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ON THE SECOND EIGENVALUE OF RANDOM BIPARTITE BIREGULAR GRAPHS

YIZHE ZHU

ABSTRACT. We consider the spectral gap of a uniformly chosen random (di, d2)-biregular bipartite graph
G with |Vi| = n,|Va| = m, where d1, d2 could possibly grow with n and m. Let A be the adjacency matrix
of G. Under the assumption that d; > da and d2 = O(n?/3), we show that A2(A) = O(v/d1) with high
probability. As a corollary, combining the results from [53], we showed that the second singular value of a
uniform random d-regular digraph is O(v/d) for 1 < d < n/2 with high probability. Assuming ds is fixed and
d1 = O(n?), we further prove that for a random (di, d2)-biregular bipartite graph, |[A?(A) — di1| = O(v/d1)
for all 2 < i < n+m — 1 with high probability. The proofs of the two results are based on the size biased
coupling method introduced in [14] for random d-regular graphs and several new switching operations we
defined for random bipartite biregular graphs.

1. INTRODUCTION

An expander graph is a sparse graph that has strong connectivity properties and exhibits rapid mixing.
Expander graphs play an important role in computer science, including sampling, complexity theory, and
the design of error-correcting codes (see [30, 2]). When a graph is d-regular, i.e., each vertex has degree
d, quantification of expansion is possible based on the eigenvalues of the adjacency matrix. Let A be the
adjacency matrix of a d-regular graph. The first eigenvalue A;(A) is always d. The second eigenvalue in
absolute value A(A) = max{A3(A4), —A,(A)} is of particular interest, since the difference between d and A,
also known as the spectral gap, provides an estimate on the expansion property of the graph. The study of
the spectral gap in d-regular graphs with fixed d had the first breakthrough in the Alon-Boppana bound. It
was proved in [1, 49] that for d-regular graph A(A) > 2v/d — 1 — o(1). Regular graphs with A(A) < 2v/d —1
are called Ramanujan. In [23], Friedman proved Alon’s conjecture in [1] that for the uniform model of
random d-regular graph with fixed d > 3, A(4) < 2v/d — 1 4+ ¢ asymptotically almost surely for any € > 0.
The result implies almost all random regular graphs are nearly Ramanujan. Bordenave [8] gave a simpler
proof that A(A) < 2v/d — 1 + ¢, for a sequence ¢, — 0 asymptotically almost surely. Very recently, in [32],
this estimate was improved to A(A) < 2v/d—14 O(n™°).

A generalization of Alon’s question is to consider the spectral gap of random d-regular graphs when d grows
with n. In [10] the authors showed that for d = o(n'/?), a uniformly distributed random d-regular graph
satisfies A\(A) = O(v/d) with high probability. The authors worked with random regular multigraphs drawn
from the configuration model and translated the result for the uniform model by the contiguity argument,
which hit a barrier at d = o(n'/2). The range of d for the bound A\(A) = O(v/d) was extended to d = O(n?/3)
in [14] by proving concentration results directly for the uniform model. In [53] it was proved that the O(v/d)
bound holds for n® < d < n/2 with € € (0,1). Vu in [55, 56] conjectured that A(A) = (2+0(1))/d(1 — d/n)
with high probability when d < n/2 and d tends to infinity with n. The combination of the results in [14]
and [53] confirms Vu’s conjecture up to a multiplicative constant. Recently, the authors in [5] showed that
for n® < d < n?/37¢ with any € > 0, A\(4) = (24 o(1))v/d — 1 with high probability. Later, it was proved in
[50] that Vu’s conjecture holds for log'®(n) < d < cn, where ¢ is a small constant. In [28], the same bound
was proved for n?/3 < d < n/2, which settled this conjecture in the regime log'n < d< n/2.

1.1. Random bipartite biregular graphs. In many applications, one would like to construct bipartite
expander graphs with two unbalanced disjoint vertex sets, among which bipartite biregular graphs are of
particular interest. An (n,m,d;,ds)-bipartite bireqular graph is a bipartite graph G = (V4, Vs, E) where
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[Vi| = n,|Va| = m and every vertex in V) has degree d; and every vertex in V5 has degree dy. Note that we
must have nd; = mdy = |E|. When the number of vertices is clear, we call it a (dy,ds)-biregular bipartite
graph for simplicity. Let X € {0,1}"*™ be a matrix indexed by V; x V; such that X;; = 1 if and only
if (4,j) € E. The adjacency matrix of a (dy, d2)-biregular bipartite graph with Vi = [n], V2 = [m] can be
written as

(1.1) A [X?T ﬂ |

All eigenvalues of A come in pairs as {—\, A}, where |\| is a singular value of X along with at least |n — m|
zero eigenvalues. It’s easy to see A\1(A) = —An1m(A) = Vdida. The difference between v/dids and Ag(A) is
called the spectral gap for the bipartite biregular graph. The spectral gap of bipartite biregular graphs has
found applications in error correcting codes, matrix completion and community detection, see for example
[52, 51, 26, 9, 11]. Previous works of [22, 39] showed an analog of Alon-Boppana bound for bipartite biregular
graph: for any sequence of (dy, ds)-biregular bipartite graphs with fixed dy and ds, as the number of vertices
tends to infinity, for any € > 0, liminf, oo A2 > v/d; — 14++1/ds — 1—¢. In [22], a (d1, d2)-biregular bipartite
graph is defined to be Ramanujan if Ay < v/d; — 1+ v/ds — 1. It was shown in [45] that there exist infinite
families of (dy,d3)-biregular bipartite Ramanujan graphs for every dy, ds > 3. Very recently, for fixed d; and
da, [9] showed that almost all (dy,ds)-biregular bipartite graphs are almost Ramanujan in the sense that
A2 < Vdy —1++/dy — 1+ ¢, for a sequence &, — 0 asymptotically almost surely.

In this paper, we consider the spectral gap of a uniformly chosen random (dy, ds)-biregular bipartite graph
with V; = [n], Vo = [m], where d;,ds can possibly grow with n and m. Without loss of generality, we assume
di > dy. Let X € R™™ be the biadjacency matriz of a bipartite biregular graph. Namely, X, = 1 if
(u,v) € B,u € Vi and v € V. Let 1, = (1,...,1)T € R™. Since X" X1,, = dyd21,,, the largest singular
value satisfies 01(X) = v/d1d2. Moreover, the second eigenvalue of A in (1.1) is equal to o2(X).

Our first result is the second eigenvalue bound, which is an extension of [9] to the case where dy,dy can
possibly grow with n, m.

Theorem 1.1. Let A be the adjacency matriz of a uniform random (n,m,dy,ds)—bipartite biregular graph
with di > do. For any K > 0, if do < %n2/3, then there exists a constant a > 0 depending only on K such
that

(1.2) P ()\Q(A) < a\/dT) >1-m K _em

A d-regular digraph on n vertices is a digraph with each vertex having d in-neighbors and d out-neighbors.
We can interpret the biadjacency matrix X of a random (n, n, d, d)-bipartite biregular graph as the adjacency
matrix of a random d-regular digraph. Therefore the following corollary holds.

Corollary 1.2. Let A be the adjacency matrix of a uniform random d-regular digraph on n vertices. For
any K >0, if d < 1n%®, then there exists a constant o > 0 depending only on K such that

(1.3) IP@ﬂA)gavE)zl—n*K—eﬂk

For fixed d, it was proved in [9] that o2(A4) < 2v/d — 1 4 o(1) with high probability. In [53] the authors
showed o2(A) = O(V/d) with high probability when n® < d < Z. Combining Corollary 1.2 and their result,
we confirm a conjecture in [15] that a uniform d-regular digraph has o2(A) = O(V/d) for 1 < d < n/2 with
high probability. Although it was not stated in [15], analogous to Vu’s conjecture [55, 56], a more precise
version of the conjecture can be formulated as o2(A4) < (2+0(1))vVd—1for 1 < d < n/2.

Order the eigenvalue of A in modulus as [A1(A4)] > |A2(A4)] > -+ > |A,(A4)]. It is also shown in [17] that
for random d-regular digraph, |Az(A)| < v/d+¢ with high probability for any ¢ > 0. Note that for a d-regular
digraph, A1(A4) = 01(A) = d. By Weyl’s inequality between eigenvalues and singular values [31, Theorem
3.3.2]), we have |\ (A)X2(A)] < 01(A)oz(A), and [A2(A)| < 09(A) for any d-regular digraph. Therefore,
Corollary 1.2 and [53, Theorem B] together also imply |Xo(A)| = O(v/d) with high probability. Very recently,
for the permutation model of random regular digraphs, it was proved in [18] that |Az(A)| < (1 +¢)v/d when
1<d<ne®.

Now we assume ds is a bounded constant and d; could grow with n, we refine our estimate as follows.
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Theorem 1.3. Let A be the adjacency matriz of a random (n,m,dy, ds)-bipartite biregular graph with dy >
dy. Let dy be a fized constant independent of n, and n > 4dy. For any constants K,Cy, > 0, if di < Cin?,
there exists a > 0 depending only on Cy,ds, K such that

. 2 _ < >1— -K _ -n
(1.4) P <2<igﬁr{n1 IN(A)—di| <avdi ) >1—n e

We see from (1.4) that the absolute values of all nontrivial eigenvalues of A are concentrated around /dy,
which is an improved estimate compared to Theorem 1.1. Theorem 1.3 is also used in [20] to study the
global eigenvalue fluctuation of random bipartite biregular graphs. We believe the conditions on d;, ds are

only technical assumptions due to the limitation of the method we used. It’s possible that by other methods
one can extend the range of dy,ds such that (1.4) still holds.

2. SIZE BIASED COUPLING

A key ingredient in the proof of our main results is to show the concentration of linear functions for a
random matrix. In this section, we collect some useful results on size biased coupling. For more background
on size biased coupling, see the survey [3] and Section 3 in [14].

Let X be a nonnegative random variable with y = EX > 0. We say X* has the X -size biased distribution
it E[X f(X)] = pE[f(X?)] for all functions f such that the left hand side above exists. We say a pair of
random variable (X, X?®) defined on a common probability space is a size biased coupling for X when X*
has the X-size biased distribution. The following lemma for the sum of indicator random variables will be
convenient in our setting.

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 3.1 in [14]). Let X; = a,F; where F; is a non-constant random variable taking values
in {0,1} and a; > 0. Let X = > .| X;. Let (Xl(l), e ,X,(f)) be random variables such that Xi(l) = a; and

(X](-i))j# are distributed as (X](-l))j# conditioned on F; = 1. Independent of everything else, choose a random

index I such that P(I =i) = EX;/EX for1<i<mn. Then X* =31, Xi(I) has the size biased distribution
of X.

The following result in [14] provides concentration inequalities from the construction of size biased cou-
plings. For z € R, define ()4 := max{z,0}.

Lemma 2.2 (Theorem 3.4. in [14]). Let (X, X®) be a size biased coupling with EX = u, B be an event
on which X® — X < c. Let D = (X* — X), and suppose E[D1s | X] < 7%/ almost surely. Define
h(z) = (1+x)log(l+z) —x, x> —1. Then the following holds:

(1) If P[B | X*] > p almost surely, then for x > 0, P (X — % > ac) <exp (—p%h (%)) .

(2) If PIB | X] > p almost surely, then for x > 0, P(X —pu < —z) < exp (—Z—;h (%2))

3. SWITCHING FOR BIPARTITE BIREGULAR GRAPHS

The method of switchings, developed by McKay and Wormald [46, 57], has been used to approximately
enumerate regular graphs, counting subgraphs in random regular graphs, see for example [47, 48, 35, 36]. In
recent years, combined with other random matrix techniques, switching has become a useful tool to study
the spectra of random regular graphs [33, 14, 7, 4, 6, 5]. It was also applied to spectral analysis of other
random graph models including random regular digraphs [15, 16, 13, 40, 41, 42, 43] and random bipartite
biregular graphs [59, 58]. The switching operation defines a natural Markov chain called the “switch chain”,
which is often used to sample random graphs. In [54], the authors derived Poincaré inequalities for the switch
chain on d-regular bipartite graphs when 3 < d < ¢n. It is known that such functional inequalities imply
corresponding concentration inequalities [37], which provides a possible approach to study the spectral gap
of uniform random regular bipartite graphs.

In this section, we introduce the switching operations on bipartite biregular graphs, which are different
from [59] and involve more vertices. Our definition of switchings is an analog of the “double switchings”
defined for regular graphs in Section 4 of [14], and is suitable for bipartite biregular graphs. The switchings
will be used to construct a coupling between X and X (“191) where X is the biadjacency matrix of a random
bipartite biregular graph and X (“1%1) is the distribution of X conditioned on Xy, = 1.
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Definition 3.1 (valid switchings). Assume Xy 0, = Xuso; = Xugos = 1 and Xy, 0, = Xupvs = Xugv, = 0.
We define (uq,usg, us, v1,v2,v3) to be a valid forward switching for X as follows. After switching in the
graph G, the edges u1v1, usvs3, uzvs are added and the edges uivs, usv1, uzvs are removed. In a similar way,
suppose Xy vs = Xugoy = Xugws = 0 and X0, = Xugos = Xuse, = 1, define (uq,ug, us, v1,v2,v3) to
be a wvalid backward switching for X if after switching, the edges ujvs, usv1, uzvs are added and the edges
U101, U2V3, UV are removed. In both of the forward and backward switchings, we assume w1, us, us, vy, v2, v3
are distinct vertices.

See Figure 1 for an example for a valid forward switching. By reversing the arrow in Figure 1, we obtain
a valid backward switching from the right to the left. The following lemma estimates the number of valid
forward and backward switchings.

FIGURE 1. a valid forward switching

Lemma 3.2. Let sy,0, (G) and ty, ., (G) be the number of valid forward and backward switchings of the form
(uy,-, -, 01, ), respectively. Then the following inequalities hold:

(1) [f Xulvl = 0, d%dg(n - 2d2) S Suqivq (G) S d%dg(n - dg)

(2) If Xy, =1, d3(n — da)(n — 2d3) < tu,., (G) < d3(n — da)%

Proof. Let N'(v) be the set of neighborhood of a vertex v in the graph G. Define N'(v) = Vo \ N (v) if v € V1,
and NV (v) = Vi \N(v) if v € Va. Fix uy,v; and assume X, ., = 0. By choosing us € N'(vy),v2 € N(u1),u3 €
N(v2),v3 € N(u3), we have d3da(n — dz) many tuples, which gives the upper bound on s,,,,(G). Among
those d3ds(n — da) many tuples, a tuple is a valid forward switching if and only if v3 € N'(u2). By choosing
uy € N(v1),v2 € N(u1),v3 € N(uz),us € N(vs), we have at most did3 many tuples that are not valid
forward switchings. Therefore s,,.,(G) > d3?dy(n — do) — d3d3 = d2ds(n — 2ds). This completes the proof
for the first claim. Now assume X, ., = 1. By choosing us € N (v1),v3 € N(uz),us € N(v3),va € N(u3),
we have d?(n — dy)? many tuples, giving the upper bound of t,,,, (G). Among those tuples, a tuple is not a
valid backward switching if and only if vo € A (u1). We can bound the number of invalid tuples by choosing
v € N(uy),us € N(v1),v3 € N(uz),u3 € N(vz), which has at most d?da(n — do) many. Therefore the
second claim holds. ]

Let G be the collection of the biadjacency matrices of all (n,m,d, ds)-bipartite biregular graphs. For
fixed u; € [n],v1 € [m], let Gy,,, be the subset of G such that X,,,, = 1. We construct an edge-weighted
bipartite graph &, on two vertex class G and G,,,, as follows:

o If X € G with X,,,,, =0, form an edge of weight 1 between X and every element of G,,,, that is a
result of a valid forward switching from X.

o If X € G with X,,,,, = 1, form an edge of weight d?dz(n — da) between X and its identical copy in
gu1v1 .

Define an edge-weighted bipartite graph with two disjoint vertex sets Vi, Vs to be a (wy,ws)-biregular
graph if the degree (sum of weights from adjacent edges) of each vertex in V; is wy and the degree of each
vertex in Vs is wy. The following lemma shows we can embed (allowing edge weight to increase) &¢ into a
weighted bipartite biregular graph.

Lemma 3.3. In &, the following holds:



(1) Every vertex in G has degree between dids(n — 2ds) and d3da(n — dg).

(2) Every vertex in Gy, has degree between d3(n — dz)? and d3n(n — dz).

(8) &g can be embedded into a weighted bipartite bireqular graph & on the same vertex sets, with vertices
in G having degree d3da(n — do) and vertices in G,,,, having degree d2n(n — ds).

Proof. Claim (1) follows from our construction of &, and the first claim in Lemma 3.2. Every X in G,, .,
with the corresponding graph G is connected to t,,,, (G) many vertices in G, with each edge of weight
1. It is also connected to its identical copy in G with edge weight d?da(n — dg). Then Claim (2) follows
from the second claim in Lemma 3.2. To construct &, we start with &y and add edges as follows. Go
through the vertices of G and for each vertex with degree less than d2da(n — ds), arbitrarily make edges
or increase edge weights from the vertex to vertices in G,,,, with degree less than d3n(n — dy). Continue
this procedure until either all vertices in G have degree dids(n — dg) or all vertices in G,, ,, have degree
din(n — dy). We claim now & is bipartite biregular. From the distribution of uniform random bipartite
biregular graphs, the probability of a bipartite biregular graph containing any edge wiv; is %, we have

Ig"“érll = %. If all degrees in G are d3da(n — da), and all degrees in Gy, u,.», are at most din(n — da), then

IG|d3da(n — d2) < |Guyo, |din(n — d2) = |G|d3da(n — d3). So all vertices in G,,,, must have degree exactly
2 . . . 2 .
1 - . ’ u1v1 - )
din(n — ds). In the same way, if all the degrees in G are din(n — dz), then the degrees in G are exactly
d3dy(n — dy). Therefore we can embed &, into a weighted biregular bipartite graph &. ]

In the graph &, we uniformly choose a random biadjacency matrix X in G and consider X (“1%1) to be
the element in G,,,, given by walking from X along an edge with probability proportionate to its weight.
Since & is bipartite biregular, X (“1%1) is uniformly distributed in the vertex set Guyv, - Lemma 3.3 yields a
coupling of X and X (“1%1) that satisfies

d
(3.1) P (X,X(““’l) are identical or differ by a switching | X(“1”1)> >1- L,
m
d
(3.2) P (X,X(““’l) are identical or differ by a switching | X) >1- ld .
m—ay

To see (3.1) holds, note that &g is embedded into &, from the definition of &g, if the walk from X to
X (1) s chosen from an edge in &g, then X, X(“1%1) are identical or differ by a switching. Therefore the
left hand side of (3.1) is lower bounded by the probability that an edge adjacent to X (w1v1) js chosen from

di(n—da)® _q_ %"‘ =1- %. Similarly, (3.2)

Go. From (2) and (3) in Lemma 3.3, such probability is at least Tntn—dy)
1

holds.

4. CONCENTRATION FOR LINEAR FUNCTIONS OF X

Let @ be a n x m matrix and X be the biadjacency matrix of a uniform random (n,m,d;, ds)-bipartite
biregular graph. Define a linear function for entries of X as fo(X) := Eue[n],ve[m] QuvXuy- In this section,
we will use the coupling we constructed in Section 3 together with Lemma 2.1 to construct a size biased
coupling of the linear function fq(X).

From the distribution of X, we have EX,, = % for any u € [n],v € [m]. We define the following two
parameters:

d . d
(4.1) pi=Efg(X)="" > Qun 6*:=Efge(X)=— > Q.
w€[n],ve[m] u€[n],ve[m]

Theorem 4.1. Let X be the biadjacency matriz of a uniform random (n,m,dy,ds)-bipartite bireqular graph.

Let Q be a n x m matriz with all entries in [0,a]. Letp=1— % and p' =1 — =8—_ Then for all t > 0,

m—d1

(4.2) P(fQ(X)_I;Zt) < exp (—?)Z;h ({ff))

(43) P (fo(X) ~ i < —1) < exp - “ (%))

3a? 02
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Proof. We construct a size biased coupling based on the analysis of switchings in Section 3. Choose a vertex
X € G uniformly at random and walk through an edge adjacent to the vertex with probability proportional
to its weight. We then obtain a uniform random element X (“1*1) in G,,,,,. The matrix X (“1%1) is distributed
as X conditioned on the event X,,,, = 1. Independently of X, we choose a random variable (U, V7) such
that for all u € [n],v € [m],

QU/U

(44) P(Ul = u, Vl = ’U) = .
Zue[n],ve[m] Quu

Define X’ = X(U1:Y1) | Since X, is an indicator random variable for all u € [n],v € [m], by Lemma 2.1, the
pair (fo(X), fo(X")) is a size biased coupling.

Let S(u1,v1) be the set of all tuples (ug,us,ve,v3) such that (ui,us,us,v1,ve,v3) is a valid forward
switching for X. Let X(ui,us,us,v1,v2,v3) be the matrix obtained from X by a valid forward switch-
ing (u1,ug,us,v1,vs,v3). Then for any (ug,us,vs,vs) € S(U1, V1), assuming Xy, v, = 0 and conditioned
on X,U; and Vi, the element X' € Gy, v, is equally likely to be X (Ui, ug,us, V1,ve,v3) for any tuple
(ug,us,ve,v3) € S(X,Us, V7). Recall from Lemma 3.3, each vertex in G has degree d3ds(n — ds) in the graph
&. By our construction of the coupling (X, X’), we have for any tuple (uz,us, vo,v3) € S(Uy, V1),

1

4.5 P(X' = XU Vi U, V1, X, X =0)= 57—
( ) ( ( 1, U2,U3, 1,U2,U3)| 1, V1, ) U, V1 ) d%dQ(n_dQ)

For any valid forward switching (u1, us, ug, v1,v2,v3),

fQ(X(u17u2a us, U17U27U3)) - fQ(X) = Qulvl + Qu2U3 + QU3U2 - Qulv’z - Quzvl - Qusvs < 3a.

Let B be the event that the edge chosen in the random walk on & from X to X’ belongs to the subgraph
®o. By (3.1) and (3.2), P(B | X') > p and P(B | X) > p/, where p,p’ are the parameters in the statement
of Theorem 4.1. Therefore fo(X’) — fo(X) < 3a on the event B. Let S(u,v1) be the set of (ua, us, va, v3)
such that us € N(v1),v2 € N(u1),us € N(va),v3 € N(u3). Then S(uy,v1) has size didz(n — da) and
S(U1, V1) C S(ur,v1). Let D = (fo(X') — fo(X))+. Then from (4.5),

E[D1s | X, U, V1]

1
:m Z (fo(X(Ur,uz,us3, Vi,v2,v3) — fo(X))+
(U27U3,'U271)3)€S(U1,V1)

1
Z (QU1V1 + QU2’U3 + QU3U2)'

SEdy(n—dy)
-
1 ? (u2,u3,v2,v3)€S(U1,V1)

Taking the expectation over Uy, Vi, from (4.4), we have

E[D1p | X]
Qulug 1
S Z Z Q d2d2(n _ d2) Z (Qulvl + ngvg + ng,’l)g)
w1 €[n],v1 €[m] UL Y 1 (u2,u3,v2,v3)€S (u1,v1)
1
(46) = N Z ( %lel + Qulvl Quzvs + Qulvl Qu3v2)
di(n — dz)np wr€fnl o lm]
(u2,u3,v2,v3)ES (u1,v1)
The first term in the sum (4.6) satisfies
(4.7) > =Y, didy(n—d2)Q7,, = din(n — d2)5”.
w1 €[n],v1 €[m] w1 €[n],v1 €[m]

(uz2,u3,v2,v3) €S (u1,v1)



For the second term in (4.6), by Cauchy’s inequality,

1/2 1/2
(4'8) Z Qulvl Q'UQ'US S Z ’L2111]1 Z 121.21]3
UIE[n],Uleim] ule[n],vlelm] ule[n],vleim]
(u2,u3,v2,v3)€S(u1,v1) (u2,u3,v2,v3)€S(u1,v1) (u2,u3,v2,v3)€S(u1,v1)

For a given (ug,v3), there are d2da(n — dz) many (ug,us,v1,vs) such that (ug,us,ve,v3) € S(uy,v1). Hence

(4.9) > 2y = dida(n —dy) Y 2 vy = din(n — do)>.
ule[n],vlelm] uz €[n],vs €[m]
(u2,u3,v2,v3) €S (u1,v1)
Therefore with (4.7), the left hand side of (4.8) is bounded by d3n(n — d2)52. By the same argument, the
third term in (4.6)

Z Qul'ul QU3’U2 < d?n(n — dg)&Q.

wi€ln] v €fm]
(u2,u3,v2,v3)€S (u1,v1)
Altogether we have (4.6) satisfies E[D1p | X] < m d2n(n—dy)e* = % (4.2) and (4.3) then follow
1
from Theorem 2.2 by taking 72 = 362, ¢ = 3a. ]

Corollary 4.2. Let X be the biadjacency matrix of a uniform random (n,m,d;,ds)-bipartite biregular

graph. Let @ be a real n x m matrix with all entries in [0, a]. Let ¢ = %( — %), Yo = md_l Then for all
t > 0, we have

dy

(410 (1)~ > 0+ 0) < ewp (-3 (5 ).
(4.11) B a(X) = il = 2o+ ) < 20w (~ 5% ).

Proof. Recall p=1— %, p=1- md_ldl from Theorem 4.1. We have ¢y = £ and o = 117 — 1. It is shown in

the proof of Proposition 2.3 (c) in [14] that for any p € [0,1] and 2 > 0, p~'h(pz) > ph(z). Then from (4.2),
for all t > 0,

(4.12) P(fo(X) — 1t > Yot + 1) < exp (_ o~ (p“t» < exp <—c0‘;’;h (;‘i)) .

3pa? o2

Therefore (4.10) holds. Note that v — 1+ p’ = m —1—-%_ =0. Then from (4.3),

’HL7d1 -
52 at 52 at
(4.13) P(fo(X) —p < —yop—t) <exp —@h Fo < exp —coﬁh =)
From (4.12) and (4.13), with the inequality h(z) > 2(%1/3) for x > 0, we obtain (4.11). O

5. THE KAHN-SZEMEREDI ARGUMENT

The Kahn-Szemerédi argument was first introduced in [24] to prove the second eigenvalue of a random
d-regular graph is O(\/E) with high probability. Later on, it has been applied to a wide range of random
graph models to provide the upper bound on top eigenvalues (see for example [25, 10, 21, 12, 34, 44, 19, 38,
14, 53, 29, 60]). We will use the concentration inequalities from Section 4 and the Kahn-Szemerédi argument
[24] to prove the upper bound on o2(X), which directly implies the bound for A(A) in Theorem 1.1.

For fixed z € "1,y € ,5'6”_1, we have

(5.1) (x, Xy) = Z XuvTulYo-
u€[n],v€[m]|
Define the set of light and heavy couples as
L(z,y) = {(w,0) : [zuye] < Vdi/m}, H(z,y) ={(u,v) : [zuye| > Vdi/m}.
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By taking Q = xy we can decompose the linear form fg(X) as
.)(‘:chT (A) = <any> = fﬁ(z,y)(X) + f’)—l(z,y)(X)7
where

(5-2) fL(w,y)(X) = Z T Yo Xuw, fH(w,y)(X) = Z T Yo Xuw-

(u,v)EL(z,Y) (u,v)EH(z,y)

To apply the concentration inequality, we first estimate the mean of the light part.
Lemma 5.1. For any fited v € S"~1,y € S, we have |Efr(,,)(X)| < Vdi.

Proof. Since EX,, = & for any u € [n],v € [m],

d d
Efe@an X =—1 D aup| < — 3 STzl
(u,v)EL(z,y) u€en] |v:(u,v)EL(x,y)

» = 0 and it implies for fixed u € [n],

Z TylYo = — Z TyYy-

For any y € SJ"~ ', we have 2 ve(m) ¥

vi(u,v)eL(x,y) v:(u,v)eH(z,y)
TuYv 2
Then |Ef/$(x,y) (X)| < % Z(u,v)é?‘l(m,y) I\/ﬁ/yln < \/(Tl U

We further split £(z,y) into two parts as L(z,y) = L4 (z,y) U L_(z,y) where
Li(,y)={u€n],ve[m:0<auy < Vdi/m}, Lo(z,y)=L\Li(2,y),

f£+(9c,y) (X) = Z T Yo Xuws fﬁ_(m,y) (X) = Z To Yo Xuw
(u,v)€Ly (2,y) (wv)eL_(z,y)
Lemma 5.2. Let co = (1 — L) g = m‘fdl. For any fized (x,y) € S*~' x S, and B > 2v0V/dz,
3co82m

. P X)| > 1 <4 - .
(5.9 (e (X012 (34 V) < texp (S22
Proof. We have by Cauchy’s inequality,

d

(54) 2 ::Ef£+(3c,y) (X) < Rl Z |xuyv| <d V n/m

u€[n],ve[m]

And 5% = Z(U)U)E£+($)y) |70y PEX 0 < % Zue[n],ve[m] |Tuys]? = %. For any 8 > 2v9v/da, from (5.4) we
have (8/2)v/d1 > vodir/n/m > you. Then by (4.11),

P (I (X) = Efe. oy (X)] = (8/2)V/d )

=P (1£2. o) (X) = Efz. (o) (X)) 2 Y01 + (8/2)V/d1 = 701)

B 2 2
co(5vdy — 3
59 <o (g SR <o (5255).
20 2V (E3/dy — yop) +46
where in the last inequality we use the fact that ¢ — #2“ with a,b > 0 is increasing for ¢ > 0. The same
inequality holds for £_(x,y). Therefore (5.3) holds. O

We now consider the heavy part. We will follow the notations used in Section 6 of [14] and begin with
the definition of the discrepancy property for X.

Definition 5.3 (discrepancy property for X). Let X be the biadjacency matrix of a (n,m, dy, ds)-bipartite
biregular graph. For any S C [n], T' C [m], define e(S,T) := }_ cg,cr Xuv- We say A satisfies the
discrepancy property with 6 € (0,1),k1 < 1 and kg > 0, denoted by DP(4, k1, ke), if for all non-empty
subsets S C [n],T C [m], at least one of the following holds:
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(1) e(S,T) < k16|8|T],
(2) (5, T)10g (5 ) < K211V T log 157y )

Since X is not Hermitian, following the same proof from Lemma 6.4 in [14] with some modification for
our model, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Let X be the biadjacency matriz of a random (n,m,dy, ds)-bipartite biregular graph. For any
K > 0, with probability at least 1 —m~ K, the discrepancy property DP(J, k1, ko) holds for X with § = d—nlL,
k1 = €2(1 +70)?, and Ky = ( +70)(K +4).

Proof. Let Q = 1517, where 15 € {0,1}" and 17 € {0,1}™ are the indicator vectors of the set S and T,
respectively. We have

fo(X) = Z (15)u(17)oXuw = e(S,T).
u€[n],ve[m]|

Denote (S, T) := Ee(S,T) = L[S||T| = §|S||T|. Recall 7o =
and v = (S, T, m) = max(y* fyl) where v* is the unique x such that

=e2(14+7)2—1

(5.6) coh(x —vo)p(S,T) = (K +4)(|S| V |T]) log <S|e\7/nT|) .

Note that we have v > y; > 7. Taking a = 1 and 62 = & > el welm] @uw = LIS|T| = pu(S,T) in (4.10),
we obtain

P(e(S,T) = (1 +7)u(S,T)) =P(fo(X) = (1 +7)Efo(X))

<oxp (oot (DD ) — o (cean(S G - 20).

g

Then
P35S C [n],T C [m], S| =s,|T| =t,e(S,T) = (1+7)u(S,T))
S > > exp(—coh(y —0)u(S,T))

Cln],|S|=s TC[m],|T|=t

S Z Y. exp(—coh(y" = 70)u(S,T))

[n],|S|=s TC[m],|T|=t

() st (250) (2 () k(22
<exp (f(K +2)(sVt)log (%)) < exp(—(K + 2)log(em)),

where in the third line we use the fact that h(z) is increasing for > 0, and in the last line we use the fact
that © — xlog(e/x) is increasing on [0, 1]. Taking a union bound over all s € [n],t € [m], we have

(5.7) P(3S € [n],T € [m],e(S,T) > (1 +y)u(S,T)) < nmexp(—(K + 2)log(em)) < m™ .
If the subsets S, T satisfy (S, T, m) = ~1, then from (5.7) with probability at least 1 — m =%,
e(S,T) < (L+7)u(S, T) = €*(1 +70)°0[S||T].

Hence Case 1 holds with k1 = €?(1+79)?. Now assume the subsets S, T satisfy (S, T, m) = v*. From (5.7),
with probability at least 1 — m~=% e(S,T) < (1 +~v*)u(S, T). Therefore from (5.6),

Co em
5.8 h(y* — S, T) < (K+4)(S|V|T]) ] | .
6.9 IR = )e(ST) < (6 + 4181V ) og (157 )
It is shown in the proof of Lemma 6.4 in [14] that

h(fy 7’70) > log E(S,T) _ 1 log @(S,T)

w(S,T)  2(1+~) ~ 6|S||T|
9
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Together with (5.8), it implies that when ~* > 4,

e(S,T) 2 em
e(S,T)log (+70(K+4(S\/Tlog )
S8 Sl = N DUSTY D108 17
Then Case 2 follows with ko = ( + 70)(K 4+ 4). This completes the proof. O

Assuming the discrepancy property holds for X, the following lemma implies that the contribution from
heavy tuples is O(y/dy). Since the proof is very similar to the proof of Lemma 6.6 in [14], we omit the details.

Lemma 5.5. Let X be the biadjacency matriz of a (n,m,dy,ds)-bipartite biregular graph. Suppose X has
the discrepancy property DP(8, k1, ka) with §, k1, ke given in Lemma 5./. Then for any (x,y) € S~ x S~ 1,

we have fy(z.)(X) < ag/dy with g = 48 + 32k1 + 64k, (1 + logm) .

Now we finish the proof of Theorem 1.1 with the e-net argument. The following lemma is standard and
we omit the proof.

Lemma 5.6. For ¢ € (0,1/2), let N be an e-net of S"~' and N? be an e-net of Sy'~'. Let X be the
biadjacency matriz of a (n,m,dy,ds)-bipartite biregular graph. Then

o9(X) = sup (x, Xy) < T3 sup  [{z, Xy)|.
zeSn—1 yesr ! — 4 2eN. yeND
Proof of Theorem 1.1. Fix K > 0. By Lemma 5.4, with probability at least 1 — m~%, X has DP(6, k1, k2)

property. Let D be the event that this property holds. Take ¢ = 1/4 in Lemma 5.6. By taking the union
bound over Nz x N2, we have for any a > 0,

(5.9) P(Dm{UQ(X)za\/dT})g 3 P(Dm{|<x,xy>|za/zﬁ}).

wE/\/myENEO

For any fixed (z,y) € S~ x 56”7 and any a > 2aqg with aqg given in Lemma 5.5, from our analysis of the
heavy couples, we have

]P’(Dﬂ{|<x,Xy>|2a/2\/a}) §P<Dﬁ{|fﬁ(my X)| > a/2v/di — | Frt (o) (X |})
<P (Ifetea(X)] = (@/2— ag) V1)

Take 8 = /2 — ag — 1. When 8 > 2v9/dz, from (5.3), we have

3cof’m
24+48)°

When e = 1/4, there exist e-nets Nz and N2 such that |[N:| < 9" and [NO| < 9™. Then

(5:10) (D0 {oa(4) > a/di}) <49 exp ( c052m> < 2" exp (_ 3cogzm> |

24 + 483 24+ 453

P (fetwn (01 > (/2 - a0) Vi) < desp (-

Then ¢y > §,2v0V/dz = 222\2‘?2 < 4d2 Vd2 < /2. Recall 1y = e 2(1+ ’70) Ko = %(1 + ) (K +4). We have
€2 < K <4e?,ky < 24(K + 4). Then ag = 32k + 48 + 64kKo (1 + o logn ) is a constant depending on K.
Note that o = 28 + 2ag + 2. Take 8 > V2 > 2v9/da to be a sufficiently large constant independent of m

such that 92"+ exp (— 3;241:22@) < e ™. Then « is a constant depending only on K. From (5.10),

P (UQ(X) > m/d?) < P(D°) + P (D N {ag(x) > a\/a}) <m K pem,

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. |
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6. HIGHER ORDER SWITCHING

The size-biased coupling can be used to study any random variable that permits a size-biased coupling
with good properties, see the general theorem stated in Lemma 2.2, and more applications of size-biased
coupling in [14, 3, 27]. From Lemma 2.1, it’s easy to construct such sized-biased coupling for linear forms
of A, since it is a weighted sum of indicator random variables, and the switching operators were used to
create a coupling that has good control of B and D in the statement of Lemma 2.2. The limitation of this
argument is that one cannot get a sharp constant in front of /d; — 1 + /ds — 1 with the use of an e-net.
This size-biased coupling technique is used to prove concentration of " Ay for a random matrix A and two
fixed vectors x,y. After passing through the e-net, the constants in front of \/di — 1 + v/da + 1 will depend
on the size of the net. It’s possible that one could come up with a better size-biased coupling without taking
a union bound over the e-net to get the sharp constant.

In this section, we modify our switching operations and apply the previous analysis to M := XX T —d, 1.
By applying an e-net argument to M, we won’t be able to capture the sharp dependence on ds, but it allows
us to find a sharp dependence on d;.

Now we move on to the proof of Theorem 1.3. For a given n X n symmetric matrix @, the linear function
fo(M) can be written as

fQ(M) = Z QU1’M2M’M1U2 = Z Qulnguleugv-

w1, uz€[n] uy Fug,v€[m]

We see that fgo(M) is a linear combination of n(n — 1)m many indicator random variables X, ,Xy,,. Then
to construct a size biased coupling for fo(M), according to Lemma 2.1, we need to construct a coupling
(X, X (wwav1)y where X (1%2v1) is distributed as X conditioned on the event Xy, 4, Xuyo, = 1.

To create a size biased coupling with the desired property, we introduce three types of switchings involving
more vertices.

Definition 6.1 (valid Type 1 and Type 2 switchings). Assume X0, = Xugoy, = Xusoy = Xugos =
1, Xugo, = Xugvs = Xuyv, = 0. We define (ug, ug, us, uq, v1,v2,v3) to be a valid Type 1 forward switching if
after the switching, the edges usv1, usvs, usvy are added and the edges uova, ugvy, ugvs are removed.

For valid Type 1 switchings, the appearance of the edge u;v; is not changed. Similarly, if Xy, v, = Xupw, =
Kusvy = Xugos = 1, Xy, = Xugws = Xuyw, = 0. We define (uq, ug, us, uq, v1,v2,vs) to be a valid Type 2
forward switching. For valid Type 2 switchings, the appearance of the edge usv; is not changed. Similar to
Definition 3.1, the backward switchings are defined accordingly.

FiGURE 2. wvalid Type 1 and Type 2 forward switchings for fixed w1, us, v1
11



See Figure 2 for an example of Definition 6.1. In addition, we define the following switching as a combi-
nation of Type 1 and Type 2 switchings.

Definition 6.2 (valid Type 3 switchings). Assume Xy, 0, = Xusvo = Xugvy = Xusvs = Xugvy = Xugos = 1
a'nd Xu1U1 = Xug'ul = XU3U3 = XU4’U2 = Xusvs = Xu6v4 = O we deﬁne (u13u27u37u47u57u67 U17U27’U37U4av5)
to be a valid Type 3 forward switching if after the switching, the edges wjvy, usvy, uzvs, ugvs, usvs, ugvy are
added and the edges uqv1, usvy, uqvs are removed.

F1cURrE 3. a valid Type 3 forward switching for fixed uy, us, v1

See Figure 3 for an example of Definition 6.2. We first estimate the number of all types of switchings for

a given bipartite biregular graph. The argument is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2.
Lemma 6.3. Consider an (n,m,d;,ds)-bipartite biregular graph G. Let sﬁffum (G),1 < i < 3 be the number
of valid Type i forward switchings of the form

(u17u27'7'7v17'7')7 (u17u27'7'7v17'7')7 (u17u23'7'7'7'7/1]1"""")7

respectively. Let t&?uzvl (@) be the number of the corresponding valid Type i backward switchings fori =1,2,3.
Then the following inequalities hold:

(1) Iqul'Ul =1, X0, =0,

(6.1) d3(dy — 1)(n —2d2) < 88V, < d3(da — 1)(n — da).
If Xuo, =0, Xuyo, = 1,
(6.2) di(dz = 1)(n = 2ds) < s3),,,, < di(d2 = 1)(n — da).
(2) If Xuyv, =0 = Xy,p, =0,
(6.3) dida(dz — 1)(n — da)(n — 3da) < s, < dida(dz —1)(n — d2)?.
(3) If Xuyo, = Xuzey =1,
(6.4) di(n —da)(n — 2ds) <t{M, . < di(n — do)?,
(6.5) di(n —do)(n — 2dy) <tP,,,. < di(n—d»)?,
and
(6.6) di(n—da)*(n —do — 1)(n — 3da) <tP,,, < di(n—do)*(n—dy —1).

Proof. For fixed uq,ug2,v1, assume X, = 1, Xy,0, = 0. We first consider s&ll)uwl. We bound the number
of all possible Type 1 forward switching by choosing us € N(v1) with uz # ui, va € N(uz), ug € N(vy),
and vz € N(uy). Here we require us # uj because after the switching, us,v; are not connected but
uy,v; are connected (see Figure 2). There are d3(ds — 1)(n — d2) many choices in total. This gives the

upper bound on s&ll)uwl. For the lower bound, we consider the number of tuples that do not allow a

valid Type 1 forward switching among the d3(ds — 1)(n — d2) many choices, and we denote it by K. Then

sq(}l)uwl = d3(dy—1)(n—dy) — K. Any tuple chosen as above is not a valid switching if and only if vz € A (u3).

We upper bound K by choosing ve € N (u2), uz € N (v1) with ug # uy, vz € N(uz) and uy € N(v3), making
12



at most d3ds(de — 1) many choices in total. Hence K < d3da(dz — 1) and sq(}l)uwl > d2(dy — 1)(n — 2dz). The

estimate of Type 2 forward switchings follows from the symmetry of u; and us. Therefore (6.1) and (6.2)
hold.

Now assume Xy, 4, = Xu,0, = 1. For fixed (uy,us,v1), by choosing uz € N (vy1), v3 € N(u3), ug € N(vs)
and vy € N(uy), there are at most d3(n — dz)? many choices. Among those tuples, the switching will
fail if and only if vy € N(uz). Let tq(}l)uzul = d3(n — d2)?> — L, where L is the number of invalid Type
1 backward switchings among the d%(n — d2)? many choices above. We can then bound L by choosing
uz € N(v1),v2 € N(uz),v3 € N(u3) and uy € N(v3), which has at most d3ds(n — dz) many choices. Hence
d3(n — da)(n — 2dg) < tq(}l)uwl < d3(n — dy)?. The estimate of tq(i)uwl follows in the same way. Then (6.4)
and (6.5) hold.

It remains to show (6.3) and (6.6). Assume X, ,, = Xy,0, = 0. By choosing ug € N (v1),v2 € N (uz),uy €
N(v2),v3 € N(ug), us € N(v1) with us # uz, v4 € N(u1),us € N(v4) and v5 € N(ug), we have a
total number of d2da(ds — 1)(n — ds)? tuples. Therefore s\ 0, < dida(ds — 1)(n — d2)2. Among those
tuples, a tuple is not valid Type 3 forward switching if and only if one of the two cases happens: (i)
vs € N(usg) or (ii) vs € N(us). Let 5Dy = d}da(da — 1)(n — dg)? — K. For the first case, by choosing
uz € N(v1),v9 € N(uz),v3 € N(uz),us € N(v3),us € N(v1) with us # ug, v4a € N(v1), ug € N(v4) and
vs € N(us) there are at most djd3(dz — 1)(n — da) many tuples that are not valid. For the second case,
by choosing uz € N(vy),v2 € N(uz),us € N(v2),v3 € N(ug),us € N(v1) with us # usz, va € N(u1),
vs € N(us) and ug € N (vs) there are at most did3(ds — 1)(n — da) many tuples that are not valid. From
those two cases, we have K < 2d}d3(dy —1)(n—ds) and sffl)uﬂl > didy(dy —1)(n—da)(n—3dz). This implies
(6.3).

Now assume X, = Xu,0, = 1. For the upper bound on tq(i)uwl, we choose uz € N(vl), vy € N(u3z),uq €
N(v3),v9 € N(uy),us € N(vy) with us # us, vs € N(us),us € N(vs) and vy € N(ug). This gives a total
number of d}(n — d2)3(n — ds — 1) choices. Among those choices, a tuple is not a valid Type 3 backward
switching if and only if (i) ve € N (uz) or (ii) us € N(uq). Let ) o = di(n — d3)3(n — dy — 1) — L. For
the first case, we have at most dida(n — d2)?(n — dz — 1) choices by choosing usz € N (vy),v2 € N (ug),v3 €
N(uz),ug € N(v2),us € N(v1),us # usz,vs € N(us),us € N(vs) and vq4 € N(ug). By a similar argument,
there are at most dids(n—dg)?(n—dg — 1) choices for the second case. Hence L < 2dfda(n—da)?(n—dy—1)
and t3),0, > dj(n —dg)*(n — dy — 1)(n — 3dz). Therefore (6.6) holds. O

Let G be the collection of the biadjacency matrices of all (n,m,d;,ds)-bipartite biregular graphs and
Guyusv, be the subset of G such that X, ., = Xy, = 1. Fix uy,us € [n] with u; # ug and v; € [m]. We
construct an edge-weighted bipartite graph &g on two vertex class G and Gy, 4,0, as follows:

o If X € G with X, =0, Xy,,, =1, then form an edge of weight d3dz(n — da) between X and every
element of G, 4,0, that is a result of a valid Type 1 forward switching from X.

o If X € G with X,,,, =1, Xyu,0, = 0, then form an edge of weight d3da(n — d2) between X and every
element of G, 4,0, that is a result of a valid Type 2 forward switching from X.

o If X € G with X,,,,, = Xy,u, =0, then form an edge of weight 1 between X and every element of
Guyusv, that is a result of a valid Type 3 forward switching from X.

o If X € G with X,,», = Xy, = 1, then form an edge of weight dida(ds — 1)(n — da)? between X
and its identical copy in Gy, uyv; -

By our construction of &, the following lemma holds.

Lemma 6.4. In &, the following holds:
(1) Every element in G has degree between djda(de — 1)(n — da)(n — 3dz) and dida(dy — 1)(n — dg)?.
(2) Every element in Gy, uy0, has degree between di(n — dg)?(n — 2ds)(n — 1) and di(n — d2)*n(n — 1).
(8) &g can be embedded into a weighted bipartite bireqular graph & on the same vertex sets, with vertices
in G having degree dida(dy — 1)(n — d2)? and vertices in Gy u,o, having degree di(n — dg)*n(n —1).

Proof. From Lemma 6.3, with the weight we assign to each edge, we have the following:

o If Xy, = 0, Xy, = 1 or Xy, oy, = 1,Xy,0, = 0, then the degree of X in &g is between
d%dQ(dQ — 1)(n — dg)(n — ng) and d%dg(dQ — 1)(n — d2)2.
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o If Xy, v, = Xuywp, =0, from (6.3), the degree of X in & is between dida(da — 1)(n — d2)(n — 3ds)
and d%dg(dg — 1)(’[1 — d2)2.
o If Xy, v, = Xuy0o = 1, then the degree of X in & is exactly dida(ds — 1)(n — d2)>.
Therefore the first claim of Lemma 6.4 holds. Now we turn to elements in Gy, y,,- For any X € Gy yy0,, X
can be adjacent to elements X’ such that

e X’ is aresult of a valid Type 1 or Type 2 backward switching from X, with edge weight d3da(n—ds).
e X' is a result of a valid Type 3 backward switching from X, with edge weight 1.
e X’ is an identical copy of X in G, with edge weight dids(dy — 1)(n — dg)?.
Then for each X € G, u,0,, combining all the weighted edges from valid Type 1,2,3 backward switchings
and the weighted edge from its identical copy, from (6.4), (6.5) and (6.6), the degree is at most

2d3da(n — da) - di(n — d2)?® + di(n — d2)®(n — dy — 1) + dida(dz — 1)(n — da)?
=d}(n —dy)*n(n —1).
And similarly, its degree is at least df(n — d2)?(n — 2da)(n — 1).

Then the second claim in Lemma 6.4 holds. It remains to prove the third claim. Since X is uniformly
distributed, we have
ndl (d2 — 1) dg(dg — 1)

P(Xy,0, = Xugo, = 1) = =
(Xusin 2o ) n(n —1)m n(n —1)

and

|gu1U2U1| _ d2(d2 — 1)

91 n(n —1)
To construct &, we start with &y and add edges as follows. Go through the vertices in G and for each vertex
with degree less than dida(da — 1)(n — d2)?, arbitrarily make edges from the vertex to vertices in Gy, uy.0,
with degree less than d}(n — da)?n(n — 1). Continue this procedure until either all vertices in G have degree
d}da(da — 1)(n — d2)? or all vertices in Gy, 4, », have degree df(n — da)?n(n — 1). Similar to the proof of
Lemma 3.3, & is bipartite biregular. Therefore we have embedded & into &. (l

(6.7)

Now we are able to construct a coupling with the desired property. In the graph &, Choose a uniform
element X in G and consider X (#“1%291) to be the element in Guyusey, given by walking from X along an
edge with probability proportional to its weight. Then X (“1%2v1) is uniformly distributed in the vertex set
Gusugw, - Lemma 6.4 yields a coupling of (X, X (*142v1)) that satisfies

2d
(6.8) P(X, X(1%2%1) are identical or differ by a switching | X(*1%2v)) > 1 — 22
n
2ds

(6.9) P(X, X (“1%2v1) are identical or differ by a switching | X) > 1 — =
n —asz

7. CONCENTRATION FOR LINEAR FUNCTIONS OF XX ' —d;]
For a given n X n symmetric matrix ), we define the following linear function for X:
(71) gQ(X) = Z Qmuz(XXT - dlj)zuuz = Z Z Qu1u2(Xu1v1Xu2v1)'
u,uz€[n] ur,uz €[n],u1Fuz v1€[m]

In this section, we analyze go(X) by the size biased coupling and the switching operations we introduced
in Section 6. To quantify the change of ggo(X) after a valid forward switching, we first introduce the notion
of codegrees.

Definition 7.1 (codgeree). Let G be a bipartite graph with vertex sets V4 = [n], Vo = [m] and biadjacency
matrix X. Define the codegree of two vertices i,7 € [n] in G as

codeg(X,i,7) = {v € [m] : (4,v) € E(G) and (j,v) € E(G)}|.

| Xin X0
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Equivalently, we have codeg(X,4,7) =>_

vE[m



From Definition 7.1, Equation (7.1) can also be written as
(7.2) go(X) = Z Quyuy - codeg( X, uy, ug).
u,u2 €[n],u1#uz2

dl(dzfl)
n—1 -

For any uy,uz € [n],u; # ug,v1 € [m], since X is uniformly distributed, we have EX,, 1, Xyy0, =
Denote

dy(d L, di(d
(7.3) i = Ego(x) = W2~ 1) Z Quiny, 37 = 22D Z Q2 s

n= 1 Uy Fuz = 1 u1FEU2
Theorem 7.2. Let X be the biadjacency matriz of a uniform random (n,m,dy,ds)-bipartite biregular graph
and M = XX T —dyI. Let Q be an n x n symmetric matriz with all entries in [0,a] and Q;; = 0 fori € [n].
Let 52, i be the parameters defined in (7.3). Denote p =1 — % ,p=1— 2d22, Then for allt > 0,

d
W 52 pat
(7.4) P <gQ(X) ~ > t> < exp ( 6d2pa2h <%i2>> ,
and
52 at
(75) P o)~ < —1) < e (—o7h (1)),

Proof. We now construct a size biased coupling for gg(X) based the analysis of switchings in Section 6.
Choose X € G uniformly and walk through an edge with probability proportional to its weight. We then
obtain a uniform random element X (“1%2*1) in G, ... The matrix X (“12*1) is distributed as X conditioned
on Xy,u, = Xuse, = 1. Independently of X, we choose (Ui, Uz) = (uy,uz) with probability

Quluz
Zu;ﬁu Q“U

for all u; # up, and independently of everything choose Vi € [m] uniformly. Set X’ = XU1.UzV1) By
Lemma 2.1, and (7.1), the pair (go(X), go(X’)) is a size biased coupling. Let S;(u1, uz, v1) be the set of all
tuples (ug, us, uq, v, vs3) such that (uq,us,us,us, v, v, v3) is a valid Type ¢ forward switching for ¢ = 1,2
and let Sz(u1,ug,v1) be the set of all tuples (us,...,us,vs,...,vs) such that (u,...,ue,v1,...,v5) is a
valid Type 3 forward switching. Let X(i)(ul7 ..., Uy4,V1,V2,v3) be the matrix obtained from X by a valid
forward Type 4 switching (u1,...,u4,v1,vs,v3) for i = 1,2. Similarly, let X®) (uy, ..., ug,v1,...,vs5) be the
matrix obtained from X by a valid forward Type 3 switching (uq,...,us,v1,...,v5). From Lemma 6.4, the
coupling of (X, X’) can be described as follows. Assuming the product Xy, v, Xp,1;, = 0 and conditioned
on X, Uy, Us, V1, there is exactly one non-empty set among {S;(U1, Uz, V1) }1<i<3. The matrix X’ takes the
value X (uy, ug, us, ug, v1,v2, v3) with probability

d%dg(’n — dg) - 1
d%dg(dg — 1)(n — d2)2 N d%(dg - 1)(7’L — dz)

for each (uy, ..., us,v1,v0,v3) € S;(Ur,Us, Vi) and i = 1,2. And it takes the value X ®) (uy, ..., ug,v1,...,vs)

(7.6) P(U; = u1,Uz = uz) =

with probability m for each (uq, = , UG, V1, ..., U5) € S3(u1,us,v1). For any valid Type 1
forward switching (u1,. .., us,v1,va,v3), denote X := XM (uy, ..., ug,v1,v2,v3). From (7.2), we have
gQ(X(l)(U1,...,’LL4,7}1,’U2,’U3)) _gQ(X) = Z QZ] (COdeg(X7iaj) _COdeg(X7i7j)>
i#j,1,j€[n]
(7)< > Qu(codeg(X,i.j) — codeg(X, i) |
i#3,1,5€[n]

Then to have an upper bound on gg (X) - 9o(X), it suffices to count the number of pairs (4, j) with increased

codegrees after applying the switching. From Figure 2, the only new edges created in the valid Type 1 forward

switching (u1, ug, us, u4,v1, v2,v3) are ugvy, uzvs and ugve. When the edge ugv; is added, for any u € N (vy),

the codegree of u and uy is increased by 1. Similarly, when the edge uzvs is added, for any v € A (vq), the
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codegree of u and wuy is increased by 1. When the edge uqvs is added, for any u € A (v3), the codegree of u
and ug is increased by 1. Therefore (7.7) is bounded by

(7.8) 2 Y Quut+2 Y, Quu+2 Y Quuy <6daa,

wEN (v1) wEN (v2) wEN (v3)

where the factor 2 comes from the symmetry of indices i, j in (7.7). Using the same argument, for any valid
Type 2 forward switching (u1, ..., uq,v1, V2, v3),

(79) gQ(X(2)(U1,...,U4,’U1,1}2,’03)) _gQ<X) S 2 Z Quul +2 Z Quu4 +2 Z Quue, S 6d2a-
uweN (v1) ueN (v2) weEN (v3)

As can be seen from Figure 3, there are 6 new edges created in a valid Type 3 forward switching. We also
have for any valid Type 3 forward switching (uy, ..., ug,v1,...,05),

gQ(X(S)(ul,...,uG,vl,...,v5)) —g0o(X)

<20 ) Quut Y. Quet Y Quut D, Quust D, Quuet Y, Quus

wEN (v1) weN (v1) wEN (v2) wEN (v3) wEN (vq) wEN (vs)
(7.10) <12dsa.

If Xuyo, =1, Xuyo, =0, let Sy(ug,us,v;) be the set of tuples (us,us,va,v3) such that vy € N(us), uz €
N (v1) with ug # ug, ugy € N(vs), and v3 € N (uy). From the proof of Lemma 6.3, there are d?(dy —1)(n —d>)
many choices in total, hence |S; (u1, uz, v1)| = d3(da — 1)(n — da) and we have Sy (u1,u2,v1) C Sy (u1,uz,v1).
If the condition X, ,, = 1, Xy,,, = 0 does not hold, set S (u1,uz,v1) = 0.

If Xuy0, =0, X0y, = 1, define So(uq, us,v1) to be the set of tuples (us,us,va,v3) such that vy € N(uy),
usz € N(vy) with uz # uy, ug € N(v2), and v3 € N(uy). We have |Sa(u1, ug,v1)| = d3(d2 — 1)(n — da) and
S (1, uz,v1) C Sa(u1,uz,v1). If the condition does not hold, set Sp(uy,usz,vi) = 0.

If X0, = Xugw, =0, let Sz(ug,ug,v1) be the set of tuples (us, us, us, ug, v2,v3,v4) such that vy € N (uz),
uz € N(vy) with uz # ug, ug € N(v), v3 € N(ug), ug € N(v4),v5 € N(ug). It satisfies |Sz(uy,ug,v1)| =
dids(de —1)(n—ds)? and Sz(u1, uz,v1) C Sz(u1,us,v1). If the condition does not hold, set Sz(uy, ug, vy) = 0.

Denote D := (9o(X') — go(X))+. We can write E[D1g | X, Uy, Us, V4] as

1
o P p— > (9(X V(UL Vs, ..., Vi, 02,v3)) — go( X))+
1\%2 2 (ug,u4,v2,v3)EST (U1,u2,v1)

* d%(d2—11)(n—d2) > (9Q(X (U1, Vs, ..., Vi, 02,3)) = 9o (X)) +

(u3,u4,v2,v3)ES2(u1,uz,v1)

1
R Py T A > (00X OV V... Vi 15)) — g0(X))s

(u3,...,u6,v2,v3,v1) €Sz (u1,u2,v1)

Inequalities (7.8), (7.9) and (7.10) imply that (7.11) is bounded by

2
d%(dg — 1)(TL — d2) Z Z Q“U2 + Z QUU4 + Z Quug

(u3,ua,v2,03) €S (U1,U2,V1) \UEN (V1) uEN (v2) u€EN (v3)

2
T B - &) 2 > Quit Y Quut Y Quy

(u3,u4,02,03) €S (U1,U2,V1) \UEN (V1) uEN (v2) u€EN (vs)

2
+ )
dtds(de — 1)(n — dy)? _
! 2( 2 )( 2) (u3,...,u6,v2,v3,v4) €S3(U1,U2,V1)

Z QuU1 + Z QUU2 + Z Quu4 + Z Quug + Z Quug + Z Quu5

weN (Vy) ueN (Vy) ueN (v2) weN (v3) uEN (va) ueN (vs)
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Recall the distribution of Uy, Us, Vi in (7.6), and p = % Zul#uz Qu,u,- Taking expectation over

Uy,Us, Vi, E[D1g | X] is then upper bounded by the sum of the following three terms:
(7.12)

2ds
ud%n(n — ]_)(n — d2) Z Z Qu1u2 Z Quu2 + Z Quu4 + Z Quug ,

u1€[n]  (us,ua,v2,v3)€S1 (u1,uz,v1) uEN (v1) uEN (v2) u€N (v3)
o1 €N (ur)
uz2 EN (v1)
(7.13)
2do
/,Ld%n(n _ 1)(n _ d2) Z Zf Quluz Z Quul + Z Quu4 + Z Quug b
u1€[n]  (us,us,v2,v3) €S2 (u1,u2,01) u€N (v1) UEN (v2) u€N (v3)
v1 €N (u1)
uz2 EN (v1)
and
(7.14)

2
pdin(n —1)(n — da)? Z Z

w1 €[n],v1 EN (u1),u2EN (v1) (uz,..., v4)ES3(u1,uz2,v1)

Quiws | Y, Quin+ Y Quust Y, Quust D, Quust+ >, Quust+ Y, Quus

ueN (vy1) u€EN (v1) weEN (v2) u€eN (v3) u€EN (vg) wEN (vs)
:= S31 + S32 + S33 + S34 + S35 + Sa6-

In the following proof, we estimate the three terms (7.12), (7.13) and (7.14) separately. Write the sum in
(7.12) as

(7.15)

Z Z Z Qu1u2 Quu2 + Z Qulug Q’LLU4 + Z Quluz Quu3

u1 €[n] o (u3,uq,v2,03)EST (u1,u2,v1) ueN (v1) ueN (v2) ueN (v3)
v1 €N (u1),u2 €N (v1)

=511 + S12 + Sis.
By Cauchy’s inequality, S1; is bounded by

(7.16)
1/2 1/2
> > > Qi > > > Qi
q;luelj\i/[(nqjl) (u3,u4,v2,03)ES1 (u1,u2,v1) u€N (v1) 1)1u61,§/[(z]1) (u3,uq,v2,03)ES1 (u1,u2,v1) ueN (v1)
u2 EN (v1) u2 EN (v1)

Since [Sy (w1, uz,v1)| = d2(dy — 1)(n — dy) and 52 = %L d2 dulda—1) > s us Qg » the first factor in the product of
(7.16) satisfies

(7.17)
Z Z Z Qulug d%dQ(dQ - 1)(’”’ - d2) Z iluQ'
u1€[n] o (u3,u4,v2,03)€S1 (u1,uz2,v1) uEN (v1) u1 €[n] -
vleN(ul),uzeN(vl) U1€N(u1),u2€N(v1)
Since
Z ilug < Z u1u2 dl Z Qu1u2a
w1 €[n],v1 EN (u1),u2EN (v1) u1,uz€[n],v1 €N (u1) u1FU2
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(7.17) is then bounded by
(7.18) didy(dy — 1)(n—dy) Y Q2 ,, = dida(n —1)(n — dp)5
w1 Fu2
We also have
n—1)52
Z Z Quug = Z Z Z Quuz < d1d2 Z Quuz - 227_1)7
w1 €[n],v1 €N (u1),uz €N (v1) WEN (v1) ug €[n] uy €n],v1EN (u1) ueN (v1) uFuz

where the second inequality comes from the fact that each u € [n] is counted dyds times in the sum. Then
the second factor in (7.16) is bounded by

do(n — 1)62 5
(7.19) ﬁwrﬂxnf@»—%gj%l:dwxnfUM—dgﬁ
From (7.16), (7.18) and (7.19), we have
2d, 2d, ) 262 d2
2 < . —(n— _ 20 %y
- R [ o o s T R e L R

Similarly, by Cauchy’s inequality,

512 S[d%dg(n — 1)(n — d2)5’2]1/2 Z Z Z Quu4

w1 €[n],v1 €N (u1),uz €N (v1) (us,ua,v2,03) €S (u1,ug,v1) WEN (v2)

1/2

For a given (v, uy), by taking vs € N (uy), uz € N(ve),v1 € N(uz),u1 € N(v1),u3 € N(v1),u3 # uy, there
are at most (m — dy)d1d3(ds — 1) many tuples (u1,us,us,us,v1,v3) such that (u1,us,us,us, v1,v2,v3) €
S1(u1,ug,v1). Hence

> > S @, < (m—dy)did3(dy — 1) 3 2

uwi€ln] (us,u4,02,03) €S (u1,ug,v1) WEN (v2) va€[m],us€n],u€N (v2)
v1EN (u1),u2 €N (v1)

<(m—dy)did(dy — 1) Y Q2,, = (m —dy)(n — 1)d1d36” = dida(n — 1)(n — dp)5”.
uFug
Then
2d, 252 d2
pdin(n —1)(n—dy)"* = p 0’

For the third term in (7.15), we have

(7.21)

1/2

Shs <[d2(ds — 1)(n — 1)(n — d3)52] /2 > > Qi
ui€n] (us,u4,v2,03) €S (u1,u,v1) WEN (v3)
v1 EN (u1),u2 N (v1)
For fixed v3,us, by choosing v; € N(u3),u; € N(v1),u1 # uz,uz € N(v1),v2 € N(uz),us € N(u3), there
are at most d2ds(ds — 1)(n — dy) many tuples (ug,us, us, s, v1, v2,v3) such that (uy,us, us, ug, v1,v2,v3) €
gl(ul, ug2,v1). Therefore by the same argument, we have

> > > QL < dida(n—dy)(n—1)5°,
u1€[n],v1 EN (u1),u2 €N (v1) (uz,us,v2,v3) €81 (u1,us,v1) WEN (v3)
and
2d, 25° dj

. < — .
(7.22) pdin(n —1)(n — da) 513 < woon

From (7.20), (7.21) and (7.22), the term (7.12) is bounded by 6[;%. The bound on (7.12) also holds for

(7.13) by the symmetric role of the two vertices uy, us.
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Now it remains to estimate (7.14). Recall |S3(u1,uz,v1)| = djda(de —1)(n—ds)?. By Cauchy’s inequality,
(7.23)

1/2 1/2
S| > > > Qs > > > @
u1Fu2€([n] (us,...,v4) €83 (u1,uz,v1) WEN (v1) w1 Zu2€[N] (us,...,v4) €83 (u1,u2,v1) UEN (V1)
v1 €[m] v1 €[m)]
1/2

=[d{dz(n — da)’n(n — 1)5°]'/? Z Z Z Qi
urZu2€[n],v1€[m] (ug,...,v4) €Sz (u1,uz,v1) WEN (V1)
For fixed vy, u1, by taking ug € N'(v1),uz € N(v1),v2 € N(uz),us € N(v2),v3 € N(ua),us € N(v1),us #
u3, vy € N(u1),us € N(vy) and vs € N(ug), there are at least djda(da — 1)(n — d2)® many choices of

(U27u37u4,u5,UG,UQ,U37U47U5) such that (ug,u4,u57U6,U27U3,U4,U5) € 83(U1,U2,U1). Then

> > Y. Q.

urFu2€[n],v1 €[m] (us,...,v4) €83 (u,uz,v1 ) UEN (v1)

<didy(dy —D)(n—do)® Y > QL

u1 €[n],v1 €[m] ueN (v1)

(7.24) =didy(dy — 1)(n — dp)® > QZ,, = dida(n — d3)*(n —1)5°.
uFug
Hence
~2 Y — ~2
(725) 2 531 SQL d2 n d2 S 20 dQ.
pdin(n —1)(n — dz)? pooVn 1

Similarly, by the symmetry of u; and us, we obtain m&;g < @. Using the similar argument
for the proof of (7.24), the upper bound in (7.25) holds for all other 4 terms in (7.14) as well. Therefore
(7.14) is bounded by %. Combining the estimates for (7.12), (7.13) and (7.14), since dy < n, we then
obtain
1252d3 N 1252dy < 2462d2.

pin 7 7
By taking 72 = 2462ds, ¢ = 12dsa in Theorem 2.2, the result follows. O

(7.26) E[D1g | X] <

Similar to Corollary 4.2, we obtain the following concentration inequalities from Theorem 7.2.

Corollary 7.3. Let v = £ — 1 = 2%, ¢o = & = §(1 — 22). We have

n—2ds’ 6
o at
(7.27) P(go(X) = (1 +0)p +1t) <exp (—COdQGQh (W)) ;
Cot2
7.28 P X)—p| > t) <2 - .
(7.29) (50(X) s 2 200+ 200 (- )

8. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

The remaining analysis is similar to the analysis in Section 5 for the proof of Theorem 1.1. We will only
address the main differences. Let M = X XT — d;I. For convenience we now write (7.1) as

gQ(X) = fQ(M) = Z QuluzMuluz'
uy,uz€[n]

Recall A(M) = SUp, ¢ gn—1 |(x, Mx)|. For fixed € S§~*, we split the sum into light and heavy parts. Define
light and heavy couples by

L(z) ={u,v € [n] : |zyzy| < Vdi(de —1)/n}, H(z) ={u,v € [n] : |zyzy| > /di(d2 — 1)/n}.
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We can decompose the linear form fq(M) as

where

(81) fﬁ(w)(M) = Z Ty Ty My, fH(ac)(M) = Z Ty Ty My -

(u,v)€L(x) (u,0)eH ()
Lemma 8.1. For any fized x € 56’_1, B > 4v0+/d1(d2 — 1), and n > 2,

(52) P (et 0] 2 (5 + VG~ 1) < dewp (- 2200 )

8224+ 5)
Proof. Recall for u # v, EM,, = %. For any fixed z € Sg_l,
[Efr @) (M)] < [E(z, Ma)| + [E fo ) (M)]

d(ds — 1) di(ds — 1)
T 1(d2 T 1(d2
<z (EM—nln]_n)l"'Fn_l Z ‘xu$v|
(u,v)EH(x)
S HEM _ dl(dQ — 1) 1n11 d1(d2 — 1) |xuxv|2
n F n—1 (u,v)eH(x) V dl(d2 o 1)/7’L
dy(dy — 1)

n
< —= di(dg — 1)—— < 3y/d1(d2 — 1).
S Tt + 1(d2 )n—l < 1(d2 )
We split the set £(x) into two parts as L(x) = L4 (z) U L_(z) where

Li(x)=A{u,ven]:0<zyz, <+di(da—1)/n}, L_(x)=L\Ls().

Then
(8.3) | fe@) (M) = Efe@ (M) <[ fey o) (M) = Efz, @) (M) + [fz_ @) (M) —Efz_@)(M)].
Consider the first term in the right hand side of (8.3). By Cauchy’s inequality,
dl(d2 — ].) n
n=Efe @(M) < —=—— > lwuw| < di(da — 1)— < 2di(dz — 1).

uv

Also we have 6% = 37, /. () |20 EM,, < Alda D) Then by (7.28) with a = 7M1fz_1), for any 8 >

— n—1
4’}/0\/ dl(dg — 1), we have

P (If2, ()| = Efe, o (M)] > (3/2)V(d ~T)) < 2exp <_8d2(24+6)

The same bound holds for the second term in (8.3). Then with probability at least 1 — 4exp ( M),

T Bdy (244 5)
| fe@y (M) < [Efre) (M) + [fo@) (M) = Ef @ (M) < (3+ B8)y/di(d2 —1).
This completes the proof. O

3C()ﬁ2n )

Similar to Lemma 5.4, the following lemma shows that the discrepancy property for M = XX —d;I
holds for a random bipartite biregular graph with high probability. The proof is similar, and we skip the
details.

Lemma 8.2. Let M = XX — diI where X is the biadjacency matriz of a uniform random (n,m,dy,ds)-
bipartite biregular graph. For any K >0, With probability at least 1 —n~ DP (6, k1, k2) holds for M with
§ =Dl o — 02(1 4 0)2,and Ky = %(1 +7) (K +4).

n—1
Lemma 8.3. Let M = XX T —d,I where X is the biadjacency matriz of a (n,m,dy, ds)-bipartite bireqular
graph. Suppose M has DP(6, k1, ke) with d, k1, k2 given in Lemma 8.2. Then there exists a constant ag
depending on K1, kg such that fy ) (M) < agy/di(de — 1), where ag = 16464(k1 + 1) + 6452 (1 + —2 ) .

k1 log k1
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Proof. Note that § = 4(2=b < Zdl(irl) for n > 2. The proof follows verbatim from [14, Lemma 6.6]. O

n—1
Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.3 using the e-net argument.

Lemma 8.4. Fore € (0,1/2), let N2 be an e-net ong_l. Let X be the biadjacency matriz of a (n,m, dy,ds)-
bipartite bireqular graph and M = XX T —dI. Then

1
Mz)|.
1 _25 ISGI;\I?EO ‘<x7 x>|

(8.4) A(M) <

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Fix K > 0. By Lemma 8.2, with probability at least 1 — n=% M has DP(6, k1, k2)
property where the parameters 0, k1, ko are given in Lemma 8.2. Let D be the event that this property holds.

Then it suffices to show
P (D N {)\(M) > a/dy (ds — 1)}) <em
Take € = 1/4 in (8.4). Then A(M) < 2sup,epo |(z, Mz)|. We obtain
85 P (D N {/\(M) > an/dy (ds — 1)}) <Y P (D N {|<x,Mx>\ > (a/2)\/d1(d; — 1)}) .
zeN?
For any fixed z € N,

P (D N {|<x7Mx>| > (a/2)\/dy1(dz — 1)})
<P (DO {I e (M) = (0/2V/di(dz = 1) = | friey (M) })
<P (/e (M)] = (a/2 = ag)/da(dz — 1)) .

Take 3 = 2o — ag — 3. When 8 > 4791/da(dy — 1), from (8.2), we have

(8.6) P (Dm {\<m,Mar>| > (a/2)\/di(d2 — 1)}) < 2exp <_%> :
2ds 1

Recall yo = =3, c0 = 5(1— %) in Corollary 7.3. In the assumption of Theorem 1.3 we also have ds < n/4
and dy < Cyn?. Then it follows that co > 1—12,70 <1 and

51 V-1 SR =) VAU < 16, - 10,

n — 2ds - n — 2ds
Also recall k1 = e?(1+7)?, k2 = %(1 + 70)(K + 4) from Lemma 8.2. We have

e? <k <4e?, kg < 192dy(K +4).

Then g given in Lemma 8.3 is a bounded constant depending on ds and K. Since |N10/4| < 9™ from (8.5)
we have

(8.8) P(Dn{AM) 2 aVdi(d—1)}) <2-9"exp (_&li&%)

Taking 8 > 16d3+/(d2 — 1)C1, then from (8.7), the condition S > 49/d2(d2 — 1) holds for (8.6). We obtain
from (8.8) that for sufficiently large 8 depending on ds, Ct,

F(Pn {30 2 ava@ D) <20 e (~ gt ) <o

where oo = 2(8 + ap + 3). We have P ()\(M) > an/dy(dy — 1)) < n~& 4 e~". This completes the proof by
taking a new constant o’ = ay/dy — 1. O

Remark 8.5. In (8.8), we see that if ds is not a bounded constant, the probability bound cannot be o(1),
since the union bound is taken over exponentially many points on a e-net. This is a limitation of the method
we use and we must assume ds is fixed in our proof.
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