting injective

trace of Proposition 2.16. Recall that for any even integer d, the parameter Cy(f) is defined by (2.1) and
for any subsets Wy,...,Wx €W with [W;| = 2, C(y,)x (f) is given by (2.2).

Proposition 4.10. For every integer k € N, the kth moment %Ter converges in expectation towards
my = my(o, 0, f, P, v,), which is given by

k—|x| g .
my = Z LCg(f)S”H Z ql,\Wi\—Im\CG:,M(f) ,

PR—1
TENC(V) i=1 \ p €P(WF)
where for every i € {1,...,R:},
Cz\Wiﬂ(f) if wi={Wr},

EP; EP(Ry;) C(WJP1 )Li’“ll ('f)l{each Gf‘ is connected} otherwise.

Carwi(f) = {
Here,
o for every partition P of W or V, Sp = |b(P)| and Rp = |¢(P)| + 1 — Sp with b(P) and ¢(P)

giwen by Definition 4.2;
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o for m € NC(V), W, ...,Wg_ are the disjoint subsets of W™ with at least two wvertices, as
described by Definition 4.5, and G(WT),...,G(WE ) are their associated subgraphs;

o for u; € P(WF), GI'"" is the graph obtained from G(W]) by identifying vertices of W which
belong to the same block of ;;

o for p; € P(WT), the subsets W1, ..., W‘é; denote the finest partition of W', as described by
Definitions 4.7 and 4.8; '

e for any partition P; € P(Ry,) of the set {1,..., R, } with blocks By,...,B|p,, for every 1 <
Jj < |Pil, we let iji denote the subset obtained by merging {W/}" ¢ € B;} and GJ»Pi = G(VVJ»PL')
according to the merging procedure described by Definition 3.4.

We now describe the previous result in words. We start with the simple bipartite cycle G = (WUV, E)
and proceed as follows. Choose a noncrossing partition 7 € NC(V). According to Remark 4.6, the
resulting graph G™ is a cactus graph, which contains

e S, simple cycles of length 2, each contributing a parameter Ca(f),

e R, simple cycles of length 4 or more, denoted by G(WT),...G(WFE ).
Consider the cycles G(WT),...G(WE ). Now, for every i € [R], choose a partition u; € P(W]) and
consider the resulting subgraph G(W;"*), obtained by identifying the vertices in W that belong to the
same block p;. Each subgraph G(W.*") contributes a sum of terms, detailed as follows:

e For each subset W"", define the finest partition W{",.. ,Wg} according to Definitions 4.7

and 4.8. This partition provides the contribution C' (kiR (f).

e Consider a partition P; € P(R,,) with blocks Bi,...,Bp,. For each block Bj, merge the
subsets (W} )rep, as per Definition 3.4 and denote ij ‘ the new subset and G’? = G(VVJP *) the
corresponding subgraph. If Gf ' is connected for every 1 < j < |P;|, then this partition provides

the contribution C'(Wpi)mi\ (f), otherwise zero.
J i=1

The rest of the subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition 4.10. We first consider the partition
of singletons for both sets V and W.

Lemma 4.11. If G = (W UV, E) is the simple bipartite cycle of length 2k, then

20 _ Ca(f) if k=1,
T le=owl) k=2

Proof. If k =1, then G is a double tree. It follows from Proposition 2.16 that

76 = Ca(f).

Assume now that k > 2. The simple bipartite cycle graph is a block tree with exactly one block, where
W contains more than two vertices since k > 2, and all vertices in W UV have degree 2. Thus, G is an
admissible graph and by Proposition 2.16, the limiting injective trace Tg is given by (2.5), i.e.,

T8 = % Z Z Cowyyr  (f)-

K>1Wy,....WkeAx (W)

By definition, W € A;(W). We claim that there are no other admissible decomposition of W. First,
assume by contradiction that there are Wy, Wy € Az(W). Then, Wy U Wy = W and |W; N Wa| > 1.
If Wi N W, = 1, without loss of generality we may label W7 and Wy as W7 = {ws,...,w;, } and
Wy = {wj,,...,wg} such that w;, € Wy N W,. By construction, there exists v € V4 N V5 such that
wy ~ v ~ wy and degg, (v) = degg, (v) = 1. This contradicts condition (c) of Definition 2.11. If there
are two or more common vertices between Wi and W, then |Wg, ¢,| > 2 and this is a contradiction to
(d) of Definition 2.11. Now, assume by contradiction that there exist Wy,..., Wk € Ax (W) for some
K > 1. Let @1,...,wq € W denote the vertices which belong to two or more subsets among W1, ..., Wk.
If ¢ > K, then |Wq, .. cx| = ¢ > K, which contradicts item (d) of Definition 2.11. If ¢ = K — 1,
since W = UK W, and there is no subset which is disjoint from the others, without loss of generality
we may label the subsets W1q,...,Wg by Wi = {wi,...,w;, }, Wo = {w;,,wj;41,...,w, },..., Wk =
{Wjre 1 Wi 41, Wi}, where 1 < j1 < jo < ... < jg—1 < k. In particular, |W; N W] = 1
for any 1 < i < K —1 and |W; N Wg| = 0. By construction, there exists v € V; N Vi such that
wy, ~ v ~w; and degg, (v) = degg, (v) = 1. This is again a contradiction to item (c) of Definition 2.11.
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Finally, if ¢ < K — 2, any decomposition of W into subsets W7,..., W fails to satisfy condition (c) of
Definition 2.11.
The only contribution in 7& comes therefore from W € A; (W), i.e.,

1
7'8 = ch(f)-

The parameter Cyy (f) is given by (2.2) and, in this case, takes the following form:

k k
1 " .
CW(f) = W /R?k H d’}/(wiﬁuifl)dfy(whvi)f(’}/(’w'ifllifl))f(’}/(’w'iﬂ)i))eEX[Z“yi(’Y)]]EX H Loy, ("‘/) R (4.3)
i=1 i=1
where Z,,,(y) = @ (’y(wwifl)Xvi_1 + 'y(wwi)XW), and we used the convention that vg = vy. a
We now assume that wq, ..., wy are pairwise distinct and consider a noncrossing partition of V.

Lemma 4.12. If p = {{w;}: i € [k]}, then for every m € NC(V),

0 kIl g
e = S G [ [ we (1),
=1

where
o Sy =1b(m)| and Ry =k — |r| +1— S; (see Definition 4.2);
o W™ denotes the finest partition of W according to m and WT,...,Wg are the subsets of W™
with at least two vertices, as described by Definition 4.5.

According to Remark 4.6, each subgraph G(W/) is a simple bipartite cycle of length 2|WW7|. Therefore,
the parameter Cy(f) takes the same form as (4.3) in the proof of the previous lemma.

Proof. We first observe that, since p € P(W) is the partition of singletons, the graph G™* becomes a
double tree if and only if 7 € NC(V) is the singleton partition. In this case, deg(w;) = 2 for every i € [k].

By Proposition 2.16, we obtain that
k—1

Fcb(f)k-

Here, S; = |b(wr)|=kand R, =k —|r|+1—k =0.
Now, consider a noncrossing partition = such that 7 # {V}. According to Definition 4.5 and Re-
mark 4.6, W™ is decomposed into disjoint subsets W7 ,..., W, 1 such that the corresponding sub-

I;T—Iﬂ'l-i-
graphs G(WT),....,G(W[_
vertices in V. The resulting graph G™* is therefore a block tree with k — || + 1 blocks given by the

subgraphs G(WT),...,G(W;_ . ;). This makes G™" an admissible graph since each block is a simple
cycle. By Proposition 2.16, the limiting injective trace 7., given by (2.5). Since S, = |b(7)| denotes the
number of subgraphs of length 2, there are R, = k —|m|+1— Sy subsets W[',... , WE of cardinality > 2.
By definition, we have that W € A; (W) for every i € [R]. Therefore, the following term contributes

0 T

0
TGr.uw =

) are simple bipartite cycles, connected by p = Zy;ll 1B,>2y < k — |7

P Il R

k—1
1/} i=1

CWL‘" (f) H Odeg(w) (f)

weW\Uf:l wr

Since each w € W\ Uﬁ'l W; has degree 2, this simplifies to

¢k7\7r|
Ph1
Since each subgraph G(W]) is a simple bipartite cycle, there are no further admissible decomposition
of W[, as shown in Lemma 4.11. Therefore, no additional terms contribute to 72, completing the
proof. O

Ry
Co(f)5" _1'[ Cwr(f).

We next show that if 7 € P(V) is a crossing partition, then 78, vanishes for any partition u € P(W).

Lemma 4.13. For every partition u € P(W) and every crossing partition m € P(V), 7&x.. = 0.
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Proof. Let m € P(V) be a partition containing a crossing. Denote by B; and B; the two blocks of 7 such
that there are distinct vertices v;,,v;, € B; and v;,,v;, € B; satisfying v;, <v;, < v;, < vj,. To analyze
the structure of G™, we perform identifications on all blocks of 7 except those inside B; and B;. As stated
in Remark 4.6, the graph obtained through these identifications is a block tree. The crossing can happen
either within a single block or between two blocks. Suppose first that the crossing occurs within a single
block, i.e., suppose that v;,,vs,,v;, and v;, belong to the same subgraph. The cyclic ordering of vertices
in V implies that, when performing the identifications in B; and B}, the resulting subgraph contains at
least one vertex of degree 4. Condition (c) of Definition 2.8 is therefore not satisfied and the resulting
graph G™ is inadmissible. Suppose now that the crossing occurs between two blocks, i.e., suppose for
instance that v;,,v;, and v;, belongs to a different subgraph than v;,. Then, merging v;, with v;, forms
a new block in the graph, which contains v;, . Subsequently, the vertex resulting from merging v;, with
vj, becomes a separating vertex, connecting the two previously distinct subgraphs. This modification
introduces a cycle among the blocks of G™, and therefore, G™ is not a block tree in this case. In both
cases, by Proposition 2.16, the limiting injective trace 78, vanishes. O

We now focus on partitions among the vertices of W. According to Definition 4.5, given a partition
7 € NC(V), the set W™ is decomposed into k — |rr| + 1 disjoint subsets W7, .. Wi e 1 we now
consider a partition u of the set W, the vertices within a same block of u belong either to exactly one
component or to several components among W7, ..., W,jf‘ﬂl 41+ We first show that the latter case gives
a zero contribution in Tgﬂ,u.

Lemma 4.14. Let #1 € NC(V) and consider the partition W™ = LI?;IWHW;T from Definition 4.5.
Assume that for a partition p € P(W) there are at least two vertices wj, ~, wj, such that w;, € W[
and w;, € W[ for iy # iz. Then, Tgw,u =0.

Proof. According to Definition 4.5, the subgraphs G(W[),...,G(W[ ) are simple bipartite cycles

—|m|+1
connected by p < k — |r| vertices ¥1,...,0, € V. From the proof of Lemma 4.12, the graph G™ is an
admissible graph with blocks given by the subgraphs G(W[), ..., G(VV,?_|7T| +1)- Suppose that there exists

a partition p € P(W) such that wj, ~, wj,, where w;, € W7 and w;, € W] for i; # ip. We claim

that the graph G™* is not admissible. First, assume that G} = G(W]) and G}, = G(W]) share a

common vertex ¥ € V. Since each component is a simple cycle, we have that degeq- (0) = deggr (0) = 2
o T

and degg«(0) > 4. By merging wj, with wj,, the two subgraphs G} and G7, result in a new connected

component G™#, as described by Definition 3.4, where degg..,. (#) = 4. Condition (c) of Definition 2.8 is
therefore not satisfied. Now, assume that G7, and G7, are not connected through a vertex from V' and
let GT,...,GT denote the minimal path connecting G, to GT, through separating vertices. By merging
wj, and wy, according to Definition 3.4, the subgraphs G7, and G7, result in a new connected component,

which we denote again by G™*. From this merging, we observe that the resulting graph G™* has one

fewer block than G™, as two blocks have been merged. Moreover, the subgraphs G™*, GT,,...,G] form

a cycle, since |Varu g r | =n—1, and G™* is no longer a block tree. Thus, G™* fails to satisfy the
Figre Sy,

criteria for an admissible graph. ]

As a consequence of Lemma 4.14, the only partitions of W that gives a nonvanishing contribution
are partitions of WT,...,WE , where we recall that R, = k — |r| + 1 — [b(7)| and [b(7)| denotes the
number of nearest neighbors in a same block of 7 (see Definition 4.2). Since each connected component
GT = G(W[) is a simple bipartite cycle (see Remark 4.6), in the following we may assume without loss

of generality that vy # -+ # v, and 7 € P(W).
Lemma 4.15. If 7 = {{v;}: i € [k]}, then for every u € P(W) it holds that

0 {Czkm if n={W},

TGW,“ = 1 .
PIHT—1 Zpep(R,l,) C(Wip)ill (f)l{eachG(WiP) is connected) otherwise,

where
o R, =lc(u)|+1—5u Su=[b(p)|, and c(p) are given by Definition 4.2;
o for u € P(W), the subsets W{',..., Wﬁu denote the finest partition of W (see Definitions 4.7
and 4.8);
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e for any partition P € P(R,,) of the set {1,...,R,} with blocks By,..., B|p| we denote by W} the
subset obtained by merging {WT,j € B;} and similarly G(WF) the graph obtained by merging
{GWT),j € Bi} (see Deﬁmtzon 3.4).

Proof. We first observe that since m € P(V) is the partition of singletons, the graph G™* is a double tree
if and only if u € NC(W) is the singleton partition. In this case, W™ = {w} where w denotes the vertex
obtained by merging wy, ..., wg. According to Proposition 2.16, we obtain that

Tgw,u = Cdeg(i})(f) = CQk(f)
Now, consider a partition g such that p # {W}. According to Remark 4.9, the graph G* is a block tree
with a single block. It is an admissible graph since items (a), (b), (¢) of Definition 2.8 are easily verified.

From Proposition 2.16, the limiting injective trace 7. is given by (2.5). We need to find the admissible
decompositions of W#. By definition, W#* € A;(WH), so that the term

1
e ——Cwn(f)

contributes to Tgw,u. According to Definitions 4.7 and 4.8, to the partition u we define subsets W/, ..., Wgu,
which share ¢ < k — |r| vertices w1, ...,w, € W. In particular, we have that W/, ..., W;H € Ag, (WH).

This implies that the term
1
PIH—1 Cowpy ()

contributes to 7&~... More generally, let P € P(R,,) denote a partition of the set {1,..., R, } with blocks
By, ..., B)p and let WiP denote the subset obtained by merging {WJH ,j € B;}. We also define the
corresponding subgraph G(W}’) by merging the subgraphs {G(ij ),j € B;} and removing the repeated
copies of vertices and edges (see Definition 3.4). We easily notice that if each component G(W;) is

connected, then W7, .. ng\ € Ajp|(W*"). In particular, we observe that if P = {{1,...,R,}} is the
singleton partition than WP W, while if P = {{i}: 1 <i < R,} is the partition of smgletons than
WP =W} forie{l,...,R,}. We therefore deduce that
0
TGmmn = l¢| 1 Z C1(W )‘Pl )1{each G(Wip) is connected}’
PEP(R,)
as desired. a

We are now able to prove Proposition 4.10 by combining the previous results.

Proof of Proposition 4.10. From (4.1),
. 1 T
i RO = T Y
TeP(V) peP(W)
Combining Lemmas 4.12, 4.13, and 4.14 yields

Rx

DD Tere= Y, #TG(HT Do T |

T€P(V) peP(W) TeNC(V) =1 \p €P(W])

where G} '** denotes the graph obtained from GI = G(W/) by identifying vertices in W which belong to
the same block of y;. Proposition 4.10 then follows from Lemma 4.15. ]

We now consider the case of symmetric a-stable entries with a = 2, i.e., for every A € R the charac-
teristic function of W;; is given by Ey [exp(AtW;;)] = exp(—02A?/2). Thus, ®(A\) = —02/2X2. We show
that Proposition 4.10 reduces to [6, Theorem 3.5]. We introduce two parameters 6 (f) and 65(f) which
depends on the activation function f:

et 2/2
gl(f) = ]EZNN(O,G?UUz /f Uwaz 7'(' dx,

67m2/2 2
O2(f) = (]EZNN(O 0202)[f (Z)]) = <0w‘7r/f OwOzT) —=—= dx) .
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Lemma 4.16. Let v,, be the a-stable symmetric distribution with o« = 2. Then, the kth moment
%Tr(YmYnI )k converges in expectation towards

Rr

k—|m| . W
me= ) f/,m@l(ff’*ﬂ D WG (f)Ses gy () S

reENC(V i=1 \ pseNC(WF)

where

o for any noncrossing partition P of W or V., Sp = |b(P)| denotes the number of nearest neighbor
pairs within a same block of P (see Definition 4.2) and Rp =k — |P|+1— Sp;

o WT,...,WFE are the subsets with more than one element associated to m € NC(V'), as described
by Definition 4.5.

In particular, Lemma 4.16 says that for any partitions 7 € P(V) and p € P(W), the limiting injective
trace T7&~.. is nonvanishing if the graph G™* is a cactus of simple bipartite cycles.

Proof. According to Remark 2.20, if d is an even integer, then the parameter Cy(f,2) is given by
Calf) = 01()*>. (4.4)

We also observe from (2.2) that the parameter Cy (f) associated to the simple bipartite cycle G =
(W UV, E) results in

2|W|

|W\ 0202 ,
Cw(f)= |W| 27 2] /]R?\WI 1:[1 dyif(vi)e™ =2
W]
xE H(72(1'71)Xi—1 + 72i-1X:)* (M X1 + v Xjw))?
i=2

Note that Cy (f) is nonvanishing only for the term in the expectation containing all v;’s. Indeed,
if there is a term which does not contain a parameter -;, say 7, then we can factorize the inte-
gral [ f (yl)e_@'Yf dv; which vanishes since f is odd by assumption. As a consequence, the pa-
rameter Cy (f) is nonvanishing only for the term in the expectation given by E [2|W‘ Hflﬁ’\ 'yl-Xf] =
2Wlg2W HQ‘WI ~i:. We therefore obtain

\W| 2|W|

02 2|W|
_ by (ute [ g -
Cw(f) = 27‘(‘ 2|W\ /]R?\W\ H d”)/z (vi)vie™ = ( o /RWf(V)E d'}/) :

i=1

By the Fourier property f’(v) = i'yf(q/), we then have

OO “ 02052 4 2|w| z?2 2|W| W
— w-zr / - 1u2 Ly T 202 az —
cwin)= (%2 [P ra) = (o [r@e #Ra) - —amM. @)
From Lemma 4.12 and using (4.4) and (4.5), if p = {{w;},i € [k]} and 7 € NC(V) it follows that

0 = C o Ty = 40

TGTru — —
wk 1 1/}16 1

01(f) 0o (f)F 5, (4.6)

where we used the fact that Y257 [W7| + S, = k.
Now, consider a partition y € P(W) and # = {{v;},% € [k]}. Recall from the proof of Proposition 2.16
that the limiting injective trace is given by

m(e) 2
- Ex(Zw
TG"“ = 1 2]€/ H H d’Ye rYe 2 Zwewﬂ'vlt x[ (7)]90"'“(7%
’(/}l“‘ 27T R2k cCEm b =1

where ggr.. () is given by (2.18). In this case, Ex [Z, ()] reduces to

2
Ex [Zu(1)] = Ex ( D2 Oy + X > =02 D O+ + 0™

VI v~vw v v~vw
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Since the vertices v, ..., v are pairwise distinct, the edges in E™* have multiplicity at most two. Note
that the number of edges with multiplicity equal to two corresponds to the number S,, = |b(p)| of pairs
of adjacent elements in a same block of . This implies that

1 1 o2o 2 ~ ”2‘72 1 2\2
_ T w,ye 1 2 _x w(,ye_;’_,ye) .
o = Plul=1 (2m)2k /Rk [T dvefre)e [[ dvid2itd)f62e = gamn (7)-

e€ET : e€ET :
m(e)=1 m(e)=2

We observe that Tgm“ is nonvanishing only for those terms in ggr.. () that contain all -, such that
m(e) = 1. Indeed, as explained above, if there is a summand in gg=..(7) that does not contain Ve, for

202
some edge ey € E™* such that m(eo) = 1, then we can factorize the integral [, f F(Yeg)e™ — % Yeodrye,
which is exactly zero, and thus TG,W vanishes. In particular, we note that the nonvanishing contribution

comes only from the summand
RF‘

IHE| I] 2.0 |,
i=1 weWw}/

where W{',..., W}, ~denote the finest partition of W™# (see Definition 4.7). In particular, if 1 € P(W)

is crossing, then there are no terms in gg=.« () that contain all 7, for edges e with multiplicity m(e) = 1.

As a consequence, for every m € ./\/C( ) and m = {{v;},7 € [k]} we have

1 ~ T2 1 252
= _7(75"’_7@)
TG7r H wm‘ 1 271. 25‘ /]1{25 H d’YedIYef(’Ye)f(’Ye)e 2
e€EET M
m(e)=2
il e S 0%
Ve
QM (2p)7—25, /R% 25, H —0W0; J;;[u dyevef (ve)e™ 2
i=1 ee
m(e)=1
- A arz 2(k—S,.)
Zwrr ; o500
— piCas, (1.2 (52 [ nfeeeion iay
1 _
= SO () 0a ()
where we used (4.4) and (4.5). Combining this with (4.6) as done in the proof of Proposition 4.10 yields
the desired result. O

4.3. CONVERGENCE OF MATRIX MOMENTS IN PROBABILITY

Having proved the convergence of the expected moments of the empirical eigenvalue distribution jips
in the previous subsection, we now address the convergence in probability of these moments, thereby
completing the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Lemma 4.17. The variances of the moments vanish asymptotically. Specifically, under Assumptions 1.1-
1.8, for every integer k > 1,

1
lim Var < Tr Mk) = 0.
m,p,n—ro0 p

The convergence in probability of the matrix moments follows directly from this result by applying
Chebyshev’s inequality.

Proof. For every positive integer k > 1, the variance of %Tr(YmY,I ¥ is given by

Var <; Te(V, ;] >’“) - 2% 3 S (B[PG,H)PE,F)] - E[PGHE[PE,5)]),

1<iq,...,ig<p 1<]1 ,,,,, Jk<m
1§i/1,,.,,’<p 1<J ,,,,, i’ <m
k
where for multi-indices @ = (i1, ...,4) and § = (J1,...,Jk),

H ieje Ze+1jw with ig41 =i,

and P(i',j") is defined analogously. The expectation E [P('L', J)P(#, j/)] factorizes unless there are iden-
tifications among indices in 4,4’ or j,j’. Thus, the variance vanishes unless there exists at least one pair
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(¢,") such that i, = i}, or j, = j;,. This corresponds to overlap between the two bipartite cycle graphs as-
sociated with the terms P(4,5) and P(i’, "), where vertices in these graphs are identified. Consequently,
the variance can be rewritten as

Vo (Inmy ) =S (€[PGAPE) - EPGAE @) 41
p p 30,07 : (de=il, )V (je=5),)

We focus on the first term in (4.7), which can be expanded as follows:

= > E [P(,5)P(i',5)]
36, : (ig=iy, )V (Ge=3y,)

1 ) LYY E[PGAPE)

™ WEP(2k): Ut €L, jUF €T,
3e,8'e[k]: (brvmk4£)V (L~ k+e)

1 s
= Z Tg,m,n [T WJ} )

T, wEP(2k):
3e,0" st b~ gkt or L k40!

3

where P(2k) is the set of partitions of {1,...,2k}, and Z, (respectively, 7,,) is the set of multi-indices
iU in {1,...,p}?* (respectively, j U 3" in {1,...,m}?* ) such that r ~, s if and only if z, = =,
where x represents either ¢ or 7'. Here, T™* is the connected bipartite test graph of length 4k defined by

identifications encoded in 7w and p, and 7, . [T™"] denotes its mean injective trace (see Definition 1.6).
By Theorem 2.16, as p, m,n — oo such that n/m — ¢,n/p — 1, the mean injective trace ngmvn [T™H]

converges to a real number Tgﬂ,u. As a result, each summand satisfies

. )
T LT =0 - ].
p””[ ] P

The second term in (4.7) is given by

1 ., o
= 3 E[P(i,§)|E [P(i, )] .
30,0 : (ie=i},)V(je=3,,)

We note that the expectation E [P(¢, )] depends only on the identifications among indices within ¢ and
4, so it is unaffected by overlaps with ¢’ or 5'. This invariance allows the second term to be rewritten as
2

E 3 E(P(i,4)|E [P(i',5)] —0(1+1) Loy Y BRG]

m L L
P" 3000 (o=, ViGe=31,) b P in<p 1<t ik <m

1 1
=0 ( + ) (Tp,m,n [Tcycle])2 y

p m

where the second equality follows from (1.6) and Tcycle denotes the simple bipartite cycle of length 2k. The
scaling factor O (% + %) arises from the fact that identifications such as i; = i} reduce the summation

range for 4’, introducing a factor %. Similarly, identifications among indices in j and j introduce a factor
%. Finally, since the traffic trace 7, m n [Tcycle] converges by Theorem 2.16, we obtain that

" > E[P(,§)E [P(i,5)] = O (1 + 1) .

2
m
P" 300 et vie=i,) P

Combining both terms, we conclude that

(i) -o(3)

Letting p — oo, the result follows. O
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4.4. ALMOST SURE WEAK CONVERGENCE OF THE EMPIRICAL SPECTRAL MEASURE

In this subsection, we prove Theorem 1.5, which establishes the almost sure weak convergence of the
empirical spectral measure ji5;. The key step in the proof is to show that the moments my do not grow
too quickly, ensuring they define a unique probability measure. This is achieved by verifying Carleman’s
condition, which states that a sequence of moments (my)ren uniquely determines a probability measure
pif 002 [my|~Y* = +o00. To this end, we require sharp estimates for the moments my, which are
explicitly given in Proposition 4.10. The moments m; depend on certain graph-related parameters,
specifically Cq(f) and Cyy,)x (f), defined in (2.1) and (2.2), respectively. We first provide bounds for
these parameters under specific assumptions on the distributions v,, and v,, and we remind the reader
of the definition of ® from Assumption 1.1.

Lemma 4.18. For every even integer d, let Cq(f) denote the parameter given by (2.1). Let G =
(W UV, E) be a finite, connected bipartite graph G = (W UV, E). For every subsets Wy,... , Wi of W
with [Wi| = 2 and with a nontrivial intersection (i.e., for every i € [K], Ujes W;0W; #0), let Cyyyie (f)
denote the parameter given by (2.2). Then, the following results hold.

(a) Assume that there exists a constant M > 0 such that |P(N)| < M for all X € R. Then, there exist
universal constants c¢,C' > 0 such that

Calf) S and [Capyr (f)] < CMES W,

(b) Assume that ®(A) = —c¥|\|* with a € (0,2) and o > 0. Moreover, assume that v, is the centered

normal distribution with variance o2. Then, there exist universal constants c,C > 0 such that

K
K
Ca() < e and  [Capyx ()] < C2m T W
i=1
Note that item (a) is satisfied by sparse Wigner matrices (1.2), whereas item (b) concerns Lévy
matrices (1.1).

Proof. We begin by proving statement (a). According to (2.1) and (2.9), we have

Calf |<c( /|f dt) <:

for some universal constant ¢ > 0. Similarly, from (2.2) and using the fact that the random variables Z,,,,
as defined in (2.3), are also bounded by M, there exists C' > 0 such that

K
|C(Wi)iSK (f)‘ < CMZi:l |W1‘7
as desired. We now consider statement (b). The bound for Cy(f) follows again from (2.1) and (2.9) since
o a/2 o
we have ¢ 7 X [ Liaibxa] < 1. For the parameter C(w,),, (f), substituting ®() = —o®|A|*
results in

m(e)

1 PR > UK x[Zw ()]
Conofe, ()= G foe,en 11 TL 2D etn” HEX IT 2

cuk E; i=1 wew;
where
Zw@)==0"| 3 (e )X,
veV: vvw
For each w, we note that
> Oluw+ X e |3 O+l
veV : vvw VEV T vmow

where the random variables G, ~ N(0,1) may be correlated. Consequently,
a/2

Ex [Zu()] = =0%05Ba| D, (uww ++ ’Y@(Sﬁw)))

veV: v~w
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where

+

I («

res),

v ‘

Ba =E[|Gy|*] = 20/2

S

Similarly, we have

X [ H Zw(7)

a/2
E

_|I_aa
== g 0,

S (Vuy + oAl

I w]

weW; weW; veEV : v~vw weW;
o (4.9)
< (=0%0) " Bapway TT | D2 Gluwy + 9002
weW; lveV: v~w
where we applied Holder’s inequality. Combining (4.8) and (4.9), we obtain
K K ow s
Gy, (1] < P00 S W TT By,
i=1
m(e)
JUK E\/ K H H VT
(271-) UK El Ok p, st 1+|’y€|
a/2
o2 m((w,0)) 2|/

m((w,v)) 2
=00 B0 |2 ey v ( i W, ) j
X ’y(w,v) )
Jj=1

i=1weW; veEV : vvw

where we used that |f(t)] < Ca/(1 + [t|?) according to (2.9). Using that there exists a universal constant
Cy such that uniformly,

2|0/ m((w,o)) 2|2
00380 Vv veu (Dt M)
: vl D > (% ]| =
veEV : vw
we deduce that there exists a finite constant C; so that
K
S wil
’C(Wi)fil(f)‘ <o HB@|W¢|'
i=1
This completes the proof for statement (b). O

We now show that the limiting moments of the symmetrized random matrix H € R®+m)x(@+m)

defined by
ig— (9 Yo
o <Ym 0 > ’

satisfy Carleman’s condition. Let {\;(H),1 < i < m+p} denote the eigenvalues of H, and let {);,1 <7 <
p} be the eigenvalues of M =Y,,Y,". The 2p nonzero eigenvalues of H correspond to £+/\, .. SEV A

The empirical spectral measure iy = #ﬂ Zm+p dx;(m) of H is therefore related to the emplrlcal spectral
measure [y = _1 0, of M via
2\ 1A
d )dj 0), 4.10
/f(ar)uH = 2 [ (o) + 2 5(0) (410)
for any bounded and continuous function f. In particular, we see that for every integer number k > 1,
2¢
lim 2k djg () = ——my = gy,
m,p,n—c0 Jp MH( ) ¢+w k 2k
lim Ay (z) = 0 = Mokt

m,p,n—c0 Jp

where we recall that ¢ = limy, ;,, 00 7/m and ¥ = lim,, ) n—0o 7/p. The following result shows that the
sequence of moments (77y) satisfies Carleman’s condition, thereby defining a unique limiting measure fi.
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Lemma 4.19. Under assumptions (a) and (b) of Lemma 4.18, there exists a finite constant C' > 0 such
that for every integer number k,

| < (C)*.
As a result, there exists a unique probability measure fi with moments my. Furthermore, there exists
a unique probability measure p with moments my. Finally, the empirical spectral measure fipy of M
converges weakly, both in expectation and in probability, to u.

Proof. Recall that the number of noncrossing partitions of a set of size k is given by the Catalan number,

which has the explicit formula Cjy = G and asymptotically behaves as Cj, ~ 4kf/;/2. On the other

(B+1)A!
hand, the number of possible partitions of a set of size k is given by the Bell number By, which can be

expressed as

k
By =Y _S(k,0),
£=1

where S(k, ¢) are the Stirling numbers of the second kind and count the possible partitions of a set of size
k into ¢ nonempty subsets. Similarly, the ordered Bell numbers (or Fubini numbers) can be computed
from the Stirling numbers of the second kind via

k
a(k) =Y S(k,0)L!,
=1

and asymptotically behave as a(k) ~ 2k!log(2)~(*+1.

From Proposition 4.10, the moments my are expressed as a sum over noncrossing partitions w of V,
over partitions p of the subsets W/, and over partitions of the set {1,..., R, }. Using the bounds derived
in Lemma 4.18, we claim

|my| < CFEICLa(k), (4.11)
for some constant C' > 0. Substituting the asymptotic expressions for C}, and a(k), we find
my| ~ (Ck)*,
for some constant C' > 0. This implies that the moments (172;) satisfies the bound
| < (CR)*.
This bound ensures that the sequence (my) satisfies Carleman’s condition. Thus, there exists a unique
probability measure fi such that, for every integer k,

My = /xkdﬂ(x).

By construction, fi is symmetric. Furthermore, for every k > 1, the moments my, satisfy

mi = P8 [ apta) = [ stanto)
2¢
where the probability measure p is given by
_ 0+ oy O
U= % THL A+ 5% do-

Here, 224ji denotes the pushforward measure of i under the mapping = +— 22. This last point follows

directly from Theorem 1.4, as convergence in moments is stronger than weak convergence.
We now prove (4.11). By Proposition 4.10 and Lemma 4.18, there are constants ¢, ¢ > 0 such that

|P|
e < few) Y Y LI,
HEP(W),u#{W} PEP(R,) =1
where we used the upper bound in item (b) of Lemma 4.18, as it represents the least favorable case.
Recall that for a partition u € P(W), we obtain subsets W}, ..., Wgu, which form the finest partition
of W# (see Definitions 4.7 and 4.8). For every partition P € P(R,,), merging the corresponding subsets
results in the subsets Wi, ..., Wll;’l' The number R, satisfies R, < k — |u|+ 1. For further clarification,
we refer the reader to Proposition 4.10. According to item (b) of Proposition 3.10, for any partition
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P e P(R,), SIEV WP = Wk +|P| =1 < |u|+ Ry — 1 < k. We bound [[.Z} [W7|! above by k! as
follows:
1P|
KL= (W44 W D> T
=1

where we used the fact that [W/'| > 1. This leads to the inequality

|m;€‘ < ckaé"’k! Z Z 1,

nEPW),u#{W} PEP(R,)

Z Z 1< Calk),

HEP(W),u#{W} PEP(R,)
for some constant C’ > 0. Let p denote a partition of W into £ blocks, where 2 < ¢ < |[W| = k (the case
¢ =1 corresponds to pr = {W}). The number of such partitions is given by S(k, ). Thus, the sum can

be bounded as i
> 1<y Sk OR,
HEP(W),u#{W} PEP(R,) £=2
where C’ > 0 is a constant and R, denotes the largest possible number R,, associated with a partition p
having ¢ blocks. We aim to show that R, < ¢. Recall that for a partition x, the number R, is defined by

Ry = le(p)] = [b()] + 1,
where b(p) denotes the collection of pairs of nearest neighbor elements lying in a same block of u, and
c(p) the collection of pairs of next elements within a block such that, for every other pair of elements in
a same block, the two pairs do not intersect (see Definition 4.2). First, consider ¢ > [#17. In this case,
we have

Our goal is to show that

k+1
Rg§|c(u)|+1§k€+1§k{;r—‘JrlgE,

where we used the fact that |c(u)| < k — ¢, with equality when y is noncrossing. Now, let £ < [5517]. We
want to show that |c(u)] — |b(p)| < € —1.

e We first consider noncrossing partitions. In this case, we have |c(u)| = k — ¢, so proving Ry < ¢
is equivalent to showing that |b(u)| > k — 2¢ + 1. We proceed by induction on ¢, showing that
[b(n)| > k —2¢+ 2. If £ = 2, then there are two blocks containing r and k — r elements, where
r > 1. Since p is noncrossing, the blocks contain 7 — 1 and k£ —r — 1 pairs of consecutive elements,
respectively. This gives |b(u)| = k — 2, which satisfies the inequality. Assume the claim holds for
some 2 < /¢ < [%W — 1. To increase the number of blocks from ¢ to £+ 1, we split an existing
block into two smaller blocks. This operation reduces the number of nearest neighbor pairs by
at most 2. If a block contains exactly two consecutive elements, say x; ~ x;y1, moving ;1
to a new block results in a noncrossing partition with £ + 1 blocks and the number of pairs of
consecutive elements decreases by 1. If a block contains at least three consecutive elements, say
ZTj ~ Tip1 ~ Tito, We can move x;41 to a new block while keeping x; ~ x;49 in the original block.
This results in a noncrossing partition with £ + 1 blocks and decreases the number of pairs of
consecutive elements by 2. Thus, after increasing ¢ by 1, the number of nearest neighbor pairs
can decrease at most by 2, leading to |b(p)| >k — 20 +2 —2 =k — 2(¢{ 4+ 1) 4+ 2. This completes
the induction and shows that for noncrossing partitions, |c(u)| — |[b(p)] < € — 2.

e To extend the inequality to crossing partitions, we consider the set ¢(u)\b(x). Note that by
Remark 4.3, b(s1) C c(u) U{(z1,2)} so that |e(s)| — [b()| < e(u)\b(s)] < le(a)| — [b()| +1. Tn
particular, if y is noncrossing, by the previous item, we have

e()\b()] < €~ 1. (4.12)

e We now prove the inequality (4.12) for crossing partitions by induction on the number of crossings
n¢ in p. Let p be a partition with £ blocks and n. crossings. This means that there exist z, < x4 <
z, < xs such that z, ~ x, £ x4 ~ x4, e, (xp,z,) and (x4, 25) are intersecting pairs. We note
that by moving z, into the block containing x,41 while keeping x, in its original block, results
in a new partition g/ with the same number ¢ of blocks. Moreover, |c(u)\b(r')| > |e()\b(1)],
since if we create a new element of nearest neighbors in b('), it is also included in ¢(u'), while we
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have at most the same number of elements in ¢(p'). Proceeding inductively, we find a sequence
of partitions = p1, ..., s, of partitions, where p,_ is noncrossing and has ¢ blocks, satisfying

|ec(w)\b()] = le(u)\b(pa)| < le(p2)\b(p2)] < -+ < le(pn)\b(pn, )| < £ =1,
where the last step follows from (4.12).
This completes the proof that Ry < ¢ for all ¢, thereby proving the claim (4.11). O

We conclude by showing that the empirical measure of the eigenvalues converges almost surely using
concentration of measure estimates.

Lemma 4.20. Let h: R — R be a function such that the map x — h(z?) has finite total variation norm
|h]|Tv. Then, for every e > 0,

“

Here, the total variation norm of h: R — R is defined by ||hlTv = sup >, oy |h(zrs1) — h(xr)|, where
the supremum runs over all sequences (x)rez such that xi11 > xy for every k € Z.

[ ) dinsa) & | [ b dpaa (o) ' > ey ) < 4,

Applying the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, the above concentration inequality ensures that the convergence
of the empirical spectral measure holds almost surely, thus proving Theorem 1.5.

Proof. Hereafter, we assume that g(z) := h(2?) has a total variation norm bounded by one. According
to (4.10), it suffices to show concentration for f gdjiig in order to obtain concentration for f hdipy.
To prove this concentration estimate, we apply the Azuma-Hoeffding inequality, following the approach
outlined in [8, Lemma C.2|. Conditionally to X, H has independent column vectors {(Y,,(¢),0),i < p}
and independent row vectors {(Y,,(i)",0),i < p}. Therefore, we can apply the ideas of the concentration
result from [8, Lemma C.2]. To this end, we successively apply Azuma-Hoeffding’s inequality with respect
to integration w.r.t. W and X. First, fix the X;’s and consider the martingale

Dy =E B Tr(g(H))|]:k} ,

where Fj, denotes the filtration generated by {W;,i < k} U{Xy;,7 < m,£ < n} for 1 < k < p, with
Wi = (Wi1,...,Wim)T € R™. Let Ei [] := Ew [-|F%] denote the conditional expectation w.r.t. F. We
denote by ox the sigma-algebra of the entries of the matrix X, so Fy = ox. By construction, we have

1 1 -
() ~ |3 Tea(H)lox | = 30(Dx - i)
p p 1

since D, = + Tr(g(H)) and Dy = E B Tr(g(H))|ch] is the mean with respect to the W of the function

D,. We now bound the martingale differences uniformly:
1 1
Ay = Dy — D1 =Ey, [p Tr(g(H)) — pTr(g(H'))} ;

where H and H’ are coupled such that they are constructed with the same W; for every i < k — 1 and
every 1 > k + 1. This implies that H — H’ has rank at most two, as they differ at most by one column
vector and one row vector. By Weyl’s interlacing property, we deduce that

Tr(g(H)) — Tr(g(H"))| < 2,
where we used the assumption that the total variation norm of g is bounded by one. It follows that
2
| Akl < -
p

Applying Azuma-Hoeffding inequality (see e.g. [24, Lemma 1.2]), we obtain that uniformly with respect
to the entries of X,

pe?

P (|}t - B [ ntmios]| 2 ) <2
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We can apply the same strategy to integrate E [% Tr(g(H))|oX} w.r.t. X and obtain concentration w.r.t.

the X;’s by considering the martingale E [1 Tr(g(H))|o(X;, 1 < k)} to obtain

E2
> ) §26_pT.

pQE[pTr }E?T Do ]

Combining these two results with g(z) 2 /IIh(-?)||Tv, together with (4.10), yields the announced
lemma. |
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