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A CONCENTRATION INEQUALITY AND A LOCAL LAW FOR THE
SUM OF TWO RANDOM MATRICES

VLADISLAV KARGIN

Abstract

Let Hy = Ax + UnBnUR, whereAy and By are twoN-by-N
Hermitian matrices an@y is a Haar-distributed random unitary
matrix, and letug,,, pay, 1B, b€ empirical measures of eigen-
values of matriceddy, Ay, and By, respectively. Then, it is
known (seel[16]) that for larg&/, the measurg, is close to the
free convolution of measures, , andy g, , where the free convo-
lution is a non-linear operation on probability measurdse Targe
deviations of the cumulative distribution function @f;, from its
expectation have been studied by Chatterje¢lin [8]. In tafzep
we improve Chatterjee’s concentration inequality and stiat it
holds with the rate which is quadratic .

In addition, we prove a local law for eigenvalues Bly, , by
showing that the normalized number of eigenvalues in an-inte
val approaches the density of the free convolution:@fand g
provided that the interval has widtiog N)~'/2 .

1. INTRODUCTION

If A andB are two Hermitian matrices with a known spectrum, it is asitzd
problem to determine all possibilities for the spectrumief B. The problem goes
back at least to H. Weyl[([21]). Later, Horri ([13]) suggestelist of inequalities
which must be satisfied by eigenvalues/Af+ B, and recently, Knutson and Tao
([15]) using earlier ideas by Klyachko, proved that this isscomplete.

For large matrices, it is natural to consider the probaimlianalogue of this
problem, when matriced and B are “in general position”. Namely, &y =
An + UnBnUy, whereAy and By are two fixedV-by-N Hermitian matrices,
andUy is a random unitary matrix with the Haar distribution on timéary group
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U (N). Then, the eigenvalues df 5 are random and we are interested in their
joint distribution.

Let)\gA) > > )\%1) denote eigenvalues ofy, and define thespectral mea-
sureof Ay aspua, = N1 fo:l 5>\§€A). Definepp, andum, similarly, and note
that/.fr,, is random even if. 4, andu g, are non-random. What can be said about
relationship ofua, , 1By, andpg, ?

An especially interesting case occurs whens large. This case was investi-
gated by Voiculescu[([20]) and Speicher ([18]) who found @8N grows pip
approacheg.4 ,, H g, , whereH denotesfree convolution a non-linear opera-
tion on probability measures introduced by Voiculescu i studies of operator
algebras. Their proofs are based on calculating tracesg# lsowers of matrices
and use ingenious combinatorics. Later, Pastur and Vasil{{16]) applied the
method of Stieltjes transforms to this problem and extenbedesults of Speicher
and Voiculescu to measures with unbounded support.

It appears natural to ask the question about deviatiopg;Qffrom p14, Bup, .

In order to illuminate the issues that arise, suppose figdtwe placeV points
independently on a fixed intervéd, b] , each according to a measurelLet the
number of points in a sub-intervdlbe denotedV;. Then, N is a sum of inde-
pendent Bernoulli variables and satisfies the familiar regdimit law and large
deviation estimates. In particular,

N N,
Pr{ N|II| —E <N|II|>‘ > 5} ~ c1 €xXp [—0252N] Q)

for large N.

A remarkable fact is that for random points correspondingitggenvalues of
classical random matrix ensembles, the asymptotic isrdifteand given by the
formula

Pr{ NA?I‘—E<J\?\?I’>‘>5}Nclexp[—(:gf(é)Nz]. (2
Intuitively, there is a repulsion force between eigenvalwhich makes large devi-
ations of 'y much more unlikely for largev.

For classical ensembles this fact was rigorously shown io@mgeneral form in
[4]. Later, this result was extended to matrices of the fetgn+ s X 7, where Ay
is an HermitianV-by-N matrix andX is an Hermitian Gaussiaiv-by-N matrix;
see for an explanation Sections 4.3 and 4.41in [1].

The fluctuations of eigenvalues of matricls; = Ay + UnByUjy were con-
sidered by Chatterjee inl[8]. By an ingenious applicatiornhef Stein method he
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proved that for every € R,
Pr {|Fay () — By (2)] > 6} < 2exp [—a%} ,

whereFy,, (z) := N7 N(_ . denotes the cumulative distribution function for
eigenvalues off iy, symbol E denotes the expectation with respect to the Haar
measure, andis a numeric constant. Note that the rate in this estimatgbrear
in IV, hence the estimate is weaker thah (2). In fact, it is even sretian the
estimate in[(ll) because of the logarithmic fadfiers N)~!, and therefore it does
not contain any evidence of the repulsion between eigeesalu

The first main result of this paper is an improvement of thitveste and is as
follows.

Assumption Al. The measurg 4, B, is absolutely continuous everywhere
onR, and its density is bounded by a constait.

Theorem 1. Suppose that Assumptieti holds. LetFy, and Fg y be cumulative
distribution functions for the eigenvaluesiéfy = Ax+UnBnUjy and forp 4, B
1By, respectively. Then, for alV > exp ((c1/5)4/8) ,

P {sup | Fry () — Fan (z)| > 5} < exp [—0252N2 (log N)_E} , (3

wherecy, ¢y are positive and depend only diiy := max {||An||, ||B~|}, T,
ande € (0,2].

Up to a logarithmic factor, the rate in this inequality is pootional to N2,
which is consistent with the possibility that the eigeneslof matrixHy = Ay +
UnBnUyj repulse each other.

With respect to Assumptior1, it is pertinent to note that ifi4, ({z}) < 1/2
andug, ({z}) < 1/2for everyz € R (i.e., if the multiplicity of every eigenvalue
of Ay andBy is less thanV/2), thenp 4, B g, has no atoms (see Theorem 7.4
in [5]). Moreover, sincg.4, andyu g, are atomic, the results ofl[3] imply that the
density ofua, B g, is analytic (i.e., inC* class) everywhere oR where it is
positive. In particular, Assumptiod1 holds.

If Assumption Al is relaxed, then it is still possible to prove a result simita
the result in Theorein 1. Namely,ifs » is absolutely-continuous at the endpoints
of interval I, then it is possible to show that for all sufficiently large

P{ % — /@, N (I)‘ > 5} < exp [—0252N2 (log N)~¢]. 4)
Indeed, the only place where Assumptidh is used is when the distance between
Fu, andFg y is estimated in terms of the distance between(z) andmg y(2)




4 VLADISLAV KARGIN

and this is done by using Bai's theorem. In order to pr@ve tf),original proof
should be modified by using techniques from the proof of Garpl4.2 in [10]
instead of Bai's theorem. In this paper, however, we choosmmcentrate on the
proof of inequality [(B).

In addition, if Assumptiom1 fails andz is an atom ofu 4, By, then by Thm
7.4 in [5] there existt 4 andx g such thatc 4 + zp = z, and

pay ({za}) + pey ({28}) =1 = pay Bpupy ({2}) .

Theser 4 andz 5 are eigenvalues of y andUy By U, with multiplicities joa,, ({za}) N
andpup, ({zp}) N, respectively. Hence, by counting dimensions and using the
fact that eigenspaces dfy andUy By Uy, are in general position, we conclude
that with probabilityl, x4 + x5 is an eigenvalue off ;v with multiplicity

(nay ({za}) + py ({zB}) = 1) N.

Hence, ifz is an atom ofu 4, B 15, then we have the exact equality

pry ({2}) = pay B ppy ({2}) .

These considerations suggest that perhaps Assumgtiaan be eliminated or
weakened as a condition of TheorEin 1

Our main tools in the proof of Theordm 1 are the Stieltjessfam method and
standard concentration inequalities applied to functmmhe unitary group.

In the first step, we establish thé? rate for large deviations of the Stieltjes
transform of.z,, , which we denoteny, (2) . This follows from results in[1] and
the fact that the Stieltjes transform pf;, is Lipschitz as a function di/y and its
Lipschitz constant can be explicitly estimated.

It is not possible to prove a concentration inequality o5, (z) by a similar
method because for somethis function is not Lipschitz ir/. An alternative
is to use an inequality by Bai (Theordm]23 in this paper), Whjves a bound
onsup, | Fruy (x) — EFg, (x)] interms ofsup, |mu, (2) — Emp, (2)|, where
z = x +1in. However, the second term in this inequality depends on smest of
EFm, (x), which is difficult to establish.

Instead, we show thatip, [Emp, (z) — mg n (2)] is small forny := Imz >
¢/+/log N. (Heremg y (z) denote the Stieltjes transform of,, Bup,, .) This es-
timate allows us to use Bai's inequality and estimatp, |7, (z) — EFg n ()]
interms of the sum ofup,, |mu, (2) — Emu, (2)| andsup, |Empg, (2) — man (2)],
which are both small. The benefit of this change is that srmssth ofF5 v () is
easier to establish than the smoothnesE&jf;, (x). In our case it is guaranteed
by AssumptionAl.
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For largelmz, the differencdEm g, (2) —mm n(z)| can be estimated by apply-
ing Newton'’s iteration method (as perfected by Kantorowitfil4]) to the Pastur-
Vasilchuk system foEm g, (2). Namely, we usenm n(z) as the starting point for
this method and show that for sufficiently largethe difference of the solution of
the systemEmp,, (2), and the starting point is less than any fixed 0.

This method fails for smallmz. We use a modification of Hadamard’s three
circle theorem ([12]) in order to estimate the differenEenr, (z) — mm n (2)|
in the region close to the real axis.

Theoreni L implies the following local law result. L%, (£) denote the number
of eigenvalues off y in an interval of width2n centered af”, and letom n (E)
denote the density 9f 4, H 15, atE.

Theorem 2. Suppose that = n(N) and1/y/log N < n < 1. Let assumption
Al hold withTy = T. Assume also thahax {||An||, ||By||} < K for all N.
Then, for all sufficiently largev,

P {Sl];p Ny (E) 0m,N (E)' > 5} < exp <—C52M> ;

2Nn (log N)?
wherec > 0 depends only o andT'.

(Here the notatioriV) < ¢(/N) means thalimy_,oc g (N) /f(N) = +00.)

The plan of the rest of the paper is as follows. We start inige by estab-
lishing our notation. Sectidn 3 provides a large deviatistingate for the Stieltjes
transform ofu, and a related function. In Sectih 4, we use this estimate to
bound error terms in the Pastur-Vasilchuk system, whicheagerive for reader’s
convenience. Sectidn 5 is devoted to estimatifige s, (2) — mm v (2)| in the
region wheredlmz > 1), and Sectionl6 is concerned with estimating it in the re-
gionImz > 1//log N. Sectiori.¥ completes the proof of our two main theorems.
Several concluding remarks are made in Sedtlon 8.

2. DEFINITIONS AND NOTATIONS

We defineHy = Ax + UnBnUjy;. The spectral measuref Hy is jp, =
N1 fo:l 5A<H), where A,iH) are eigenvalues off, counted with multiplicity.
Its cumulative distribution functiois denotedFy,, (x) := pmy ((—oo,z]) . The
number of eigenvalues ol y in interval I is denotedN; := Npug, (I), and
Ny (E) == N{(g—n,E+y denotes the number of eigenvalues in the interval of width
2n centered af.
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Theresolveniof Hy is defined a&y; (z) := (Hy — z) " . Similarly, G4 (z) :=
(Ay —2) "t andGp (2) := (By — 2) " . (For brevity, we will omit the subscript
N in the notation for resolvents and Stieltjes transforms.)

The Stieltjes transfornof H y is defined as

my (2) == N"'Tr Gy (2) = / By 07 (d)\),
R A—2
whereTr denotes the usual matrix tracehe Stieltjes transforms oy and By
are defined similarly, e.gma (z) = N~'TrG4 (z). More generally, ifu is a
probability measure, then its Stieltjes transform is defiag

my, (2) ::/R%.

In addition, we define the following quantities:

fe(z):=N"'Tr <UNBNU]*V L >

HN —z
and
1
fa(z):=N"'Tr <ANHN — z>
Next, we define the free convolution. Consider the followaygtem:
m(z) = ma(z—Sp(2)), (5)
m(z) = mp(z—5a(2)),
1
Z+m(z) = Sa(z)+SB(2),

wherem (z), Sa (z), Sg (z) are unknown functions.

Proposition 3. There exists a unique triple of analytic function$z), Sa(z), Sg(z)
that are defined €™ = {z : Imz > 0} , satisfy systeni{5), and have the following
asymptotics as — oo:

m(z) = -z '4+0(z7?), (6)
Sap(z) = O(Q).

Moreover, the functiom: (z) mapsC* to C* and the functionsS4 5 (z) mapC*
toC~ ={z:Imz < 0}.

Prop. [3 implies that the first function in this tripleim (), is the Stieltjes
transform of a probability measure. This measure is caliedrée convolutiorof
measureg: 4, andup, and denoteqiy, B pp, . (For shortness, we will some-
times write this measure asg y.) The two other functions in this triple§ s (2)
andSp (z), are calledsubordination functions
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Proof of Prop. [3 The unigueness of the solution of systém (5) was proved in
Prop. 3.3 in ([16]). However, it appears that their proof floet show that the
solution exists everywhere in the upper half-plane. We @nhe existence and
uniqueness differently, by establishing a one-to-oneespondence between solu-
tions of [B) and certain objects in free probability thedkfter this correspondence
is established, the existence, uniqueness and claimedrtiespof the solution fol-
low from the corresponding properties of the free probgbdbjects.

Recall that in the traditional definition of free convolutisee([19]), one defines
the R-transform of measurg 4 by the formulaR 4 (t) = m{Y (—t)—1/t, where
m{ " is the functional inverse ofn 4, chosen in such a fashion th&t, (¢) is
analytic att = 0. The functionRp (t) is defined similarly. Then, one proves
that R = R4 + Rp is the R-transform of a probability measure, and one calls
this measure the free convolution pfi and up. In fact, this definition of free
convolution is equivalent to the definition we have givenadho

Indeed, letnm v be the Stieltjes transform of4 ,, B g, as itis usually defined,
that is, let it equal the functional inverse Bft 1/t multiplied by —1. By definition
of R4, the first equation of (5) can be written equivalently as

1

Sp(z) =2+ 77%53,1\/ &)

= Ra(—ma,n (2)),

which we can use as a definition 8§ (z) . This definition holds only for suffi-
ciently largez. However, by the results of Biane ([6]35 (z) can be analytically
continued to the whole of*. If we write the second equation in a similar form,
add them together, and use the equality- R4 + Rp, then we get:

Sa(z)+Sp(2) = 22+ _ R(—m@n (2))
mgg’N (Z)

1
= z+4 77%53,1\/ (z)’
which is the third equation of system (5). By analytic conétion it holds every-
where inC*. This shows that ifnm n (2), Sa (z) , andSg (z) are defined using
the traditional definition of free convolution, then theyisfy system((b). In partic-
ular this shows the existence of the solution[df (5) as agriflanalytic functions
defined everywhere i@ ™.
Conversely, ifma n (2), Sa (), andSg (z) satisfy [$) with asymptotic condi-
tions [8), then in a neighborhood of infinity we can write

(—1)(

Ra(-mmn(2) = my  (mmn(2)+1/man (2)

= 2-8p(2)+1/may (),



8 VLADISLAV KARGIN

where the first line is the definition dt 4 and the second uses the first equation of
@). If we write a similar expression fdRz (—mm v (z)) , add them together, and
use the third equation dfl(5), then we find that

R(—mE&N(z)) =z+ 1/m53,N(z).

This shows thatng v (z) satisfies the same functional equation as the Stieltjes
transform of the free convolution measure defined in thdttoagl fashion. Since
their power expansions at infinity are the same, these fumgioincide. In partic-
ular, this shows that the solution &f (5) is unigue as a trgflanalytic functions in

C™ that satisfy asymptotic conditions] (6).

Finally, the claimed properties @tz v (2) andS4 g (z) follow from the prop-
erties of the Stieltjes transform of a probability measurd af the subordination
functions. The latter were established by Bianelin ([6]).

We denote the cumulative distribution functionof , B 15, asFm ny and its
density (when it exists) ags n.

The integration ovelU using the Haar measure will be denotedRas(This
operation is often denoted &g in the literature.) Correspondingly, (w) denotes
the Haar measure of event

We will usually writez = E + in, whereE andn denote the real and imaginary
parts ofz. We will also use the following notation:

Qe = {2 € C:Imz > 1o, Imz > cRez} .

3. CONCENTRATION FOR THESTIELTJES TRANSFORM AND ASSOCIATED
FUNCTIONS

The main result of this section is the following large dewatestimates for
my (2) andfp (2).

Proposition 4. Letz = E + in wheren > 0. Then, for a numeric > 0 and every

4 >0,
2,4

P {lmu (=) — Ema ()] > 6} < exp (—H‘;ﬁz N2) , @)

and

. ®)

o , o ot o Y
P{|fp(z) —Efp(z)| >} < p[ |]BH4N/<1+HBH>

Proof: The first claim of this proposition follows directly from Galary 4.4.30
in [1]. The second claim can be obtained by a modification eftoof of this
Corollary. For the convenience of the reader we give a shodff both claims.
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Both claims are consequences of the Gromov-Milman reshtistethe concen-
tration of Lipschitz functions on Riemannian manifoldsl{fiL In a small neighbor-
hood of identity matrix, all unitary matrices can be writ@sl/ = ¢*X, whereX
is Hermitian. We identify the space of Hermitian matricésvith T/, the tangent
space td/ (N) at pointU. By left translations this identification can be extended
to the tangent space at any pointtéf N) . Define an inner product norm At/

by the formulal| X ||, = (ZU ]X,-j\Q)l/z . This gives us a Riemannian metrie
onl (N). The Riemannian metric o/ (N') can be defined by restriction.

The (real or complex-valued) functigh(z) on a metric spacé/ is called Lips-
chitz with constant if for every two pointse, y € M, itistruethat f (x) — f (y)| <
Ld (z,y), whered (x, y) is the shortest distance betweeandy.

Proposition 5. Letg : (SU (N),||ds||,) — R be anL-Lipschitz function and let
Eg = 0. Then

(i) Eexp (tg) < exp (ct>L?/N) for everyt € R and some numerie > 0, and

(i) P{|g| > 0} < exp (—c1N§?/L?) for everys > 0 and some numeric; > 0.

For the proof, see Theorems 3.8.3 and 3.9.2lin [7] and Thedrér7 in [1].

In order to apply this result, we need to estimate the Lifggctdnstants for
my (z) andfp (2). If M is a Riemannian manifold anglis a differentiable func-
tion on M, then it is Lipschitz with constant provided thatidy f (z)| < L for
everyx € M and every unit vectoX € T'M,. Heredx denotes the derivative in
the direction of vectorX. We will apply this general observation to the manifold
SU(N).

Let B denotel/ BU*, B (X) = X Be~'X and let

mp (2, X)=(A+B(X)—2)"!

We differentiatem j (z, X) with respect taX (and evaluate it ak = 0) by using
the chain rule.

dxm (2 X)| = %%ﬁdwzym'
- 2@, [x8]

x,y
- S (), x|
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where we used the facts thatz /0 (Emy) =_N! (G2)yx and thatdx B (X)|y_, =

[X , B|. These facts can be easily checked by a calculation. Forrgiefie, see
Lemmd9 below.
If |X||, = 1, then it follows that

[dxm (2, X)] < P;Z“E}Hz

1
v
1 ~

< 7w e8|
218l
VN2

Together with Proposition] 5, this implies the first claim log temma.

For the second claim, lefz (2, X) = B(X)(A+ B(X) —z)"". Note that
B (A +B-— z>_1 =I—(A—2) (A +B - z>_1 . This allows us to calculate:

<

0 1
5 U (X)) = 5 (€(4-2)0),,.
Hence,
B ofp (2)
- [ (eu-aa), x.
z,Y

< Lleu-sa],

< [G(A—Z)G,B’]H.

vl

Since(A —2)G =1— BG, we can continue this as

2
dx f (2, X)| < — <”B”+”Bz” )

VN \ n n

and the rest follows from Propositidh
Later, we will need the following consequence of Propositlo

Corallary 6. Let I, = [-2K + in,2K + in]. Then for some positive and c;
which may depend oA and for all§ > 0,

&t s
P {sup |my (2) —Empg (2)] >0 p <exp| — N7,

z€ly 1Bl
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provided thatV' > ¢, ( “log (n25)) / (n?5).

Proof of Corollary: Note that|m/; (2)] < 2 and|Em/; (2)] < n~2 and
that it is enough to plac® (K/5*6) points on intervall, to create are-net
with ¢ = 7*6/4. If |mp (2) —Empy ()] < §/2 at every point of the net, then
|mpu (2) —Empg (2)| < 6 forall z € I,,. Hence, by Theorein 4,

/ 2,4
P{sup|mH(z)—EmH(z)|>5} < ;Tlgexp< con N2>

A

cel, NER
cdnt (c’K>>
= exp|— N+ log | —=
( 1B UKy
//52 4
< exp(—c 2N2>,
Bl

if N> ¢ ( —log (7725)> / (n*6) andc is sufficiently large ]

4. AN ESTIMATE ON ERROR TERMS IN THEPASTUR-VASILCHUK SYSTEM

For the convenience of the reader, we re-derive here theiPéasilchuk sys-
tem. This is a system of equations my (z), Efa (z), andEfg (z) . WhenN
is large, this system is a perturbation of systéin (5), andrthim purpose of this
section is to estimate quantitatively the size of this pédtion. Later, we will
show that systeni [5) is stable with respect to small pertims, and therefore for
large N the functionEm (z) is close to the Stieltjes transform pf,, B pp, -

We use notations

Ay:=(muy—Emyg)Gy —Ga(fp —Efp)Gn

1 1 1
Ry = Ty EA, ), 9
A EmHN <1—|—(EfB/EmH)GA A> ( )

with similar definitions forAg andRpg.

and

Theorem 7 (Pastur-Vasilchuk) The function&my (z) , Efa (2) andE f5 (2) sat-
isfy the following system of equations:

Emg(z) = ma <z— %) +Ra(2), (10)
Emg(z) = ms <z _ _];{s{ <(zz))> + Rs(2),

- 1 _ Efa(x) +EfB(2)
Empy (2) Empy (2) ’

whereR 4 and R are defined as iri.{9).
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The main technical tool in the proof of this theorem is théolwing formula due
to Pastur and Vasilchuk. Recall th@g; is the resolvent ofti y = Ay +UnByUR
whereUy is the Haar distributed random unitary matrix.

Proposition 8. E(myGr) =E (mypGa — GafsGh) .

This result immediately implies Theordm 7. Indeed, the tithein Proposition
can be written in the following equivalent form.

Emm)EGH = (Emg)Ga — (Efs)GAEGH
+ E[my —Empy)Gu] — GAE[(f5 — Efp)GH]
= (EmH)GA — (EfB)GAEGH +EA4.

This expression can be further re-written (after we muftipby Ay — z and re-
arrange terms) as

Emgy (AN — <z — Efp >> EGy =Emyg + (Ay — 2) EA4.
EmH

Letz' := 2z — Efg/Em. Then for almost all values of,
EmygEGyg = G4 (z') Empg+ (Any — 2) Ga (z') EA4.

Take the normalized trace and divide the resulting expsadsy Em . Then, we
obtain

, 11 1
Emg(z) = mg (z ) + MNTr <1 T (Efa/Em) GAEAA> )

= my (z/) + Ry4.

The second equation of the system is obtained similarly haedHird equation is
an identity.
Proof of Prop. B It is useful to use notatiol3 = UnBnyUj andB (X) =
¢iX Be~*X  Note that by using the resolvent identii; (z)—G 4 (z) = —G4 (2) BGx (2)
we know that

E(myGy) = E(mHGA—mHGAEGH>

= GuE <mH — mHEGH> .

Hence, it is enough to show th]Et(mHEGH> =E(fBGH),
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Lemma9. Let A and B be two arbitrary matrices and? (z) = (A+ B — z) "',
Then,(0G/0Bgy),,, = —GuaGye- In particular,

(Z (0G /0Byy) Mxy> == GueMeyGyp.

T,y T,y

Proof: This is an immediate consequence of the resolvent ide@tityy (z) —
Gx () = —Gx (2) YGx 41y (2) applied toX = A+ B andY = tE*Y, where
E*Y denote the matrix that haviein the intersection of row: and columny and
zeroes elsewherél]

Lemma 10. For everyu, v, a, b, itis true that
& (G (B, ) =2 ((605),, (@),

Proof: Note thatd (E {(A +B(X) — z)_1]> /dt = 0 for every Hermitian

matrix X, because the distribution d8 (X)
distribution of B. We can compute

e X BeitX js the same as the

dB (X
4 (A+B(X)—z)—1] - 3Gy 1B (X),,
dt =0 o OByy dt 0
. oGy ~ ~
= 1 — —XzsBsy + Bzs Xy | -
T,y aBry Zs: [ ! y]

Let E* denote anV-by-N matrix that has zeros everywhere except at the in-
tersection of the:-th row andb-th column, where it has entr. If we setX =
E® 4+ E% and use Lemma 9, then we obtain

_E[(GH)ua(EGH)bv + (GH)ub(EGH)av]
+E(GuB)ua(Gr)pw + (G B)un(GH)a] = 0.

If we setX = i (E® — Eb)  then we obtain a similar expression and adding
them together, we get:

E |~ (Gh)ua (EGH>M+ (GuB) (G| =0.

ua

O
If we takeu = a in the statement of Lemmas!lfhen we get

20 (361),) =5 (0n)_ )

By adding up these equalities oveand dividing by, we obtain thak <mH§GH) -
E (fsGg), and Propositiofil8 is proved]
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Now, we are going to estimate the error terfg and Rp. Let g > 0 and
x > 0. For our purposes it is sufficient to make the estimates ingh@sn

Qo = {2z € C: Imz > no,Imz > kRez} .

Proposition 11. Assume thatnax {||A], || B|} < K and letx > 0. There exists
anng = cK such that for every = E + in € (,, ., it is true that

C
RA é xT_ 99

whereC > 0 and depends only oR” and .

In order to prove this result, we will proceed in two stepsstiwe will estimate
IEA 4] . Then we estimate the multipliers befdge\ 4 in the definition ofR 4.

Proposition 12. Letz = E+in. Assume thay > 7o and thatmax {|| 4|, | B||} <
K. Then
P{[|Aa(2)] = e} < exp [ N7,
and|[EA4 (2)| < ¢/ (Nn*) where constants depend only &hand .
Proof of Proposition [12

Lemmal3. Letz = F + in, wheren > 0. Then for a numerie > 0,
a)

m zZ)— m VA ex —062776 2
P{l|(mu () — Emy ()) Gl > ¢} < p[ o }
and b)

62,’78 n 2
PAIGA S (2) ~Ef () Gall > 2} < exp | e o) <1+m) |

Proof: Note that if X is a Hermitian matrix aney > 0, thenH(X — m)‘lH <
1/7. By using this fact and Proposition 4, we get

2,4
P{l[(mu (2) —Empy (2)) Gull = 0/n} < exp [_C|(|5B7T|2N2] :

Claim (a) of the lemma follows if we set= ¢/n. Claim (b) follows from Propo-
sition[4 in a similar fashion]

The first claim of Proposition 12 directly follows from Lemifd.

For the second claim, note thiiEA 4|| < E ||A 4| by the convexity of norm,
andE ||A 4| can be estimated by using the first claim of Propositioh 12tasd
equality

EX — /OO (1— Fx (1)) dt,
0
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valid for every positive random variabl€ and its cumulative distribution function
Fx (t). In our case, we obtain

= 2 6727 g4 _
EHAAHS/O exp [—ct’nN ]dt_N—n?"

O

Proposition 14. Letz = E + in wheren > 0. Assume tha{||A||, || B||} < K.
Then, there exists such ag = ¢K with numericec > 0, that for everyn > ny,

|+ @f/Emu) Ga )| <2
The proof uses the following result.

Lemma 15. Assume thaf||A|,||B||} < K. Then, for some numeric > 0, the
functionsEm (z) ,Efg (2) ,andEm (z) /Efp (z) can be represented by uniformly
convergent series in~! in the area|z| > cK,

Em(z) = —z'+ Z ar [m] 2%,
k=2

Efp(z) = Y arlfs]27",
k=1

Efp(z) _ .- ok
Em(z) kzzoﬁk

The proof of the first two equalities is by expansion (of + B — z)‘1 and

B(A+ B —2)"" in convergent series of ! and estimating the coefficients in
these series. This establishes the uniform convergendeeiaregz| > ¢K and
ensures that it is possible to take expectation and tradeedddries in a term-by-
term fashion. The third equality follows from the first twa.

Proof of Proposition 14 By the previous lemmaE fz /Emy is analytic in
2~1 and therefore bounded fif| > cK. Since||G 4 (z)|| < 1/n, we can choose
no = cK with sufficiently largec, so thaty > ng ensures that

bme

Empg (2

)H <1/2,
and

< 2.

H<1 " %GA (z)>_1
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Proof of Proposition [IT} For every matrixX, it is true that| N ~'Tr (X)| <
|| X ||. Hence, by using Propositiohs|12 dnd 14,

1 1 1
‘NTr (1 + (EfB/EmH)GAEAAN = H 1+ (Efp/Empy)Ga
provided that) > 1y = cK.

By using the power expansion for(z), we findm (z) ™" < 2|2| < 29v/1 + w2
if |z| > cK. It follows that forz € €2, ,

|Ra| < 1tk

Nn?

c

N3’

[EAAll <

5. STABILITY OF THE PASTUR-VASILCHUK SYSTEM

By results of [16], the solution of syster (10) exists andquei in the upper
half-planeC*. We are going to show that the solutions of systems (10)[@naréb)
close to each other.

Proposition 16. For all z € Q.x .

max {|Empg (2) — man (2)|} < Nc—n’
wherec and ¢’ depends ori and x only.

The idea of proof is to use the solution of the systéin (5) asthging point
of the Newton-Kantorovich algorithm[([14]) that computée solution of system
(19).

It is convenient to use a more uniform notation, so we writgteay [10) in a
more compact form:

T1— My (z—ﬁ> —Ry = 0, (12)
Ty
wl—mB<z—g>—RB = 0,
x1
zri—x9—x3+1 = 0

The starting point of the algorithm is® = (m@m v, Samm N, Spme n) , Where
m@,n (2), 54 (2),andSg (z) are the solutions of{5).The variabielays the role
of a parameter.

We assume thakz4 and Rp are evaluated at the solution ¢f {10) and fixed.
Hence, in[(1l),R4 and Rg do not depend om. The solution of [(I0) remains a
solution of this simplified system.
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In a shorter form, syster (IL1) can be written as
P (x)=0. (12)

Now, let us explain the Newton-Kantorovich method. Lef (b2)a general non-
linear functional equation whet® is a non-linear operator that sends elements of
a Banach spac# to a Banach spacg. Let P be twice differentiable, and assume
that the operato’ (z) has an inverséP’ (z)]™* € L(Y,X) whereL (Y, X)
denotes the space of bounded linear operators froto X. Then the Newton-
Kantorovich method is given by the equation

Tpg1 = Tp — [P (zy)] 'p () .

The Kantorovich theorem (i) gives the sufficient conditidmsthe convergence
of this process, (ii) estimates the speed of convergenck(i@nestimates the dis-
tance of the solution:* from the initial pointzy. We give the statement of the
theorem omitting the claim about the speed of convergenbihis not important
for us.

Theorem 17 (Kantorovich) Suppose that the following conditions hold:

(1) for an initial approximationz, the operatorP’ (z() possesses an inverse op-
erator Iy = [P’ ()]~ whose norm has the following estimati,|| < Co,

(2) IToP (o) < do,

(3) the second derivative” () is bounded in the domain determined by inequal-
ity (I3) below; namelyl| P” (z)|| < M,

(4) the constantg’y, 6y, M satisfy the relatiorhy = CodpM < 1/2.

Then equation[{12) has a solutiatt, which lies in a neighborhood af, deter-
mined by the inequality

1 —+/1=2hg
ho
and the successive approximationsof the Newton method convergestt

|z — x| < do, (13)

Proof of Proposition [16 In order to apply the Newton-Kantorovich method,
let us calculate the derivative’ () for our system:

_ ! _z3)\ z3 / _z3| 1L
1—miy |z o) 2 0 m'y (z r1> n
P (z) = —m! _xa) a2 _wa) L
( ) 1—-mp(2 o) ot mp(z—3) 4 0
z —1 -1

Then, the determinant is
m/ + ml ml m/
——A4 B 4 A3B(—zx1+w2+w3),

det (P’) =
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wherem/, andm/; are short notations fom’, (z - i—f) andm’y (z - i—f) , re-
spectively.

The power expansions from Lemind 15 and the definitions gandm g imply
thatz; ~ —z71, 29 ~ agz™!

z — 00. Hence

-1 ! -2 / -2
, 3 ~ Poz=t, my ~ 27 andmly ~ 27 for

det (P') = % +0(1),

in the aredz| > cK, where the constant i@ (1) depends only ot

(The proof that we gave for Lemnial15 holds only far = mpy, (2), z2 =
fay (2), andzs = fp, (Z). However, by using results from free probability,
these power expansions can be established in the case ayhen and z3 are
defined asng v, Samms, y andSpmm v, respectively.)

Now, it is easy to calculate the inverse of the derivative famdi that

00 0
To=[P ™) =210 0 |+00). (14)
010
Hence
[Toll = [2|+0(1)
< 207,

if z € Qcx  andc is sufficiently large.
By using formulal(14), we calculate foere Q.

TP («%)|| < |2 (|Ra| + |RB]) + O (|Ra| + |R5])
/

< en(Ral + |Rsl) < 5
wherec’ depends only o’ andx by Propositior II1.

The next step is to estimalie®” (z) | . Assume thaf|z — 2%|| < 12|~ (Later
we will show that for largeV this disc contains the disc given Hy {13).) By direct
computation of the second derivatives, it is easy to cheakithc is sufficiently
large andz € Q.k ., all second derivatives aP (x) are bounded by a constant,
which can depend o only. Hence,|P” (z)|| < M, whereM depends or
only.

Now we can apply Theorem 117 withy = 2|z|, o = ¢/Nn, M as in the
previous paragraph, arigy = Cydp M. For all sufficiently largeN, hy < 1/2 and
disc [I3) is inside the disgz — 2®|| < 1|2|~" so that the estimate for the second
derivative holds.
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Hence by Theorem 17, if € .k ., then the Newton algorithm which starts at
=% will converge to a solution of () = 0 and this solution satisfies inequality
||z — 2®| < 260 = ¢/ (Nn) . This completes the proof of Proposition| 16.

6. HADAMARD'S THREE CIRCLE THEOREM

So far, we established the behavior of the differefes, (z) — ma n (2)]
only for the points wherémz > 79. Here we prove a result about its behavior for
smalllmz.

Proposition 18. Let I, be a straight line segment between poirtBK + iny
and 2K + iny, whereny > ¢1/+/log N, and¢; is a positive constant that can
depend onk. Then,

sup |[Empg (z) — ma n (2)] < exp <—c\/log N) ,

ZEI’!]N

wherec depends only of.

Corollary 19. Letny = ¢; (log N)™*, where0 < a < 1/2 and 1, be a straight
line segment between poitR K + iny and2K + iny. Then,

P{ sup |mpy (2) —mgn (2)| > 5} < exp (—0252]\[2 (logN)_4°‘) .

ZEIW]N

Constants:; andc, depend only ori.

Proof of Corollary IS This result follows from Corollar{]6 and Proposition
[18, which estimatémy — Emy| and |Emg — mm |, respectively, if we note
that for sufficiently largeV, [Emg (2) — mm n ()| < éforall z € I,,,. O

For the proof of Proposition_18, we use the three circle theoby Hadamard
([12] or [17]).

Theorem 20 (Hadamard’s three circle theorem$uppose thaf (z) is a function
of a complex variable:, holomorphic for|z| < 1, and letM (r) = supy f (re®)
for r < 1. ThenM (r) possesses the following properties:

(1) M (r) is an increasing function of;

(2)log M (r) is a convex function dbg r, so that

log (r/r1)

log (r2/7)
log M(r) < log (r2/71)

< Tog (ra/11) log M(rq) +

log M(rq)

O0<r <r<ro<l.

We will need the following consequence of this theorem.
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Lemma21. Suppos¢ (z) is holomorphic foriz| < 1, and letM (r) be defined as
in Theoreni 20. Suppose that (r) < ¢/ (1 —r)forall r < 1and thatM (e™!) <
0, where0 < § < §p anddy depends only on. Let

r(6) = exp (—4\/W) ,
e(6) = exp (—W) :
Then
M (r) <e(9)
for all < 7 ().

(Note that if6 — 0, thenr (§) — 1 ande (6) — 0.)

log M(r)
“12(c)”?

log r

- —(C I_3/2

-L=logd

FIGURE 1. lllustration to the proof of Lemnia 1

Proof: Let Ls = log(1/0), ro = exp <—\/C/L5> ,andsy = logrg =
—+/¢/Ls. By assumption,

M (rg) < c < 2¢/cL;
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for all sufficiently smalls. In the plane(log r, log M), the equation of the straight
line that goes through poins-1, —Ls) and (log ro, 2v/cLs) is given by

2v/cLs + Ls

I(s) = ———

—v/¢/Ls+ 1

2\/5 + vV L5

Ve Vs

By Hadamard'’s theorenipg M (e®) < I(s) for all s € [—1,s¢]. Let us set

S =4sy = —4+/c/Ls. Then,

l(E)Z—E—%S—@

(s+1)—Ls

= I (s+1)—1].

if Ls > c.
Hence,
log M (e) < —\/a
if s =1logr <3=—4./c/Lsands < &, (c). O
Since we are interested in functions on the upper half-ptatteer than on the
unit disc, we have to make a change of variables before we ldesta apply
Hadamard’s theorem. Consider the following map:

w —ia

z = —,
w + 1a

wherea is a positive real number. This map sends the upper haleplah =
{w : Imw > 0} bijectively to the unitdisd={z : |z| < 1} . In particular, it sends
pointia to the center of the disc. The inverse transformation is
14z
w = ZCLl — 2:.
Letz € Randlet{ = (z —ia)/ (x + ia) € ID. Then
r 1 1-81-2)

r—w 2ai §E—z

Let > du (z)
T

gtw) = [

oo T— W

whereImw > 0 andy is the difference of two probability measures. After the
change of variables = w (z) , this function becomes a function of variable= D.
We will denote it asf (z). Then,

o =g [ F= e, (15)
where|z| < 1 andv is the forward image of:, hence it is the difference of two
probability measures on the unit cireld.
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Evidently, f (z) is analytic for|z| < 1.

Lemma22. Let f (z) be defined by formula(15) withwhich is the difference of
two probability measures oAD. Then,M (r) < 4a=1(1 —r)~L.

Proof: Clearly,|1 —¢| < 2,1 -z <2,and|§ — z| > 1 — |z|. It remains to
notice that the total variation of is bounded by 2, since it is a difference of two
probability measures. These facts imply thétz)| < 4a ! (1 —|2[)~". O

Proof of I8 The mapw = iatZ sends dis@3 (0,e~!) to adiscD; € C* that
has the diameter

[. e—1 . e+1]
ia——,ia )

e+1 e—1
By an appropriate choice af, disc D, can be placed arbitrarily far from the real
axis, hence we can apply Proposition 16 and write

C
sup |[Empy (w) — m@n (w)| < —, (16)
weDy aN

wherec depends ork.

Next, defines = ¢/ (aN) and letr (§) = exp (—Sa—l /y/log (1 /5)) as in
Lemma 21 with parameter= 4a~'. The mapw = ia1% sends disd (0,7 (4))
to discD, € CT with the diameter

1—7r(8) 1+7(0)
a , .
1+7(0)" 1—7(9)
Note that the radius ab, approaches infinity as | 0, and that

Pkl C) Y Ry S
147 (9) log (1/6) log (aN/c)’
It follows that there exists & > 0 such that fomy = ¢;/v/log N all the points

of the segment,,; are located inside the didg;.
Hence, LemmA21 and estimafiel(16) imply that

sup |Emg (w) —m@n (w)] < exp (—2 a—1log (aN/c’)> a7

’wEI’r]N
exp (—02\/10g N) . (18)

IN

7. PROOF OFTHEOREMS[IIAND [2

We use the following result due to Bai (see Theorems 2.1aa@ Corollary 2.3
in [2]). We formulate it in the form suitable for our appliaat
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Theorem 23 (Bai). Let K = max {||An.Bn||} . Then,

co K
sup| Firy (2) - Fan (2)] < m/ g (E + i) — ma y (E + in)| dE
x —co K
1
+—wg/ Fan (B +2) — Fay (E)| @9)
N E Jjz|<4n

wherec; andcy, are numeric.

Proof of Theorem[I} By using Assumptiomi1, we can estimate
[Fan (E+ ) — Fan (E)| < Ty |af,

and therefore the second term on the right-hand side of $18)unded by 67y 7.
Let us set)y = ¢ (log N)_‘E/4 , where0 < ¢ < 2. By Propositior_ 1B, we can
make

sup |Empy (z) — man (2)] < 6/3,
ZEIUN

provided thatV > (3/6)¢1°6*/®) We can also make6Tyny < §/3 by choosing
N > exp ((0/5)4/8) .

Then, we can use Bai's theorem and Corollary 19, and find thvaalf suffi-
ciently largeN

P{sup|]:HN — Fan| > 5} < P{ sup |mpy (2) —man (2)] > 65}

z€lny

< P{ sup |mpg (z) —Empg (2)] > 615}

el
< exp (—0252]\72 (log N)_e) ,
where to make sure that the last inequality holds, it is ehdadake
N = e (Vieg (17 (29))) / (n%)
For small§, the most binding inequality oV is N > exp ((0/5)4/€> .0

By using Theorerhl1, we can derive the following corollary anolve Theorem
[2. Recall that\; denotes the number of eigenvaluestbin the intervall.

Corollary 24. Suppose the assumptions of Thedrém 1 hold, and assumefioaddi
thatn > ¢/(ey/log N). Then the following inequality holds:

2
P{ sup | M ,UEE,N(I)‘ 25} < exp (_052 (nN) >’

L|I|=n NII| - 1] (log V)2

wherec > 0 depends only o andT'.
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Proof: Let] = (a,b]. ThenN7/N = Fu, (b) — Fruy (a) andpg y (I) =
Fa.n (b) — Fan (a), and therefore

Nio s N(I)‘
P< sup — ’ > e
{1,|1|:17 NI 1]
= P{ Sup [ Fry (b) = Fan (b) = (Fry (@) — Fan (a)] 2 577}7
a,b:b—a=n

and the corollary is the direct consequence of Thedrem 1.afkemption about
7 is needed to ensure that in Theorenll is sufficiently large and is forced by
assumptions of Propositign |18l

Proof of Theorem[2 AssumptionA1 with uniformT ensures thaigm n (1) / ||
approachesm v (E) whenl = (E — n, E + n] andn — 0. Moreover, the conver-
gence is uniform ir. Hence the conclusion of the theorem is implied by Corollary
24.0

8. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have shown that the probability of a large deviation oféhwirical c.d.f.
of eigenvalues oAy + UnyBnUj; from the c.d.f. ofus, B g, is bounded
by exp (—cd?N?/log® N) . The same results holds for the ensemble in witigh
denotes a Haar-distributed real orthogonal matrix. In tsise Lemma 10 does
not hold as stated and should be corrected. After this diorethe identity in
Propositiorl B becomes:

1 T
E(muGu) =E(muGa - GafpGu) — zGaE <[(GH) ,B} GH) -
Hence, we need to re-defide, by adding an additional term

NGy [(GH)T,B] Gr.

The norm of this term is bounded ky(N7?), therefore the estimateEA 4| <
¢/ (Nn?) from Propositior IR remains valid and further analysis carcérried
through without changes.

It would be interesting to investigate whether the empimcaasure of eigenval-
ues satisfies the large deviation principle. At the verytlaashould be expected
that the limit

li

m —
N—o0

1
N2 log P {|Fuy (x) — EFu, (x)] > 6}

exists and is positive. It is also likely that the large déwia principle holds at
the level of measures. For classical Gaussian ensemblésrgieedeviation rate is



A CONCENTRATION INEQUALITY AND A LOCAL LAW FOR THE SUM OF TWO RANDOM MATRICES

closely related to the free entropy of a probability measure

5 () = /1og & — y) dp () da ()

For more general large matrices with Gaussian entries,atge Ideviation rates
were obtained in the work of Guionnet. It is not clear if thare similar formulas
for the large deviation rate in the case of sums of randomioceatr

The second contribution of this paper is a local law for eigdues. It was
shown that the local law holds on the scéleg N)~'/2. It would be interesting
to extend this law to smaller scales. In the case when theneagiee distributions
of matricesAy and By converge to limiting distributiong:. 4 and up with the
free convolutionu 4 BB 115, the author expects that the local law holds on the scale
N~!*¢ at all points where the density of the free convolution existA trivial
cases whem 4 or up are concentrated on a single point should of course be ruled
out.)

Currently, the limit laws on this scale are known for the Gaaus symmetric and
sample covariance matrices, where they are implied by thkcgxdescription of
the limiting eigenvalue process on the scale®. They have also been established
in [9] for the Wigner and sample covariance random matritrethis case, the local
laws have been used as the first step in the proof of the ualitgreonjecture for
this class of random matrices.

Another area of possible further research is to understatidrithe local struc-
ture of the eigenvalues, in particular, the point processigdgnvalues and compare
it to the structure of eigenvalues in classical ensemblearmiom matrices. One
would expect that the point process of eigenvalues congdaga universal limit.
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