2103.05402v1 [math.PR] 9 Mar 2021

arxXiv

Quantitative CLT for linear eigenvalue statistics of Wigner matrices

Zhigang Bao* Yukun He'
HKUST University of Ziirich
mazgbao@ust.hk yukun.he@math.uzh.ch

In this article, we establish a near-optimal convergence rate for the CLT of linear eigenvalue sta-
tistics of Wigner matrices, in Kolmogorov-Smirnov distance. For all test functions f € C°(R), we
show that the convergence rate is either N=1/2+¢ or N—=1+¢ depending on the first Chebyshev co-
efficient of f and the third moment of the diagonal matrix entries. The condition that distinguishes
these two rates is necessary and sufficient. For a general class of test functions, we further identify
matching lower bounds for the convergence rates. In addition, we identify an explicit, non-universal
contribution in the linear eigenvalue statistics, which is responsible for the slow rate N—1/2+¢ for
non-Gaussian ensembles. By removing this non-universal part, we show that the shifted linear
eigenvalue statistics have the unified convergence rate N —11¢ for all test functions.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

In Random matrix Theory (RMT), there are various limiting laws about the fluctuations of eigenvalue
statistics. However, most of these laws were derived in the limiting form without a quantitative description
on the speed of the weak convergence. In this paper, we will establish a near-optimal convergence rate of
the CLT for the linear eigenvalue statistics, in Kolmogorov-Smirnov distance, for a fundamental Hermitian
random matrix model, Wigner matrix, whose definition is detailed below.

Definition 1.1 (Wigner matrix). Let hq be a real random variable, and h, be a complex random variable.
They satisfy

Ehg =Eh, =0, Elh/*=1 and Elho|? +E|hg/’ < C,
for all fired p € Ny. We set

as 1= Ehi , as = Ehz and my ‘= E|ho|4 .

N

A Wigner matriz is a Hermitian matric H = (Hij)i,j:1 € CNXN with independent upper triangular

entries Hij(1 <1< j < N), and

Hiighd/\/ﬁ, Hijgho/\/ﬁ, Vi <j.

We distinguish the real symmetric case (8 = 1), where h, € R and H;; = Hj;, from the complex Hermitian
case (B =2), where h, € C, Eh? =0 and Hj; = H;;. Set s4=my+ 3 — 4.

For a test function f: R — R, the linear eigenvalue statistic (LES) of H is defined as

where A\ > Ao > ... > Ay are the ordered eigenvalues of H.
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1.1. Reference review on non-quantitative and quantitative CLTs for LES. The CLT for LES
of Wigner matrices is a classical result in RMT; see e.g. [41, 47, 3, 4, 8, 9, 35, 36, 45]. It states that for
test functions f satisfying certain regularity assumptions and Var Tr f(H) > ¢ > 0, we have

Trf(H)—ETrf(H)

4 N(0,1). 1.1
Var(Trf(H)) —NOD 1)

Differently from the classical CLT for sum of i.i.d. order 1 random variables, a prominent feature of CLT
for LES is that Var(Trf(H)) is order 1 for sufficiently regular f. This is essentially due to the strong
correlation among eigenvalues. Similar results have been obtained also for sample covariance matrices
[2, 34], deformed Wigner matrices [30, 13], random band matrices [1, 22, 46, 40, 28], heavy tailed matrices
[6], polynomials in random matrices [42, 43, 11], random matrices on compact groups [31, 16, 14], Hermite
beta ensembles [32, 15], and also non-Hermitian random matrices [44, 10]. We also refer to the references
in these papers for related study.

The convergence rate is a natural question following the CLT, which provides a quantitative description
of the weak convergence. A quantitative CLT is especially important in applications, since in reality the
random matrices often have a large but given size N, and the limiting laws may be achieved in a rather
slow rate so that it may deviate significantly from the law for the non-asymptotic system of size N. In
the context of RMT, most of the references mentioned above provide non-quantitative CLTs only. To the
best of our knowledge, the first few works in this direction is on the random matrices on compact groups
[16, 48, 31]. Especially, in [31], a super-exponential rate of convergence O(N ~Y), in Kolmogorov-Smirnov
distance, was obtained for the circular unitary ensembles, and an exponential rate O(e~“") was obtained
for the circular real and quaternion ensembles. Such fast rates are essentially due to the Gaussian nature
of the circular ensembles. In contrast, the study of the convergence rate of LES for Hermitian ensembles,
emerged only very recently. We also refer to [17, 33, 12] for related studies on circular ensembles. In [37],
the authors considered the LES of the S-ensembles with one-cut potentials and established a convergence
rate of CLT, in quadratic Kantorovich distance. In [7], the authors studied the convergence rate of LES
for the models GUE/LUE/JUE, in Kolmogorov-Smirnov distance; in particular, they obtained a rate of
O(N~1/5) for GUE. Both the work [37] and [7] considered the invariant ensembles and the results do not
seem to be optimal in general. Furthermore, the approaches used in [37] and [7] are more analytical than
probabilistic, which are both based on the explicit formulas for the joint probability density functions of
the eigenvalues.

In this work, we establish a near-optimal rate for the CLT of LES, for the non-invariant ensemble,
Wigner matrices, via a more probabilistic approach. Observe that, in two toy cases, f(x) = x and
f(x) = 22, the statistic Trf(H) is simply the sum of ¢; N and caN? independent random variables,
respectively. Therefore, according to the Berry-Esseen bound for the classical CLT of sum of independent
random variables with third moments, we can easily conclude that the convergence rate of LES is of order
N-1Y2 or N~! when f(x) =z or f(x) = 22, respectively. From these toy examples, we can raise the
following questions

Question 1: Do the rates O(N~2) and O(N~!) also apply to general test functions?

Question 2: Are O(N~2) and O(N~1) the best possible convergence rates, i.e., can one obtain match-
ing lower bounds?

Question 3: If the answers to the previous questions are positive, what is the necessary and sufficient
condition for the rate to be O(N~1)?

This paper answers these three questions. The main results will be detailed in Section 1.2, and the
proof strategy and novelties will be stated in Section 2.

1.2. Main result. Our aim is to provide a quantitative rate for the convergence (1.1), or its variant with
ETrf(H) and Var(Trf(H)) replaced by their estimates. Recall the Kolmogorov-Smirnov distance of two
real random variables X and Y

AX,)Y) :=sup|P(X <z) -PY < z)|.
z€R
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We shall always use Z to denote the standard Gaussian random variable A(0,1). For k € N and a real

test function g which is integrable w.r.t. to the weight function \/ﬁ on [—2,2], we set

1 (7 2 (! dz
Ji== 2 cosf k0do = = 20) Ty (2) — 1.2
=z [ a2cost)coskoar = 2 [ ganmiin) (12
where Tj(z) = cos(kcos™ ) is the k-th Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind. Hence, ¢ can be
regarded as the k-th coefficient of the Fourier-Chebyshev expansion of ¢g(2x),x € [—1,1]. Further, let
fif,0% be as in (3.5), (3.6) below. For any fixed v € R, we define

1
7= 0h ot ey~ PP and 2,

Tr f(H) — py — 3ve] Tr H
Of~

We shall regard %c{ TrH and Tr f(H) — %c{ Tr H as the diagonal part and the off-diagonal part of
Tr f(H), respectively. In the shifted LES Zy ,, we subtract vy-portion of the diagonal part from Trf(H).
In particular, when v = 0, we have the original LES, while when v = 1, we have the pure off-diagonal
part. Our main finding is that the diagonal part and the off-diagonal have different convergence rates
towards Gaussian in general, and thus it is expected that the convergence rate of Zy , depends on (1 —+).
The dependence is nevertheless more subtle in the sense two more factors will determine the convergence
rate together with 1 — . To state our result, we first introduce the following notation.

(1.3)

0 if (1—A4)cJER3 =0

. (1.4)
1 otherwise.

X=Xy, f,H) = {
Since the result for linear function f(z) = az + b follows from the classical Berry-Esseen bound directly,
we exclude this trivial case from our discussion. We may now state our main theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let f € C°(R) be independent of N and suppose that f is not linear. For any fived > 0,
there exists fized Cy . > 0 such that

A(Z),2) < O (XNTH2H5 4 N=14m)

Remark 1.3. (i) Theorem 1.2 provides a positive answer for Question 1. It shows that up to an N*
factor, the rates O(N~2) and O(N~1) apply to general test functions.

(ii) From the definition of X in (1.4), the conditions to have the rate O(N ') is three-fold. First, the
bad rate O(Nfl/Q) comes from the diagonal part %c{ Tr H of the LES. Once we fully subtract this term
from Tr f(H), i.e. when v = 1, the remaining part of the LES will have a unified O(N =) convergence
rate.

Second, in case v # 1 but the test function f satisfies c{ =0, the rate is again O(N~Y%). Especially,
it recovers the rate for Trf(H) in the toy case f(z) = x°.

Third, if v # 1 and c{ # 0, the diagonal part %c{ Tr H will play a role in the LES. The object
Tr H, is simply a sum of i.i.d. random variable, and in general it has a slow convergence rate O(N_l/Q)
towards Gaussian distribution. This is true even if Eh3 = 0, as it is easy to check the case when
P(hq = 1) = P(hg = —1) = 3. However, Theorem 1.2 shows that if Eh} = 0, the convergence rate of
our shifted LES will still degenerate to O(N~**%). This is due to the fact that the Gaussianity of the
off-diagonal distribution Trf(H)— %c{ TrH can further smooth out the difference between the distribution
of %c{ TrH and Gaussian, as long as Eh3 = 0. This does not happen in case f(x) = ax + b, due to the
absence of the off-diagonal part.

(iii) As we shall see in Remark 1.6 below, the condition X = 0 for the rate to be O(N~1) is necessary
and sufficient for gemeral test function f. This answers Question 3.

In order to verify the optimality of our upper bound for the convergence rate. In the sequel, we present
a companion result on the lower bound. Let us denote

5 = Tr f(H) — 3ve] Tt H - ETr f(H)
Y T :
\/Var(Tr f(H) - %70{ Tr H)




For the lower bound of the convergence rate, we study the above quantity with mean 0 and variance 1,
instead of Z¢  in (1.3). Otherwise, one needs to exclude the possibility that the bias of the centralization
or the scaling may be responsible for the lower bound of the convergence rate. Since our lower bound is
mainly used to confirm that our upper bound is near-optimal, we do not aim for the lightest assumptions
for the matrix and the test function in this part. We will further make the following additional assumptions
in order to simplify the discussion.

Assumption 1.4. We make the following additional assumptions on H and f:

(i) (on H) In addition to the basic assumptions in Definition 1.1, we further assume that the diagonal
entries and off-diagonal entries of H match those of GOE (8 =1) or GUE ( = 2) up to the second and
fourth moments respectively.

(ii) (on f) We assume that f(z) : R — R is analytic in a neighborhood of [—2 —e,2 + €| for some fized
e >0, and we further assume that f does not grow faster than polynomials when |x| — oo.

For any test function f, we introduce the notation

1
[y(z) = f(z) — §'yc{z.

Further, define

1
r{” = g(C{V)BEhg,

and
f - ; ; f b
Tyl = Z (¥ +1) (Cﬁ1a+07'y+2¢+2Ca‘YJrﬁJrlcw’zi-a-‘rl + oy CBL 0ot By ot 24
a,B,v,0,4=0

fof f 3 5k
o cﬁlacv’z‘ra-l-lca’zrﬁ*’YJraJr?dNrB) + 5027 (Cl’Y )264(hd)’

where ¢} is defined in (1.2) and here we also set ¢/, = ¢} for k € N.
Theorem 1.5. Suppose that Assumption 1.4 holds. We have
EZ}. = (Var(Tr fo(H))) "2 (=17 N~2 7' N1 + O(N2). (1.5)
As a consequence, for any fized k > 0, we have
A(Z1n,2) 2 Cp o (InD INT25 4 N 10) (1.6)
for some constant C}ﬁ, when N is sufficiently large.

Remark 1.6. Observe that r{” = £(1 —7)3(0{)3Eh3. Apparently, we can replace r{” by X in (1.4) when

f is not linear. Hence, our lower bound matches the upper bound (up to N*¥) in case r{w % 0. Further,
rgv is nonzero in general. For instance, if f(x) = Ty(5), the k-th Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind,

it is easy to check T{” =0andry = T2f = %kg + %k if k is even and k > 4. In this case, our lower bound
also matches the upper bound (up to an N** factor). As a result, Theorem 1.5 gives a positive answer
for Question 2, that O(Nfé) and O(N~1) are indeed the best possible convergence rates in general. In
addition, it also shows that X = 0 is a necessary and sufficient condition for the general linear statistics
Tr f(H) to converge to Gaussian with speed O(N~1Y), which answers Question 3, up to an N*~ factor.

Remark 1.7. We remark here that our discussion on lower bound can be extended to general setting
without the moment matching condition in Assumption 1.4 (i), and the regularity assumption on f in
(ii) can also be largely weakened. However, on one hand, the calculation and presentation under more
general assumptions will be much more involved, and on the other hand, the result under more general
assumptions will not be too much more informative for the purpose of checking the optimality of our upper
bound. Hence, in order to simplify the presentation, we are not trying to optimize the conditions in the
lower bound part.



Organization. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide an outline of our proofs,
with a highlight on heuristics and novelties. In Section 3, we state some preliminaries including known
estimates or basic notions for the subsequent sections. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of our main result,
Theorem 1.2, based on Proposition 4.2, Lemma 4.3, and Proposition 4.4. Proposition 4.2 and Lemma
4.3 will be proved in Section 7 and Appendix B, respectively. The main technical result, Proposition 4.4,
will be proved in Sections 5 and 6. In Section 8, we prove the lower bound, i.e., Theorem 1.5. Some other
technical results are proved in the appendices.

Notations and Conventions. Throughout this paper, we regard NV as our fundamental large parame-
ter. Any quantities that are not explicit constant or fixed may depend on N; we almost always omit the
argument N from our notation. We use ||A|| to denote the operator norm of a matrix A and use ||u|2
to denote the L2-norm of a vector u. We use ¢ to denote some generic (small) positive constant, whose
value may change from one expression to the next. Similarly, we use C' to denote some generic (large)
positive constant. For A € C, B > 0 and parameter a, we use A = O4(B) to denote |A| < C,B with
some positive constant C, which may depend on a.

Acknowledgment. We would like to thank Xiao Fang and Gaultier Lambert for helpful discussion.

2. HEURISTICS, PROOF STRATEGY, AND NOVELTIES

In this section, we provide an outline of our proofs, with a highlight on the heuristics and novelties.
Our starting point is the Helffer-Sjostrand formula in Lemma 3.12, which allows us to rewrite the LES
into

1 0 - 2
wep(m) = [ LRGN,

™

where G(z) := (H —z)~! is the Green function, (¢) := £ —E¢ (c.f. (3.1)), and f is the almost-holomorphic
extension of f defined in (4.2) below.

Decomposition into diagonal and off-diagonal parts. The first key observation is that the LES
can be decomposed into two parts, which rely on the diagonal and off-diagonal entries of H, respectively.
In general, these two parts have different convergence rates towards Gaussian. More precisely, let H=
((1 = 6;5)Hij)n,n be the off-diagonal part of H and G(z) = (H — 2z)* be its Green function. By
Proposition 4.2, one can approximately write

(Trf(H)) = / TrG( )) +m/(2) Tr H)d?z + Error
= —/ — f(2)TrG(z )>d22+101 Tr H + Error = :Z, + 1c{TrHJrError,

where m(z) and ¢/ are defined in (3.4) and (1.2) respectively. From the classical Berry-Esseen bound,
one knows that Tr H approaches Gaussian with a rate O(N~1/2) in general. On the other hand, Z, is
contributed “equally” by O(N?) independent random variables, which makes it possible to expect for a
convergence rate of O(N~1). Heuristically, by Schur complement, the leading part of (é”> is proportional
to the centered quadratic form xj@(i)xi — %Tr@(i), where z; is the i-th column of H with H;; removed,
and GO = (H® — )=, Here H® is the minor of H with i-th row and column crossed out It is known
from [20, 21] that a single quadratic form itself is already close to Gaussian up to a O( ) Kolmogorov-
Smirnov distance. Summing up NV such quadratic forms may then further reduce this dlstance to O( N).
This indicates the faster rate for Z,.

The above heuristic reasoning motivates us to consider the shifted LES Z;, in (1.3). When v =1
or c{ = 0, the leading contribution of the diagonal part of H to Zy . is removed, and one expects the
convergence rate O(N1). In case (1 —~)¢] # 0 but Eh3 = 0, the mechanism for gaining a N~! rate
is a bit more subtle. Nevertheless, one can compare this case with the toy model Z + Tr H, where Z
is a Gaussian random variable that can be regarded as a replacement of the off-diagonal part up to a
N~ error in distribution. A simple estimate of the characteristic function for this toy model leads to
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the dependence of the convergence rate on Eh3. For the above reasons, we introduce the parameter X in
(1.4), which identifies that the slow convergence rate comes from the diagonal part of H.

Near-optimal estimate of the off-diagonal part. The previous heuristic reasoning gives the
correct prediction, it is nevertheless highly nontrivial to carry out rigorously. Especially, the entries éii’s
are correlated, there is no obvious evidence that summing up N of them can reduce convergence rate
by \/Lﬁ By Esseen’s inequality Lemma 3.13, in order to obtain the fast convergence of the off-diagonal
part Z,, the main step of our proof is to compute the characteristic function ¢ (t) := Eexp(itZ,) up to a
precision of O<(N 1) for all t € [0, N1~¢]. More precisely, we need to show that

—o2t?

) — s
for all t € [0, N'7¢]. In order to do this, we shall show that 1) satisfies the differential equation
V() = (—oFt +b(®)w(t) + ().

The main difficulty lies at obtaining optimal estimate for the error terms b(t), £(t), namely

) <cn

12 t+1
S(t) =< T

for all ¢ € [0, N'7¢]. Let us define the operator {-},, = {-},..s as in (5.2) below, such that ¢/(t) =
{iE(Tr G) exp(itZ,)}. Our starting point is

E(Tr G) explitZ,) = 3 E[HyGifexp(itZ,))]

2%

(2.1)

and we expand the RHS to get a self-consistent equation, using the cumulant expansion formula in Lemma
3.2. By doing so, we will arrive at

Sk+1 1 + O%(Gjilexp(itZ,)))
V) = —ojb(0) T op (0 + 2 { Kl N(k+1)/2 e B omE error
k>2 i ij

::—0]201/)( )Jraflz/) +Z£k+error

k>2

1 27r2 / uC 7$2 )2'

The term ailz/J(t) shall cancel the leading term in £3. From a straightforward computation, it can be
proved, as previously in [38] that

Ly, + a0 19(t) = O (1+ [t°)/VN,

where sp’s are defined in (5.1) and

which is sub-optimal, especially when ¢ approaches N. In order to get the sharp estimate (2.1), we need a
much more careful treatment of £j. By the differential rule (5.4) and local laws on Green function entries
(c.f. Theorem 3.7, Lemmas 3.9 and 3.10), it will be seen that one of the term in £; which is difficult to
estimate is of the form
tk SN ~ ~ ,

NG {Z EG(21)i (G*(22))ji -+ (G* (2h41)) i eXp(Hon)}k+1

0.

t A A2 A2 :
. {Z B (@) i ewntZ) |
0.
~ tk

N(E+D/2 {Z EG (21)i5( ( 2))ji (GQ(ZkH))ji} P(t) =Ly + O< (W) (1),

k+1
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where Z:J = > iz; (cf. (3.2)) and in the last step we used Lemma 3.10 to estimate the off-diagonal
entries of the Green functions and Lemma 5.1 for the integral. As k£ > 2, and we have the crucial condition
t < N'7¢, we see that
tk t2
O< (W) “P(t) = O< (N) (1)

as desired. Hence it remains to show L ; = O<(t*N=%) = O (tN~1). By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
it suffices to prove

2

Lin = E{Z*<@<Z1>ij<@2<@>>ﬂ - <@2<zk+1>>ﬂ>} = O (NHHY). (2.2)

i k1

A direct application of Lemma 3.10 only leads to Lx2 = O (N~*3), and thus we need to gain an
additional factor of N=2. In order to achieve this, we need to exploit the smallness induced by the
centering operator “(-)” in Ly 2. Such a mechanism of gaining additional smallness will be referred to as
fluctuation averaging of the off-diagonal entries ( of the Green function) in the sequel.

Fluctuation averaging of the off-diagonal entries of the Green function. The fluctuation
averaging of the diagonal entries of the Green function is well-understood by the local law. For instance,
by Lemma 3.9, one can show that

2

E{Z*<a(zl)u(é2(z2))u c (@2(zk+1))”>} = O<(1) : (2-3)

3 k+1

On the other hand, fluctuation averaging for the off-diagonal entries of the Green function has not been
fully studied in the literature. To prove (2.2), let us denote

Vi o= { 3 G @ )+ @i}

ij k1

and the leading contribution of E(Yy41)? is contained in

{ZZ HaGl(21)15(G (22)) 1 '(62(2k+1))jz} (Yiy1)

I#i 1, k+1
_ Sn+1 G(21)1j(G?(22))ji - (G (2k41))50)
B Z n! N(n+1>/2 Z Z { oy (Yit1)
nz=1 l#i 1, k+1
— (n Sn+1 oG (Zl)ly( 2(22))jz' ce (@2(zk+1))jz’) 0" (Yit1)
Y (M) s e = :
n>1r=1 r n! N( +1)/2 I#i i,j Hil aI{’Ll k+1
DI D Y-l
n>1 n>1

where we expand the LHS of above via Lemma 3.2. By repeatedly applying the cumulant expansion
formula to ES), one can express it as a sum of two types of terms. The first type of terms contain enough
off-diagonal Green function entries so that they can be neglected directly by applying the local laws in
Theorem 3.7, Lemmas 3.9 and 3.10, thanks to the smallness of off-diagonal Green function entries. The
other type of terms contain no off-diagonal entry except for those in the second (Yj11) factor. Thanks
to the elementary fact E&(Yit1) = E(£)(Yi41) for any word & in diagonal Green function entries, we can
apply the fluctuation averaging of diagonal entries such as (2.3). This mechanism will then be enough to
bound E%l)

The terms in ng) are more complicated, as the centering of Yjy is destroyed by the derivatives. We
are then forced to deal with the joint behavior of two Yj41. For example, one of the leading terms in
£§2) is of the form

%Z*Z*E{ (@2(22))3‘1' - (G (Zh41))ji (6(2’1)@(Z’kw))uj@(2k+2)ivé2(zk+3)w o (G?(22042) uo }2k+2

i, u,v
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and by Lemma 3.10, the above can only be estimated by O~ (N~*+2), which means we are still in short
by a factor N=1. In order to exploit extra smallness for this types of terms, we identify several special
cases for the monomials of the Green functions in Section 6.1 below. More specifically, we will introduce
the notion of lone factor, which is an off-diagonal Green function entry éij whose index (7,j) is not
shared by the other entries in the monomial. Heuristically, a lone factor is weakly correlated with the
other Green function entries in the monomial and thus it can bring additional smallness when one apply
expectation to the monomial. We then further discuss the case when there are two lone factors (A?ij, éuv
with {4, 7} N{u, v} = 0 or the case there is a trio CAv'ij, @iu, Gy with distinet 7, u,v. We prove the improved
estimates for these cases, which finally enable us to conclude (2.2). The heuristics of the lone factor and
related notions are explained in Remark 6.4 below.

Observe that the size of a sum of monomials in Green function entries essentially depends on a few
key parameters. For instance, first, if an index shows up exactly twice in the monomial, the sum over
such an index will reduce the number of terms by N. Second, each off-diagonal Green function entry

can contribute an ﬁ factor due to the local law. Third, since we will need to work in the regime

n=Imz 2> N1 due to the assumption f € C°(R), we also need to monitor the power of !, which
may contribute additional N-factors. There are several other factors crucial for the estimate, such as
the t-factor which may be large since we are working with ¢ € [0, N!=¢]. Therefore, we will introduce a
uniform bookkeeping system to keep tracking on the evolution of the above key parameters during the
cumulant expansions. We refer to the notion abstract polynomial and its key parameters in Section 5.2
for details.

The lower bound. Finally, in order to obtain a matching lower bound of the convergence rate, we
turn to estimate the third moment of the centered LES, i.e. E[(Trf(H)—-ETrf(H)— %qc{TrH)P. It turns
out the third moment has precise leading term r1 X N -3 +7o N1, where | and ry are constants depending
on f and they are nonzero in general. This suggests that in general, we cannot approximate the LES with
any Gaussian random variable, with a precision better than O(XN~/2 4+ N~1). A simple argument using
the eigenvalue rigidity implies that the convergence rate has a lower bound |r1|Y N =2~ 4 |ry[N~1=% in
Kolmogorov-Smirnov distance.

The computation of the third moment of the LES boils down to that of the three point function of
Green functions, which is also derived by the cumulant expansion. Using a naive estimate by Theorem
3.7, the third moment can only be bounded by O(1). In order to reach the true scale O((XY N~1/2 4 N—1),
we shall discover several nontrivial cancellations to obtain a more precise estimate than what has been
done in previous works.

3. PRELIMINARIES
Throughout the paper, for an N x N matrix M, we write M := % Tr M, and we abbreviate M*™ :=
(M), M = (M*)i; = M, M]; = (M;;)". We emphasize here that M} is different from (M");; in
general, where the latter apparently means the (4, 7) entry of M™. We use
(X)=X-EX (3.1)
to denote the centering of the random variable X. For any positive integer n, we use the notation
[1,n] :=={1,2,...,n}. For indices i1, ...,ix € [1, N], we use

Yo (3.2)
i1y

to denote the sum over all k-tuples (i1, ...,ix) € [1, N]¥ with distinct indices. We further introduce the
following notations for the conditional expectations

Eo(-) :==E(-|Hi,i =1,....,N) and E4(:):=E(:|Hi,i,5=1,...N,i #j). (3.3)
Let z € C\R. We denote the Green function of H and its Stieltjes transform by

G=G(z)=(H—-2)"" and s(z):= %TrG(z) = G(2).
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Let pse be the semicircle density, i.e. pse(x) = 5=1/(4 — #2) 1. The Stieltjes transform m of the semicircle
density ps. is given by

d 3.4
xr—z T o Tr—z (3-4)

m(z) = / pac(@) ¢—

so that
—z+Vz2 -4
m(z) = —

Here the square root /22 — 4 is chosen with a branch cut in the segment [—2, 2] so that V22 — 1 ~ z as
z — 0. For z = F +1in, and n > 0, it is easy to check that

m(z) =0(1) and m/(z) = o((|E2 4+ n)””) .

For f € C1(R), we set

N/ F(@)paela)dz — = /ﬁ o+ 55(F2)+ 1(=2)

(3.5)
a —Qﬁ x — 422 +2 :c —230
2 / /@ / Us Nz dot 471'\/_/ Us sz ’
and
2 L y) — f(x)? 4—ay .
f'7267r2/ / (x—y)? V4 fz2x/4fy2d dy (36)

257T2 / J —$2 /f —x2 )2'

Note that by [4, Equation (1.5)], we can rewrite the variance into

S4
7t =35 S kel)? + (e,
k=2

which implies that 0 > 0, and o7 = 0 if and only if f is linear.
Let h be a real-valued random variable with finite moments of all order. We use C,,(h) to denote the
nth cumulant of h, i.e.
Cn(h) == (—1)" - (0F log Ee™")
The following is a simple consequence of Definition 1.1.

|/\:O'

Lemma 3.1. For every fired n € N we have
Cn(Hij) = On(Nin/Q)
uniformly for all i, j.

We will need the following expansion formula, due to Andrew Barbour [5]. It was first applied to
random matrix theory in [36], and it has been widely used by the random matrix community in recent
works, e.g. [24, 39, 26, 18, 27, 25, 23]. A proof of a slightly different version can be found in [26, Lemma
2.4].

Lemma 3.2 (Barbour’s cumulant expansion formula). Let F : R — C be a smooth function, and denote
by F™) its nth derivative. Then, for every ﬁl’@d ¢ e N, we have

Z —Crs1 (E[F™ ()] + R, (3.7)

assuming that all expectations in (3.7) exist, wher@ Ret1 is a remainder term (depending on F and h),
such that for any s > 0,

1/2
Rep1 = O(1) - (E sup |FED ()| ~E\h2”41|h>s\) +0(1) -E[h|2 - sup |[FED ()]

|z|<[h] lz[<s

Next we introduce the notions of stochastic domination.
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Definition 3.3 (Stochastic domination). Let
X=XMw):NeN, ueU™M), ¥Y=YMw):NeN, ueUM),

be two families of random variables, where Y is nonnegative, and UN) is a possibly N -dependent parameter
set.

We say that X is stochastically dominated by Y, uniformly in u, if for all small € > 0 and large D > 0,
we have

sup ]P’(|X(N)(u)| > NEY(N)(U)) <NP,
u€UN)

for large enough N > Ny(g, D). If X is stochastically dominated by Y, uniformly in u, we use the notation
X <Y , or equivalently X = O<(Y). Note that in the special case when X and Y are deterministic,
X <Y means that for any given & > 0, [XN)(u)] < NeYWN) (u) uniformly in u, for all sufficiently large
N 2 NQ (E)

Throughout this paper, the stochastic domination will always be uniform in all parameters (mostly are
matriz indices and the spectral parameter z) that are not explicitly fized.

We have the following elementary result about stochastic domination.
Lemma 3.4. Let
X;=XMw) :NeN, ueUM) v, = Y™Mw):NeN, ueUM), =12

be families of random variables, where Y;,i = 1,2, are nonnegative, and UN) is a possibly N -dependent
parameter set. Let

®= (@M (w): NeN, ueUM)

be a family of deterministic nonnegative quantities. We have the following results:
(’L) IfX1 <Y1 and Xo < Ys then X1 +Xo <Y1 + Yy and X1 Xo < Y1Ys.

(ii) Suppose X1 < @, and there exists a constant C > 0 such that |X§N)(u)| < NCOW)(u) a.s.
uniformly in u for all sufficiently large N. Then EX; < ®.

We further define the following relation between random variables that will facilitate our discussion.

Definition 3.5 (Equivalent class in the Kolmogorov-Smirnov distance). Fiz M > 0. Two families of
real random variables X = (Xn),Y = (Yn) are said to be equivalent, with parameter M, if

P(| Xy —Yn|=ON"M)y<ON™M

for some constant C > 0. We denote it by
X~yY.

It is easy to check that “~,;” defines an equivalent relation. The next lemma shows a relation between
~p and the Kolmogorov-Smirnov distance.

Lemma 3.6. Recall that 7 < N(0,1). Suppose two families of real random variables X = (Xuy),
Y = (Yn) satisfy X ~np Y for some fized M > 0. Then

A(X,Z) =AY, Z)+O(NM).
Proof. Let x € R. Since X ~j,; Y, we see that
P(Y <z —|e]) +ON"M)<P(X <2) <PY <z +e]) + O(N™M)

for some ¢ = O(N~™) independent of 2. The proof then follows by using the triangle inequality and the
fact that the distribution function of Z is Lipschitz continuous. O

We now state the local semicircle law for Wigner matrices from [19, 29].
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Theorem 3.7 (Isotropic local semicircle law). Let H be a Wigner matriz satisfying Definition 1.1, and
define the spectral domains
S:={E+in:|E|<10,0<n <10} and S°(c):={E+in€S:|E|>2+ N3]
for fized ¢ > 0. Then for deterministic u,v € C"* with ||uH2 = ||v]|2 = 1, we have the bounds
I 1 1
(w,G(2)v) — m(z)(u,v) < %n(z) A NORIOIEE -

uniformly in z = E+in € S. Moreover, outside the bulk of the spectrum, we have the stronger estimates

1 1
(u,G(2)v) —m(z){(u,v) < N LB A and |G(z) —m(z)] < Nt EE=1)

uniformly for z = E + in € S°(c).

One standard consequence of the above local law is the following bound on the spectral norm of H.
Corollary 3.8. We have
|H| -2 < N~%3.
For any fixed ¢ > 0, we define
S.:={E+in:|E|<10,|p| > N~'"¢} and S} :={E+in:|E| <10,n> N"1*c}. (3.8)

The following lemma is a preliminary estimate on G. It provides a priori bounds on entries of powers of
G which are significantly better than those obtained by a direct application of the local semicircle law.
The proof is postponed to Appendix C.

Lemma 3.9. Let H be a Wigner matriz satisfying Definition 1.1. Fiz ¢ > 0 and |l € Ny. For j €
{1,2,...,1}, we define G; = G(z;) = (H—z;)"", where z; = Ej+in; € S.. Suppose |ni| < 2| < -+ < |mi.
We have

1
ka1 k k1 k
TI‘(Gl "'Gll)fETI‘(Gl Gll)<ﬁ (39)
’771 m ’
and )
> (Gii - (G)is = N () om0 () < gy (3.10)
i |771 Up) 1 |
as well as )
(Glfl Ggﬂ) —5i‘ml((2’1,k1), Zl,k’l (3.11)
v \/NITW““”- )|
for any fixed kq, ...,k € Ny. Here
0sc(z) 1
ki), ... ky)) = dz .
mil(z1, k) o (oK) /(x—zl)kl...(x,zl)kl Tk |
Next we use H to denote the Wigner matrix with zero diagonal entries, i.e.
Hi; = (1 0i)Hy;
for all i,j € [1,n]. We define the corresponding Green function and Stieltjes transform by
~ o~ ~ 1 A A
G=G(2):=(H-2)""' and 3(2):= N TrG(z) = G(z). (3.12)

We have the following result.

Lemma 3.10. Theorem 3.7 and Lemma 3.9 remain valid when we replace H and G by H and @,
respectively.

Proof. The statement is trivially true, as by Definition 1.1, His again a Wigner matrix, with as = 0. O

Set the matrix R
H;=H-H, (3.13)
which consists of the diagonal entries of H. We have the following estimate that can be easily deduced
from Lemma 3.10.
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Lemma 3.11. Fiz w € N. We have
(G2 HaGH(2))5 < (

Ninl /N
uniformly for z € S..

We conclude this section with two classical results.

Lemma 3.12 (Helffer-Sjostrand formula). Let ¢ € C*(C) such that ¢(z) = 0 for large enough |Re z|.

Then for any A € R we have
1 9:6(2) 1
AN)=—[| —/——=d
o =+ [ 58 e
where 9z := $(dy +10y) is the antiholomorphic derivative and d®z is the Lebesque measure on C.

Lemma 3.13 (Esseen inequality). Let Y be a real random variable with characteristic function 1(t) =

Ee*Y. Let ®(x) be the distribution function of Z 4 N(0,1). There exists constant C' > 0 such that for
any o, T > 0, we have

A(Yo ', Z) =sup|[P(Yo ! <) — ®(z)| <
x€ER

T —1 2
[(to™") — exp(—t~/2)] c
C/O : dt + T

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

For the rest of this paper we fix x > 0 as in Theorem 1.2. Let f be as in Theorem 1.2. It suffices to
assume that f has compact support, since we can construct f € C°(R) such that

woy - JF@) i e <3,
f(x){o it 2| > 4.
Note that f = f on [—3,3], and by Corollary 3.8 we have
P(Tx f(H) # Tx F(H)) <P(|H|| > 3) < CN~10.
Thus Z; ., = Z}\’y with probability at least 1 — C N!0, which together with Lemma 3.6 implies
A(Z5,2) = A(Z7 2) + O(NT1).

From now on we shall always assume supp f C [—4, 4], and as a consequence f is bounded. We have the
following result, whose proof is postponed to Appendix A.

Lemma 4.1. Let f € C3(R) and pys be as in (3.5). We have
E'Te f(H) — s = O<(N7Y).
By Lemma 4.1 we see that
Tr f(H) —ETr f(H) — tye] T H

<Zf7'r> =Zfy— EZf,'v = o
fy

satisfies (Zy ) ~1_x Zy~. Hence, Lemma 3.6 implies
A(Zpy,Z2) = A(Z14), Z) + O(NTHTF). (4.1)
By Lemma 3.12, we can write the LES as

Trf(H) = % /C % f(2)TrG(2)d?z,

where
FON ()" k)
Fe) = 30 O @)ny), (12)

k=0
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and y € C*(R) satisfies x(y) = 1 for |y| <1 and x(y) = 0 for |y| > 2. Define the region
D= {z+iy:|z| <10,|y| > N~} (4.3)
By Theorem 3.7, we see that (Tr G(z)) < |y|~! uniformly for z € S. Thus

l rG(z 2,2:—L 4£05) () (T (2))d2 2
/C\D azf( 2)(TrG(z))d o C\Dy O (@) (TrG(2))d

(4.4)
= / Iy fO) (x)|d%z < N7,
C\D
where we used the fact that supp f C [—4,4]. Let
Tr H
Zf,v = / WTrG(z))d*z — & (4.5)
TOf ~ 9t

Note that by the symmetry of the domain D, the random variable z 7~ is real. From (4.4) we know that
|2~ —(Z7+)] < N71. By Lemma 3.6 and (4.1) we have

A(Zjy, Z) = A(Zfry Z) + O(N TR, (4.6)

The first key step of our proof is the following decomposition, which splits off the contribution of the
diagonal entries. The proof is postponed to Section 7 below.

Proposition 4.2. We have

(TrG(2)) — (Tr G(2)) + Y _((GHia) Hys +m’(2) Te H — m/( (ZH )<ﬁ

[

uniformly for z € S..

By Green’s formula, we have

1 0 - o~ ~o 5 ) %’YC{TI‘H
TOfy /D azf(z)(<TrG(z)>§i:<(G )ii) Hii —m'(2) Tr H+m'(z ( E Hii*az))d Z—T
Lorae —
- TOf ~ /D aéf(z)<Tr (Z)>d z TOf .~ / azf( ) E <(G )u>Hud

i

1 /1 1 ~ ~ ~ ~
+— (5(1 - ’7)0{ TrH + §c§(ZHi - a2)) =gyt Zry2t Zin3 =2y

Since %f(z) = f%f(‘l (z) for Jy| < 1 and f is compactly supported, we can easily see from (4.5) and
Proposition 4.2 that

Zfy -k Zf -
By Lemma 3.6 and (4.6) we have
A(Zsr, 2) = A(Zp, Z) + O(NTHHR). (4.7)
In the squeal, we denote
Pr(t) = exp(itof Zf k)
for k=1,2,3, and

1 a 3 ~2 2
X; = (_ = O )ii) A2z Hy; + 5c2(H — N~ )) (4.8)
for i € [1, N]. Let
t? o, (it)? 3
w4 (t) == exp ( -3 E EqX; + 5 E EdXi) . (4.9)

Note that by the definition of D, X; are real random variables, and as a result |p4(t)| < 1. We have the
following result concerning the diagonal entries of H.
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Lemma 4.3. Fiz ¢ > 0. Recall the definition of X from (1.4), and the definition of Ey from (3.3). We

have
ao(1 — ~2(cf 242
Eq[p2(t)es3(t)] = exp ( _ aal 2 () )<p4(t) + O (N7t + xN~Y2) (4.10)
uniformly for t € [0, N(1=¢)/2],
Proof. See Appendix B. 0

The second key step of our proof is the following estimate, especially when ¢ gets large. The proof is
postponed to Section 5 below.

Proposition 4.4. Fiz ¢ > 0, and recall the definition of E, from (3.3). Let us denote
e (t) := Eolp1(t)(§p2(t) + (1 — §)a(t))]
with parameter £ € {0,1}. We have
Ge(t) = (—oft +be(t))pe (t) + Ee(t) (4.11)
where b(t) is deterministic satisfying

t? t+1

2l

uniformly for t € [0, N(1=¢)/(2=9)],
Proposition 4.4 leads to the following corollary.

Corollary 4.5. Fiz ¢ > 0. There exists constant C = C(f,c) > 0 such that the followings are true.
(i) We have
o2t?
‘Esm(t)m(t) — exp ( - fT) ‘ < ONTIFe
uniformly for all t € [0, N(1=¢)/2],
(i) We have
’E[%(t)@z(t)@s(t)]‘ <CONTHe
uniformly for all t € [N1=9)/2 N1=¢],
Proof. Let Be(t) := fot be(u)du, and it is easy to see that
Be(t) — Be(s) = O<((t — s)2N71), 0<s<t < NI=9/C2=9 (4.13)
The ODE (4.11) is solved by
ot (t* —t3)
6c(t) = ge(to) exp (- <= + Be(t) - Be(to))
(4.14)

t U;(tQ _ 32)
to
for 0 <t <t < NU1=9)/(2=8),
(i) Note that when & = 0, the error term &y(¢) in (4.11) is deterministic. Using (4.14) for £ = 0 and
to = 0, we have

U]%tQ t 0]20(152 —5?)
B (t)pa(t) = d0(t) = exp (= —S— + Bo()) + / exp (= ==+ Bo(t) = Bo(s) ) €o(s)ds
0
for t € [0, N('=9)/2]. By (4.13) and o} > c. > 0, we have
ot? ot?
_ 2 _ S 1
exp ( 5+ Bo(t)) exp ( 5 ) +O<(N7),
and 2(£2 — 2) 2(£2 — 2)
0% t° — B o 0% t“ —s
exp ( 5 + By(t) Bo(s)) < exp ( 1 )
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for 0 < s <t < N(=9)/2, Together with (4.12) we get

Egr (H)pa(t) = exp ( — “gt2)+o<< >+o<<N—1>-/0texp(—w)mnds.

When ¢ € [0,log N, it is easy to see from the above that

o%t?
Ey1 (H)pa(t) = exp (- fT) +OL(N7Y). (4.15)
When t € [log N, NU=9)/2] we have exp ( — o} (t* — s?) /4) = O(N~10) for s € [0, — (log N)?t~*]. Thus
o.2t2 t 0.2 (t2 o 52)
Egol(t)gm(t):exp(—fT) + O (N / exp(—ff)(s—l—l)ds—i—O.AN_l)
t—(log N)2t—1
o%t?
:exp(f T) FOL(NY - (log N)2L - (t+1) + O<(N™Y
o2t
=exp (- fT) + O (N7 (4.16)

This finishes the proof of part (i).
(ii) Note that |3, |pe| < 1. We have, using (4.14) with & = 1 and t; = N/273¢/4 that

[E[o1(8)ea(t)s()] | < Elon (1)

2 t27t2 2
g’exp(_w_yB() Bi( to /’eXp 5 )+Bl(t)—Bl(s))’E|El(s)|ds.
y (4.13), 0y > ¢ >0, and N'7¢ >t > NU=)/2 = {;N°/* we have

oo (= 20 by Bu)| - 00 ).

2
By (4.12), E|& ()] < & + \/Lﬁ < N1§§C/4 for s > tyg. Thus
¢ o2 (12 — §?)
[ oo (- 2w man - Bl(s)) Bl (5)]ds
to

1 /t o3 (t* — 5% 1
= == exp ( — 7)3 S
N1-3c/4 to 4
2

1 ¢ o%(t? — 5?)
= O (N7 7/ (_ f ) ds < N-1+3¢/4
. ) N3 Ji (1og w2t P 4 e

The above three relations imply the desired result for part (ii). O
Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let us denote

Yr(t) :=Eexp(itosZs) .
Setting ¢ = k/2 in Lemma 4.3 and Corollary 4.5 (i), we have

‘wf(t) - XP ( - @)‘ = ‘E[@l(t)Ed[SDQ(t)gog(t)]] — exp ( — U]%’th) ‘
< [Eler@a(® exp - az(l - 22(6{)%2) —exp (- J?gﬂ)} (4.17)
+ E|Ea[p2(t)p3(t)] — exp ( _ - 78)2(0{)%2)@4@)‘ < C(N~VHR/2 L x N-1/24n/2)

uniformly for all ¢ € [0, N'/27%/4]. By Corollary 4.5 (ii) and o5 > c. >0, we have

‘wf(t) - eXp( f;tQ)} < CN~HR2 (4.18)
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uniformly for t € [N1/2=%/4 N1=#/2] By the boundness of f and Definition 1.1 we have

’zpf(t) —exp (- "?‘gtz)’ < () — 1] + ‘exp (- #) - 1’ < CtN (4.19)

uniformly in N and ¢ € [0, N~2]. Let us apply Lemma 3.13 for Y = of,YZAf,Y and T = N'=%/2. We have

- Nt to7 1) — exp(—t2/2
R A LT
0

t
N7 to; 1) — exp(—t2/2 N1 to; 1) — exp(—t?/2
Lo [ R e [ R e i
0 t N—10 t
S O(NTMF 4 XN7V2ER) 0 (4.20)
where in the last step we used (4.17) — (4.19). Combining (4.7) and (4.20) we finish the proof. O

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.4

For the rest of this paper we shall always assume H is a real symmetric Wigner matrices. Using
the complex cumulant expansion formula [24, Lemma 7.1], our argument can be easily extended to the
complex Hermitian case, and for conciseness we shall omit the details.

In sections 5.1 — 5.6 we prove (4.11) for £ = 1, i.e. computing ¢1(t) = Eop1(t)p2(t); the case & = 0
will be proved in Section 5.7 below. In Sections 5 and 6, with certain abuse of notations, we will simply
write

E=E,, (X)=X-E,X

and we denote

() == p1(B)pa(t), (1) = pr(t)pa(t)
Further, set
$n=Cn(VNHi3) and a, :=E(VNH;)" (5.1)

for all fixed n > 3. Note that this definition is coherent with Definition 1.1. For n € N, we shall use the
operator {-},, = { -}, ¢, defined by

— _ 1 9 9 z 2 2
{ohn ={g(e ozl = — | (a—zlf(zl)) . (a_znf(zn))g(zl,z,'g, o) eeds2 (5.2)
for g : C* — C. We also abbreviate {-} = {-};. The following is an elementary estimate, which is
essentially due to the fact that f € C°(R).

Lemma 5.1. Suppose g : C — C satisfies g(z) < |n|=> uniformly for = = E +in € D, then we have
{9} < 1.

5.1. The first expansion. We start with

00 =+ [ SFOE(TGE) - 3G ) Hu)o(0)] .
It is easy to see from Lemma 3.10 that

Y (G (2))a) His <

i

_
Ninf?
uniformly for z € D, and together with Lemma 5.1 we get
6(t) = BL(Tx G)}C(t) + O (N~1/2).
It suffices to check the first term on RHS of the above. By the resolvent identity
2G(z)=HG 1,
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we have

E(Tr G)((t) = ) EHyGLil((D),
(2]
where we recall the notation of distinct summation Z from (3.2). We compute the RHS of the above
using Lemma 3.2, with h = H;; and F(h) = F;;(H) = G,;;(¢(t)), which leads to

14
+S EL.+ Y ERY)
k=2 1,7

~ 1 * 8@1 1 x  ~ OlC(t
BT G)(0) = 5 D Egp (o) + 5 Y EG el0)
iJ ! i,

14
b)+ > ELy + > ERY),

where R

Ly = Sl;;!rl N(1<1Hc)/2 Z* 8’“(63;%@))) . (5.3)

i i
Here [ is a fixed positive integer to be chosen later, and Rl(fi is a remainder term defined analogously to
Ri+1 in (3.7). Using the differential rule
S = GuC = GuGu. 14, (5.4)
we get
12 Giy — GuG)(C(8)
=N! ZE —Gi;Gij — GuGi)(C(t)) + 2N~ ZE<@§><@)
i j
~E(G2)((t) — NE(G)*¢(t) — 2EGE(Tr G)¢(t) + NEC(HDE(G)* + 2N~ ZE

and

= 2“2 EG;{(G)i}¢(1) 41t2 2_EGi (GG} Hiat ().

Altogether we obtain
¢4 (t) = E{T(G*)}(t) + INE{T(G)” }C() INE{T(G)*}E((1)

+2iN7 ZE{T ) - Z E{TCi H(G*)i}((8) + O (N2 )

Z ZE{TGU}{ (G?)ir G Y HiiC (1) —1ZE{TLk} —12 E{TRY)},

ij
where

T=T(z):=(—z—2EG) "
It is easy to check, from Theorem 3.7 that

I7(2) = O(ln~*?) (5.6)
uniformly for z = E 4 in € D. Let us estimate the terms in (5.5). By Lemma 3.9 and (5.6), we see that
~ 1
T(G?) < ——r .
= N

Since |((t)] = |¢1(t)p2(t)] < 1, we can use Lemma 5.1 to show that
E{T(G*)}((t) < N1 (5.7)
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Similarly, Theorem 3.7 and (5.6) imply T(G)2 < N~2|5|=5/2, which leads to
NE{T(G)*}(t) — NE{T(G)*}E((t) < N~*. (5.8)

From Lemma 3.9 we also know that

> (G2 ZG (2)? + E(Nm(2)? ZG ) <l

and thus
aN~! ZE{ )< N~L. (5.9)
Let us abbreviate G := G(z1), T = T(z1) and F = G(z3). We see that

Z"ET@U(W)U(;@) =T EGi;(F?)iC(t) - TZEéii(ﬁ)nc“ (t)

=TETx GFEC(t) — NTm(=)m'(22) EG(t) + O |7717172|2) (5.10)
5.10
— ( e ;Vm(ZQ (5@ m(zZ :Z(zz)) _ Nm/(zl)m’(zQ)) EC(t) + O (—|771:72|2)

. Ng1(21;22)E<(t) + 04 (m) )

where in the second step we used Lemma 3.9, while in the third step we used Theorem 3.7 and the basic
fact z + 2m(z) = —m(z)/m’(z). Hence

S RTG HIE) 5 )
i,j 5.11
--2 (_f(zl)) (if(@))gl(ﬁ 29)d*z1d* 2 BC(t) + O<(tN ) o
w2 071 0%Z9 ’ - '

By Lemma 3.9, we also have

Z ZETsz szk]Hka( )

= TZE (GF?) e Hir (1) TZ EGii(F?)ir Fri Hin (1) TZEGkk Yk Frr HirC(1) = (ﬁ) ;
3

and as a result
Z ZE{TGU}{ (G?)ikGrj Y HirC(t) = OZ(EN7Y) . (5.12)
ij

The estimate for the remainder term can be done routinely. One can follow, e.g. the proof of Lemma 3.4
(iii) in [26], and readily check that

Y E{TRY)} < N7 (5.13)

2
for some fixed (large) ¢ € N;. From now on, we shall always assume the remainder term in cumulant
expansion is negligible. Inserting (5.7) — (5.9), (5.11) — (5.13) into (5.5), we have

P (t) = _ (—f(zl)) (%f(zz))gl(zl,22)d221d222 #1(t)

w2 0%,
‘ (5.14)
1Y B{TLy} + O<(tN"") + OL(N~'/?).
k=2

Therefore, what remains is the analysis of E{T' Ly}, k > 2. This requires very precise preliminary bounds.
To this end, we introduce the notion of abstract polynomials.
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5.2. Abstract polynomials. We now define a notion of formal monomials in a set of formal variables.
Here the word formal refers to the fact that these definitions are purely algebraic and we do not assign
any values to variables or monomials. We start with the definition of the variables in our monomials.

Definition 5.2. Let Z, = {i1,i2,...} be an infinite set of formal indices. For z € D, we define
G(2) :={T*(2)(G(2) HaG' (2))5 (02Gir1: () Gorags (2) -+ Gy (2) -

ToYo

a,w,d,5€ {0,1},a+w+5§ 17n€N+7$0790,---,$myn GI*}v
and G := U,epG(z). For G = T*(GH,G'*+)4 (3§ézlyl)ém2y2 e éxnyn € G, we denote

zoyo
Z(G) = {20, Y0, s Tnsyn}t and d(G) =d.
The collection of off-diagonal indices of G is denoted by
Zo(G) = {zj,y; : 0 < j <n,x; #y;} -
Accordingly, when x; # y;, the corresponding (@(Z)Hd@“‘“(z))ziy“ afj@ziyi (2), or CAv'ziyi is called an
off-diagonal factor in G.
Now we define the monomials we use.

Definition 5.3. To o,u € Ni, a € C, and 6§ € R we assign a formal monomial

P=at"*N{G} - {G,}, (5.15)
where G1 = G(z1) € G(21),..-,G5 = G(25) € G(25). We denote o(P) =0, u(P) = p, 0(P) =0, and

I(P):=Z(G1)U---UI(G,), v(P):=|I(P)],

as well as

d(P) :=d(G1) + -+ d(Gs) -
The collection of off-diagonal indices of P is denoted by

Io(P) :=TLo(G1) U+ - ULo(Gs) ,
and accordingly the definition of off-diagonal factors is also naturally extended to P. In addition, we
define N
P=at"N~"({Gi}---{G,}) and P=at"N7’G---G,. (5.16)

We denote by P the set of formal monomials P of the form (5.15), and denote by P the set of formal
monomials P of the form (5.16).

The next definition concerns the evaluation of P.

Definition 5.4. (i) For each monomial P € P with v = v(P), its evaluation is a random variable
depending on an v-tuple (i1,...,i,) € {1,2,...,N}”. It is obtained by replacing, in the formal monomial
P, the formal indices i1, . . ., 1, with the integers iy, ..., 1, and the formal variables @, Hg with the random
variables defined in (3.12) and (3.13). The evaluation of P € P is defined accordingly.

(ii) Let P € P, and set

Io(P) :={i € Z(P) : i appears twice in P}, and vo(P) = |I2(P)].
W.O.L.G., let us assume Iy (P) = {i1,...,45., } for some nonnegative integer vo < v1. We define the sums
Sa(P) = Z P, and S(P):= 2*82(7)).
TR T
The definitions of S(-) and Sa(-) can be extended to any family of random variables that is labeled with

K ~

indices in Ly, in particular for P and P.

Observe that, after summing over the indices i1, ..., 7, € Z2(P), S2(P) is again a monomial, where each
variable might now contain several Green functions G (z) at different z € D; accordingly, we extend the
term off-diagonal factors to include those entries of the form (W (Hg, G))ay with © # y, where W (Hy, G)
can be any word in Hy and @(zl), NN é(zg) or their derivatives w.r.t. z;’s. Next, we define parameters
that characterize extra smallness in our estimates of S(P).
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Definition 5.5. Let P € P. We use v1(P) to denote number of off-diagonal factors in Sa(P), and
v3.0(P) denotes the number of traces in Sa(P). We also set

v3(P) = [L2(P)| = w30(P), Tu(P) = Z(P)\I2(P).
In addition, for a factor G = T*(GHyG* )4 (82@11%)@@1,2 . "éznyn € G of P, we use v1(G) to

ToYo
denote number of off-diagonal factors in Sa(P) that only contain terms in G, and v3(G) denotes the

number of traces in Sz(P) that only contain terms in G. We further set
v3(G) :=|Z(9) N I2(P)| — v3,0(9)
and
1(9) == 11(9) +23(9) +a+ 20 + (1 + 2w)d.

Finally, we set
w(P) :==vo(G1) V- Vin(Gs), vu(P):= (1(G1) = 10)4 + - + (10(Gs) — 10)+,
and note that v.(P) =0 for vy(P) < 10.
Example 5.6. Let us set
P = 6t'""N"2{G1}{Go G} = 6t'"°N2{TC; G }{(0:G11) G Gir H{(GHaG?)i; Giy Gi } € P

(i) Let us first illustrate Definitions 5.2 and 5.3. We have o(P) = 3, u(P) = 10, (P) = 2, Z(P) =
{i,4, k. l,z,y}, v(P) =6, d(P) =1. We also see that Io(P) = {i,j, k,x,y}.
(i) Regarding Definition 5.4, we have Io(P) = {l,z}, v2(P) = 2, and

5:(P) = P = 6N HT (21)Giy (21)(G(21) G (22) s (92, Tr G(22)) G (22) oA (G HaGP )1y Gin G }-
l,x
(iii) Regarding Definition 5.5, we see that v1(P) = 3+ 6 =9, ITo(P) = {z,l}, v30(P) = 1, v3(P) =
2—-1=1,7,(P) = {i, j, k,y}. In addition, v3(G1) = {z}|—0=1, and v9(G1) =1+2+1+0+0=4.
Similarly, v9(G2) = 142404240 =5 and vy(G3) = 6+04+0+0+3 = 9. As a result, vo(P) = 4V5V9 =9,

Remark 5.7. Let us illustrate how the above parameters determine the size of S(P). First of all,
trivially, there are N72(P) terms in the sum over indices in Iy (P), but summing over these indices gains
an N=v3(P) improvement from the non-tracial quantities produced in this summation. Then, the v1(P)
off-diagonal entries in the resulting sum Sy(P) further contributes an N—1(P)/2 factor thanks to Lemma
3.9. However, we shall also monitor the power of each 771-_1 which is bounded by vy(G;)/2, fori e {1,...,0}.
Notice that an 771-_5 can be killed in the integral {G;} due to Lemma 5.1. But any higher power of 771-_1
will contribute additional factor to S(P). This additional contribution from high power of 1;’s is then
determined by v.(P).

The following is an elementary consequence of Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11.

Lemma 5.8. For any P = at*N~=%{G,}---{G,} € P, we have

8(73) = t,u(P)NV(P)fO(P)ful(73)/271/3(73)7d(73)/2|771|7Vg(gl)/2 |7V0(QU)/2 )

Proof. Let us first consider the estimate of Sa(P). The power of ¢ in the estimate is obviously p(P). The

trivial power of N in the estimate of S3(P) is v2(P), and it can be further improved by Lemmas 3.10
and 3.11. In fact, through the definitions of v1(P), v3(P) and d(P), we see that they improve the power
of N in the estimate by —uv4(P)/2 — v3(P) — d(P)/2. Finally, again by Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11, the power
of 7; in the estimate of Sy(P) is —vo(Gs)/2. Hence we have

Sy(P) < th(P) N¥2(PI=0(P)=wa(P) /25 (P)=d(P) /2y |=0(G0)/2 .|y |=+0(60)/2

and as a result
S(ﬁ) =< NV(P)—Vz(P)‘&(fp)‘ =< tu(P)NV(P)—G(P)—Vl(7’)/2—'/3(7’)—d(7’)/2|m|—Vo(91)/2 .. |770|—u0(g,,)/2 ]

O
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For P € P, let
Ey(P) = tHP) NV (P)=0(P)=v1(P)/2=vs(P)=d(P)/2+v.(P)/8

and
E(P) = t(P) Nv(P)=0(P)=v1(P)/2=v3(P) -1

By Lemmas 5.1 and 5.8, together with the fact that || > N~Y/* for z = E +in € D, we have the
following estimate.

Lemma 5.9. For any P € P, we have
ES(P) = 0<(&(P)).
In addition, for any complex random variable Y satisfying |Y| < 1, we have
ES(P)Y =0« (50(73)) -EY + ES(P)Y
where
ES(P)Y = 0<(&(P)).
We have the following improved estimate for a special class of P.

Lemma 5.10. Let t € [0, N'=¢] for some fized ¢ > 0, and let P = at*N={G1}---{G,} € P with
v(P) =2, 1n(P) =1v3(P) =0, d(P) < 1, 1n(P) < 3+ d(P). Moreover, each G;, i = 1,...,0 contains
at most one off-diagonal factor. For any complex random variable Y satisfying |Y| < 1, we have the
following estimates.
(i) When d(P) =0, we have
ES(P)Y = O<(E.(P)).
(i) When d(P) =1 or v1(P) =1, we have
ES(P)Y = O<(E.(P)).
Proof. See Section 6. O
Armed with the above lemmas, we are now ready to deal with E{T' L} in (5.14).

5.3. The estimate of E{T'L.}. By (5.3) and (5.4), we have

E{TL,} = 2N3/2 : {TZ (T(t»))}

3s s * ~
:NT% > "E{TGiiG;Ci)(t) + NTB/Q > E({TG})¢(t)
0,7 i,j

283it * ~ o~ ~ 4531t * ~ o~ ~ ~o

N2 E{TGiiGj5HO:Gii () — 1373 > E{T GG H(GHaG®)ij }C(t)  (5.17)
2,7 2,7

25310 S~ (762 (0.6 A5l N~ (762 1 {(GHAG?)

N3z 2o {TG;H0-Gij }(t) — N33 2 {TGHH(GHAG")i5}¢(t)
2,7 i,

2N3/2 ’ {TZ EGJz( aHQ )} ZELQ,P

The terms on RHS of (5.17) can be estimated by Lemmas 5.9 and 5.10. It is easy to see that Lo =
S(P)¢(t), where u(P) = 0, v(P) = 2, (P) = 3/2, v1(P) = 1, d(P) = 0, 1»(P) = v3(P) = 0, and
vo(P) = 2. Thus we can apply Lemma 5.10(i) and show that

ELy; = O<(N7Y).

In addition, Lo 4 = S(P)((t), where u(P) = 1, v(P) = 2, (P) = 3/2, 1n(P) = 1, d(P) = 1, »o(P) =
v3(P) =0, and v(P) = 4. Thus Lemma 5 10(11) implies that

EL274 - O.< (tN_ )
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By a similar argument, we can show that ELy 3 = O (tN~1!). Using the trivial estimate from Lemma
5.9, one easily sees that

ELys =O<(N7') and ELys+ELyg=O<(tN™1).
By applying the differentials in ELy 7 carefully and using a similar argument as above, one can show that
ELy7 = O<(t*N7Y) - ¢1(t) + O(tN~H +#2N72).
Combining the above estimates, we arrive at

E{TLy} = Oc(*N~1) - ¢1(t) + O<((t + 1)N71). (5.18)

5.4. The estimate of E{T'Ls}. By (5.3) and (5.4), we have

R{TLs} = {TZ (aTg(tm)}
SO o) 2 (Ao
3 ZE( (r ggy H(0:8) — 2@Ha) )

S
oo 3 s(1r6,) 500 - ZELM

]

In the sequel, we estimate each term on the above separately. We claim, except for EL3 3 that contains
the leading contribution, all the other terms are errors. In the sequel, we do not state the estimates
for each single terms generated by the derivatives. Instead, for brevity, we pick those terms which have
largest bounds by using Lemmas 5.9 and 5.10 and show the details of their estimates only. We will
informally call these terms as the worst terms. The estimates of other terms are either similar or simpler,
and thus we omit the details.
Step 1. By (5.4), we see that the worst term in EL3 ;1 is of the form
S
ELs, = NQZ E{TGEGEHCW) = 5> BTG HC0).

,J

We see that Lz, = S(P)((t), where u(P) = 0, »(P) = 2, 0(P) = 2, vi(P) = 0, d(P) = 0, 1n(P) =
v3(P) = 0, v9(P) = 1. By Lemma 5.10(i), we see that EL3 11 = O<(N~1). By estimating other terms
in EL3; with Lemma 5.9, we can show that

EL3; = O<(N7Y). (5.19)

Step 2. By (5.4), we see that the worst term in EL3 o is of the form

Bl = — oy O B{TCuGCiH(0-Cip))C(0).
i
We see that Ls o1 = S(P)((t), where u(P) = 1, v(P) = 2, 6(P) = 2, 1n(P) = 2, d(’P) =0, n(P) =

v3(P) = 0, and 1vy(P) = 3, v.(P) = 0. By Lemma 5 .9, we have EL321 = O« (tN D). Other terms in
ELs3 5 can be estimated similarly, and we have

ELzs = O<(tN71). (5.20)
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Step 3. Now let us estimate EL3 3, which contains the leading contribution to E(T'Ls). By (5.4), we
have

2 t 2 t
ELys = -~ E{TCuG i {(0.Ci) Gy }C(t) — a2 BTG H(0.Gii) Gy Y1)
1.7 7]
2841t * ~ o~ ~ o~ 2841t
— vz 2o BlTGuG;H(9:Gi)Gij () — "E{TG1(0:Ci) Gy }(1) ZELBBP
i, ,J

The leading term is

Byt =~ Sl NN~ ){Tm (' m}EC() — 2o S BTG (0:0) i)
- % (Z*E{Taiiajj}{(azéii)éjj} —~ N(N — 1){Tm2}{m’m})IEg(t) _

Note that T'(z)m(z) = m/(z) + O<(1/(Nn?)), and we can use Lemmas 3.9, 5.9 and 5.10(i) to estimate
the second and third term on RHS of the above. Together with Lemma 5.1, we get

ELz 31 = —2s4it{m'm}?¢;(t) + O (tN~1).
Using Lemmas 5.9 and 5.10(i), the other three terms in EL3 3 can be estimated by O<(tN~!). Hence
ELz 3 = —2s4it{m'm}?p1(t) + O<(tN71). (5.21)
Step 4. By (5.4), the worst terms in EL3 4 are
EL3 41 +EL3a2:=
2841t

4s4it * ~ SNy A A
]\;; > B{T GG H(GHIG)ii G }(1) + 55 >
1,] b

We see that Lz 41 = S(P)((t), where p(P) =1, v(P) =2,0(P) =2,d(P) = 1, v1(P) = v2(P) = v3(P) =
0, and vo(P) = 3. By Lemma 5.10(ii) we have

EL3 41 =0-(tN"Y),

B{TG G H(GHAG)ii(0.G3) HC(2)

and similarly the same bound also holds for EL3 4 2. Estimating other terms in EL3 4 we get
ELzs = O<(tN71). (5.22)
Step 5. Again by (5.4), the worst term in EL3 5 is of the form
Bl = S S BT GG (0.0 C0).

0,

We see that Lgs1 = S(P)((t), where u(P) = 2, v(P) = 2, 0(P) = 2, 1n(P) = 2, d(P) = 0, 12(P) =
v3(P) =0, and v(P) = 3, v.(P) = 0. By Lemmas 5.9 and 5.10(i), we have

EL351=0(t*N"1)-¢1(t) + O<(t*N~?).
Other terms in EL3 5 can be estimated by O (#*N~2) using Lemma 5.9. Thus
EL3 5= O<(t*N™1) - ¢y (t) + O (t*N~2). (5.23)
A similar argument applies to EL3 ¢, and one can show that
ELss = O<(t* N+ #3N72) - ¢1(t) + O<(tN"H + 2N "2 + PN 73). (5.24)
Combining (5.19) — (5.24), we have
E{T L3} = ( — 2s4it{m'm}* + O (t*’N""))¢1(t) + O<((t + )N ). (5.25)
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5.5. The estimate of E{T'L;},k > 4. Let us fix a k > 4. From (5.3) and (5.4) we see that

* koG .Y (9% B, ok» B..
[E{TL}| < Sy Z ) ) E({T kiz}{ kilt}{ kﬂt}c(t))‘
N( i p=1  ko,..kpeN |ij OHj; OHj; OHf

kot kp—k—p

Ck * 8kéji k
TNz Z EsT Sk (@)= :ZAk,p + Ak,
i i

p=1

where B = (8.G) — 2GH,G?. For k = 4, by (5.4) there is at least one factor of CAT'Z-]- in Ay 0. Hence,
Theorems 3.7 and 5.1 imply A4 = OZ(N™%/2 . N?2. N71/2) = OL(N~1'). We also see that Ao =
O (N~+1/2. N2y = OL(N~1) for k > 5. Hence

Ao =O0<(N71. (5.26)
A similar argument shows that
Ap1=O<(tN7Y). (5.27)

Now we fix p > 2 as well as ko, ..., k, € N satisfying ko +--- + k, = k — p. We consider the following
representative term of Ay ;,, namely

Ok B.; 9%» B,
(R ) {2
Ji
0+1 lez k141 kPBZ kp+1
'Y (e fN”T*}{%Hé vt p e { G o)
jl

:;t—lz E(Ag - -+ Ap((1))

Note that in order to bound 2221 Ay p, it is enough to estimate A, as k is independent of N. By (5.4),
Theorem 3.7, Lemmas 3.11 and 5.1, we have the naive estimates

"G B " O Bji, ap| B
{aH" }—O<(tN ), {aH;; }—O<(tN ) (5.28)

for all fixed n € N. Now let us split

Ag=Ag1+ -+ Agn,
for all ¢ € {0,1,...,p}, by applying (5.4) to
8’“0@]@ 8’%Bji
or
OH Y OH !

such that there is only one term in each Ag,, 1 < 7 < ng. Suppose some A, , contains at least two
factors of (GH4G)ji, (GH4G?)ji 0,Gij or Gi;. Then (5.4) suggests k, > 1, and by Theorem 3.7, Lemmas
3.11 and 5.1 we have

Agr = O (N~ ) = OL(IN"2).

Combing with (5.28) we have
t_lz 1Aq, Aq-i-l pg(t))

:O<(t_1 N2 (tN"YHP tN"?) = OL(tPN™P) = OZ(tN™h).

Hence, it suffices to consider the case when each A, contains at most one aforementioned off-diagonal
factors. Then, according to Definitions 5.2 and 5.3, we can write

A= ZES t) 4+ O (N1 (5.29)
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where vo(Py) < 3 +d(P,) for each P, € P, and ), is over finitely many (independent of N) terms. We
also see that u(P,) = p, v(P,) =2, 0(P,) = (k+1)/2, v2(P) = v3(P) = v.(P) = 0. By applying (5.4),

we can write
0" Bj; o o" GjZ ,
OH, *'ng’ OH?, Zg

S

and note that each G, G/ contains at least 1 — n many off—dlagonal factors. Hence v1(P,) = p+1— (ko+
-+ kp) =2p+1—k. Thus Lemmas 5.9 and 5.10(i) shows

ES(P,)((t) =0 (" - NQ*(k+1)/2*(2p+1fk)/2) p1(t) + O (tP - N2*(k+1)/2*(2p+17k)/2*1)
_OL (PN gy (1) + O (PN ) = O (PN 1) - (1) + O (12N 2) .
for each ES(P,)¢(t) on RHS of (5.29). As a result, A= O<(t*N~1) - ¢1(t) + O<(t* N~2), which implies

k
> App =O0<(N7") - ¢1(t) + OL(°N?).
p=2

Combining the above with (5.26) and (5.27), we get
E{TLi} = OL(BN"1) - gu(t) + O-(tN ") (5.30)
for all k >4

5.6. Conclusion. Inserting (5.18), (5.25) and (5.30) into (5.14), we have

0= -5 [ (52760) (Gl nta adads - a0

2 0z
2;-3t (/D %f(z)m/(z)m(z)dzz) ~G1(t) + O< (PN - i () + O<((t+ N+ N2,

where g1 (21, 22) is defined as in (5.10). One can then follow a standard computation, e.g. [38, Section 4.3]
to evaluate the first two terms on RHS of the above, and show that

P (t) = =0t d1(t) + O< (N1 - 61 (t) + O ((t+ )N+ N71/2) | (5.31)
This finished the proof of Proposition 4.4 for £ = 1.

5.7. Proof of Proposition 4.4 for £ = 0. In this section we compute ¢o(t) = E¢;(t)p4(t). We shall
work under the assumption that

te o, NI=)/2)

Thanks to the much smaller ¢, the proof is easier than the case £ = 1. Let us denote ¢;(t) = exp(J(t))
and 4 (t) = exp(K(t)). We see that

arJt)| t 1/2
for n € Ny. In addition, from (4.9),
t? 5, (i)’ 3
K(t) = —§ZEdXi + TZEdXi
agt 2, agcg 2 TG a3t i G2
Z{ Jii } IN3/2 {< 6N3/2 Z{ ”
(a4 —a3) c2t3 2 2 (a5 — 2asaz)clt3i o
where F'(t) is deterministic and satisfies |F (t)] = O(t>N~1). Tt is easy to check from Theorem 3.7 that
2 12 , t
K(t) = o<(N+N2) 0<(N), and K(t)—0<(ﬁ). (5.33)
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In addition, Theorem 3.7 and (5.4) implies that

aK() 2a2t ~o A2 A2y A i
nax | S Z{ (G HG)aGri + (GHaGri}| = 0<(55) - (5.34)
and )
IK(t)| _ t 1/2
W "oy | =0 (57 - 21002 4) +1) (5:35)

for n € Ny. We have
0=+ [ ZFEBITGE) o1 (0] + BK (D (Opa(t).
By (5.33) we have E[K'(t)p1(t)p4(t)] = O<(tN~1), and thus
$0(t) = IB{(Tr G)}or (1) pa(t) + O<(IN ).

Now we can compute the first term on RHS of the above by Lemma 3.2. Similar to (5.5), we have
66(t) = EE{T(G*) }or (Dpa(t) +INE{T(G)* }or (£)pa(t) — INE{T(G)* 1o (1)
+ 2N ZE{T@?D}%(QM(U - QNZ E{TGi;H(G)is}or (H)pa(t)

03 (5.36)
4
52 IG5 G e (en(t) — i E(TT + 04N ),
%7 k=2

where we estimate the remainder term by O~ (tN~1!) for some fixed (large) £ € N, and

fom S L 5~ (Guter (D).

BT TR NOFR2 L OH:
i, 1

By (5.34), Theorem 3.7 and Lemma 5.1, we have
1 ~ JOK(t)
— E{TG,,; t t
¥ 2 BTG} g (et

2at

ZE{TGU}{( )iek) H(G)kiGin + (GHij Gin bor () a(t) + O< (2N 3/2)

-2 ZZE{TGU}{ (G2 HE) G + (G2 Cindor (Dpa (D) + O (1EN"2)
- L ETG G (22) e Yo (G2 bor (Dpa(8) + O<(EN"3?) = OL(tN )

for t € [0, N(1=¢)/2]. The first five terms on RHS of (5.36) can be computed as in Section 5.1. Thus we
have, as in (5.14) that

qbg(t):—% (a—mf(zl))(%f(za))gl(zl,za)d 21d220 ot —1ZE{TLk}+O<(tN Ly, (5.37)
k=2

where ¢1(z1, 22) is defined as in (5.10). For each k > 2, we can decompose

k m
T T . Sk+1 *a sz
Lk - Lk,O + Z Z Lk,m,n = Ll N(1+k)/2 Z 8Hk 904( )>

m=1n=0
+i N AAYAAE TR Z*ak_méjiam_”@l(t)5"@4(0
m n k! N(1+k)/2ij aHik_j_m (9HZ7*” 8Hfj .

m=1n=0
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Note that E{Tzkﬁo} and E{Tikﬁmyo} can be computed exactly as in Sections 5.3 — 5.5, using Lemmas
5.9 and 5.10 for the case d(P) = 0. We can show that

—1ZE{TLM} —12 Z E{T Lm0}

k=2 m=1
%(/D %f<z>m’<z>m<z>d22) “9o(t) + O<(N~1) - dot) + O((t+ N7 (5.38)

Combining (5.37) and (5.38), and compute the result as in (5.31), we get

$0(t) = =0t - do(t) + O<(*N 1) - do(t) + O<((t+ )N ) = 12 Z ZE{TLk mn}.  (5.39)
k=2m=1n=1
Hence it remains to estimate the last sum in (5.39).
Let us first consider the case k = 2. By (5.4), (5.32) and (5.35), we see that for t € [0, N(1=9)/2]

S BT L) = 55}22 BTGuCs) g Lor (0pa(t) + O<(N ),

m=1n=1
and together with (5.34) we have
2 m
~i) Y E{TLyma}
m=1n=1
2s3a9t?i

= 52 Z ZE{TG”GJJ}{<(G2)ICIC>}{( kG + (G Gar b1 (Dpalt) + O<(ENTY)  (5.40)

2s3a9t?i

= N5 Y E{TGHG i UG i) H(GP)iG + (G)rs Gir bpr (Hpa(t) + O (ENTH).
1,7,k

Now, we continue the estimate with the isotropic law. By Theorem 3.7 we see that

~ ~ PN 1
Z G(21)iiG(#2)ik = Z(G(zl)u —m(z 22 ik T Zm 21)G 22 ik <

; | 1/2

and G(21);G(22)5 < |mna|~'/2 uniformly for z1,2, € D. Plug these two estimates into (5.40),
together with Theorem 3.7 and Lemma 5.1, we get

2 m
—iY Y E{TLymn}=O0<(tN") (5.41)
m=1n=1
as desired.
Now we consider the case k > 3. Fix m,n > 1, and set a = k — m, b = m — n. We have
0°G j; 6”(,01(15) 8"(,04(1&)
E{TL mon Jt
T Limn} < k+1/2Z H ang} OHY,  OH]!
C . 9GO J(t) O J(t)OMK(t)  OMK(t
S N(k'+k1>/2 ) OIS ]EHT aH;}} aHb(l)m b(p) aH@(l)--- aHnﬂ)’. (5.42)
b1, bpENG n1ymg€Ny 4rj ij ij OH;; ij ij

byt Fbp=bni+-+ng=n

Note that {Taaéji/ang} = O (N©@=D/2) for a > 0. Together with (5.32) and (5.35), we have
4 Z*E { 8“Gﬁ}8b1J(t) SO J()OMEK(t)  9MK(t)

N (k+1)/2 £

irj

a by by n Tq
OHY% ) 0 H OH;! OH OH;;
< N—R+D/2 N2 N(a=1)/2 N (01=2)/2 N (0p=2)/2 42 N(ni=4)/2 | 42 pp(np—4)/2

(5.43)

=N -(tN"H . (PN"2)1 < tN—Y/2. N—Pp/2. N1-4
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where ¢ > 1. If (p, q) # (0,1), then we have (5.43) < tN—L. If (p,q) = (0,1), then
/ o |f,0F G MK (L)
_ _ Kk Jt
P S S oAt
i,j £ ¢

One easily checks that {Tak’”@ﬂ/aHfj_”} = O (NF==3/2) for k —n > 2, and 0"K(t)/OH]} =
O(t?N™=5)/2) for n. > 2. As (k —n) +n =k > 3, we see that in this case
(5.43) < N~(-+D/2 N2 (Nk=n=3)/2 42 N(=4)/2 | N(k=n=1)/2 42 N(=5)/2) o yn—1
Hence we always have (5.43) < tN~!, and (5.42) shows
E{TLjmn}=O<(tN"") (5.44)
for all k > 2 and n > 1. Combining (5.39), (5.41) and (5.44) finishes the proof.

6. PROOF OF THE IMPROVED ESTIMATES FOR ABSTRACT POLYNOMIALS

In this section we prove Lemma 5.10. For notational convenience, throughout the section we make the
following convention

aGab : f@m—@-b. (6.1)

Whenever the above partial derivative notation is used, it will always be compensated by a éaiéib term
(with positive sign) since the true derivative of G-entries w.r.t. Hj; is apparently 0. In this way, we
complete (5.4) to
G
OHy;
for all 4, j. From Jensen’s Inequality, we can easily deduce Lemma 5.10 from the following result.

(@aiéjb + éajaib)(l +3i5) 71 (6.2)

Lemma 6.1. Let us adopt the assumptions in Lemma 5.10. We have the following estimates.

(i) Suppose d(P) =0 and v1(P) # 1, we have
E[S(P)|> = O<(£.(P)?).
(i1) Suppose d(P) =1, or d(P) =0 and 11 (P) =1, we have
E|S(P)] = O<(E.(P)?) .

6.1. The lone factor and happy trio. To prove Lemma 6.1, we need some priori estimate, which is
given in Lemma 6.5, after some additional notions are introduced below.

Definition 6.2. Let P = at*N~{G}---{G,} € P, where G, € G(z,) forr = 1,...,0. Let M :=
{G(z1),0,,G(z1), ..., G(25),0.,G(25)}.

(i) If there exists i,j € Z(P)\Z2(P), i # j, and My € M, such that (Mi);; is a factor of So(P), and
there is no other factors of So(P) having both indices i, j, then we say that (M);; is a (first) lone factor
of P, and set vs(P) = 1; otherwise vs(P) = 0.

(it) Suppose vs(P) = 1 with a lone factor (M);;. If there exists u,v € Z(P)\Z2(P), u # v, and
M, M3 € M, such that {u,v} N {i,j} =0, and S2(P) contains either (Mz)y, or (MaMs)y,, and there
is no other factor of So(P) having both indices u,v, then we say that (M2)y, or (MaMs)y, is a (second)
lone factor of P, and set vs(P) = 1; otherwise vs(P) = 0.

(iii) Suppose there exists distinct i, j,u,v € Z(P)\Z2(P), such that i appears exactly three times in P,
i the form (Ml)ij; (Mg)iu, (Mg)iv, where Ml,MQ,Mg € M. We say that (Ml)ij; (Mg)iu, (Mg)iv are
happy trio of P, and set v;(P) = 1; otherwise v;(P) = 0. Note that vz(P) = 1 implies v5(P) = 1.

Example 6.3. Let us take P and S2(P) as in Example 5.6. We easily see that vs(P) =1 and the first
lone factor can be either Gij(z1) or Gik(z2) or Giy(z3). We also have vg(P) = 0, as we cannot find a
second lone factor of P. In addition, G;j(z1), Gix(z2) and Giy(z3) are happy trio of P, thus v7(P) = 1.
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Remark 6.4. The lone factor and happy trio are essential objects that generate additional factors of
N=Y2 in our estimates. Heuristically, the lone factors are almost mean 0 and “weakly” correlated with
other factors in P, and thus they create additional smallness when one take expectation of P. Neverthe-
less, the mechanism to exploit this smallness is more delicate. We roughly illustrate it via the following
elementary examples.

(i) Let us take Py, := {G 1 for fixred ¢ = 1. Naively, by Lemma 5.9, we have

ES(P1q) = O<(N?*79/2), (6.3)
For q > 2, we can use resolvent identity

Gij = HGGi; — (HG);;G + 6,;,G (6.4)

and Lemma 3.2 to show that the estimate (6.3) cannot be improved. More precisely, we have

SP) = ST (B GG} - Y {BH.6.616)

1,] Ty i,  xxFi
J(emerh "(GayGL'G)
B Sk+1 yw - Sk41 =
N k! ]\7(’€Jr3)/2Z Z { } k! N(’C“)/22 Z { 8Hk.
k>1 y k>1 i wwi o
= ZAM + Z Ag. . (6.5)
k>1 k>1

When q = 2, the leading term is contained in As 1, and we can use (6.2) to see that

S(P1,2) Z{EG” )i G} + error < O(N).

When q = 3, the leading term comes from Az 1 and x = j, i.e.

(= 1)q 's 145 -
ES(P1,q) = NT2q ZE{Gq Gq G} + error < O(N?79/2)
When q = 1, as CAv'gj_l = 1, we do not have the above leading contributions, and we can show that

ES(P1,1) = O<(N), which improves Lemma 5.9 by a factor N—Y2_ In general, the same idea applies
whenever we have a first lone factor.

(i) Now we describe the idea behind the second lone factor. Let us compare Pa = {éijéivévjéuu}
with Ps = {G‘”@w@w@w} It is easy to see that vs(Pa2) = v5(P3) = 1, while vs(P2) = 0, v6(P2) =
A direct application of Lemma 5.9 leads to

ES(Py) = O<(N*?), and ES(Ps) = O<(N°/?). (6.6)
Similar to (6.5), we see that

ES(Py) = —

~ ~ m A~ 1 ~ ~ o~ o~
~ 2 E{(G%)uGu;GiiGuuG) +error = = 3 T E{(G)uGiiGuuG) +error < O(N?), (6.7)

1,7,U,V 1,U.V

—1/2

which improves (6.6) by a factor of N . Because P3 has a second lone factor @uv, we have

1 ~ ~ o~ o~ 1 ~ ~ o~ o~
N Z E{(G2)jqujGuiGuuQ} + error = N Z E{(G?) 40 GuiGuuGY + error = O (N3/2) ,

1,7,U,V 7,U,V

ES(Ps3) =

which improves (6.6) by a factor of N=*. This suggests that the second lone factor can bring additional

smallness. A
(ii1) Lastly we remark on the happy trio. Let us denote Py := {Gi;GivGiuGuu}, and note that vz(Py) =
1, v7(P2) = 0. Applying lemma 5.9 directly, we have

ES(Ps) = O (N*/?). (6.8)
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Similar to (6.7), we can show that
1

ES(Ps) = —

N Z E{(GQ)j’uézuéuéuuQ} + error. (6.9)

1,7,U,V
Comparing with the estimate of ES(P2) in (6.7), we see that the leading term on RHS of (6.9) contains
two lone factors, thus further expansions shall give us better estimates. We can show that ES(Py) =
O (N®/?), which improves (6.8) by a factor of N~'.

In light of the above remark, we have the following estimate, which is an improvement of Lemma 5.9.

Lemma 6.5. For any P = at*N~{G1}---{G,} € P with vy(P) <7 —2(vs(P) V v7(P)) and d(P) =0
we have
ES(P) = O (4P N*(P)=0(P)—(P)/2-5(P)=us(P) 2= (ro(P)wn(PD/2) —; O_(£,(P)).

Proof. First, note that the case of v5(P) = 0 follows from Lemma 5.9 directly. Hence, it suffices to

assume v5(P) = 1 in the following.
Case 1. Suppose v5(P) = v7z(P) = 0 and v9(P) < 7. Thus the lone factor of P is of the form

agéij = a;jéij(z), 0 € {0,1}, z € {z1,...,20}. W.O.L.G,we assume z = z;. Note that in the case
v6(P) = v7(P) = 0 we have (P) = N'/2&,(P), and thus we need to improve Lemma 5.9 by a factor of
N-2,

Recall the definition of P from (5.16), and we have ES(P) = {ES(P)},. Let us abbreviate P(4) :=
P/92G;;. Using (6. 4) together with Lemma 3.2 and a routine estimate of the remainder term, we have

EP = Z EH,,0%(GyoCi) PV — . EH,03(G,yG)PA
rirF£i
02 (GlyaGlij ) PA)

s
_Z k+1 (k+3>/22 3H§y

5k+1 o (82(@6@ )ﬁ(A)) —v(P
*Z (k+3)/2 Z E Q}ijy + O (E1(P)NP))

T,y £

(6.10)

= Z ELY + Z ELY + O (&(P)N—P)
k=1 k=1
for some fixed ¢ € N;. We shall first observe the cancellations between ELgl) and EL?). By (6.2), we
have

p02(GyuGiy)PU) 02(GraGij)PY)

(1)
EL; (1
- N2 Zy + 02y E OH,, N2 Z OH 1
1 A~ A A~
=-N3 Y B (GrnGyyGiy P — m > EOY(GyaGayGiy) P
.y T,y
1 S A = o) = o) N(A) 1 S/~ o 573(‘4)
N2 ZE@Z (Gyw(Giszj + GinZj))P + N2 Z E(l + 6zy)az (GyzGij)aT
z,y T,y b

2 0% (GreGij )P 2 8(0% (G Gij)PN) S W
e T pUECIMED 8 3 eGP Ly
zET1(P) z:x ¢, (P)

where we applied the convention in (6.1). Similarly, we have

1 A& A A 1 A N SN
EL? = 73 2L B0 (GruGiGyy )P + 5 TEOY(Gj(GriGlyy + GyiGlay + GyaCGliy)) P

x,y Y
! (GG 8’P(A) 2 GUny P(A) ! (2)
e ;E(l +021)0: Gy Go) g— — 33 g OH: Z ELy
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Note the cancellation between ELgli and EL&QZ

The estimates of EL(l) and EL(Q) for p > 2 can be handled using Lemmas 5.8 and 5.9. To start with,
we consider

1 1 ~o A~ ) ~ ~ o~
ELY) = — 2 BO2(Tr GG P — = GG, PA
By Lemma 5.8 we have
S(agéijﬁ(f‘)) = t#(P)NV(P)*WP)*Vl(7’)/2*1’3(7’)*01(7’)/2“71|*7/2|772|*7/2 e |776|*7/2
and together with the bound N=2Tr 95G2 < N1y |~179 we get
ES(L{Y) < t40P) NV (P)—0(P) 1 (P)2rs(P)=d(P) 21 | =92y, | T/2 |, |7/

= E(P)N 2| = | T2 o |72

By Lemma 5.1 we get {ES( }U < E(P)N~1/2. A similar argument shows that

ES(LY')) < EL(P)N 32|y |71 2]a| =772y |77/2 < £ (PN T3 |5 o] T2 |72,

where in the second step we used || > N~V4 for z = E +in € D. By Lemma 5.1 we get {ES(L%)}U =<
E1(P)N—1/8, Analogously, we can also show that {ES(LH)}U < E(P)N—1V/8,
Next, we consider IELglg By (6.2), one can show that

1 ~(1
ELY) =S EP(Y,
q=1
_ 1)\ _ 1)y _
for some fixed n € N, where each 731 5.q € P satisfies M(Pl 9.q) = W(P), v(Prs,) = v(P), 0(P1g,) =
6(P) 4 2. In addition, note that by (6.2), when we apply the differential 0/0H,., the indices vy, v3 will

not decrease. That is, 1 (731 5.q) = 1n(P), vs (731(11527,]) > v3(P). Moreover, we have V*(Pf}gﬁq) = 0. Thus
Lemma 5.9 implies

{ES(L Z{]ES = O (& (P)N73/2).

As another illustration, we see that

for some fixed n E N, where each ’Pl 6.4 € P satisfies ,u(Pl 6 q) = u(P), (’Pl(lg ) =v(P)+1, H(Pl(}gﬂ) =
O(P)+ 2, 1n (7)1 6.q) = 11(P), 1/3(’P1,67q) > v3(P) and v, (P 6.4) = 0. Thus Lemma 5.9 implies

1 1 -
{ES(L{N}o Z{ES (PLdg)}e = O«(E1(P)NT?).
One can use similar arguments to estimate the remaining terms in ELgl) and EL?), and show that

(ES(LIM)}, + {ES(L)Y, = O (E(P)N™Y) = O (E1(P)N~1/2). (6.11)

The above suggests that estimate is improved by N~! from the trivial estimate & (P).
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Now let us deal with IEL,(;) and EL,(f) for k > 2. We shall check the latter in detail since it is more
representative. We have

(2) _ _ Sk+1 1 Gﬂﬂijy)P( ))
ELy == = Noro2 > Z OHF
z:x¢ T, (P w
Sk+1 1 GIJny)P( ))
T T NGE3)/2 Z ZE OHE (6.12)

z:x€Z(P)\{i,5} ¥

3
Skt F(02(G;Gyy) P 2)
Tk N(k+3)/2 ZE aHik ZEL k,p -

In the sequel we shall repeatedly use the followmg observation: from (6.2) we see that, when a # b and
{a,b} # {c,d}, every term in
ak(z_l _ 561G(1 922 - 9% G(" 0 ”’“GZ(-:;D)

T1yeeey 2 ai] “z i11g

oOHE,

. 61,0, € {0,1} (6.13)

contains at least one off-diagonal factor. As x is distinct from Z; (P) in IEL§C i, we see that

B> T e,

q=1z:2¢Z,(P) vy
for some fixed n € Nj, where each ’P,£21)q € P satisfies ,u(P,g?l)yq) = u(P), V(P,fl)yq) = v(P) + 2,
0P ) = 0(P) + (k + 3)/2 vi(P,) = ni(P), vs(PY] ) = vs(P). Let us fix g, and write Py | =
a0 {gf’} - {ga }. Our assumption vy(P) < 7 implies

V*(Plfl)q
< ((G) = o(P) = 3)4 + -+ (1(GP) — vo(P) - 3)+
< ((G?) = 16(G1) = 3)s + -+ + (1(GP) — 1o(Go) — 3)4

—v1(G1) = 3)4 + - (1(GP) —11(Go) — 3)+
O o 2(GP) = 20(G1) — - — 203(Gn), (6.14)

where in the last step we used u3(g§2)) > v3(G;) for i € {1,...,n}. Note that by (6.12), we get ’Pk 14
through £ differentials. This motivates us to define for r = 0, ..., k, the term 77,?1’2 such that

)
)
(r0(G1”)
= (11(G")) +2v3(G”) = 11(G1) — 20s(G1) — 3)4 + - (11 (GP) + 2v3(G)) — 11(Gs) — 2v3(Gs) — 3)4
(1 (G”)
(

20  Sk+1 1 5 (A (2,k) _ (2)
Pk,l,q - kKl N(k+3/2) a (GIJGQQ)P ) ’ Pk,l,q - Pk,l,q’

and ’P,fl”:; is a term in
2,r—1
_Sk+1 1 87)lg,l,q )
k! N(k+3)/2 OH,,
for all r = 1,...,k. We write P( T) amu N0 T){g(2 T)} {g((f,r)}. By (6.2) and our observation
concerning (6. 13) it is not hard to check that

n(GPY) = (G), - 1 (GP0) = 11(Gs), (P = ni(P) (6.15)

and
(G) =11 (G4 o+ (1 (GPT) — 1 (GPTTI))L < 1+ (P — (PR, (6.16)

for all » = 1,...,k. The term +1 on RHS of the above comes from the worst case, where a factor of the
form (G(Zl)G(ZQ))uz, u# zin Pk 271 was differentiated by Hi,, and we get G(21)ui and (G(21)G(%2)) za
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" Pl?qu) In this case, (v1(G1*") =va(G1" ™))+ -+ (1(G577) =11 (G5 V)) 4 = 1, while 1 (Plfi,Tq))*
vi(PLy, ) = 0. Thus (6.15) and (6.16) imply (11(G1) = v1(G0)+ + -+ (1(G8) = 1 (Gn))+ < k +
vy (7)2,21)7,;) —11(P), and as a result

(11(G7) = 1(G1) = 3)s + - (1(GP) —11(Go) — 3)+ < (k+ (P )~ (P) =3)5.  (6.17)

Similarly, we can also show that

vs(G) 4+ us(G) — ws(Gr) — -+ — vs(Gn) < 2(vs(P ) — vs(P)). (6.18)
y (6.14), (6.17) and (6.18), we have
(PO ) < 2s(PE ) — va(P)) + (n(PY] ) — i (P) + k= 3).
and as a result

(P /8 < vs(PL)) = vs(P) + (P ) = 1a(P) + k — 3)4./2. (6.19)

The above relation, together with Lemma 5.9 imply

(ES(LE)}y = Z{ES (B o = O (t4P) NV PH2=(OP)+(43)/2)=0n (P 2703 (P)+(k=3)-./2) o
6.20

= 0<(61<7>> 2.
From (6.2), we also see that
2 (2
ELI&,% = Z Z EPZ&,Q),(] ?
=1y
for some fixed n € Ny, where each P\°) € P satisfies (’P(Q) ) = u(P) V(’P(2) ) =v(P)+1 9(7)(2) )=
+> k,2,q K k,2,q H ) k,2,q ) k,2,q

O(P) + (k+3)/2, (P ,) = v1(P) — k, v3(Py,,) = vs(P). Similarly to (6.19), we can show that

(P /8 S vs(PY) ) —vs(P)+(wi(PY ) —vi(P)+k=3)4 /2 < vs(P] ) —vs(P)+(n (P ) —vi(P)+k) /2.
Thus Lemma 5.9 shows
{(ES(LE)Ye = Y {ES(PO )}
k,2 q:Zl k,2,q (621)
= O (t1(P) NV (PIFI=(O(P)(k43)/2) =1 (P)/2-0s (P)Th/2) = O (£,(P)) .

For IELg;, since 9@, is a lone factor of P, there is no factor with both indices 4, j in Sy(8%(G,; Gy )PW).

Hence we again use our observation about the differential (6.13), and we see that
- > Y wAl
3 k3,9
=1y

for some fixed n € N, where each ’P,gygg),’q € P satisfies u(’P,fg,’q) = u(P), u(’P,fg,’q) =v(P)+1, G(Péﬁg;yq) >
0(P) + (k+3)/2, n(P),) = 11(P) = 1, v3(P) ) = v3(P), and

ve(PE /8 < ws(PE) ) — vs(P) + (ni(PY] ) — i (P) + k — 3)1/2
<ws(P) ) — vs(P) + (1 (PE] ) — vi(P) +1)/2+ (k — 4)4 /2

Thus Lemma 5.9 shows

n

S (2) L= S ~(2) .
{ES(Ly3)} ;{E (Praq)} (6.22)

=0, (t#(P)NV(P)+1*(0(P)+(]€+3)/2)7(1’1(P)/2+1/2)*VS(P)+(]€74)+/2) =0 (&E1(P)).



34

Note the criticality of the assumption that 8§Gij is a lone factor of P. Without this condition, we can

only have 14 (’P,fg,’q) > 11(P) — 1 —k for the parameter v, and in this case (6.22) fails. By (6.20) — (6.22)
we have

{(ES(LP)}, = O<(E1(P)) = O<(E(P)YN~Y2) = O(E1(P)) (6.23)

for £ > 2. A similar argument shows that
{ES(L{) Yo = O<(E(P)NTY2) = O(&1(P)) (6.24)

for k > 2. Note that in the above two relations, we improve the trivial bound & (7P) by a factor of N~1/2.
Inserting (6.11), (6.23) and (6.24) into (6.10), together with Lemma 5.1 we arrive at

ES(P) = {ES(P)}, = O<(&:(P))
as desired.

Case 2. Suppose v5(P) = vg(P) = 1, v9(P) < 5, and the lone factors of P are 85; CAT'Z-]- = 82@1-]- (z)
and 8§§ﬁuv = 835(?“”(25), where z, zs € {21, ..., 20}, 01,02 € {0, 1}. Note that in the case vg(P) = 1 we
have & (P) = N&(P), and thus we need to improve Lemma 5.9 by a factor of N~1.

Let us abbreviate P(B) := 73/(0;5; @ijagjﬁuv). Similar to (6.10), we have

5_ 1N 5 A P 1 PN .
EP = NZ Eszagi (GyzGij)anguv'P(B) = Z Eagi (szny)anguva(B)
Y T,y T F£
: Sk+1 Gysz)a Fuvp B))

- A N(k+3)/2 Z OHE,

(6.25)

Sk—i-l o (agi(érj@yy)agfﬁuv,ﬁ(m) —v(P
*Z ooz O F Sh + O (&(PINP)

ERR
= Z EL® + Z ELY + O (& (P)N—P)
k=1 k=1
for some fixed ¢ € N.. By (6.2), we have

~

1 ~ ~ A ~ ~ A~ ~ o~
EL?) N2 ZE861 G G GZ])852FM77 B) _ 2 ZEagT (Gyz(Gacsz] + Gzszj + Gzszj))anguv,P(B)

G a(aazﬁ PB) P 800 (CruGij) %2 Fpy PB))
61 L A 2 \ Tz Tij )U, Lue
szm vl om,, Ut o5 2 B OH,,

2 0(02,(GauGij)02 Fuly PP)) (3)
-3 > E O, =i BLy,
z:x @I (P)

and similarly

EL{" = N22E851 (GraGs ny)ajgﬁwﬁ<3>+ ZE351 $(GriGyy + GGy + GyuGiy) )22 Fyy PP

z,y

& (0% F,, PB)) 2 8(02(Gi5Gyy )09 Fy PB)
51 Zg T UV A yy Zg T UV
ZE@ )—8Hm- (1+60) — 773 ; 3, ZELlp.

We again see that there is a cancellation between IELQ and ELY}%. Similar to (6.11), we can use Lemmas

5.8 and 5.9 to show that the estimate for other terms in {ES(L&B))}U and {IES(L§4))}U are improved by
N~! from the trivial estimate &y (P), i.e.

(ES(LP)}, + {ES(LI)Y, = O (E(P)N™Y) = O (E1(P)N~1/2). (6.26)
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Next let us deal with EL,(B) and IEL,(:Q for k > 2. We shall give a careful treatment of the latter. We
have

D(B)
(4  Sk+1 1 GzJny)a FuvP )
EL," =~ Ll N (k+3)/2 Z ZE OHF
z:xgZ1(P) Y e
_ Skt1 —1 Z ZE Gm]ny)a(sZFuvP(B))
k! N(*k+3)/2 OHF
z:w€Z (P)\{i,7,u,v} ¥ e
sk 1 Eak(a;s;(@jj@yy)ajjﬁwﬁ(m)
-kl NGH3)/2 OHE
Yy
4
Sk+1 GzJny)a Fuvp B) . (4)
Ok N(k+3)/2 > ZE OHF _'ZEL’W
ze{u,v} Y v

We can further split

k k—n 61 ~ . ~ ~(B) . 62 n
(4) _ Sk+1 1 k 0" M09 (G Gyy)P)) 0™(022 Fuw)
ELk,l T Tk NGE3)/2 Z:l (n) Z ZE aHlkfn OH"

g (P) Y
Skl 1 0" ( 56 Gmgny)P( ) Sy 7 (4) (4)
- > ME T (02 Fuw) = ELy | | +ELY .
z:x@¢Z(P) Y v
Note that when n > 1, there are at least two off-diagonal entries in each term of 9" (922 F )/OH],. Thus

we see that

4 4

L/(c i 1 Z Z ZE,PIEJ),Lq ’
q=1z:a¢Z(P) vy
for some fixed » € N4, where each 7’,&11 14 € P satisfies u(’P,g 1) 1 q) = u(P), V(Pzgi),l,q) = v(P) + 2,
0Py L) = 0P) + (k+3)/2, (P, ) = n(P) +1, ug(P,g‘*l L) = v3(P). In addition, similar to
(6.19), we have
4 4 4
V(P 1. )/8 S va(Pill 1 ) = va(P) + (Pl 1 ) = v (P) = 1)/2 4 (k = 2)/2.
Thus Lemma 5.9 implies
{IES(L;‘*} Do = O (t#P) N PI+2=OP)+(:43)/2) = (1(P)+1)2-0s(P)+(=2)+/2) — O_(£,(P))  (6.27)
for k > 2. Similarly, we have
4

{ES(LY) »)}o = O<(&1(P)) (6.28)

for k > 3. To handle ELg}i’Q, note that

EL;% 2 = Z Z ZE,P27112711

q=1 z:x ¢TI, (P

for some fixed » € Ny, where each P2 ) 2, €P satlsﬁes u(P2 12.q) = 1(P), (732 12.q) = V(P)+2,
/(Pallaq) = OP) +5/2 11 (Palag) 2 1(P), v6(Pala,)

PRz
such that 14 (P2 12.4) = 1(P), 1/3(732(%1),27(1) = v3(P) for 1 < ¢ < m < r, and otherwise ¢ > m + 1. By
Lemma 5.9, one has

3(P). Let us further split the sum over ¢

Z {ES(PSY 5 )Ye = O<(E1(P)).

q=m+1
For ¢ < m, directly applying Lemma 5.9 only gives a bound O (£;(P)N'/?). In this case, we use the fact
that 92 F\,, is a lone factor of Pg(%l)ﬁqu, ie.vs (Pé?yzq) = 1. Let us write 732(%1)721(1 = a(4)t“N’9{g§4)} e {954)}.
Similar to (6.19), the conditions 14 (7)2(%1),27(1) = 1n(P), v3 (7)2(%1),27(1) = v3(P) ensure that uo(’PQ(jll)Q,q) <
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vo(P) 42 < 7. Thus we can use the the argument in Case 1 to get an additional improvement of N~1/2.
Hence, we have finished estimating all terms in ELgli -2, and we conclude
{ES(LSY 5)}o = O<(£1(P)).
Together with (6.27) and (6.28) we have
{ES(L{D}s = O<(E1(P)). (6.29)
A similar argument applies when we show that
{ES(Li)}s +{ES(Li3)}s = O<(&1(P)), (6.30)

as in both cases we get a lone factor when the derivatives 9% /90HE, do not hit 922 Fi
However, we need to be more careful when we deal with EL,(:lé)l, since now € {u, v}, and the derivatives

OF/OHY might destroy the lone factor 922 Eyp. We apply (6.2) and see that

EL{) = Z ZEPk Ly

g=1 y
for some fixed r € N, where each ’P,giz, € P satisfies u(’P,g Z q) = u(P), (’P,giz’q) =v(P)+1, 9(7’,&2#) =
O(P) + (k+3)/2, 1n (P,Sli ) = n(P)—k, 1/3(’P,£2 ) = v3(P). Again, we split the sum over g such that

Vl(Pk4q) =11(P) — k, 1/3(73k4q) = v3(P) for 1 < ¢ < m < n, and otherwise ¢ > m + 1. One can use
Lemma 5.9 to show that

S {ES(PL,)) — 0(E(P).
g=m+1
For q m, directly applying Lemma 5.9 only gives a bound O (£;(P)N'/?). However, the condition
Vl(Pk 1.4) = V1(P) — k implies that all the k derivatives O JOHE are applied on factors with indices 7, .
As i ¢ {u,v}, we see that the derivatives 9% /OHE, cannot create a factor with indices u,v, i.e. 0% F,
is still a lone factor for all terms in Pk 1.4 Thus vs (P,gili’q) = 1. In addition, 1/1(771827(1) =1 (P) — k,
V3 (7),247(]) = v3(P) ensures VO(’Plgiliq) < 1p(P) < 5. Thus we can use the argument in Case 1 to get an
additional factor of N='/2. In conclusion, we get
{ES(L)}, = O«(&(P)).
Combining the above with (6.29) and (6.30) we get

{ES(L{)}o = O<(&1(P)) (6.31)
for all fixed k£ > 2. Similar steps can be used to show that
{ES(LP)}o = O0<(&1(P)) (6.32)

for all fixed k > 2. Inserting (6.26), (6.31) and (6.32) into (6.25), we get ES(P) = {ES(P)}, = O (E1(P))
as desired.

Case 3. Suppose v5(P) = v5(P) = 1, vo(P) < 5, and the lone factors of P are (8516'6‘53 )ij =
(8‘51@(%)86‘ CAv'(zt))zj and 6‘52131“, =9 éuv(zé) where z, 25, 2t € {21,..., 25}, 01,02,03 € {0,1}. In this
case, again we need to improve Lemma .9 by a factor of N~!. Using resolvent identity (6.4) we have

(021 GO2 U )iy = 020%(GU )iy = 02 0% (HG(GU ) — 02102 (HGU )1, G) + 021 GO U (6.33)

Zt—"Zg
Let us write (851 A8‘53 A)w =3, 00 )m(@‘s )w;, and note that (92! 82’;" U)Z-j is not a factor of P, but
a factor of Z P. We denote P(@) := (E P)/((?‘s1 Go% U)U-aggﬁw. By (6.33) we have
ZIEP = Z EH,, 02 0% (Gl (GU ) 15)0%2 Fuy PO — = Z EH;,02 0% ((GU) 3Gy )02 oy P
T, YT AL

+ E551 GO U022 FoyP©) = A, + EA; + EA;. (6.34)
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We see that the RHS on the first line of (6.34) is very similar to that of (6.25), the main difference is
that two matrices G are replaced by GU in (6.34). By (6.2), we see that after expanding EA; and EA,
using Lemma 3.2, there will be a cancellation between their second-cumulant terms, and other terms can
be estimated in a similar fashion as described in Case 2. This allows one to show that

{ES(A1)}o +{ES(A2)}s = O<(&1(P)) -

In addition, note that the term EAg can be treated as in Case 2. Hence we have ES(P) = {ES(P)}, =
O<(&1(P)) as desired.

Case 4. Suppose v5(P) = v7(P) = 1 and 15(P) < 5, and the happy trio are 827{@1-]- = 82@”- (zr),
85213w = 8526w(zs) and 853 Uiy = o (A?w(zt) where z,, 25,2t € {21, ..., 25}, 01,02,03 € {0,1}. In this
case, again we need to improve Lemma .9 by a factor of N1,

We shall proceed in a very similar way as in Case 2: we perform one cumulant expansion, and the result-
ing terms either gain a factor N~ or N='/2. In the latter the terms contain one lone factor, and we can
use our estimate in Case 1 to gain another factor N~=1/2. Let us denote PD) = 15/033 @ijagf Euagf ﬁiv.
By (6.4), Lemma 3.2, and a routine estimate of the remainder term, we have

~ 1 * ~ o~ ~ ~ o~ ~ ~ ~ o~
EP = NZ EHoy 02 (GyaGij )02 Fuu0P2 U PP = N~ EHp 02 (G G)O2? iy, 022Uy PP

T:xFi
N s 1 g L OH (082G Giy) 082 By 95201, PP
S B NG/ OHE,
=1 T,y
‘ Aoa 5 asair B (6.35)
ak(aél (G -G )aézF, 893 rP(D))
Sk+1 Zr zjIyy )Yz, iuVz, Yiv —u(P)
Z Kl N(k+3)/2 Z;é_E OH* + O<(&(P)N )
=1 €T,y rFE 1T

4 14
Y ELY 4 Y ELY + OL(E (PIN )

k=1 k=1

for some fixed ¢ € N;. Similar to (6.11) and (6.26) we have a cancellation between ELgE’) and IEL§6). We
can show that

5 6 1 2 3 s{J. P
EL® +ELY® = NQZW Go) 02 (Fpu F) 032 U, PP

ZE861 vy IJ)aJS( 171 ”>862qu7) +5 1) = ZZEP(E))

q=1 z,y

for some fixed n € Ny, where it can be checked using Lemma 5.9 that
{S(EM)}o = O(&(P)NT!) = O<(E(P)).
In addition, each PO satisfies (P(s)) = u(P) V(P(5)) =v(P)+2 9(73(5)) =0(P)+2, v (77(5)) =
1,q H 1l,q 12 ’ 1,q ) 1 1 1l,q
v(P)—1, 1/3(77(5)) = v3(P) + 1. Moreover, we see that 1/0(771(?(1)) =1(P)+1<6and 1/5(77(5)) = 1. Thus
we can apply the result in Case 1 and show that

Z{Es(ﬂ?q))}a =0 (tu(P)NV(P)+2—(9(7>)+2)—(V1(73)—1)/2—(V3(7>)+1)—1/2) = 0<(&(P)).

As a result,
{ES(ILY) +ES(L)}o = O<(E1(P)) (6.36)

Similarly, we can use (6.2) and Lemma 5.9 to show that for fixed ¢ > 2

Y4
SHES(LY) ) = O<(E1(P)),

k=2
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and
! S
6 3 "
SRLY = S SRS GG (P D) P 48 =3 S R+
k=2 eI (P) VY qg=1 z,y

for some fixed n € N, where {S(£®)}, = O (& (P)). In addition, each ﬁQ(GQ) satisfies u(’PQ(?q)) = u(P),
V(P(6 ) =v(P)+2, 9(’P2(i1)) =0(P)+5/2, h (7)2(6;) = 11(P), 1/3(’P2(i1)) = v3(P). Moreover, we see that
1/0(77(6)) =1y(P) <5 and V5(P,£2) = 1. Thus we can apply the result in Case 1 and show that

Z{Es(ﬁ]gG;)}a — O_< (tﬂ(P)NV(P)+2_(9(P)+5/2)_V1(P)/2—V3(77)—1/2) _ O.< (61 (7))) )

As a result, we have

Y4
S TES(LY) + ES(LY)}e = O<(E1(P)). (6.37)

k=2

Inserting (6.36) and (6.37) into (6.35), we have ES(P) = {ES(P)}» = O~ (& (P)) as desired. This finishes
the proof. O

Now we are ready to prove Lemma 6.1. Let P = at*N=9{G;}---{G,} € P as in Lemma 6.1, where
Gr € G(z,) for r =1,...,0. It suffices to assume a = 1 and = 6 = 0.

6.2. Proof of Lemma 6.1, part I. In this section we prove Lemma 6.1 for d(P) = 0. We see that
Eo(P) = E.(P)N, i.e. we need to gain an improvement of factor N 1. Let us recall the assumption from
Lemma 5.10 that v(P) = 2, 15(P) = v3(P) = 0, and the assumption p = 6 = 0 stated above. In
case 0 = 1, some toy examples are P = {G1} with G; = G”Gm, Gi G GM or G G”G” (say), which
correspond to the cases v1(P) = 0, 1 or 2, respectively. In the sequel we separate the discussion for
general P into the cases v1(P) =0, v1(P) =1 and 11 (P) > 2.

Case 1. Let us first consider the case v1(P) = 0, i.e. there is no off-diagonal entries in P. In this case
E.(P) =t PIN2-0(P)=1 — N By Lemma 3.9, we see that

1 1 <N 1 1
|y [P0 (G1)/2+1 |7 |70(G) /241 X IABE Ine|5/2"

(S(P)) < N>~

where in the last step we used v(G,) < vo(P) < 3 for all r = 1,...,0. Then Lemma 5.1 implies

and together with Lemma 3.4 we complete the proof.
Case 2. Now we assume v1(P) = 1, i.e. there is exactly one off-diagonal factor in P. Then &,(P) =

N'/2. W.0.L.G. we denote it by afjléij = a;jléij(zl), § € {0,1}. Let PB) .= ’ﬁ/@gl@ij, and note that
PE) only contains diagonal entries. By the definition of D in (4.3), P is real, and E|S(P)|> = ES(P)% =
E{S(P)}2. Let us write P’ = {Gy/}---{G,} € P, where each G, is obtained from G, by changing z,
into z,». We have

EIS(P)? = E{S(P)}2 = {ES(P)S(P)}or = {30 D EP P}

7_] u,v
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Similar to (6.10), we have for i # j and u # v that

EP;;P.,, = Z EH,y 0, (GyoGif) P Ply — Y EHi8?, (GoyGYP P,

T:rH#i
‘s “(02(GyuGiy) P PL,)
- %l Nk+3 /ZZ OHF
-1 zy
V4 (E) D1
Sk+1 1 9 (22, (Gmyny)P Puv) 2 A7—4
-2 T wewE 2 E OHF +O<(&(P)'NT)
k=1 T,y cAi w
B LA Ska1 1 < OF(02) (GyrGw)P )GWP/
_; —\n) & N<k+3>/22 OHZ ™ OHy,

(@ (GyuGiy) P (6.38)

0
Sk+1 ij =~/

4 k k Skl 1 Eak n(azi (G G )7) )anp/
-2 n) kI NK+3)/2 2 OHE™ OH,

k=1n=1 T,y T F£L

(03 (GujGyy)PS) ~
Sk+1 21 T)EYY) Ay 2 n7—4
- Z k! N(k+3)/2 Z = OHE P, +O<(E(P)’N™Y)

T,y rHE

Z Z EL{) + Z EL® + Z Z EL{) + Z EL® + 0L (E.(P)2NY).
k=1

k=1n=1 k=1n=1

We emphasis that all the above L-terms is dependent of i, j, u, v, and for convenience we omit the indices.

Note that in the above, EL( Zl and EL( Zl contains the information for the covariance of Pu and ’P’

terms, and in their treatment we shall use the estimates proved in Lemma 6.5. On the other hand, in
Ll(f) and IEL; ), we see that Puv is intact and thus one can focus on the estimate of the derivative of
731’3‘7 which will be similar to the counterpart in the estimate of EP in (6.25).
We first deal with ELQ Note that

Y= Y Y A= A=)+ Y A=)+ 1 = ) + Y 1({i ) = {u,0))

i, U 0,7, U,V R 0,5,V
:;214_..._4-24, (6.39)

and IELY% behaves differently when we apply different )" , w =1,...,4. We have

e 8737” 873w
TR = L R GG P 1 6+ 5 S G P

u,v Ty
D3I DI VIS 3 S5 3 ZEP1,172,q
qlz,] u, v T,y qg=1 1,7 u,w
= ZZZ ZEPLM,q, +ZZZ ZEP1,1,2,q, (6.40)
g=1w=1 g=1w=1

for some fixed ny,ns € N, Where in the last step we used (6.39). By (6.2), we see that for each ¢, we
have 731 11,41 € P, with 1/(731 11,41) =6, 9(771(771)117%1) =2, 1/3(771(171)711(111) = 1. Moreover, we see that when
an off-diagonal factor in P[w is differentiated, each 82(771(771)117%1) contains two lone factors, which are
either in the form ag;ajg(éﬁ)ju and ajgﬁw, or aj;ajg(éﬁ)jv and ajgﬁiu, where 41, ...,03 € {0,1}, and
F = G(z,) for some v’ € {1,2,...,c}. In this case Vl(rpl(Tl),l,q,l) > 2, 1/5(’P1(,71)71,q’1) = Vg(’Pl(Tl)J,q’l) =1, and



40

say ﬁuu, was differentiated, each

1/0(771(771)117,171) <b5b=7- 2(1/6(771(171)711(111)). When a diagonal factor in P/,
82(’P£71)71’q’1) contains only one lone factor Fj, or F,,. In this case 14 (7)1(771),17(171) > 3, V5(7)1(771),17q71) =1,

VG(P1(,71),1,q,1) =0, and VO(Pl(Tl),l,q,l) <6<7— 2(V6(7)1(771),17q71)). We can then apply Lemma 6.5 and show
that

{Es(ﬁl(,?,l,q Do = {Z ZEP{? . q,1}2a_ < N6-2-2/2-1-1/2-1/2 | N6-2-3/2-1-1/2-0/2 _ £.(P)?

as desired. The estimate concerning other terms on RHS of (6.40) are easier, as for them v < 5, i.e. there
are fewer summations. We can use Lemma 6.5 and show that

> EL(”}QO_ < E(P)?. (6.41)

i,J U

Now, we consider IEL(7) for k > 2. A generalization of (6.39) shows that

XXX = Y Y A= tie=u) i@ =0)

,J WU oz 1,J,U,V,T ©,5,U,v
+Z*<1<z'=v>+1<j=v>><1<x=j>+1<x=u>+1<xzu>>
2 (= +1( = w) (e =) + e =w) + 1z = v))
5 1
#3710 = {uo DA =)+ 1= + 1@ =) = 3 3

Similar to (6.40), we have
k 1 Sl OF (8% (Gj Gy )P o
Z Z EL(?) Sk+1 ZZ( )ZE i (G Gy )Py P
n) K NES2 b £ OH" OH.

T

) 5(7)
= EP

for some fixed r € N.
We first check the case w = 1. By (6.2), we see that for each ¢, we have Pk nq1 € P, with I/(Péq 1) =

6, 9(7% ) o) = (k+3)/2, yl(Pk ) o1 =3, VB(P,C,W) e {0,1}, VO(PMM) <24 yl(p,gg,q,l), and it is
not hard to show that

vo(P) 1) <2@us(P) )+ vo(P) 1) —10)4 < 201(PT) 1) — 6)+.

When k > 3 and vy (77277)1 o 1) =4, it is easy to see from Lemma 5.9 that {ES(?B,S,)MLI)}QG = 0 (E(P)?).
P

When k > 3 and lll(Pk nq1) = 3, we have 1/5(77,&27%1) =1, as 9" P!, /OH, contains at least one lone

factor. In addition, vy (P,gn a1) S 2—|—3 = 5, thus we can use Lemma 6.5 and show that {ES( k nga)t2e =
O<(E.(P)?). When k = 2 and l/o(Pk n.q1) = 5, we can use Lemma 5.9 to show that {ES(P 1277)1 a2 =
O<(E.(P)?). When k = 2 and 1 (P,iﬁ{ ) 1) = 4, we have vo(Py) 1) < 6 and vs(Py) ) = 1, thus we

can use Lemma 6.5 to show that {ES(P! knq D} = O<(E(P)?). When k = 2 and ul(’Plg?wﬁl) = 3,

we have I/()(Pkn " 1) < 5. In addition, we either have two lone factors or a happy trio, where the
happy trio is of the form sz, F,., Fyy. This means we either have V5(Pk mgl) = 1/6(73277)1 g1) = 1,01
Vs (Plgn,q,l) =y (Plgn,q,l) = 1. Thus we can use Lemma 6.5 to show that {ES(PéTn,q,l)}% = 0 (E(P)?).

This finishes the estimate for w = 1. For w = 2,...,5, the estimate are easier, as there are fewer
summations. We omit the details. Hence, we have showed that

{Z*Z*EL,(ZZL}QG < E(P)?

i, u,v
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for k > 2. Together with (6.41) we have

14 k
3 {Z S L) }20 < E(P). (6.42)

k=1n=1 i, wuw

Similarly, we can also show that

14 k
3 {Z Z EL }20 < E(P)2. (6.43)

k=1n=1 i,

Now let us estimate L,(CG) and LI(CS). We see that they are essentially about the expectation of ’5, as
the factor P’ is not differentiated. Similar to (6.11) and (6.26), we also have a cancellation between the

leading terms of EL,(CG) and IELS;). In addition, note that since v1(P) = 1, PE) only contains diagonal
entries. Together with Lemma 5.9, we can show that

14 4
ELS +ELY =g P, S ELY =k P, S ELY =R P,

uv

2 W(E)
53 & A A A B & )
ELéS) = — ZEagl (GmmGuszny)Pz(g )Pu'u 2]\75/2 ZE@SI zj yy z/j aHQ + E5(6 P/

_ el (7,2) 15 (6) >
= .IESZ-]- P+ IEEZ-]- P + IEEZ.J. P, .

where {S(E(™)}, < E.(P) for n = 3,...,6. Directly estimating 5 Y by Lemma 5.8 would not be enough
for us. By the isotropic semicircle law T heorem 3.7, we have

PPN ~ ~ ~ 1
ZGIJGJW = Zm(zl)Gw + Z(Gwz — m(zl))Gm < m . (644)
1
Thus
(71) _ S (@ a.a A pE s L L 1
&7 = e 05 G CuCas G )Py < N o s

z,y

and together with Lemma 5.1 we get {S(E("Y)}, < &E.(P). The steps for 51-(]-7’2) are similar, since
P®) only contains diagonal entries, we see that the worst terms in 51-(]-7’2) will contain factors of the

form (A?I](zl)@m(zr) for some r € {1,...,0}. We can use an estimate similar to (6.44) and show that
{S(£"2)}, < £.(P). Thus we have proved that

£
S{ Y ELY +ELY) ) = 0(E(P) - EIS(P) < O<(&.(P)) - (BIS(P)P)2. (6.45)

k=2 4,5 uw
Inserting (6.42), (6.43) and (6.45) into (6.38), we obtain
E|S(P)|? = O<(Ex(P)?) + O<(£.(P)) - (BIS(P)I)'/?,

which implies E|S(P)|* = O<(E.(P)?) as desired.
Case 3. We consider the case 1/1 (P) = 2, and as a result &, (P) = N'=*1(P)/2_ The discussion is very
similar to Case 2. Let 851G(1) 8 G(Vl) be the off-diagonal factors in P, where 41, ...,d,, € {0,1}. Let

ij 0" G231
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PE) .= ’ﬁ/(@gi 65]1) . -65511 ég;l)) Similar to (6.38), we have for i # j and u # v that

n 1 5 Ouy Alv1) S S
B =33 (k) si 1 Z* OF (001 (GL) GG - 0l GYIPL) o
YTl T L b\ ) R NG/ p) Hﬂ@yn Oy,
¢ (EW A 55, Sy Gi(01) 35(F)
+y e Z* 8’“ 86 (GGG - 020 G Py )<75' )
P k' N(k+3)/2 aHk uv

ok~ n(aél( 1)G(1 )862(;(2 ..a G(”l)’P )anrﬁ/

¢ k k Sk 1 Zuy uv
*ZZ (n)k—TlN(k+3)/2 Z I QHF™ OH?"

k=1n=1 T,y £
! k(a6 (A1) AN 96, A(2) v1 Av1) 5 (F)
0"(04(G,) G )62G-----8Z GiiV'Pii ) =~
Sk+1 21 x 2o i vy _
G e (PL,) +O<(E(P)*N 1)
@ yiw i i
¢k
=3 Y ELY) +ZEL(1O)+ZZEL +ZEL(12)+O (E.(P)2N™Y). (6.46)

k=1n=1 k=1n=1 k=1

The treatment of L(gzl and L(ln) is similar to that of L( 7)1 in Case 2: we use Lemma 6.5 to estimate the
worst terms, and the other terms can be estimated by the trivial bound in Lemma 5.9. As a result, we
have

i i (XYL}, <& and é i XYL} <em. (64)

k=1n=1 14,5 u,v k=1n=1 4ij wu,v

By Lemma 5.9 we can also show that

4
S {XSELV) = 0u(E(P) - ISP (6.48)

k=2 4,5 wv

The estimates concerning L,(Cu) is more complicated than what we saw for L,(Cg) in Case 2, and the reason
is that we have more than 1 off-diagonal entries in P. When the derivative 9% /OHE, hits the off-diagonal

21

entries 992 @5?) -9 G(l’1 , direct estimate by Lemma 5.9 is not small enough for all terms. But for

these terms the value of 1, W111 decrease. Using the cancellation between the leading terms of ELglo) and
ELgu), we have

(10) (12) _ 1 51 (A A 5052) (Al(2) Als(2)
EL{ + EL! = N2, o 3 ZE(@IG G2 (GUPGEED)
SeSym({27 7”1}) z,y

Zs(3) Zs(v1)

= Y ZERH NP, +EED (PL), (6.49)

seSym({2,...,v1}) =

-GS(B)G 5(3)) ,,asm)G s(v1)) rPF)<rP/ >)+E5i(]§)<rﬁ1/w>
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where Sym(M) denotes the symmetric group of set M, and we can use Lemma 5.9 to show that
{S(EBN}, < £.(P). In addition, we have

(12) _ 83 b1 (1) 1 22) (A(8(2)) Als(2))\ 59s3) ( A((3)) As(3))
EL = NO2(y; — 3)! > > ZE(@ Gy )>az5((2)) (G, Gy )92 (GG
s€Sym({2,...,v1}) z:x#£{i,j} ¥

Os(a 4 ds vi) A(s(v1)) ~(F) 1
733 51 <1 A1) %52 (AE2) Al @) 505() (A(5(3) Al5(3)
+ No52(, — 3)! Z ZE(G (G GMI 2 (GG (@GR

seSym({2,...,.v1}) ¥
. ag:é:)) 655(4)) . aZ:E'VBG (Vl))f]) F) <,P >) + ES(Q <rp )

3 S S ERIPL) + > STEPST(PL,) +EES (P,)

seSym({2,...,v1}) m:a#{i,j} ¥ s€Sym({2,...,v1}) ¥
(6.50)

and

(12) Sk+1 o1 (AW AQ)Y L g0 (Al(K+1)) Als(k+1))
Ly - NGy — k- 1) > ZE(a (G557 Cyy) - Ozioeen (G5 Gi )
s€Sym({2,...m1}) ¥

.355<k+2) G(S(k+2)) 0, S<V1)G( (Vl))p(F) <,P/ >) + IESi(jlo’k) <751/w>

Zs(k+2) Zs(v1)

= Y S ER™®NPL) +EESOY(PL,)

seSym({2,...,v1}) ¥

(6.51)
for 3 <k < vy — 1, where we can use Lemma 5.9 and Theorem 3.7 to show that

(r1—1)N¢
{SEMN}s+ D2 ASEN)}, < E(P).
k=3
We see that for each s € Sym({2,...,0}), we have 50(’P212 S)) Eo(P)N—1/2, which is not enough. But

we can again use éjz = H(A?sz - (ﬁé)JzQwL 5J1Q and Lemma 3.2 to do another expansion. Estimating
the result using Lemma 5.9 and (6.44) we get

Z ZE'P(H 5) Z ZE(851 (I)G 1))8 5(2) (G(S 2)) G(S(Q))G(S(Q)))
zix#{i,j} Y z:wg{i,j} Y
) azz((j; (G(s 3)) G(s(3))G(s(3)))5 5(4) G(s(4)) . .azz((:i;G(S(m))'ﬁi(f) <731/w>) + Egi(jU,S) <731/w>
C > NSRRI (P, +EES (P (6.52)
vt {ig} ¥
where {S(Ei(ju’s))}a =< &.(P). In addition, we also have
{EYELYY = 0s(EP)- @ISV (6.53)
for k > v;. Inserting (6.47) — (6.53) into (6.46), together with the identity EX(Y) = E(X)(Y"), we have
E|S(P))? = 3 (IES(P(H NS(P) +ES(PLLY)S(P) + ES(PY5Y)S(P)
seSym({2,...,v1})
(Vlfl)/\l (654)
S ES(PLMSP) ) + OL(E(PR) +O(E.(P) - (BIS(PID?.
k=3

We see that 50(7)(12 s)) & (,P(12 s)) & (73(12 s)) Eo(P), 50(P§}ﬁ7f)) _ 50(7))]\771/27 and 1 (,7)1(1275))7
u1(7)2(11215 ), v (’P212 S)), 1/1(’P£12 S)) <11 (P)—2forall s € Sym{2,...,0} and k < 11 — 1. Rewriting (6.54)
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in an abstract form, we get

EIS(P) = iES(ﬁ(”)S(ﬁ) + O<(Ex(P)*) + O<(E.(P)) - (EIS(P)[*)"/? (6.55)

for some fixed n. Each P@ satisfies £ (P@) < &(P), v1i(PW) < 1v1(P) — 2, and each ES(P@)S(P)
can be expanded again using (6.4) and Lemma 3.2. Similar to Cases 1 and 2, one can show that
S(P) < E(P)N~1 = E.(P) when v1(P) = 0. Hence repeating (6.55) finitely many steps we get

EIS(P)]* = O<(E-(P)*) + O<(E-(P)) - (EIS(P)|*)!/2.

This finishes the proof.

6.3. Proof of Lemma 6.1, part II. In this section we prove Lemma 6.1 for d(P) = 1. In this case we
have £(P) = E.(P)N'/?, thus we need to gain an improvement of N~/2. Comparing with the need of
improving N1 in Section 6.2, the estimate in this section is easier.

Case 1. Let us first consider the case v1(P) = 0. Note that we have for G = G(z) that

~ ~ ~ 1
Z(GHdGler)ii = ZGiszkk < W’
i k

uniformly for z = E 4 in € D. Together with Theorem 3.7 we have
S(P) < th(P) NV(P)=0(P)=w1(P)/2=v5(P)=d(P) /2|y |=10(G)/2 .. | 1=10(Ge)/2(| Ny |71/2 4 .. & [Ny |~ V/2)
< Nt |72+ Ning| =72, (6.56)
where in the second step we used vo(P) < 4. By Lemma 5.1 we have
S(P) = 0<(N) = 0<(&(P)),

and together with Lemma 3.4 we complete the proof.

Case 2. Now let us consider the case when v4(P) = 1. In this situation, the additional factor of
N—1/2 comes from the isotropic law. If the off-diagonal entry is in the form 9°G,j, and we also have
((A?HdCATVHw)u' in P, then (6.56) is obviously true from Lemma 3.9 and

~ 1
; Gij < W .
If the off-diagonal entry is in the form (@Hdélﬂ’)zj, then we use the estimate
L Z(éHdCA?Hw)-- = Zékék Hir < L
VN 5 A TR T e

where v = (1, ..., 1). Together with Lemma 3.9 we again obtain (6.56). Following the steps in Case 1 we
complete the proof.

Case 3. We consider the case v1(P) > 2. We work under the additional assumption that P contains the
off-diagonal factor (ﬁHdﬁH‘“)ij, where F' = @(zul), w € {0, 1}; the case where P contains (ﬁHdﬁHw)ii
or (ﬁHdﬁlJr‘*’)jj can be proved in a similar way. Let 0% @g?,...,@ggi:égl_l) be the other off-diagonal
factors in P, where 41, ..., 0., -1 € {0,1}. Let

PO = P0G - 021G T (FHGE ),

1
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Note that the condition v1(P) > 2 grantees the existence of 92! (A?Z(;) in P. Similar to (6.38), we have for
1 # j and u # v that

EP;; P,
-n (O A~ 2 () Svy—1 Alvi— i l4w D nm
B éi she1 1 Z*Eak (021 (GS) G 922G . 92 21 G (FHGF ), P onpr
a Kl NG+3)/2 Py S
k=1n=1 x,y Ty Ty
A1) A1 (2 6uy—1 Alvi—1 w G
¢ k+1 . 8k(8§}(G§7}G§j))3§§G§j)"'3%1 1G( )(FH s )i Pz(g ))7)/
Z N (k+3) N (k+3)/2 Z aHﬁy uv
< i <k> sn 1 g GO (G GRG0 G Y (FHAF )P 0P,
| k+3)/2 k—n n
h—1n=1 \"* kL N3/ o,yati 0H;, OH!.
4 51 () ALy 55, A(2) v -1 Alvi—1) wy. p(G)
_ Z Sk+1 1 Z Eak(azll(sz Gyy )023Gij - 021Gy (FH Fit )ii Pij )73, L OL(E (PN
k! N(k+3)/2 aHk uv < \Cx*
k=1 Ty wAi v
Lk
Z Z LD + Z EL{M + Z Z EL{"™ + ZEL“6> + O (E.(P)2N4). (6.57)
k=1n=1 k=1n=1 k=1
Note that the entries of F' Hdﬁ 4@ behaves very similar to those of 85@ , in the way that
O(FH F'),; P P SRR PO .
OFHE )y = —Fy(FHyF'™ )y — Fy(FH ') — (FH F') i By — (FHaFY7) By
Oty (6.58)

- w(ﬁHdﬁ)ikaZI Ej - w(ﬁHdﬁ)ila;‘:l ﬁk]‘ .
Unlike in Cases 2 and 3 of Section 6.2, we cannot use Lemma 6.5 in the estimates of the mixed terms

Lgi) and Lgi). On the other hand, the mixed terms in (6.57) are easier to estimate, as each of them

contains two entries of F Hdl3 1+ which gives an additional factor of N~!. By applying the differentials
carefully using (6.2), (6.58), and estimating the result directly by Lemma 5.9, we can show that

S5 (), e SO, e

k=1n=1 k=1n=1 %,]  w,v
In addition, (6.2), (6.58), and Lemma 5.9 can also be used to show that
¢
S{XYELY = ouEP) - @ISR
k=2 i,j u,v

Similar to (6.49) — (6.52), we can show that LSG) contains several terms where the parameter & is
unchanged, but 14 is reduced by at least 2. Hence similar to (6.55), we have

E|S(P ZES (P) + O=(E.(P)?) + O<(E.(P)) - (E|S(P)|>)'/? (6.59)

for some fixed n. Each P satisfies £y(P@) < & (P), v1(P@) < v1(P) —2, and each ES(P(Q)) (P) ca
be expanded again using (6.4) and Lemma 3.2. Note from Cases 1 and 2 that S(P) < E(P)N~! = *(
when v (P) € {0,1}. Hence repeating (6.59) finitely many steps we get

E[S(P)]? = O<(E.(P)?) + O<(E.(P)) - (EIS(P)[*)!/2.

This concludes the proof.
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7. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.2

By the resolvent identity, we have

TrGZ

Let us check each term on RHS of (7.
AB —-EAB = A(B—-EB) +

FTr G(HeG)* — Tr GHyG(HyG)? =

1). We shall repeatedly use the formula
(A—EAEB —E(A—-EA)(B—-EB).

For brevity, we will focus on z € S} (c.f. (3.8)). The case of z € S, \ S is almost the same.

7.1. The estimate of (F;). By (7.2), we have
(Tr @Hdé) = <Z(62)11Hu> = Z(GQ)u ii

—Z GQMH”JrZ E(G?);; — EG*)H;; + (EG* — m) ZH”+mZH”.

Note that (A?” =G+

~

HGGy; —

(HG)”Q, thus
E(G?)s — EG? = 0.(EGy; — Eé) = 9. (EHGG; — E(HG),,G)

= az(%z EH ka] [~ Z E ijéjiékk) .
k,j

JJC J#i

Expanding the RHS of the above using Lemma 3.2, we can show that

In addition, Theorem 3.7 implies

~ ~ 1
E(G?); — EG? = O<(

E@—m’zm(i).

Nn?

Inserting (7.4) and (7.5) into (7.3), we have

=—(Tr éHdé) =

%

7.2. The estimate of (F3). We have

Nn?

— S T(G)ii) Hyg —m! T H + O<<N1772) _

(7.1)

(7.2)

(7.3)

E2 =Tr aHd@Hdé = Z(GQ)UGUH”H]J == 2(62)”6”11121 + Z (@2)ijéiniiHjj = 1E211 + E212 .

0]

By Theorem 3.7 we see that

y (7.2) we have
= Z((G2 i Au HZ +Z (HZ —aaN"HE (@2)iiéii

=asN~ 12 GQ u/\u +Z G2 uAu '_a2N

(E21) =

2

— GQN

N 1 N
(G?)ij =

1

E —.
22 < N2

H(E (GQ)uéu —m/(z)m(z)).

2%

—, G < —.
N3 7 /Nny

Together with the fact that (@2)17-, (A?Z-j are independent from Hy. We can easily get that

)+ 2

i —agN

L



47

By Theorem 3.7 and Lemma 3.9, it is easy to check that

~ 1 Aoy A 1
Z<(G2)”G”>(H —aaN™Y) < N and Z 5 — aaN "N (E(G?)iGii — m/(2)m(2)) < NoilE
In addition, Lemma 3.9 shows
~oy A 1
~1 2
Thus we have )
_ 2 —1 /
(Baa) = S - a2V (@) + 0«(g75)
and together with (7.7) we get
_ 1
(Ez) = S (HZ — azN~"ym/(2)m(z) + O (N—nQ) . (7.8)

7.3. The estimate of (E3). We have
— L5 = Z(@Q)ijajkékiHiiHjokk = Z (@2)ijéjkékiHiiHjokk + 22 (GQ)WGNGMHZHJJ
.5,k .5,k ]

+ Z u szsz Hkk + Z G2 uG?ZHE; = :E3,1 + -+ E3,4 .

By Theorem3.7, it is easy to check that E3 1 < N~1p=5/2, We also have

1
Z (GQ)UGJZG“HJJ = N7 N2
JigFi

and together with H2Z < N~! we have E32 < N~1n=2. Similarly, F33 < N~'n=2. By (7.2), we have

1
(E34) = a3N*3/QZ (GH)uG2) + Z (H3 — asN~3/2)(G?);,G2 < =

Hence we have
1

<E3> < W .
7.4. The estimate of E;. By Theorem 3.7, we have

By =Y (G*H,GHyG)ij(HiGHy)j < N2~/ max (G*H,GH,G)ij| + max|(G2HdGHdG)”|.

i,j1iF

(7.9)

4,J
For 7 # j, we have

(éQHdéHdé)ij = Z(éQ)ikakéleu@zg‘ = Z (GQ)ikakélellélj + 2(62)ikakékkakékj
ol ol e

- Z Z (G*)ix HunGraHuGly + Z 2)ik Hir G Hy; G + Z(GQ)ik(Hik — asN"H GG
Kk AL L] kkAj k

+ayN~ 12 )ik (Gre — m(2))Grj + aaN " 'm(2)(G%)y;, (7.10)
and one can check that each term on RHS of (7.10) is bounded by O (1/(N3/215/2)). Thus
~ ~ o~ 1
2 _
max (@ HGHiG)| = O (mym) -

Similarly, we can also show that

~ ~ o~ 1
max | (G HiGHaG)u| = O (N—772) .
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Thus we have

Ey= 0. (Ning) . (7.11)

7.5. Conclusion. Combining (7.1), (7.6), (7.8), (7.9) and (7.11), we have

(TrG) = (Tr G) — Z((é2)u>Hu —m/TrH + Z(Hi —aaN~YHm! (2)m(z) + O (Ning’)

%

as desired. This finishes the proof.

8. THE LOWER BOUND — PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

In this section, we establish a lower bound for the convergence rate. The key technical step for the
proof of Theorem 1.5 is the following proposition on the estimate of the three point function of the Green
function. Fix small § > 0 such that f is analytic in [—2 — 104, 2 + 105]. We define the domains
Se=8,00) ={z€C:dist(z,[-2,2)) =ad}, S7=870)={z=FE+incS,:n=>N"}, a=1,23.
For brevity, we also set

bn = Cn(\/NHll)
for all fixed n € N.

Proposition 8.1. Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem 1.5 hold. Let z, € SZ,a = 1,2,3, we have
E(G(21))(G(22)/{G(23)) = N~ 2bym/ (z1)m’ (z2)m’ (z3) + 8N4 (h(z1, 22, 23) + (23, 22, 21) + h(22, 21, 23))
+ N4 am’ (z1)m/ (z2)m’ (23) (m(21) +m(z2) + m(zs)) + O (N72),

where
1

(w2 = HF(0? — )} (w? — )} (u—v)(w —u)

Remark 8.2. Note that the parameter z € S, is on global scale since it is away from [—2,2] by a distance
of constant order. It suffices to carry out all the estimates below for Green functions on S, thanks to the
analyticity of the test function f. Most of the error terms in the estimates concerning Green functions
depend on (|[E? —4]+n)~! in the sequel. But we omit this dependence for simplicity since |E? —4|+n ~ 1
for z € S, anyway.

h(u,v,w) := . u,v,w e C\[-2,2].

In the sequel, we first prove Theorem 1.5 based on Proposition 8.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. By Cauchy integral formula
10 1 1 _1
(Var(Te £, () 2,11 < 24 N7H) = 5= § £ GGl (1] <24 N78), (8.1)

we can write
(Var(Trf,(H)) P EZ2 1(|H|| <2+ N~%) = E( Tr f,(H))*1(||H| < 2+ N~ %)
3 .
- e ]l 5 . A(GE 1 < 248

13

=N? E 7‘{92 - F1(21) [y (22) [ (23)E(G(21)) (G(22) ) (G(23) )dz1dzodzs + O(N72)  (8.2)

Applying Proposition 8.1, we have
3

N? (2;)3 ﬁ)xs?xs? Fr(20) o (22) [ (23)E(G(21) )(G(22) ) (G(23) ) dz1d zad 23

= N"2b3ly + N 'Ly + N 'byLs + O (N™3), (8.3)
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where
13
L4y = @n)? %Slxszxss fr(21) £ (22) fy (z3)m (z1)m (z2)m (23)dz1dz2d 23
i3
Lo -3 ?{ f’v(zl)f'y(@)fv(zs)(h(zl, z9,23) + h(z3, 22, 21) + h(z2, 21, Zg))ledZQng,
™ :51 ><32><$3
13
L3 =—— 7{ [+ (21) [y (22) fy (z3)m (z0)m/ (z2)m (23) (m(21) + m(22) + m(z3))dz1dzedzs.
(2ﬂ-) S1X82x 83

In the sequel, we estimate £1, Lo and L3. To this end, we denote by my = m(zx) for simplicity and
apply the identities

2
_ 1 _omp—1  my
2 = —(mk +my ), 22—4= - _——m%. (8.4)
We further write
mp = pkeiek, 1> p1 > pP2 > p3 > 0. (85)

Notice that when z goes counterclockwise, m(z) goes clockwise. With the above parameterization, we
have

i3 _ _ _
Ly =~ (2m)3 j{ jé j{ fy(=m1 —my 1)f»y(*m2 — My 1)f»y(*m3 — Mg 1)dm1dm2dm3
™ |mi|=p1 J|m2|=p2 J|ms|=ps

i

6 3 27
= — lim lim lim elfk £ (_peif _ p=1a=10k)qp
pa—1p2a—1 p1—1 (27)3 kl:ll/o Pk fv( Pk P )doy,

— _%(/027r ei9f7(—2 cos@)dé’)3 = %(/Z f~(2cos) coswdz/J)3
= () = -, (5.6)

where in the first two steps we used Green’s formula and the fact that f, is analytic. Similarly, for L3,
we have

sy

6 T
£y =g | F2cosvicosunin ([, @2eosim)costumiva) = S (I (87)

-
Next, we turn to the estimate of £5. We further do the decomposition
Ly = L3% + L5% + L35,

where
b 13
ﬁg ¢ = —3% f'y(zl)f’y(ZQ)f'y(ZB)h(zayZbazc)dzleQdZBa {a’abv C} - {17253}
™ Sl ><$2><33

We emphasize that the integral with three h(z,, 2, 2.)’s are not symmetric due to the assumptions in py’s
in (8.5). However, the estimates of £3*“’s are similar. We only state the details for £1?% in the sequel.
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Applying (8.4) and Green’s formula, we have
-3
i

21 _ _37{ _ fv(zll)fv(z2)fz(z3)
Q0 S1x82XS83 (Z *4>2( 4)2(2574)2(21722>(2’3*21>
-6

1 .
— — lim lim lim — p%p2p3el(291+92+93)
p34)1 p24)1 p14)1 T [07271_)3

d21 d22d23

Fr(=pre?® — pT e O £ (—pae® — pite %) £ (—pael® — pytemi3)d01d6rdb;
(1 — p2e201)2(1 — i pyei(@2=01)) (1 — py poei(1+02))(1 — py ' pgel®s=01)) (1 — py pgei(P1+65))
:6

2m

i o . ) .

= — lim lim lim — E (¥ + 1)/ pimetom AR (Bato k200 g () 601 _ prlemi01)qg,
p3—1lpa—1p1—1 70 cfodb 0

2
X [t (e i),
0

2m
g / py 7O £ (—pgel® — pyleTi)ds.
0

Hence, we have
6 e o) us
L1 — # E : (1/,4_1)/ cos ((B—a+ 0 —v+2¢+2)61) fy(2cos01)doy

a,B,v,0,9=0 o
T

X /7r cos ((a+ B+ 1)62) f+(2 cos b2)dbs / cos ((v+ o + 1)83) f(2 cos f3)db3

—T —T
(oo}

_ f f f:
= Y (WD o yrapraCarpniCrlott
a,B,y,0,0=0

Similarly , we can derive

oo

321 ’y f‘y f’y 213 __ f’y f
T D DN CR S AR AT AP TReORay oS D D U AN STIRT AP
a,B,7,0,1h=0 a,B,7,0,1%
In summary, we have
= 3 f f f’Y f’y
Ly = Z (¥ + 1)(% ato—v+20+2CatB+1C ror1 T Ca vCB—aCartfty+o+20+4
a,B,7,0,1=0
f f I
— L0 ot 1Ca B ’y+a+21/)+3) (8.8)
Inserting (8.3), (8.6) — (8.8) into (8.2), we have
EZ3 1(|H| <2+ N~%) = (Var(Tefo(H)) 3 (=D N2 47D N 1 O(N"2),  (89)

and by another use of Corollary 3.8 we obtain (1.5) as desired. Next, we prove (1.6) by contradiction.
Denote by F ~(x) and ®(x) the distribution function of Zy , and standard normal, respectively. Further
denote by Fy (z) the distribution function of Z,1(||H|| < 2+ N_%). According to Corollary 3.8, we
have

sup |Fv,y (@) - Frno(z)] = O(N72),
xTE

thus it suffices to provide a lower bound for the distance between ﬁNﬁ and ®. First, we write

EZ} 1(|H| <2+ N- ):/ﬁd(ﬁm(x)—@(;c))

~

Ni
:/ ?d(Fyq(2) — ®(z) +EZ} 1(|H|| <2+ N~ 3|25, > NT). (8.10)
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For the second term in the RHS, it is easy to see from (8.1) and Theorem 3.7 that
ZA(|H| <2+ N73) <1,
Hence
[EZ5 L(1H] <2+ N7%,|255] > N¥)| < P(H| <2+ N7%,|Z4] > N¥) < N2,
For the first term in the RHS of (8.10), using integration by parts and rigidity, we have
NG R Ni R
[N% 2?d(Fy(z) — ®(z)) = 3[N% 2*(Fy(z) — ®(z))dz + O(N?).

Then, apparently, if (1.6) does not hold, (8.9) would not be true. Hence, we conclude (1.6) by contradic-
tion. 0

In the sequel, we prove Proposition 8.1. To facilitate our analysis, we first state an estimate for the
two point functions. With certain abuse of notation, we set

T := (-2 — QEQ(zi))fl.
Further, for brevity, we will use the following shorthand notations in the sequel
G=G(xn), F=G(z), K=G_G(z).
The following result is a trivial adaption of [25, (4.11),(4.23)] to our settings, whose proof is omitted.

Lemma 8.3. Under the assumption of Proposition 8.1, we have for z, € Sq,a = 1,2, we have
2 _s
E(G)(E) = 5 T:EEG? + O (N,
and
2 4 3 _35
E(G2)(F) = ~5TyEEGE + O (N )
In the following discussion, we fix z, = F, +in, € Sq,a = 1,2,3. We remark here that all the error
terms in the following discussion may be proportional to certain fixed power of (|E? — 4| 4+ n,)~! and
|za — 25| 7% with a # b. But we omit this dependence for simplicity of the presentation since they are all

order 1 quantities, thanks to our definition of the domain S,’s. Applying the identity zG = HG — I and
Lemma 3.2, we have

2 E(G)(F)(K) = EHG((F)(K)) = % ZEHjiGij<<E><K>> =W+ Wy + W3 + %ZRU, (8.11)

ij ij
where
1 1 oF
Wi =+ ; HCkJrl(Hji)EaTﬁ (Gz‘j<<E> <K>>)7
Analogously to (5.4), we shall use
o .
aTMGij = 7(1 + 5kl) (GikGej + GieGk]—) . (8.12)

A routine verification of the remainder term shows N ! > Rij =0« (N—2). In the squeal we deal with
Wl ) W23 W3 .
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8.1. The term W;. Recall the setting in Assumption 1.4 (i). Using (8.12) repeatedly, it is straightfor-
ward to derive

Wi = ~E((QNENK) ~ LE@)ENE) — ~5EGFK) — ~EGK(F). (8.13)
Notice that
E((G)*WE)K) = E(G)*(E)(K) — E(G)’E(F)(K) + 2EGE(G) (F)(K). (8.14)

Plugging (8.13) and (8.14) into (8.11), we have

T E(G)E) () = B(G) (F)K) ~ B(G)E(F)(K) + - E(G)(F)(K)
+ —EGK2< ) + —EGF2< ) — Wo — Wy + O (N™2)
=t Aj 4+ Ay — Wo — W3 + OZ(N73). (8.15)
Then, we can proceed with a further estimate of the terms A;’s, by similar calculations. For instance

11

2141 = E(HG)(G)(F)(K) = % ZEH]’LG’L‘]<<Q><E><K>> =Wig+Wia+Wis+ OL(N"72),

ij
where

Wi = ﬁ %:Ck-i-l(Hji)Ea%ﬁ (Gij<<Q><E> <K>>) :

Then similarly to (8.15), we can derive

T Ay =BG (FYK) + 25 ECFHG) () + ~5BGEG)(E) — Wiz — Wi + O<(N)

+ NE<G_2> (GUENEK) + E(G)*(E)(K) — E(G)*E(G)(E){K)
=A1+ - +A3—Wia—Wiz+ 0 (N75).

Applying Lemmas 3.9, we can easily get
2 _ 2 _
Ary = 35EGPE(E)(K) + O«(N7%), A1 = -5EGF?E(G)(K) + O<(N7%),

and
2
Az = FE_GK2E<Q><E> +O<(N7?).

Furthermore, we can derive

Wiz = N5/2 ZE[ (E)(K)) + %(Gii)2(02)ii<ﬁ> (K) + %(Gii)Q(FQ)iz‘ (G){K)
1 2 2 1 2 2 1 2 2
+ oy (Gii) (K7 (GHE) + 15 Gii(G7)ia (F7) () + <5 Gaa(G7)ia ()i ()

+ g Ga(F)is(K?)islQ) + 1-CuaFa(F)isl @HE) + < GuKis(K?)isl@) (B) | = 0L (N1?)
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and

Wis == s S| (G (GUEND) + G @B + FOuFH (F)ulQ) )

1

+ Gl K (K2l @)E) + 5 (G (F)isl@E) + (G (K2)a(G)LE)

%(G”) Fi(F2)is (G)(K) + %(Gii)QKﬁ(KQ)“ (G)(F) + %(Gii)z(cz)“ (F?) (K)
+ 373 G Gl + 3Gl Gl Pl + 557Gl Gk ()i ()
+ %Gii(FQ)iiKii(KQ)ii (G) + %Giimi(ﬁ)ﬁ(w)ﬁ @) + %(Gii)Q(FQ)u(KQ)H @
F 3G @)u(F2)a(K2) | = 02V,

To sum up, we have

2 2 2 2 2 2
Ay = 5 TEGE(E)E) + 5 TEGF2E(G)(K) + ~5 TIEGKE(G)(E) + 0<(N~7%).

Similarly, we have

2 _ _
Ay = —mTlEG_?’IE(EMK) +O<(N7%) and A3z =O0L(N7?).

Finally, the resolvent identity shows

1 2 1 2 1

2 —_— 2
e P e e A A e
R — 2L _RE)K) - 25— E(F)(K).

m (Zl — z2)2E<Q><K> - ﬁ (Zl — Z2)2E<_><_ - ﬁzl e

Combining the above estimates, we can get from (8.15) that

I7B(G)E)K) = 3 TiEGE?E(G) (K) + 5 TEGKE(G)(F)

2 1 2 1 2

+ ﬁmE<g><E> - ﬁmE<K><E> T NTo o
2 1 2 1 2 1

+ FWE@) (K) — WWE@MK) T NTa o,

— Wa — W3 4+ O<(N™2). (8.16)

E(K2)(E)

E(E2)(K)

8.2. The term W5. From the definition and Assumption 1.4 (i), we have

W= N5/22 a?;?( Gi{ (E)D))-

By (8.12), we see that

82

oIz (Gii<<E> <K>>) =2(Gy)*((F)(K)) + %(Gii)Q(FQ)ii<K> + N(Gii)Q(K2)ii<E>

+ %Gu(ﬂz)3<ﬁ> + %GZ’L(KM)3<E> + %Gu(FQ)u(KQ)u (8.17)
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We claim all but the last term on RHS of (8.17) are negligible. For instance, one can estimate the
contribution from the second term in the RHS of (8.17) as

(1 (G (P ) (E)

- 7o (B(% 52 (G = ) ()i )+ 2m(e2)B{ 3G = mCa () = ()
T 2m(e)m (22) B(G) (K + m3E(F) @) — o (v h). (8.18)
Similarly, applying Lemma 3.9 to all the other terms, we have
Wy = % ZEG”(FQ)M(KQ)’LZ +0< (Ni%) - NS% m(z1)m’ (z)m'(23) + O (Ni%)' (8.19)

8.3. The term Wj. Recall the definition

3
Wy = ot Z_ Ea%(cii«ﬂﬂm)-
By (8.12), we see that
& 4 6 20 2 6 2/ 72
aT%(Gii«E)(K») —4(Gi)* ((E)(K)) — N(Gu’) (F=)ii(K) — N(Gu’) (K=)a(E)
6 9 9 6 5 5 6 2 2 6 2,72
6 2/ 2 2 6 2 2 6 2 2

(8.20)
We claim that except for the last three terms, all the other terms on the RHS of (8.20) will have negligible

contribution to W3. The estimate of these negligible terms is similar to (8.18), and thus we omit the
details. Finally, we can conclude

b

- N_45 ((Gii)2(F2)ii(K2)ii + G Fii(F?)5i (K?)ii + GuKu(Kz)u(FQ)u) +O<(N79)

b

N—tm(zl)m'(ZQ)m'(%) (m(z1) + m(22) + m(z3)) + O<(N?).

W3 =

(8.21)
8.4. Summing up. Combining (8.16), (8.19) and (8.21), we arrive at

E(G)(E)(K) = 5 TIEGE?E(Q)(K) + 5 TPEGKE(C) (F)
2 1

2 1 2 2
=+ ﬁTl mE<Q><E> - ﬁTl mE<K><E> - mTl = 2 E(KZ)(E)
2 1 2 1 2 ,
+ 2 mE@) (K) — mﬂmmﬁﬂﬁ) "Nl ZQE(F_HK)
b3
J’_ -

N Tim(z1)m'(z2)m/(23) + %Tlm(zl)m'(zg)m’(%)(m(zl) + m(z2) + m(z3)) + O< (N_%)
=: Dy + D3+ Dy +O<(N73),

(8.22)
where we denote the terms on first three lines on RHS of (8.22) by Ds. In order to simplify these terms,
we need the following elementary identities

P — 24 2
m(e) = L m(z) = ,
2y/22 — 4 (,212 —4)2
and )
1 m'(z
T; +O0x(N"H) = “~ + OL(NTH 8.23
0 = T 0LV (5.23)
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Applying the above identities and the local law, we have

9 _\/25—4\/,2%74—2122+4 1
EG°F = +O< (N7,
2\/,2%—4(21 —22)2

s (2122 =) (2} —4) — (57 —4)2 /22 — 4 - 2(21 — 25)? 1
EG°F = < +O<(N7H).
2(2f —4)2 (21 — 22)°
Plugging the above estimates into the the definition of Dy, we can get via a tedious but elementary
calculation that

and

8 _
Dy :m(h(zh 29, 23) + h(z3, 22, 21) + h(22, 21, 23)) + O<(N71).

Further, by (8.23), it is easy to see

Dy = %m’(zl)m’(z&)m'(%) +O0<(N7Y,
and b
Dy = ! (21 ) (z2)m (25) (m(21) + m(22) + m(z5)) + O<(N7).

Inserting the above three relations into (8.22) we conclude the proof of Proposition 8.1.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 4.1
In this section, we estimate ETrf(H). A key technical result is the following expansion of EG.

Lemma A.1. Suppose the assumptions in Definition 1.1 hold, and recall the definition of ST in (3.8).
For z € ST, we have

a2—2 9 S4 4 as 3 1
N N "N +N3/2m)JFO<(N2772)'

Proof. By resolvent identity and Lemma 3.2, we have

1 o 1
14 2EG — EHG — N;EH]-Z-GH :W1+W2+W3++O<<N2—n%), (A1)
where

—~ ok

Wk . N ZJ k'Ck+1( ]z)EaHk Gz] )

we used a routine estimate to bound the remainder term by O~ (N ~21~1/2). Applying (8.12) repeatedly,
we have

1
W, = —E(GQ)? — —EG? — (Ga) Wa= o TETAE
ij Y

. E(ﬁGiiijGij + Q(Gij)g)’

and
2 2 2 4
GNZ 1+5w (36GiiGj;(Gij)* +6(Gii)*(Gy;)* +6(Gij)") -
It is easy to see from Theorem 3.7 that

— 1 -2
Wy = —(EG)? — —m’ — LS O<(

I I ), and ﬁ//ng%m4+0<(L).

1
N2y N2y
In addition, we have

* By = B s 3s3 1
Wy = N5/2 ZEG N5/2 E(3GiiijGij+(Gij) ) = Wm N5/QZ EG%ZGJJG13+O<(N2773/2) .

] 4]




56

Note that by the isotropic law Theorem 3.7,

Z*EGiiijGij = Z*E(Gii —m)(Gj; —m)Gij + mZ*E(ij —m)Gij + mz —m)Gyj + m2z EGij

4,7 4,7 @] 4,7
= O< (N1/27771) )
and thus

Plugging the computations of W1, Wy and Ws into (A.1) , we have

1 as —2 S4 as L
2 _ / 2 4 3
1+zEQ+(EQ) _—Nm TN m —Nm +N3/2m +O<(N2773/2).

Solving the equation, we can get

1 1 -2 1
EG —m = (= = Bmm? = St 2w ) 4+ 0« (1)

z+4+2m N N N N3/2 N2p?
m’ 1, ax—2 5 sS4 4 as s 1
= (o - Tt +N3/2m)+0<(NT72)
as desired. [l

With the aid of Lemma A.1, Lemma 4.1 follows from a standard use of Helffer-Sjostrand formula
Lemma 3.12.

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA 4.3

In the sequel, for brevity, we set

¢a(t) = @2(t)ps(t)-

Case 1. We first consider the case
(1—)ef #0. (B.1)
Further, we set
S NEV 7
= G n)d z+ 2( ’7)01’ (BQ)
and thus

~ N s
Uf,’y(Zf,'y,2+Zf773 Zszu+ Z(I{2 —ﬁ)

By Lemma 3.2, we have

14

f
Ead)(t HZEdH”(f} 2Hﬁ)¢d(>—%CQa2Ed¢d ZLde( jvl) (B.3)
k=1

for some fixed ¢ € Ny, where

k f ;
Ld k= IZ Ck+1k(!H ) 8?1’“ ((fz zz)¢d( )) - 5k1%C§G2Ed¢d(t)'

i

It is straightforward to compute

f
_ & E: NSNS
Ld,l**tﬁ . Ed(fz+ 2Hu)(fz+02Hu)¢d(t)a
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and

Ld72 = IZ C3(2H ) ( (202f1 ( ) Hu)

02 (B + 2 (R Haa+ 22T + 2 (e HE) ) 6a(0).
as well as

Loa =13 SR (15 () + (02 (31 + (2ot + ()2

%

+ 0 ()P + S ()P Haa +

SR (OPH2 + AP 1S + 5(ed) L) )outt).

According to the definition in (B.2) and Theorem 3.7, it is easy to check

Las = —a> 3 (1= 7)e]) Basa(t) + 0= ().

Similarly, we have

Lgs = 1{( - g(u - 'y)c{)3 +it(1 — )clcz)NC3(H11) + 0y (t2 )]]Edfbd( )+ O (t ;1)

and

Las =0, (%)Emd(t) + 0. (%)

for t € [0, N(=9)/2]. One can similarly show that for any fixed k > 4

tk tk t3 t
Ldk—0-<(N )Ed¢d( )+O<(N T ) 0<( )Ed¢d( )+O<(N)
for t € [0, N(1=9)/2], Plugging the above estimates into (B.3), we get
/ 1 VAT N &
Eadi(t) =( = 702 (1 = )e])*t +5(0) | Eaga(t) + (1), (B.4)

where

2

b(t) == 1(7 %((1 —ed)? i1 - )clc2)NC3(H11) +o<(§) o(xti/*ﬁl) +o<(§3)

and E(t) = O~ (4). Further we denote by B fo t)dt, and it is easy see
B(t) = B(s) = O(X(t —8) (2 + 1)N"2) + O ((t — s)*N~1), 0<s<t< NI—9/2,
Solving the equation (B.4), we get
1 ~
Eqda(t) =exp ( - gag((l - 7)0{)21?2 + B(t))
' 1 2042 2 D 3
+/ exp ( - gag((l —¥)e1) (7 — ) + B(t) — B(s))é’(s)ds (B.5)
0
for 0 <t < N(A=9)/2, By the assumption (B.1), we see that
1 ~ 1 1 _
exp (= zaz((1 = )e) 2 + B) = exp (= gas(1 = 7)e])*#2) + O«(AN"H) + 0,V
and

exp (= gaa((1=7ed) (12 = ) + BO) - B(s)) < Coxp = saa((1 =)l (2 = )
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for 0 < s <t < N1=9/2. Plugging the above estimates to (B.5), we get

Eagu(t) =exp ( — 5a2((1—7)e])*) + OL(XN"3) 4+ OL(N)

o [ e (= (1= )ed)(E — 7)) s+ 1.

Similarly to (4.15) and (4.16), by discussing the case t € [0,log N] and t € (log N, N(1=¢)/2] separately,
one can easily conclude

Eadult) = exp (— (1 = )el) ) + OL(XNH) + OL(N ).

Further, under the assumption (B.1), we have
1 2 1 2 _
exp ( - gag((l - 7)0{) tQ)(‘M(t) = exp ( - gag((l - v)c{) t2) +O<(N7Y),

by observing X; = O(N~1) (c.f. (4.8)). This concludes the proof of (4.10) for the case (1 — v)cf # 0.
Case 2. Let us consider the case

(1- 'y)c{ =0.
We have
Eq¢a(t) = Eqexp (it 3 Xi) .

For t € [0, N(!=)/2] by a simple Taylor expansion and the fact X; = OL(N~1), we have

Eqpa(t) = H ( - —EdX2 + %EdX3 + Oy (t4N’4))

= exp(— ngdXiQi + gZEdei) +O0<(N7H

=pa(t) + O<(N 7).
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.3.

APPENDIX C. FLUCTUATION AVERAGING OF THE GREEN FUNCTIONS
In this section we prove some technical estimates on Green functions that we used in this paper.

C.1. Proof of (3.9). Recall that we have the assumption |n;| < |n2| < -+ < |n|. Let us prove

Tr (G’fl . G;W) — Nmy((z1, k1), ..., (z1, k1)) < 3 ’ )
and the desired result follows from triangle inequality and Lemma 3.4.
Case 1. Suppose 2|n;| = |nj41] for j = 1,...,0 — 1. Then || < 27 n;| < 2'7|n;|. Then by Lemma

3.12, we have
Tr (G5 -G — Nomy((21, k), o (21 K2)) /a X /ImD)(Tr G(z) — Nim(2))d2z

where

f(-T) = (ZL'*Zl)kl "'(SC*Zl)kl 5

f is defined as in (4.2), and x € C2°(R) is a cutoff function satisfying x(0) = 1 and x(y) = 0 for |y| > 1
Using Theorem 3.7, the desired estimate then follows from the steps in [24, Lemma 4.4].

Case 2. Suppose we have integers 0 = i1 < iy < -++ < i1 < i, = [ such that for each ¢ € {1,...,n—1},
we have 2[n;| > [n;41] for j =ig +1,...,ig41 — 1 and 2|9, | < [ni,,,+1]. We have the disjoint union

(L. =UiZig+ 1, i} = Ul Iy .
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For z; and z;/, we say that z; ~ z; if there exists ¢ such that j, j* € I,;; otherwise z; o z;. It is easy to
check that this is an equivalent relation. Then we can see from Case 1 that

1

1 kp
Tr (G_’;l s Gjp) — Nmp((Zjl,k1>, ey (ij, kp)) < T (Cl)
|77]1 e n]p ‘
whenever z;, ~ zj, ~ -+~ z; . Note that for z; % z;, we have the resolvent identity G;G; = %,
J— =5
and . .
= . (C.2)
zj =z ngl+ nyl
Repeatedly using the resolvent identity, (C.1) and (C.2), we get the desired result.
C.2. Proof of (3.10). From [24, Lemma 4.4], we see that
. i 1 1 . 1
(G )y —mY ™ (z2j) < —=—7— and Tr(G)’)— Nm(z;) < ———. (C.3)
! 7 /NIyl gl ! 7 gl

The proof follows from (C.3) and the decomposition
(G- (GF)is = [((GY)ii = m™ 7 (z0)) + m = 2] [((GY)i — mP T~ (20) +mM = ().
C.3. Proof of (3.11). The steps are very similar to those of (3.9). We omit the details.
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