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On the empirical spectral distribution for certain models
related to sample covariance matrices with different correlations

Alicja Dembczak-Kotodziejczyk, Anna Lytova

Abstract

Given n,m € N, we study two classes of large random matrices of the form

L, = Z fayayz and A, = Z ga(yaxz + Xayz),
a=1

a=1

where for every n, (£,)a C R are iid random variables independent of (X4, Yo )a, and (Xa)a, (Ya)a C R™
are two (not necessarily independent) sets of independent random vectors having different covariance
matrices and generating well concentrated bilinear forms. We consider two main asymptotic regimes
as n,m(n) — oo: a standard one, where m/n — ¢, and a slightly modified one, where m/n — oo and
E¢ — 0 while mEE/n — ¢ for some ¢ > 0. Assuming that vectors (x4 )q and (yo)a are normalized and
isotropic “in average”, we prove the convergence in probability of the empirical spectral distributions
of £, and A, to a version of the Marchenko-Pastur law and so called effective medium spectral
distribution, correspondingly. In particular, choosing normalized Rademacher random variables as
(€a)a, in the modified regime one can get a shifted semicircle and semicircle laws. We also apply our
results to the certain classes of matrices having block structures, which were studied in [9} 21].

1 Introduction

In [9, 21], the authors studied the empirical spectral distributions of the following two related models
of sparse block matrices. Given r,d € N, let (Vkl)lgkdgr be independent copies of a random vector v
uniformly distributed on the unit sphere in R?, and let (&k1)1<k<i<r be independent copies of a 0/1 random
variable £ = &, such that E§ = p, for some p, € (0,1]. Define A,; and L,4 as rd x rd block matrices of
the form

Ara = ((1 - 5k£)Bk£) bt Lrq= (5kz Z sz) bt Aya, (1.1)
JF#k
where for 1 < k < I < r blocks
By = v T (1.2)

are d X d rank-one matrices with probability p, (and 0 otherwise). These models were introduced in
[9] while studying the elastic vibrational modes of amorphous solids. Roughly speaking they describe a
system of r d-dimensional points connected by springs (see also [I5, 27] and references therein for the
application of these models in the study of certain disordered systems). Evidently, for d = 1 matrices A,4
and L4 reduce to the adjacency matrix and Laplacian of the Erds—Rényi graph.

Recall that given a Hermitian or symmetric n x n matrix M,, with eigenvalues ()\;);, the empirical
spectral distribution Ny, of M, and its Stieltjes transform sp4, are defined by the formulas

N, (A) = {i: \; € A}|/n, VACR, and

sm,(2) = N/;%(j)\) = %Tr(./\/ln —2)7L Sz £0.
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In [9,21], the authors studied the empirical spectral distributions N4 _, and N, , as r — oo in different
asymptotic regimes, depending on d and p,. In the case when d and rp, are some fixed numbers (sparse
matrices), the first several moments of the limiting distributions were computed. In the “dense” regime
when

d— oo, p,=0(1), and pr/d—c>0, as r — oo,

the convergence in mean of Nz , and Ny , to the Marchenko-Pastur law and to the so called effective
medium spectral distribution, correspondingly, was proved. (Here we follow terminology from [9], see also
[23].) It was shown that the limits of the corresponding Stieltjes transforms, fy := lim, o Es; , and
fa:=1lim,_ Esy4,,, satisfy equations

22f2 4+ (2+2—0)fe+1=0 and zf5+(1—c)f4—2fa—1=0. (1.3)

Also the first several moments of N4 , and N, , were calculated in the so called “dilute” regime when d
is fixed and p, = O(r~%), § € (0,1), as 7 — oo, and it was claimed that for big enough r these moments
coincide with the moments of the semicircle and shifted semicircle distributions and, in particular,

2ff 4+ (z—c)fr,+1=0 and e f3 , +2fa,,+1=0, (1.4)

where ¢, := rp,/d — 00, as r — 0.

In our work we suppose that d grows to infinity with . We modify the dilute regime as follows:
pr — 0 and r/d — oo while ¢, = rp,/d — ¢ > 0 as r,d — oco. This guarantees that the corresponding
sequences of empirical spectral distributions N , and N4 _, are tight and also allows to unify two regimes
as follows:

d—oo and rp,/d—c>0 as r — oo. (1.5)

We consider models (1) corresponding to normalized isotropic vectors (v¥¢),., which generate well-
concentrated bilinear forms (see Assumption 1), and applying the Stieltjes transform method give a
straightforward proof of the convergence in probability of Nz , and N4, to the Marchenko-Pastur law
and the effective medium spectral distribution. We show that the limits are the same for both regimes
(in contrast to (I3) and (T4)), and that to get (T4) with ¢, = c in the new dilute regime, (£*);,<¢ needs
to take both negative and positive values with non-zero probability. In particular, one can get (4] if
(€¥9) ¢ are properly normalized Rademacher random variables (see Example 3 and Remark [I6)).
Note that we can rewrite matrices A,4 and L,4 in the form

ﬁ?‘d = Z gngkZYkZT and Ard = Z gk@XkZXékT7 (16)
1<k<t<r 1<k#L<r

where &0 = &g, (ng)k# and (Y*),., are sparse block vectors in R"? given by
YR = (O — vy and X = (3.
This naturally leads to the study of more general classes of random matrices of the form
Ly = Z ga}’ayz and A, = Z ga(}’axg + XaYZ:)y (1.7)

where &, € R and y,,x, € R, a < m, are some random variables and vectors. We mainly concentrate
on model £,,, which is closely related to the sample covariance matrices, only that here we allow vectors
(Ya)a to have different covariance matrices Qo := EyayL, o < m (note that here Q, are not necessarily
centered). We suppose that these vectors are normalized and isotropic "in average", m=1 " o Qo = n~ I,
which allows to show that the empirical spectral distributions still converge to the Marchenko-Pastur



law. A similar model was considered in [25] and [16], where the convergence of spectral distributions
was studied, in particular, for matrices of the form ) Yoy L corresponding to vectors with essentially
different covariance matrices (not isotropic in average). In these papers the limiting distribution is given
implicitly (in terms of asymptotic closeness to the solution of a certain system of equations), and our
result does not follow directly from [25, 16]. Certain closely related models were also studied in [§],
where the authors proved the convergence to the Marchenko-Pastur law of empirical spectral measures
corresponding to the certain block-independent models and tensor models (in [§], see also a review of known
results on convergence to the Marchenko-Pastur law with relaxed independence requirements including
18, 26, 14, 4, 6, 19}, [1, 22, 13, 24)).

In (LH), we choose (ya)a and (£ )q from the following classes.

Assumption 1. We suppose that for every n € N, yo = yan € R", a < m, are mutually independent
random vectors such that for all deterministic matrices D = Dy, with ||D||op = 1 we have

supVar(Dy,,ya) =o(l), n— oo. (1.8)
(0%
Here and in what follows, given a matrix D we use notations ||D||o, and ||D|/ggs for its operator and

Hilbert-Schmidt norms.

Assumption 2. For everyn € N, let &, = &an € R, a < m, be mutually independent copies of a random
variable &, with a cumulative distribution function oy,. To treat simultaneously both cases, m/n = O(1)
and m/n — oo, “EE, = O(1), we introduce a signed measure &, which controls *E§,,. Let ¢, be defined
as follows: for every finite A C R

7(8) = [ o (©)

We suppose that as n — oo, o, converges weakly to a signed measure o such that |o(R)| < oo, and

Sup/ |£pd5n(£)| = Sup m:E|£n|p+1 < 00, p= 17273'
n n N

We use notation ¢; := d(R) € R, |¢1] < 0.

Remark 1.1. Note that if m/n — ¢ > 0, then 7, = cop, + 0(1) as n — co. Also, a bit more delicate but
quite standard nowadays argument based on a truncation procedure for &, (see, for example, [19]) allows
to show that the results of Theorem [I.2 below remain valid without any moment conditions on oy in the
case m/n = O(1) and with the only moment condition 2EE, = O(1) in the case m/n — oo, m/n? — 0.

Our main result concerns convergence of the empirical spectral distributions of (L,),, it can be
considered as a generalization of Theorem 3.3 of [19] (for H(®) = 0) on the case of “samples” with entries
having different covariance matrices.

Theorem 1.2. Given m,n € N, consider n X n matrices
T
L, = E §aYaYa>
(0%

where &, and yo, € R, a < m, are mutually independent random variables satisfying Assumptions 1, 2.
Let Qo := EyoyL be such that

sup [|Qallop = O(n™"),  sup|TrQq — 1| = o(1), and (1.9)
1 1
Q) = p” ZQQ = EIn + By, where |By||lgs = o(n_l/Z), n — oo. (1.10)



Then as n — oo the empirical spectral distributions N, converge in probability to a non-random probability
measure Ny which Stieltjes transform f is uniquely determined by the equation

do (§)
1+&7(2)

in the class of Stieltjes transforms of non-negative measures.

2f(z) = -1+ f(z)/ (1.11)

Remark 1.3. A simple renormalization allows to show that if in (I9) and (II0) we have

sup | Tr Qo —a| =o(1) and Q) = %In + B,, for some a > 0,

then zf = —1+af [(1+alf)"1d5(€). Also in the case do(€) = c€do(€) we restore the Marchenko-Pastur
distribution.

Some additional information about the moments of &, allows to solve (ILII]) exactly, here are several
simple examples:

Examples. In the following three examples we use notations § and ¢’ for the Dirac delta function and
its generalized derivative, and p, v,, v for the densities of N, 7, 7, correspondingly.
1. Let (&,)n be not random, and &4, = by, — b, mb,/n — ¢; as n — oo. Then

D = 2E5(E —by) = T = c16(€ — D),
n
and by (LII) f satisfies bzf? + f(z+b—c1) +1 =0, so that

o 5()\—61) if b:O,
"“)‘{ﬁwwtﬂu—c—)n, it b0, (12

where x4 = x if £ > 0 and 0 otherwise and F = (\/Ei \/a)z
2. Let for every n, (&,), are 0/1 random variables such that P(&, = 1)m/n — ¢; as n — oo. Then
again 7 = ¢10(§ — 1), and we get (LI2) with b = 1.

3. Suppose that all moments of ¢ are finite,

cj = /gﬂ'—ld?;(g) = lim TEgg; <oo, Vj>1,
n—oo n
and for some kg > 1 we have ¢; = 0 Vj > ky. Note that this is possible only if kg < 2, and moreover, for
ko = 2 the condition 0 < ¢y < oo while ¢3 = 0 is not fulfilled for pure non-negative (or pure non-positive)
random variables. Indeed, if £, > 0 a.s. then by the Schwartz inequality we would have

0< e =lim LEE? < lim (B EE)Y? = cre3 = 0.
n n

So let &, take both negative and positive values with positive probability, and ¢; = 0 Vj > 3. Then
expanding (1 +&f(2))~! into the Taylor’s series we get from (LII) cof? + (c1 — z)f + 1 = 0, thus in this
case the limiting density is given by the shifted semicircle law,

p(N) = —— /e — (O~ )y

N 27‘(’62

For example, if (&), take values 4/n/m with probability 1/2, than v, > v =10, co =1, ¢; =0, j # 2,

and p(A) = 5=+/(4 — A2) .



Return now to the starting point of this research, namely, models £,4 and A4 ([[LI)) introduced and
studied in [9, 21], and consider first Laplacian £,4. It is easy to check that the condition [|Q4lop = O(n™1)
of Theorem is not fulfilled (now n = rd while [|[EY*Y*T|,, = O(d™!)), hence we cannot apply
Theorem directly. Nevertheless, using the sparsity of vectors yo = Y*¢ and slightly modifying the
proof of Theorem [[.2] we get the following result for £, :

Theorem 1.4. Let L,q be defined in (I1) - (1.2), where for every r € N, (§ge)1<k<i<r are iid copies of
a 0/1 random variable § = &, with P(§ = 1) = p,, and (Vkl)lgkdgr are mutually independent normalized
isotropic random vectors, EvFIVFIT = d=11, satisfying Assumption 1 and having norms uniformly bounded
in . Then in regime (IL17), Ng,, converge in probability to a non-random probability measure Np with
the density

o) = V@ VO, ¢ = (VI VP

As to adjacency matrices A4, in Section @l we first treat matrices having a more general structure and
prove an analog of Theorem [[.2 for matrix A,, defined in (L7) (see Theorem [LL5]). Then using essentially
the same scheme we get the following result for A,4:

Theorem 1.5. Let A,q be defined in (I1) - (12), where for every r € N, ({ke)1<k<i<r are iid copies of
a 0/1 random variable & = &, with P(€ = 1) = p,, and (VF)1<p<1<, are mutually independent normalized
isotropic random vectors, EvFIvFT = 411, satisfying Assumption 1 and having norms uniformly bounded
in r. Then in regime (I.3), Na,, converge in probability to a non-random probability measure N 4 which
Stieltjes transform fa is uniquely determined by the second equation in (I.3) in the class of Stieltjes
transforms of non-negative measures.

Remark 1.6. 1. One can find the explicit forms of the solution of the cubic equation (L3) and the
density of N4 in [23] and [9].

2. It can be shown that if (£¥¢) k¢ take values j:\/% with probability 1/2, then f4 solves equation
fA+2fa+1=0 (cf (L)), so that the limiting density is given by the semicircle law p(A) = 5=+/(4 — A2);
(see also Remark [£.2])

The structure of the remaining part of the paper is very simple: in Sections 2l B and @ we give the
proofs of Theorems [[.2 4] and [[L5] correspondingly. The proof of Theorem (based on [19]) is more
detailed, while in the rest of the proofs we mostly discuss places which should be modified.
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Poland. A.L. also would like to thank the organizers of XV Brunel — Bielefeld Workshop on Random
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2 Proof of Theorem

The proof is based on the standard nowadays method of Stieltjes transform which goes back to [18] (see
[2, B, 5 20] for the details of the method and main properties of the Stieltjes transform), and which is used
in a huge number of results on convergence of empirical spectral distributions of random matrices. This
method is based on the fact that there is a one-to-one continuous correspondence between non-negative
measures and their Stieltjes transforms, so that to find a weak limit in probability of random probability
measures Ng, it is enough to show that for every z € C\ R the Stieltjes transforms s, := sz, of Ng,
converge in probability to a deterministic limit f satisfying lim, .o n|f(in)| = 1. Then f is the Stieltjes



transform of a probability measure N such that N, converge weakly in probability to N and for every
ACR

N(A :—hm/f)\—l—zn

T n—+0

Our scheme of the proof is as follows: in Lemma 2.2] we show that Vars,(z) = o(1) as n — oo, that
reduces the problem to finding the limit of the expectations Es,, := f,, then in the main body of the proof
(Lemma [2.3]) we show that for every convergent subsequence of (fy,)n, its limit satisfies (II1]), and finally,
the unique solvability of (LII]) in the class of the Stieltjes transforms of probability measures follows from
Lemma (2.1 below.

Lemma 2.1. (Solvability and uniqueness). Let o be a signed measure defined in Assumption 1. Then there
is a unique solution f of (ILI1l) in the class of Stieltjes transforms of the non-negative measures. Moreover,
limy, o0 1| f(in)| = 1, so that the corresponding to f measure N is a probability measure, N(R) = 1.

Proof. We show first that if f is the Stieltjes transform of a non-negative measure N then for any £ € R

14+ &f(2)17" < max{2, 4/¢]/|Sz[}. (2.1)
(Note also that for & > 0 we have a simpler bound |1 + £f(2)|™! < |z|/|Sz|, which follows from the
inequality 23 f(z) > 0.) To this end given £ € R define

Bei= {2 [l = 1¢l] [ (=27 tav o] < 172},

If z € E¢, we have |1 +£f(2)] > 1/2. If 2 ¢ Eg, by the Schwartz inequality [ |\ — 2| 72dN > 1/(2[¢])?
so that |1+ £f(2)] > [€]|Sz| [ |A — 2| 2dN > |Sz|/(4[¢]), and @2T)) follows.

By the conditions of the lemma we have

/d&({) =c¢; <oo and /\gl’da(g)y <oo, p=1,2,3. (2.2)
Note that [ |do(€)| is not necessarily finite, that is why it is better to rewrite (ILII]) in the form
£do(§)
2f(2) = =14+ f(z) — f(2)? | —2—,
(2 ) = 6 [ S
where now by @) — 22), [ |£(1 + £f(2)) " da(€)| is uniformly bounded in
2€Cpy={2€C:n=z>n} (2.3)
for some 79 > 0. In particular this allows to show that lim, ... n|f(in)] = 1. Next, if there are two

solutions f1, fo of this equation, than

E(fi+ fa +§f1f2)d0(§)>
(1+Ef)A+Ef)

where as it follows from 2.1)) — ([2.2)), if f; # f2 then the r.h.s. is uniformly bounded and the 1.h.s. tends
to infinity as z — oco. Hence f; = fy. The solvability of (III]) in the class of Stieltjes transforms of the
non-negative measures follows from the Banach fixed-point theorem. O

2(fi— f2) = (f1 — f2 c1 —

Let G(z) := (L, — 2I,,)7', z € C\ R, be the resolvent of £, so that s,, = n~! Tr G. Lemma 2.2 below
shows that the variance of s, tends to zero as n — oo, hence, by Chebyshev’s inequality the convergence
of (sp)n in probability follows from the convergence in means.



Lemma 2.2. (Self-averaging properties.) Under conditions of Theorem L2 we have uniformly in z € C,,
for big enough g

(i) Varn ' TrG(z) = O(n™"), and
(i1) sup Var Tr QsG(z) = O(n™ '), n — co.
B

Proof. Our proof is based on a standard martingale technique introduced in random matrix theory by
Girko (see [10] and [20]). For every 1 < o < m, introduce

LY=L, —Eayayl and GY(z) = (L2 — 2I,) 7L,

so that £, G do not depend on &, and y,. Applying the result of [I0], one can get

_ 1 2 4 an (2
Var n 1ﬁG(z)§FZEm(G—EaG)| SFZEm(G—G )7

(see also Lemma 3.2 [I7]), where by the resolvent identity
E| (G~ G)|" = E[¢a(G*Gya.ya)|” < EléalEllyall3/ns,

and (2.4) follows. Here we also used that as it follows from Assumptions 1,2, E|¢,[|? and E|y,|3 are
bounded. Similarly we have

Var Tr Q3G/(2) <4ZE\TrQﬁG GNP <4 ElePElyal31Qsl2, /1. (2.6)

and by (L9) we get ([2.5]). O

As it follows from Lemma (i), it remains to show that for every z € C\ R the expectations of
Sp, converge to f which solves (ILTI). Then since f is the Stieltjes transform of a non-negative measure
(which is in fact a probability measure due to the tightness of EN., ), Lemma 2] finishes the proof of
Theorem

Lemma 2.3. (Convergence in mean.) Let f, := Es, = n"'ETrG. Then for every z € C\R there exists
limy, o0 fn(2) =: f(2), and f satisfies (1.11).

Proof. Since |f,(z)| < |Sz|7!, there is a subsequence (fy,)n, and an analytic function f(z), z € C\ R,
such that (fy,;)n; converges to f uniformly on every compact set in C\R. Due to the uniqueness property
of analytic functions it suffices to consider domain C,, ([23) for some fixed ny > 0 which will be chosen
later, and to show that every convergent subsequence converges in C,, to a solution f of (L.II]).

Saving notation (f,), for a convergent subsequence, applying the resolvent identity, zG = —1+ GL,,
and a rank-one perturbation formula

£aG” yaya aG”

G-G*=— ,

(2.7)

we get

1 1 aGa arYa
an+1:—ZE£a GYOUYa):EZElf_g( (G?,ayy; )

(G%Ya,¥a) -~
/ Z 1+£(G” ya,ya)dan(@' 28)




By the conditions of the theorem we have

E(GQYOH Ya) = ETl“QaGa,
Var,(G“Ya,¥a) = 0(1), n — oo,

(2.9)

where in the first equality we can replace G* with G. Indeed, by the resolvent identity and (9] we have

[ETr Qu(G* = G)| = |[E£a(GQaGYa, Vo) < [Qalloplé] Tr Qu/ng = O(n™1),

(2.10)

(more precisely, [|ETr Qa(G* — G)d5,(€)] = o(1)), and we also used that E|ya|/?> = Tr Q. Hence,

introducing
fra i =ETrGQq,

and applying (LI0) we get

E(GQYOUY(J) = fn,oe + O(n_l) and f, = % Z fn,a + 0(1).

Using the above equalities we get

1 __1 E(fo—foa)  EG"Varya)
1+E(GYaya)  14Efn (1 TG Yaya) T+ £(G‘1ya,ya)> ot

where 2° = z — Exz. This and (2.8)) yield

fn
1+ &fn

_ 11 (GYa:¥a)®
fin = / 1+&fnm za: By g(Gaya,ya)dan(g)’

L+ &fum & 1+ &(GYa,Ya)

2fn+1= don(¢) + R, + R, + o(1),

By the Schwartz inequality E[(G%ya,ya)°| < (Var(G®ya,ya))'/?, where by (Z5) and 212)
Var(G%y.,ya) = EVar,(G%y,,ya) + Var Tr G*Q, = o(1).

Note that by (2.1),
1+ & fn(2)| 7" < max{2, 4/¢|/|Sz[}.

Also it follows from (7)) that (1 + £0(GYa,¥a)) !t =1 — £0(Gya,ya), hence,

1
11 +&(GYa,ya)l

< 1+ [Ellyall3/mo-
This and Assumption 2 allow to get
|R,| =0(1) and
B < 3 o= Jal S OAW2), where An(z) = mak|fualz) — fu(2)

(2.11)

(2.12)

(2.13)



and C' > 0 depends only on 7y. To finish the proof it remains to show that A, = o(1). Repeating all the

steps leading to (2.I1]) — (2.I3]) one can get

ga QaG“ YmYa)
Zfna+ Tt Qo = ZEl e Gy v (2.14)

/ Z QaG YOMYQ) dan(f)

1+ 5 GQYQH YQ)

. fn,a ~
where
o 1 n g(QaGﬁyB7YB)(GBYﬁ7YB)O ~ o
Fona = _/ L+ &fam ZB T T @iy nle) = ol (219

/ _ 1 E g(QaGﬁyﬁ7Y5)(fn,ﬁ - fn) ~ /
Rn,a - / 1 + gfn m ZB:E 1 + g(GBYBa}’B) dan(é), |Rn,a| S CAn(Z), (216)

and we used additionally that by (LI) ||Qallop = O(n™1). It follows from [ZII) and (ZI4) that

don(§)
1+ &fn

e = f) 4+ (L= TeQa) = (fua — f) / + R, — R, +o(1),

hence, using bounds for Rj, , and R;, and also (LI) we get

/5 iéf)

where C' > 0 is uniformly bounded in 79. Choosing 79 big enough one can get

- [

which implies 2C|fy.o — fn| < CAp(2) + o(1). Taking the maximum over a < m we get

|fna ful < CAw(2) +0(1),

> 2C,

Ap(z) =0(1), n — oc. (2.17)

This leads to R], = o(1) as n — oo and finishes the proofs of the lemma and of the theorem. O

3 Proof of Theorem [I.4]
Given r,d € N, let £,4 be defined in (1)) - (L2) and (L6):

ﬁrd _ Z ngYkZYkZTg ka — (}/});:1 — ((6jk . (5j[)Vkl)§:1 c er7
1<k<t<r

where (£g¢)1<k<i<, are iid copies of a 0/1 random variable £ = &, with P(¢ = 1) = p,, and (vF!)1 <1<,
are mutually independent normalized isotropic random vectors, EvFly kl =d~ 15a5, satisfying Assumption
1 and having norms uniformly bounded in r,

sup [V¥[3 < Cy

)



for some Cp > 0. Here for block vectors of the form X = (X;)7_; = (X]a)gi | we use Latin indexes to
count blocks and Greek indexes to count entries within a block. Let

QM — (Qu ‘ )T”d — Ry Ry kT — < YMYM)

Y, ..
.38 1,3,7,8=1 ij=1

By the definition of Y*¢,
1 r
ke
Q" = E((‘Sjk —850) (04 — 5zz)fd) it

so it has only four non-zero blocks (equal d='I;). To check the conditions of Theorem note first that
now

m=r(r—1)/2, n=rd, sothat lim mE§: lim pr;” =c/2=¢.

n—oo n r—oo 2

For any rd x rd block matrix D = (Dij):j:1 with d x d blocks Djj = (Dja.i5)% 51 we have

(DY* y*) = (DvF,v*),  where D = Dyy + Dgy — Dye — Da,

so that (LX) for Y** follows from (IEI) for v¥. Also it is easy to check that Tr Q** = 2 and

2 r
Q" = =I,i+ B4, where Bg=————((1-68;)4 ,
( 1<k§<;<r r(r—1)d < J )i,j:l

Qrq ==

and || B,q|lzs = o((rd)~'/?), r — oo, thus (II0) is fulfilled. The only condition of Theorem which is
not fulfilled is the first part of (L9)), namely, we have |Q*||,, = O(d™1) (instead of ||Q*||,p, = O((rd)~1)).
On the other hand, matrix Q** is very sparse and has only four non-zero blocks.

Hence we need to go through the proof of Theorem and check the places, where condition (L)
was used. There are three such places: Lemma (ii), (ZI0), and (2.I5) — ([216). As to Lemma 2.2 (ii),

we reprove it in Lemma B.J] below. Now we recall the main steps of the proof of Lemma [2.3] and check

R.10) and @15) — @.I6).

Similar to (2.8)), one can get

zfy +1=c¢ — Z E—, where App = 1+ (GFYR YH,
2 ey A

GM = (L4 — &Y YRT — 21,45)7 1. Tt is easy to show that
[Agel ™" [BAR| ™" < 1/(1 = 2Co /o).

We also have E(GF'Y* Y*) = E Tr Q¥G*¢. Similar to (2I0), here we can replace G** with G. Indeed,
since by the definition of Q,

(Q*X,Y) = dz Xpy — Xoy)(Yiy — Vi), VX, Y € R™, (3.1)

we have
‘E Tr QkZ(GkZ o G)‘ — ‘Efkg(QMGMYM,aYM)‘
1 _ _
= [E&ke D (GHY )y — (GHY ) (GY )y — (GYH)4y)
¥

4 -
E[Y*|3 = 0@™).

< =
= dn
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Thus
E(GHYH YM) = fLue+0(d™h),  fore = ETrQ¥G,

and repeating the steps leading to (28] — ([2.I6)), we get

2c
Zfr+ = 1+12f} +R;~+0(1)7 |R;~| < OAT(Z)7 Ar :Hliaéx|fr,ké_2fr|a
T )
and
2¢1 fr ke /
2= : R R 1
2 frke + 112/, + Ry e + Ry g +0(1),
9 d Gy Y i) Ao
Ry = —or™ o 45
1+2frr 1<i<j<r Aij
2¢c; d (QFGIYH YT
/ = - E - ij 2 *
T,kg 1 + 2][‘7‘ r 1<Z‘;<T AZJ (f?“7’l] fT’)
It follows from (B.I)) that for any X € R
. 1
(Qk£X7 YZ]) = [5214: =+ 52'( ]k‘ — E Z Xk'Y X(»Y
v

Hence instead of the double sums over i,j in the expressions above we have single sums over i or over
j. This and the boundedness of v¥/ and A4;; allows to treat R, s and R. ., similar to (2.I5) — (Z106) and
then to show that R, ., R), , = o(1) and to get the equation for fz = lim f, (see (L3)).

It remains to prove

Lemma 3.1. Var Tr Q*G = o(1), r — oc.
Proof. We have (see (2.6) and (31])

Var Tr Q"G <4) E|TrQ¥(GY - G))> =4 El§;(QMGIY Y, GYY)P?

1<j 1<j
- 53 F

Eij Z (GTY )y — (GIY ) ) (YY) gy — GV )|
1<j

where

7 e G o @ | < g S BBV 1@

1<j z<]

2d2E Z Z &l (GY V),

v i<y

and by the definition of £,; and the resolvent identity,

> EGGY TP = & ([CYIYIT Gy iy = (GLraG ) ky oy = (GG + L)) yhy = O(1).

1<J 1<j

This finishes the proof of the lemma. O
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4 Adjacency matrices. Proof of Theorem

The scheme of the proof is essentially the same as in the case of Laplacian £,.;. The main difference is
that here for every vector X** in the definition of A,q (see (LG)) there are two terms containing this
vector, XF X T and Xt XFT o that in order to separate this vector from the rest we need to apply the
rank one perturbation formula twice. Also it is convenient to consider first a more general model without
block structure. We have

Theorem 4.1. Given n,m € N, consider an n x n matriz A, =3, €a(XaYL + yaxl), where

(1) (), are iid copies of a 0/1 random variable § = &, with P(§ = 1) = py,
(ii) Tpn — c1 >0 as n — oo (without loss of generality we assume that Zp, = c1),

(i1) (Xa)as (Ya)a C R™ are two sets of mutually independent random vectors such that ||x4 |3 < Co,
lvall3 < Co for some Co > 0 and for all deterministic matrices D = D,, with ||D||,, = 1 we have (cf

(L3))
sup  Var(Du,v) =o(1), n— oo.
U,Ve(xouya)a

(iv) matrices Q% 1= Ex,x., QY := Ey,yL, and Q™ := Ex,yL = Q¥"*T have the operator norms
of order O(n™1) and

sip [ TrQa — 1] = o(1),
Qa€(Q**,QV%)q

(v) for every n x n matrices Ky, Ko we have

1 1 1
— 3 TrQ™K Tr QY Ky = — Tr K1~ Tr Ky,
m o n n

(vi) matriz Q™Y := (% > |Q;.”]?J°‘|)i7j satisfies |Q%Y| s = o(n=1/2).

Then as n — oo the empirical spectral distributions N 4, converge in probability to a non-random
probability measure N 4 which Stieltjes transform f is uniquely determined by the equation

2f3 4 (1 —2¢)f? —2f—1=0 (4.1)
in the class of Stieltjes transforms of non-negative measures.

Remark 4.2. A more general case corresponding to £, satisfying Assumption 2 contains more pure
technical details and we do not treat it here, but we strongly believe that following essentially the same
scheme one can prove that in this case f solves the equation

§do(§)
1_¢2f2
Proof. Following the scheme of the proof of Theorem note first that the proof of the analog of

Lemma 211 is trivial in this case and the proof of the analog of Lemma is essentially the same.
Thus we only need to prove the convergence in mean (cf Lemma 23]). To this end introduce

Ay = An — Ca(xaya +Yaxh) and GO(2) = (A7 - 2L) 7,

2f = —1—2f2

where z € C,;, for a big enough 79. Given an n x n symmetric matrix K, applying twice ([2.7) we get

(KGaXou Y(x)(l + fa(GQXOHYOc)) - gg(KGQYOmYOc)(GaXayxa)

KG arYa) =
( YooY ) (1+§o¢(Gaxo¢7YOz))2 —fi(Ga}’ayyO)(GO‘Xa,Xa)

. (4.2)
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It follows from the resolvent identity, (ii) and ([4.2]) with K = I, that

an( ZEga GXayYa)

2Cl ZE G XouYa 1 + (Gaxou}’a)) - (Ga}"om}’a)(Gaxayxa)
1 + Gaxoe YQ)) - (Ga}’ay}"oe)(Gaxaaxa)

261 ZEl + (G*%4,Ya)

=2 — — o
(6%
2¢1 <~ 1+ ETrQ*veGe
=20 - — ) B4 + Ry, (4.3)

where

Aq (1 + (Gaxon ya))2 - (GQYaa Ya)(GaXaa Xa)a

201 Z 1 E(l + (Gaxaaya))Ag.

o EA, Aa

Applying (iii) and an analog of Lemma [3.1] (ii), one can show that

1
[Aal = 5 = 3Co/m; > 0,

VarA, = o(1), (see also (2.12))) and

EA, = (1 + ETrQ®°G%)? — ETr Q*™G°E Tr QY“G* + o(1),

where with the help of (iv) G® can be replaced with G' with an error term of order O(n™1) (cf (2I0)) so
that
EA, = (1+ETrQ™*G)? — fi® fi* + o(1),

and we use notations

fpe=ETrQ*™G, f!*=ETrQ"'G.
By (iv) and (vi), | Tr Q"*G| = O(1) and

1 Yo x x
T QG < 3D QY IG | < Q% sl Cllas = o). (44)
[e% %7
Hence R, = o(1) and
201 1
zfn+1—2cl——zl_fmfya o(1).

It follows from (v) that m™1Y"  f¥@f¥* = f2 hence,

2
2fn+1=2c; — — + R, + o(1), (4.5)
where
;o 2c1 x~ RO - f2
Rn - 1 _ f2 Z fmafya ’ (46)
2
Rl < oA A= max([ 7 = ful + 1S3 = fal).
no(1 =g ") a
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[t remains to show that A,, = o(1). To this end we treat similarly f** (and f4) and applying ([£2]) with
K = Q" we get

(nQ**G’x4,y5)(1 + (G"x5,¥5)) — (anGBYBaYB)(GBXmXB)‘

2
NEIRE NP o) )
B

Note that ||nQ"*||,p, = O(1), hence repeating steps leading to (A.5) — (£.0) and applying (v), one can get

- ca 201 En Tr Q"QYPGE Tr Q*°G
Infn
—2c1 1= 72 + R' +0(1), (4.7)
where
oL B TQUQUGU I 1)
n,Q 1 — 1_ fﬁﬁfr?{ﬁ )
2

ol G

Now subtracting (A7) from (LI and using (iv) one can show that A, = o(1) (cf(ZI7)). Thus

2fut1=— 20”;22 +o(1),
which leads to (4I]) and finishes the proof of Theorem (.11 0
Proof of Theorem [I.3. Now we have
Ay = Z CuXFOXOT XM (5jkvkz)?:17 (4.8)

1<k£0<r

so that in terms of Theorem [

Z Z m=r(r—1)/2, n=rd, ¢; =¢/2, xq=X" yo=X% k<,
o 1<k<t<r

and the analogs of Q* and Q*¥* are given by
QFF .= EXFEXRT — A~ (0idela)i =1, Tr Q" =1, and
Q" = EXHXT — a1 (66501a)f, -1
We suppose that (v¥*).-, have uniformly bounded norms, so let Co > 0 be such that ||v¥||2 < Cj for
every k < £.
Checking the conditions of Theorem ET] note first that (iii) follows from the definition of X** and

conditions for v¥*. As to (v-vi), these conditions are not fulfilled with >, =3, _,, but since in X)) we
have 3, ., by the definitions of Q" we get the following analogs of (v-vi):

ZT QFF K = dTrK and

(vi) Q™ |lgs = O((rVad)™?), where QF,:= QDQW
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Thus again the only condition which is not fulfilled is the first part of (iv), because now ||Q**||,p, [|Q*|lop =
O(d™') (instead of O((rd)~1)). On the other hand, matrices (Q**);, are “orthogonal” up to normalisation:

QFFQPt = éaka“, and also QM XPl = é&kpx’“, (4.9)

thus in the corresponding places of the proof we have single sums instead of double sums. This allows to
repeat the proof of Theorem [l with slight modifications and to get first
14+ (GkZXké Xﬁk)

1
frtl=— D E&u(GXH, Xy =c— — Z ¥ , (4.10)
P, kAt ke

where

Ay = (1 + (GMXM’XM))2 o (GMXM,XM)(GMXM,XM).

Since for any matrix B, |(Bv*,vF)| < Cy||B|op, we have

Var Ay, < C(n) r%aex{Var(G’“X’“, XY, Var(GF xR Xk (4.11)

where we use notation C(ng) for every positive function uniformly bounded in 7y — oo,
C(no) =0(1), no — oo.
It follows from Assumption 1 and Lemma [.3] below that

Var(GF X* X%) = EVar, (GF X, X%*) + Var Tr Q*G** = o(1), and
Var(GF X* X*) = EVar, (GF X, X*) 4+ Var Tr Q**G** = o(1), (4.12)

(cf (£I1)), hence, VarAyy = o(1), r — oo. Also similar to ([£4)) one can show that the terms containing
E(GF XM, X%) = Tr Q*G** do not contribute to the limit. It follows from above that

Zfr +1= 2 Z fkkfgg (1)

=c— 1_f2+R'+0() (4.13)
where
fF=ETrQ"G =d" ) EGr % > =,
Y k
and
R, = - kakfa ; IR,| < C(no)Ar, A= — 1t
T f2 7,2 f’f’“f“ ’ rl = 770) T r m?X|fr fr |

Using (.9) — (@I0), similar to (7)) one can get for every ¢ <r

2f141 =) BGu(QUGXM, X)) = ZEgkq GX*, xk) (4.14)
ke k¢q
c 1 c
=c— ;Zil_fkquq +o(1) = e = Ty + Rl +o(L),
k£q r r r Jr
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where |R}| < C(no)A,. Hence,
Cfr( ;“Iq B fr)
- qufr)(l - fg)

and choosing 7y big enough we get similar to (ZI7) Al = o(1), which leads to (2I1]). To finish the proof
of Theorem [[.4] it remains to prove the following statement, which is an analog of Lemma [3.1] (see also

Lemma 2.2)).

Lemma 4.3. Let V, := max;<j ¢<, Var Tr Q"G. Then 'V, = o(1) as r — oo.

2(fr — 29 =1 + R, — Rl +o(1),

Proof. Note that the simple trick based on the resolvent identity, which we have used in the last line of
the proof of Lemma [3.1] to get reed of the double sum over 4, j, does not work here. So we will go another
way.

For every ¢ < r, it follows from (£I4]) that

zVar Tr QG =zE Tr Q1G(Tr Q1G)°

_ é S By (GXF, XY (Tr QUG + R, (4.15)
k#q

where z° = z — Ez and

R, = é 37 Bty (GX™, X0)(Tr QU(G — G))°.
k#q
We have

|TH QUG — G = £, (QUGH X, GX) 4 (QUGHI X TX )| < 2QW |, [V 0¥ 3 /78 = O(d™),
hence, R, = O(d~!). Also, we have
Var Tr Q4G = Var Tr QUG* + O(d™1).
Applying (£.2]), one can continue (£.I5) and get similar to ([AI0)

(GRaxka, X 14))(Tr QUG

c 1+
zVar Tr QUG - g

kg A
B _E Z E(ququ, qu)(Tr QqqakQ)o
= Bk
kq vkq qk qq—kq °A°
N 1 O @XM XN QUGTN A, ) ey
T P EAkq Akq ' '

Since by the Schwartz inequality

[BGHXH, XP)(Tr QG| = [BTr QMG (Tr QG ™))
< (VarTr ququ)l/z(Var Tr Qqukq)1/2 <V, +0(d™),
we have ]T,gl)\ < C(no)Vi +O(d™1). Tt follows from (EII]) — (£12) that VarAg, <V, + o(1). This and
the Schwartz inequality allows to get

(T3] < Cno) Vi (max Var Agg)'/* < C(no) Vi + o(1),

q
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Summarising we get from for every ¢ < r

no Var Tr Q4G < C(no)V; + o(1).

Similar, one can show that 19 Var Tr Q?¥*G < C(ny)V;. + o(1) for every k,q. Hence, taking maximum over
k,q, we get ngV, < C(no)V, + o(1), where C(ng) remains bounded as 19 — oco. Thus choosing 7y big
enough we get V. = 0(1) as r — oo. This finishes the proof of the lemma and the proof of Theorem[[.5l O
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