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Extremal eigenvectors of sparse random matrices

Yukun He* Jiaoyang Huang' Chen Wang?
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Abstract

We consider a class of sparse random matrices, which includes the adjacency matrix of Erdos-
Rényi graph G(N,p). For N~1*t°(1) < p < 1/2, we show that the non-trivial edge eigenvectors
are asymptotically jointly normal. The main ingredient of the proof is an algorithm that directly
computes the joint eigenvector distributions, without comparisons with GOE. The method is
applicable in general. As an illustration, we also use it to prove the normal fluctuation in
quantum ergodicity at the edge for Wigner matrices. Another ingredient of the proof is the
isotropic local law for sparse matrices, which at the same time improves several existing results.

1 Introduction

Fix small 0 < 7 < 1/2. In this paper, we consider the following class of random matrices.

Definition 1.1 (Sparse matrix). Assume N™ < ¢ < NY2. Let H = HT € RV*N be a real-
symmetric random matrix whose entries H;; satisfy the following conditions.

(i) The upper-triangular entries (H;; : 1 <i < j < N) are independent.
(ii) We have EH;; = 0 and EHZQJ = (14 0O(0y5))/N for all 4, j.
(iii) For any fixed k > 3, we have E|H,;|* = O (N~1¢*>7*) for all 4, j.
Let f satisfy 7q < f < ¢/7. The sparse matriz is defined as
A=H + feel,
where e := N~1/2(1,1,...,1)T.

One important motivation of Definition 1.1 is the study of the adjacency matrix A of the Erdés-
Rényi graph G(N, p). Explicitly, A = AT € RV*¥ is a symmetric random matrix with independent
upper triangular entries (A;; : ¢ < j) satisfying

Ao — 1 with probability p
Y 0 with probability 1 —p.

*Department of Mathematics, City University of Hong Kong. Email: yukunhe@cityu.edu.hk
TDepartment of Statistics and Data Science, University of Pennsylvania. Email: huangjy@wharton.upenn.edu
tDepartment of Mathematics, City University of Hong Kong. Email: cwang228-c@my.cityu.edu.hk


mailto:yukunhe@cityu.edu.hk
mailto:huangjy@wharton.upenn.edu
mailto:cwang228-c@my.cityu.edu.hk

It is easy to check that when N~1T°() < p < 1/2, the rescaled adjacency matrix A := A/y/Np(1 — p)
satisfies Definition 1.1 with the choice g := /Np.

The Erdds-Rényi graph is the simplest model of a random graph, and it has numerous applica-
tions in graph theory, network theory, mathematical physics and combinatorics. During the past
decades, there has been enormous results on the spectrum and eigenvectors of the model. The ma-
trix A has typically N2p nonzero entries, and hence A is sparse whenever p — 0 as N — co. When
p =N *1“(1), the microscopic eigenvalue statistics are well-understood both in the bulk of the
spectrum [20,21,30] and near the spectral edges [20,22,28,31,33,40,41]. In terms of eigenvectors,
it was proved in [15] that inside the bulk they are asymptotically Gaussian. On the other hand,
there is no results on the distribution of the extreme eigenvectors. In this paper, we show that all
non-trivial edge eigenvectors of A are asymptotically jointly normal, in all deterministic directions.

In the sequel, let \; > --- > Ay denote the eigenvalues of A, with corresponding eigenvectors
uy,...,uy. Analogously, let AT > ... > )\]HV be the eigenvalues of H, with corresponding eigenvectors

u{{,...,u%. Define

e:=N"121,1,...,1)T, and si-ti={vestl:v el
We may now state our first main result.

Theorem 1.2 (Universality of edge eigenvectors). Fix k € Ny, and let vi, w1, ...,Vk, Wi € Sf_l
be deterministic. Fixz T > 0. There exists fivred € > 0 such that

E exp (zk:itaNWa, Ugt1)(Wa, ua+1>> = Eexp (zk:itawa,za)(Wa,za)) +O(N79)

a=1 a=1
uniformly for all t, € [~T,T]. Here (z,)*_, are i.i.d. standard Gaussian vectors in RN .

Remark 1.3. In Theorem 1.2, it is enough to take the test vectors vi,wy, ..., vi, Wi in Sf_l. In
fact, we shall show that all nontrivial eigenvectors of A are almost orthogonal to e; see Corollary
1.5 below. Combining Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.5 yields a complete description of the edge
eigenvector distributions of A.

One important technical step towards showing Theorem 1.2 is the isotropic local semicircle law,
which has become a cornerstone of studying the eigenvectors of random matrices. To state it, let
us define the spectral domain

D=D,:={z=FE+in:|E|<3,N"""" <n<1}. (1.1)
The following is our second main result.

Theorem 1.4 (Isotropic local law). (i) Fiz v,w € SY'™'. We have

sup |(v, (4 - 2)7w) = (v, w)me(z)| < N°W ((an)l/g + qll/g) (12)

with very high probability. Here ms. denotes the Stieltjes transform of the semicircle density. In
addition, we have

sup [(e, (4 — 2)le) — f~1] < N 2 (1.3)
zeD
and
sup| (e, (A — )7 v)| < N -1 (1.4)
zeD



with very high probability.
(i) Fiz x,y € SN=1. We have

sup [ (I = 2)71y) = (e y)mez)| < N (Wl)l/g + q}/g) (15)

with very high probability.

Previously, the isotropic local law was obtained for dense Wigner matrices and sample covariance
matrices [14,38,39]. Compared to the entrywise law, the main obstacle in proving the isotropic
law is that the higher order terms break the isotropic structure, which leads to weak estimates of
the error terms. In the dense case, this is compensated by the fast decay of the higher moments
of the matrix entries. For sparse matrices, we no longer have the fast moment decay, which forces
us to exploit detailed structural properties in the computations. To this end, we uncover a simple
index mismatching that appear in all the error terms. Moreover, it persists after any finitely many
expansions. This allows us to recursively expand the error terms as in [24,27, 28], and eventually
prove the isotropic law for matrices at all sparsity p > N —1+o(1)  The method presented here also
applies to sample covariance matrices.

In addition, as EA is large and proportional to ee”, the Green function is much smaller than 1 in
the direction of e and thus hard to detect (see (1.3)). Our main idea here is splitting the bootstrap
step into two parts: Green functions in the direction e and Green functions in the corresponding
orthogonal directions, where the former will inherit an additional smallness from the bootstrap. In
the probabilistic component of the proof, we track down the number of e that appear in the Green
functions, and make use of their prior estimates. This allows us to prove the optimal estimate (1.3).

By spectral decomposition, (1.3) implies that all non-trivial eigenvectors of A are almost orthog-
onal to e. Together with (1.2), these eigenvectors are also isotropically delocalized. In addition,
(1.5) implies that all eigenvectors of H are isotropically delocalized.

Corollary 1.5. Fiz x € S¥~1. We have

max ](e, uz>\ = O(N*1/2+o(1)ffl) : max ’<X, uz>’ _ O(N71/2+o(1)) ’

i=2,...N i=2,...N

and
max_|(x,ull)| = O(N~1/2+ol)
i=1,..,N
with very high probability.
The isotropic delocalization will be a key input in studying edge eigenvectors; see (5.13) below.

In addition, by (1.2), Corollary 1.5 and [15, Theorem 1.5], we can also prove the normality of bulk
eigenvectors.

Theorem 1.6 (Universality of bulk eigenvectors). Fiz k > 1 and v € Sf ~L. For any polynomial
P of k variables, there exists fixed € > 0 such that

EP(N(v,u;)?, ..., N(v,w;,)?) = EP(Z%, ..., Z}) + O(N~9). (1.6)

uniformly for all iy, j1, ..., i, jr, € [TN,(1=7)N]. Here (Z,)*_, are i.i.d. standard Gaussian random
variables.



Remark 1.7. In [15], the isotropic local law and bulk eigenvector universality were proved for the
adjacency matrix A4 of G(IV,p) in the directions of SJJ\_] ~L1. One key input was the exchangeability
of the model, which only holds for the adjacency matrix. Here our result holds for general sparse
matrices satisfying Definition 1.1. Moreover, combining with Corollary 1.5, our result covers all
deterministic directions.

In terms of eigenvalues, the edge universality was proved in [31,33,40] only for the centered
matrix H. The key obstacle of extending the result to A was the the lack of sharp isotropic estimates.
Combining Theorem 1.4 and the results of [31,33,40], we can deduce the edge universality of A,
which genuinely covers the adjacency matrix of sparse Erdés-Rényi graphs.

Theorem 1.8 (Edge universality). Let py > po... = un be the eigenvalues of GOE. Fix k > 1.
There exists an explicit random variable L such that for any smooth, compactly supported F : RF —
R, we have

EF(NQ/g()\2 - [‘)7 "'7N2/3()\k‘+1 - [‘)) = EF(NQ/?)([“ - 2)7 "'7N2/3()uk’ - 2)) + O(N_s)
for some fized € > 0.

Arming with the isotropic law, we are now able to prove our first main result, Theorem 1.2.
Our starting point follows the strategy of [37], by converting the eigenvectors into integrals of the
Green functions near the edge. However, the comparison argument used in [12,37] is not sufficient
in the sparse case. To this end, we present a method that directly computes the distribution
of the eigenvectors. More precisely, after non-trivial transformations of the Green functions via
cumulant expansion, we convert the leading Green function integrals back to the eigenvectors (see
e.g. (5.25) below), which allows us to form self-consistent equations of the characteristic functions
of the eigenvectors and obtaining their limiting distributions.

This method of directly computing the distribution of edge eigenvectors is applicable to other
situations. In a companion paper [25], the first and second named authors, in collaboration with
Horng-Tzer Yau, adapt this method to show that the edge eigenvectors of random regular graphs
converge to Gaussian waves with variance 1.

Historically, the proofs of universality of local statistics in random matrix theory always rely
on comparisons with the Gaussian model (through Green function comparison or Dyson Brownian
motion). To our knowledge, this paper and its companion [25] are the first works that directly
establish universality in the microscopic scale.

As another illustration of the method, we also prove the following normal fluctuation in quantum
ergodicity at the spectral edge for Wigner matrices.

Theorem 1.9. Set ¢ = NY2 in Definition 1.1, which makes H a standard Wigner matriz. More-
over, we assume that Hqq 4.4 Hyn and H;j 4 Hy o for all i > j and i" > j§"'. Fiz k € N;.
Let By, ..., By, € RV*N be deterministic, real-symmetric and traceless matrices. For alla =1, ..., k,
suppose Tr B2 > N7||B,||> > 0. Fiz T > 0. There exists fived € > 0 such that

k k

N

E ex it ————— uf,Bauf>:Eex( itaZa>+O N—¢
p(z L )) =Eexp (Y (N~°)

uniformly for all t, € [T, T). Here (Z,)*_, are i.i.d. standard Gaussian random variables.

a=1

'We add this assumption since it is required in the rigidity estimate [17]; for the arguments in this article, we do
not need the entries to have identical distributions.



For Wigner matrices, the fluctuation in quantum ergodicity inside the bulk has been studied
intensively in [13,18,19]. Near the edge, the distribution was obtained when the observable is a
projection [12]. In Theorem 1.9, we settle the fluctuation in quantum ergodicity near the edge in
full generality. Notably, unlike previous results, our proof does not require the observables B, to
be Hermitian: we only assume so as (u, Bu) = (u, B*u) if B and u are real; see (1.7) below for
the complex case. Besides the method introduced in this paper, the proof also relies on the rigidity
estimates proved in [17].

Remark 1.10. (i) For convenience, we only state the results for the largest eigenvalues and the
corresponding eigenvectors in Theorems 1.2, 1.8, and 1.9. The analogue also holds true for the
smallest eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenvectors.

(ii) For Theorem 1.9, our method also applies to the study of complex Wigner matrices (and
complex observables). Let H € CV*¥ be a complex Hermitian random matrix, with independent
upper-triangular entries. Assume EH;; = 0, ]E|”HZQJ| = N1, |E7—[%| < (1 —-7)N~1 and E|’Hfj| <
CeN7F/2 for all i,j € {1,2,..., N} and fixed k € N;. Let u}! denote the top eigenvector of H. Let
B € CV*N be a deterministic, traceless matrix satisfying Tr |B|? > N7||B||? for some fixed 7 > 0.
In this case, one can prove that

N d
(u}t, Bu}) = Bg), (1.7)

1
J/Tr|B? NIz At

where g is the standard complex Gaussian vector in CV. The RHS of (1.7) has variance 1, and its
real and imaginary parts have Gaussian distributions. On the other hand, its phase depends on
B, and the real and imaginary parts are not necessarily independent. To prove (1.7), two minor
adjustments are needed on top of Theorem 1.9: one needs to compute the complex moments instead
of the characteristic function, and generalize the notion of imaginary part of Green functions as
in [37, (3.1)]. We do not pursue it here.

Other related results. This paper focuses on the regime p > N~1t°(1) The situation is dra-
matically different for very sparse Erdés—Rényi graphs. In the very sparse regime p = O(In N/N),
for Erd6s—Rényi graphs, there exists a critical value b, = 1/(In4 — 1) such that if p > b, In N/N,
the extreme eigenvalues of the normalized adjacency matrix converge to +2 [2, 10, 11,42], and
all the eigenvectors are delocalized [3,21]. For p < b,In N/N, there exist outlier eigenvalues
[2,42], and the edge eigenvectors are localized or semi-localized [1,5]. In terms of distributions,
it was proved in [4] that the extreme eigenvalues have Poisson statistics in the subcritical regime
p < byIn N/N. We remark that the fluctuations sit on much smaller scales in the supercritical
regime, and it is currently difficult to obtain distributions of the eigenvalues or eigenvectors when
bilog N/N < p < (log N)°/N.

Another closely related model is the random d-regular graph on N vertices G4(N). The local
law for random regular graphs was proved for N°) < d < N2/3=°() in [9], for N°D) < d < N/2
n [23], and for fixed d > 3 in [8,35]. The bulk universality was proved for N°) < d < N?/3—0()
in [6]. The universality of extreme eigenvalues was proved for N2/9+o() < g < N1/3=0(1) in (7], for
N2/3+e() < d < N/2 in [23], for N°D) < d < NY/37°(1) in [34], and for fixed d > 3 in [32].

Organizations. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the notations used
in this paper. In Section 3 we prove Theorem 1.4, and in Section 4 we apply the isotropic local law
to prove Theorems 1.6 and 1.8. In Section 5 we prove Theorem 1.2, with the aid of Theorem 1.4.
Section 6 is an independent part of the paper, where we prove Theorem 1.9.



Conventions. Unless stated otherwise, all quantities in this paper depend on the fundamental
large parameter N, and we omit this dependence from our notation. We use the usual big O
notation O(-), and if the implicit constant depends on a parameter a, we indicate it by writing
Oq (7). Let

X=XMw):NeNueUM), v=0MN@):NecNueUM)

be two families of random variables, where UY) is a possibly N-dependent parameter set, and
Y > 0. We say that X is stochastically dominated by Y | uniformly in wu, if for any fixed D,e > 0,

sup P(|X|>=YN®) =O0.p(NP).
ucU W)

We write X <Y if X = O(Y) and Y = O(X). If X is stochastically dominated by Y , we use the
notation X = O(Y'), or equivalently X < Y. We say an event {2 holds with very high probability if
for any fixed D > 0, 1 —P(Q) = Op(N~P"). We shall use £ to denote a generic large positive integer,
which may depend on some fixed parameters and whose value may change from one expression to
the next.
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2 Preliminaries

For a complex random variable X, we denote || X |, := (E|X"|)1/"

M € CN*N | we abbreviate

for any n € Ny. For any matrix

M=ReM, M=ImM, M:=N'TrM and My = (v, Mw)

for all v,w € RY. Recall from Section 1 that e = N_l/z(l, ...,)T € RY and we further use e; to
denote the standard ith basis in RY. Let gsc(2) := 51/(4 — 22) denote the semicircle distribution.
For z € C\R, we define

Mse(2) 1= /]R 0s¢(7) dr, G=G(z)=(A—-2"", and G=G(z):=(H 2. (2.1)

xr—Zz

Let us abbreviate

0
0ij * o, (2.2)
We have the differential rule
8Gij -1
OnGij = 777~ = —(GiGj + GuGrj) (1 + ) - (2.3)
OHy,

Obviously, the same rule also holds when G is replaced by G.



Cumulant expansion. Recall that for a real random variable h, all of whose moments are finite, the
sth-cumulant of h is

Cs(h) := (=1)° <jtslogIE[ lth]>

t=0
We shall use a standard cumulant expansion from [16,26,36]. The proof was given in e.g. [29,
Appendix A].

Lemma 2.1 (Cumulant expansion). Let F : R — C be a smooth function, and denote by F™ its
nth derivative. Then, for every fixed £ € N, we have

‘1

;Csﬂ FOR)] + Resa, (2.4)
s=0

assuming that all expectations in (2.4) exist, where Ryy1 is a remainder term (depending on f and
h), such that for any t > 0,

1/2
Rep1 = O(1) - (E|s|up|F<f+1>(x)|2-E\h2f+41|h>t\) +0(1) - E|h/"*2. ‘s,lllp |[FE D (2)] .
z|<|h z|<t

Remark 2.2. In this paper, we shall always assume the remainder term is negligible for some
fixed, large ¢. This can be checked through a standard argument; see e.g. [26, Section 4.3].

The next lemma follows from Definition 1.1.
Lemma 2.3. For any fixred k € N we have
Cr(Hij) = O(1/(N¢*?))
uniformly for all i, 7.
We recall the local semicircle law for sparse random matrices from [21, Theorem 2.9].

Proposition 2.4 (Local semicircle law). We have

1 11
H}gXIGz’j(Z) — Gijmsc(2)] </~ Nu + o + p

uniformly in z € {z=E+1in: E € R,n > 0}.
A standard consequence of the local law is the complete delocalization of eigenvectors.

Corollary 2.5. We have

il < N72

uniformly for all i € {1,2,...,N}.
We also import from [21] about the result on top eigenvalue and eigenvector of A.

Proposition 2.6. We have
=f+0<(f7).
In addition,

1 1 1 al _
<e,u1>:1—2f2+0<(f3—|—\/ﬁf) and ;(e,ui>2:O(f 2y,



Finally, we recall the Ward identity.

Lemma 2.7. We have

Im Gy
> 1G,P=—=
- 7

for all z = E + in with n > 0.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.4
In this section, let 7 be as in the beginning of Section 1, and we fix parameters
€€ (0,7/100) and ¢ € (0,£/100). (3.1)

We shall prove Theorem 1.4 (i); the proof of Theorem 1.4 (ii) is identical to that of (1.2).
Fix v,w € Sf_l as in Theorem 1.4. We denote

X:={v,w,e,....,ex}

Let z € D,. Suppose

Gee(2) — f1 < of 2, I;lgg]Gex(z)] < of 1 (3.2)
and
max |Gxy(2)| < ¢ (3.3)
X, y€

for some deterministic ¢ € [1, N 5]. We shall prove that at z we have

ee(2) = [T1 <72, (3.4)
and
max [ Gex(2)| < 1 (3.5)
as well as
mas. Gy (2) — () mac(z)] < 6 (s + ) (3.6)
xyex' ¥ P Y Mse (N3 " g1i/3)" .

Arming with (3.4) — (3.6), the proof of Theorem 1.4 (i) follows from a bootstrap argument.
More precisely, let E € [—3,3] be deterministic. For zp = E + i, by spectral decomposition and
Proposition 2.6, we easily get

al (€, uy)(uq,X) al 1/2 -1 -1
Gex(zo)zg —/\ o <§ |{e, uy) (uq,x |—|—f <§ e uy) ) +f<f
a=1

uniformly for all x € X. In addition, by Proposition 2.6, we have

< f7%, and max |Gxy(20) < 1.

X,y€

2
e u _
Goolz0) — <Z|eua|2 ‘A<E1> s

Thus (3.2) and (3.3) hold at zp.



Now suppose (3.4) — (3.6) hold true at some z; = E +in; € D,. By (3.4) we get
Im Gee(21) < f72. (3.7)

Let 7o := n N0, Denote g(n) := ImGeo(E + in). It is east to see that |dg/dn| < g/n, which
implies
d

dfn(ng(n)) >0.

Together with (3.7) we have
Im Geo(z) < NOf2 (3.8)

uniformly for all z = E + in, where n € [n2,n1]. By (3.8), we see that

d(Gee(2) — f7h) - Im Gee(2)
dn

< NOfE
which implies
Gee(z) = fTH < NP f72 (3.9)

uniformly for all € [n2,7:]. Similarly, by (3.6) we can show that

max |Gy (2)| < N? (3.10)
x,yeX

uniformly for all n € [n2,m1]. By (3.8) and (3.10), we see that

d(Gex(2)) < \/ImGeE(Z) Im Gxx(2) < N(Sf—ln—l7
dn n
and thus
max | Gex(2)| < N2 f-1 (3.11)

uniformly for all n € [n2,m1]. Observe that (3.9) — (3.11) prove (3.2) and (3.3) for all z = E + in
satisfying n € [n2,m]. We conclude the proof of Theorem 1.4 by induction and the fact that £ can
be arbitrarily small.

The rest of this section focuses on the proofs of (3.4) — (3.6). As an input from Proposition 2.4,
we have the entrywise bound

max|Gij ()] < 1. (3.12)
ij

3.1. Proof of (3.4). Fixn € Ny, and set Py := ||Gee — f!|l2n. We shall show that

2n
P =E|Gee — [ " < Y fPI =, (3.13)

a=1

which trivially implies (3.4). By resolvent identity, the first relation of (3.2), and the fact that
z € D, is bounded, we have

Gee — f_l = f_l((f - Z)Gee - 1) + O<(f_2) = _f_l(HG)ee + O%(f_Q) . (314)



By Lemma 2.1, we get

]. — n— * — n
P = — 173 2 BH Gyl oo = /1) (Goo = £7)" + O<()
ij

J4
N ‘lel/z YD Cort(Hy)E(Gie(Gee — [ )" (Gl — T +0<(E)  (3.15)

s=1 1ij

y4
=Y Lo+ 0(&1).

s=1

The estimate of Ly is relatively easy: as Co(H;;) = N=1(1+ O(8;5)), we get from (2.3) that

1 —1yn—1/ —1\n
bv=%n Z(l +0(6ij))E(GjiGje + GjjGie) (Gee = [T (Goe = f71)
ij
1 —1\n—2 v —1\n
T Z(l +0(6:7))2(n = DEG jeGeiGoj(Gee = F )" *(Geo = f7) (3.16)
)
1 * vk —12n—
+ fN3/2 Z(l + O(5ij))2nEGjeGeiGej|Gee —f 1‘2 2= Ll,l + L1,2 + L1,3-
ij

By Proposition 2.4, (3.2) and (3.3), we have
1 “L\n—1/ —1\n
Lix= a7 D_E(GjiGje + GyjGie) (Gee = )" HGee = f71)" + 0<(&1)
ij

1 - n— * — n
=N ZE(Gﬁe + GjGee)(Gee — )" N Gho — FH" +0<(&1)
J
< f_2E|Gee - f_1|2n_2 + 04(51) =< 51 .
Similarly, we have

1
Lis= pi D EG3Gei(Gee — f 1) Gl — )" + 0(61) < &1
J

and L;3 < &;. As a consequence,
L1 <& (3.17)

When s > 2, the above straight-forward estimates fail. For instance, one dangerous term in Ly is
1 * Yk vk —112n—-2
N3/, Z 15EG jeG1iGieGlel Gee — f 771777, (3.18)
ij

where a;; is uniformly bounded in 4, j. Naively, even make use of the Ward identity, we would have

1
N1/2q

(3.18) < E|Gee — fH*" 2 < & .

f4N1/277q

As there is not always true that N'/2p¢ > 1, we cannot bound the above by O (&1) as desired.
This is the main difficulty we encounter for proving the isotropic local law for sparse matrices. In

10



the sequel, we introduce the notion of abstract polynomials of Green functions, which allows us to
expand recursively through Lemma 2.1. To simplify notation, we drop the complex conjugates in
L (which play no role in the subsequent analysis), and we shall prove that

1

Ls = —W

¢
D Corr(Hij)ED}(Gje(Gee — 1)) < & (3.19)
s=1 1j

uniformly for all fixed s > 2.

3.1.1. Abstract polynomial of Green functions.

Definition 3.1. Let {i1,2,...} be an infinite set of formal indices. To v,v;,0,w € N, 01,07 €
R, Z1,Y1, s Toy Yo, 215 -os 2w € {01, ...0}, and a family (a4, 4, )1<iy,..i,<n Of uniformly bounded
complex numbers we assign a formal monomial

W =ai. i N 2G, Gy Gre GropolGee — 1 (3.20)

We denote v(W) = v, (W) =vi, c(W) = o, w(W) :=w, 61(W) = 61 and 02(W) = 03. We use
v2(W) to denote the number of indices that appear exactly twice and as off-diagonal indices in the
Green functions of W. We denote by W the set of formal monomials W of the form (3.20).

Let O(W) C {i1,...,i,} be the set of indices that appear odd many times in the Green functions
of W. We denote by W, C W the set of formal monomials such that O(W) # ) for all W € W,,.

Definition 3.2. We assign to each monomial W € W with its evaluation
Wil,...,’il, = VI/’L'L...,iV (Z) Y

which is a random variable depending on an v-tuple (i1,...,7,) € {1,2,..., N}¥. It is obtained
by replacing, in the formal monomial W, the formal indices i1, ...,%,, with the integers i1,...,1,,
and the formal variables Gy, G.e, Gee With elements of the Green’s function (2.1) with parameter

z € D,. We define
M(W) = Z Wiy ,.oi -

ilv---viu

Example 3.3. Let us illustrate the above definitions with an example. Consider
W = N2 f12G11G24G15G23G35G . Goe(Gee — [71)°.

It is clear that v(W) =5, 1 (W) =6, c(W) =5, w(W) =4, 6;(W) = 2 and 6 = 1/2. The index 2
appears 3 times in W, and the index 4 appears once in W. As a result, O(W) = {2,4}. In addition,
we see that vo(W) = 2, with corresponding indices 3, 5.

Lemma 3.4. Let W € W. We have

1 \v2/2
M) < N7 570 () ()™ El(Geo = 7)1 (3.21)
Proof. The factors N=0147 =02 and E|(Gee — f~1)|** on RHS of (3.21) is self-explanatory. Let us
explain the rest contributions. The factor (¢f~1)¥ comes from the second relation of (3.2). The
factor (Nn)2/? comes from Lemma 2.7, (3.2), (3.3) and (3.12). This finishes the proof. O

We have the following improvement of Lemma 3.4 for W € W,,, which we delay the proof to
Section 3.1.2.
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Lemma 3.5. Let W € W,. We have

Vi
EM(W) < N_91+Vf_92(¢f_1)w¢N_1/2 Z f_ZdE‘(Gee - f—l)‘ul—d —. €2<W)
d=0
Given Lemma 3.5, the proof of (3.19) becomes a relative simple matter. More precisely, by
Lemma 2.3, L; is a sum of finite many terms in the form

fN3/2 s—1 Zaw E(9; Gje) <HasbGee> e (3.22)

where s1 >0, 1 <a<2n—1, s9,...,8, = 1. By (2.3), we see that

l
(3.22) = > EM(Wy) (3.23)

k=1

for some fixed ¢, and each Wy is in the form of (3.20). Also by (2.3), it is clear that for every Wy,
either ¢ or j appears odd many times in its Green functions. In other words, we have Wj, € W,. In
addition, the parameters of Wy, satisfies v = 2, v; =2n —a, w =2a — 1, 6 = 3/2, f3 = s. Thus
Lemma 3.5 shows that
2n—a
EM(Wy) < N2 f75(of )2 LN =12 Y 7 f 2B (Gee — f7H) P00
d=0

2n
=< ¢2aflfs Z fﬁszKGee - f71)|2n7d 7
d=a

where in the second step we used ¢ =< f. Since s > 2, a < s+1, and ¢ < 09!, we have ¢2¢ f17° < 1.
As a result,

2n
EM(Wi) <> fE|(Gee — fHP" 4 < & (3.24)

for all Wy in (3.23). This concludes (3.19). Combining (3.13), (3.15), (3.17) and (3.19) yields the
proof of (3.4).

3.1.2. Proof of Lemma 3.5. For W € W,, let us denote
Ex(W) 1= N0t g0 () g1 S £ HE|(Go — £ (3.25)
No 2 ce . .

From (3.21), it is easy to see that
EM(W) < E(W). (3.26)

As E(W)PN 12 < E(W), our task here is to improve (3.25) by a factor of ¢N—1/2. We shall
show the following iterating result.

Lemma 3.6. Let W € W,. We have

V4
EM(W) < Y EM(Wy) + E(W) (3.27)
k=1

for some fized 0. Here Wi, € W, and satisfy 01(Wy) —v(Wy) = (W) —v(W) for allk =1,2,..., L.
In addition, each Wy, satisfies one of the following conditions.

12



Condition 1. O3(Wy) = 02(W), vo(Wk) = vo(W) + 1, w(Wg) = w(W), (W) = vi(W).
Condition 2. Oa(Wy) = O2(W), vo(Wyg) = vo(W)+1, w(Wy) = w(W)+2, 1y (W) = i (W) —1.

Condition 3. There exists s > 2, and 0 <0 < s Ay (W) such that O3(Wy) = 02(W) +5 — 1,
l/Q(Wk) > VQ(W), W(Wk) = w(W) + 20, l/l(Wk) = Vl(W) — 0.

By Lemma 3.6 and applying (3.25), (3.26) for W = Wy, as well as £ < 7/100, we see that for
every Wy, in (3.27), we always have
1 1
- _l’_ —
VN f
Thus for any given W € W,, we can apply (3.27) finitely many times and obtain EM (W) < Ey(W)
as desired.

E(Wi) < E(W) - ¢4( ) <EW) N4 and & (W) < &E(W).

Proof of Lemma 3.6. Let W € W, in the form of (3.20). W.O.L.G. we can assume z; € O(W) and
x1 Z Y1, or z1 € O(W). Let us work under the first assumption; by examining the proof, it is clear
that the case z; € O(W) works in a very similar fashion. Note that we have the identity

2GGary, = AGGayy, — Gary = G(AG)a1y, — Goayy, -
As a result, we get

EM(W) = Z ai1,...,iuN_61f_GQEﬁqun Gwzyz e Gacgyone 0 Gae(Gee — f_l)yl

ilv"viu

- Z ah,...,iuN_alf_HQEQ(AG)mylzeyz o 'G:rangzw o 'GZWE(Gee - f_l)yl

ilv-"viu

+ Z ailw-yiuN_elf_OQ]EQ(Sl'lylGIQZ/Q o 'Ga:oyanw o 'sze(Gee - f_l)yl

ilr--viu

—: (I)-+(IT)-+(IIT).

Observe that

where in the second step we used Gee < ¢f ! and estimate the rest factors similar to Lemma 3.4.
In addition, by (3.2), we have ((A — H)G)z,y, = fN"V2Gey, < ¢N7/2, and thus

(II) = - Z ai1,.-.,iuN_elf_92EQ(HG)w1y1 Gaays * GaoyoGrre  Gre(Gee — f_l)ul + 0<(&(W))
i1y

= (ID) + O (E2(W)).
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As x1 # y1, one can easily show that (III)< (V). Hence we have
EM(W) = (I')+(I") + O<(&E(W)) (3.28)
Now let us expand (I’) and (II') via cumulant expansion. Let us abbreviate
X i= Gayyy Gy Goro GanolGoo — 1)
By Lemma 2.1, we have

¢
= Z Z @iy,.iy N0 F2C 0 (HigJEOS (GijGayyy X) + O<(E2(W))

s=11i1,..s00,%,]

V4
=Y LM+ 04 (E(W)).

Note that by (2.3), we have z; € O(W) for all terms in Lgl), s > 1. In addition, taking 0;; will not
decrease the value of 19, as i, j are new indices. By (2.3), we see that

Lgl):_ Z tiyoiy N0 fPEG? Gy X — Z aiy,..i, NN 2 fRRGY, Gy X
Ul yeenyly SRR N
+ ) i W N2 TPEG04(Gayy, X) + O<(E2(W))
/Ll» 77’V9 7.7

= L) + L) + L) + O« (&W)).

It is easy to see that L](Ll% is in the form of EM(W. (1)) where W1(12) € W, and it satisfies Condition
1. In addition, L1 3= Zk L EM(W. 1(3)k) where k is fixed and each Wl( 3)k € W,. Here if 0;; is

applied to a factor of (Gee — f~ '), then the corresponding W1( 3) ;. satisfies Condition 2; otherwise,

it satisfies Condition 1. When s > 2, by Lemma 2.3 and (2.3), ‘we see that

Y/
M =S EmMwY)

k=1

where each Ws(lk) € W, satisfies Condition 3 with s = s, and 0 corresponds to the number of
(Gee — f71) that 9;; hit on. In summary, we have

== 3 ai L N 921EG2Gx1y1X+ZIEM W) + 0L (E(W)) (3.29)

15 k=1

where each Wk(:l) € W, and satisfies Condition 1, 2, or 3.
The computation of (II') follows in a similar fashion. By Lemma 2.1, we have

Z Z iy iy N0 %201 (Hy )EOS (G, GX) + O<(E2(W))
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In addition, taking 0,,; will not decrease the value of 5, as i is a new index, and x; originally
appears odd many times in the Green functions. Note that by (2.3), when s > 1 is odd, we have

x1 € O(W) for all terms in Lg?); when s > 2 is even, we have ¢ € O(W) for all terms in L. By
(2.3), we see that

LP = 3" ai, o Nf2EG Gay, X+ Y aiy i N fTREG G, Gy, X

i1ain o
+ Z iy iy N"OT FT2EG,, 0,00(GX) 4+ O<(E2(W))
= L3 + LY + LY + 04 (&(W)).

The terms L%, Lf%, and LgQ) can be handled exactly like ng, ng, and Lgl). As a result, we have

J4
(D) = > i, N0 f2EG Gy X + Y EM(WS) + 04 (E2(W)) (3.30)
T1genns iy k=1

where each W,EZ) € W, and satisfies Condition 1, 2, or 3.
Note that we have a cancellation between the leading contributions of (3.29) and (3.30). Com-
bining (3.28) — (3.30) yields the desired result. O

3.2. Proofs of (3.5) and (3.6). The proofs of (3.5) and (3.6) are similar to that of (3.4).
More precisely, we follow the mechanism that for each term that carries an index that appears odd
many times, we can always expand around it, and the resulting terms are either small enough, or
they again carry an odd index and allow further expansion. We shall give the main steps, with an
emphasis on the differences.

3.2.1. Proof of (3.5). Let x € X and fix n € Ny. Abbreviate Py := ||Gex||2n, and it suffices to
show that

2n
P =E|Gex™ < Y [P =i &4

a=1

By resolvent identity and the second relation of (3.2), we have

Gex = _f_l(z - f)Gex + O-< (¢f_2)

. 5 . 9 (3.31)
=~ ((HG)ex — (&,%)) + Ox(¢f %) = —f T (HG)ex + O<(6f %) .
Then we get from Lemma 2.1 that
Pyt = —fTINTVEN RH; GG (Gee)" + O<(Ea)
ij
‘
= NS ST o (Hip EO (GGl (G + O (E) (3.32)
s=1 1j
4
=Y LI+ 0,(&).
s=1
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Similar to (3.17), it is not hard to see that ng) =< &4. To estimate the rest contributions in (3.32),
we again drop the complex conjugates for simplicity, and we shall prove (3.5) by showing that

l
Lg?’) = —.]“_1]\7_1/2 chs—kl(Hij)Eafj(ijGg?(_l) <& (3.33)
s=1 4j

for all fixed s > 2.

Similar to Definition 3.1, Let {i1,i2, ...} be an infinite set of formal indices. To v,v;,0,w,y € N,
01,02 € R, 1,91, ., o, Yo, 215 o0y 20, W1, oo, Wy € {1, .00}, and a family (a4, 4, )1<iy,...ip<n Of
uniformly bounded complex numbers we assign a formal monomial

—601 p—0
U= ail,...,iuN 1f szlyl ce ngngzle T szerlx te waA,xCTw1

ex

(3.34)

where v(U) = v, 1 (U) = v1, w(U) :=w, y(U) = v, 01(U) = 61 and 62(U) = 02. We use 1,(U)
to denote the number of indices that appear exactly twice and as off-diagonal indices in the Green
functions in U. We denote by U the set of formal monomials U of the form (3.34).

Let O(U) C {i1,...,i,} be the set of indices that appear odd many times in the Green functions
of U. We denote by U, C U the set of formal monomials such that O(U) # 0 for all U € U,. In
addition, we denote

M(U) = Z Uil,...,iu'

Ul yeenyly

Similar to Lemma 3.4, we have the following priori estimate.

Lemma 3.7. Let U € U. We have
va/2

EM(U) < N~O+v =02 (qﬁf‘l)‘”ﬁ”( J\m E|Gex|™ - (3.35)

Similar to Lemma 3.5, our main technical step towards proving (3.33) is to show the following
improved estimate.

Lemma 3.8. Let U € U,. We have

EM(U) < N~ =0 (g f 1) g g N1/ Z FTIE|Gex|" ™4 = &5(U).
d=0

Finally, similar to Lemma 3.6, we prove Lemma 3.8 by establishing the following result.

Lemma 3.9. Let U € U,. We have

4
EM(U) <Y EM(Ux) + &(U) (3.36)
k=1

for some fized £. Here Uy € T, and satisfy 01(Uy) —v(Uy) = 01(U) —v(U) for allk =1,2,....,¢. In

addition, each Uy satisfies one of the following conditions.

C(End)ition 1. 02(Ux) = 02(U), vo(Ug) =2 12(U) + 1, w(Uy) = w(U), v(Ux) = v(U), v1(Uy) =
%41 U).

Condition 2. 03(Uy) = 62(U), v2(Ux) =2 12(U) + 1, w(U;) = w(U) + 1, v(Ux) = v(U) + 1,
I/l(Uk) = Vl(U) — 1.
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Condition 3. There exists s > 2, and 0 < 0 < s Avi(U) such that 02(Uy) = 02(U) +5 — 1,
va(Ur) 2 v2(U), w(Uk) = w(U) + 3, 7(Ur) = (U) + 0, v1(Uy) = 11(U) — 0.

The proofs of Lemmas 3.7 — 3.9 are very similar to those of Lemmas 3.4 — 3.6, and we shall omit
the details. With the help of Lemma 3.8, one can easily follow the argument of (3.23) — (3.24) to
conclude (3.33). This finishes the proof of (3.5).

We conclude with a remark on the underlying reasons for the difference between (3.4) and (3.5).
Firstly, for the computation of Gee, in the step of applying the resolvent identity (3.14), we made
use of the relation (e,e) = 1; for the estimate of Gex, we instead used |(e,x)| < N~%/2 in (3.31).
This explains the additional term —f~! on LHS of (3.4). In addition, note that

8ijGee < ¢2f727 while aijGex = ¢2f*1 ’

and this is why the changes of w differ between Condition 2 (also Condition 3) of Lemmas 3.6 and
3.9. This also explains the difference between the RHS of (3.4) and (3.5).

3.2.2. Proof of (3.6). Let x,y € X. As the case x,y € {ey,...,en} is covered by Proposition 2.4,

it suffices to assume x = v € Sf_l. Let fix n € N;. Abbreviate (Gxy) := Gxy — (X,y)mMse, and
P3 := |[(Gxy)ll2n, and it suffices to show that

1 n 1
Np)l/3 " gi/3

2n
P3" = ElGxy — (x.y)msel" <Y ¢3a(( ) Pk (3.37)
a=1

By resolvent identity, 1 + zmg. + m2, = 0 and x | e, we have
Gxy — (X, ¥)Mse = —Mse((2 + Mye)Gxy + (X,¥)) = —msc((HG)xy + mschy) ) (3.38)

Similar to (3.15), we get

P??n = TMsc ZEXiHijGjy(ny>n_1<ny> - mchny<GXY>n_l<ny>
i
¢
= —mse Yy Y Cort(Hi)Exi055(Gjy (Gxy)"{Gxy) ") = miECxy (Guy)" H(Gxy)" + O<(E)

s=1 1j

=3 LI = m2 EGuyy (Gay)" (Gxy) + O<(E5). (3.39)
s=1
Similar to (3.16), one can go through the standard computation of L§4) (which reveals the semicircle
distribution), and show that

LY = my EGGxy (Gry)" HGxy) " + O(Es) .
Together with Proposition 2.4, we get a cancellation on RHS of (3.39) and obtain
LY — m2EGyy (Gxy)" Gy < & (3.40)

To estimate the rest contributions in (3.39), we again drop the complex conjugates for simplicity,
and we shall prove (3.6) by showing that

2(4) = —mscZCS_H(Hij)EXiafj(Gjy<ny>2n_l) < & (3.41)

S
ij
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for all fixed s > 2.

Similar to Definition 3.1, Let {i1, 42, ...} be an infinite set of formal indices. To v,vy,0,w,y € N,
01,02 € R, i, 21,Y1, . To, Yo, 215 ooy 2y W1, oo, Wy € {1, .00}, and a family (ai, i, )1<is,...in<n Of
uniformly bounded complex numbers we assign a formal monomial

V= ai1,...,iVXiN_01f_02 Gz1y1 T Gzayaan T szxGwly o 'way<ny>2n_1 ’ (3-42)

where v(V) = v, 1 (V) = vi, w(V) := w, 7(V) =7, 01(V) = 61 and 62(V) = 02. We use v1(V)
to denote the number of indices that appear exactly twice and as off-diagonal indices in the Green
functions of V', excluding the index i. We denote by V the set of formal monomials V' of the form
(3.42).

Let O(V) C {i1, ..., 4, } be the set of indices that appear odd many times in the Green functions
of V. We denote by V, C V the set of formal monomials such that O(V) # ) for all V € V,. In
addition, we denote

M(V) = Z Vi1a~~~’il/ *
i1 yeenin

We have the following priori estimate.

Lemma 3.10. Let V € V. We have

1 \v2/2
EM(V) < N0 00 g () N TR (G (3.43)
n
Proof. The factors N=0177 =62 and E[(Gxy)|"* on RHS of (3.43) is self-explanatory. Let us explain
the rest contributions. The factor ¢**7 comes from (3.3). The factor (Nn)*?/? comes from Lemma
2.7, (3.3) and (3.12). Finally, the factor N=1/2 comes from >, |x;| < N/2. This finishes the
proof. O

Similar to Lemma 3.5, our main technical step towards proving (3.33) is to show the following
improved estimate.

Lemma 3.11. Let V € V,. We have

EM(V) = N791+Vf792¢w+’yN71/2(¢N71/2) Zl ¢3d<
d=0

1 n 1
(Nn)1/3 q1/3

d
) Bl Gy} 174 = £:(V).

Finally, similar to Lemma 3.6, we prove Lemma 3.11 by establishing the following result.

Lemma 3.12. Let V € V,. We have

l
EM(V) <> EM(Vi) + (V) (3.44)
k=1

for some fized €. Here Vi, € T, and satisfy 01 (Vi) —v(Vi) = 61(V) —v(V) for all k =1,2,...,¢. In
addition, each Vi satisfies one of the following conditions.

Condition 1. 02(Vi) = 02(V), vo(Vi) Z 1o(V) + 1, w(Vi) = w(V), v(Vi) = v(V), v1(Vi) =
Vl(V).

Condition 2. 03(Vi) = 02(V), ra(Vk) = (V) + 1, w(Vi) = w(V) + 1, v(Vi) = v(V) + 1,
Vl(Vk) = I/l(V) — 1.
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Condition 3. There exists s > 2, and 0 < 0 < s Av(V) such that O2(Vy) = 62(V) +5 — 1,
va(Vir) 2 12(V), w(Vi) = w(V) +0, 7(Va) = (V) + 0, (Vi) = (V) — 0.

The proof of Lemma 3.12 is very close to that of Lemma 3.6, and we shall omit the details. We
shall prove Lemma 3.11 using Lemma 3.12.

Proof of Lemma 3.11. .For V € V,, let us denote

1 \»2/2 - 1 1 \d
- —01+v £—05 . w7y —1/2 3d v1—d
E(V) = N0t =02 g (7N77> N d§:0¢ ( w7t ) El{Ga)" ™ (3.45)

From Lemma 3.10, it is easy to see that
EM(V) < &(V). (3.46)

As E(V)pN 12 < &(V), our task here is to improve (3.45) by a factor of $N~1/2. By Lemma
3.12, and applying (3.45), (3.46) for V = V4, we see that for every Vj in (3.44), we always have

1 n 1
(No)7o * gi7e

E(Vi) < &(V) - ( ) <&W) N0 and &(Vi) < &(V).

Thus for any given V' € V,, we can apply (3.44) finitely many times and obtain EM (V') < &(V)
as desired. ]

At last, let us see how to deduce (3.41) from Lemma 3.11, and thus concludes the proof of (3.6).
By Lemma 2.3, Eg4) is a sum of finite many terms in the form

71 S s S n—a
N1 > aiExi(9} Giy) ( ITo; (ny>) (Gxy)? (3.47)
ij b=2

where s1 20,1 <a<2n—1, s9,...,5, = 1. By (2.3), we see that

l
(3.47) =Y EM(V) (3.48)

k=1

for some fixed ¢, and each Vj is in the form of (3.42). Also by (2.3), it is clear that for every Vj,
either ¢ or j appears odd many times in its Green functions. In other words, we have Vi € V,. In
addition, the parameters of V satisfies v =2, vy =2n—a, w+vy=2a—-1,0, =1, 0 = s — 1.
Thus Lemma 3.11 shows that

2n—a
- —s a— — - 1 1 d n—a—
EM(V;,) < N~H2f=s+lg2a-1y 1/2(¢N 1/2) Z ¢3d((N77)1/3 +m> E|<ny>\2 d
d=0
1

d—a
) ENGy)

2n
1
2a  —s+1 3(d—a)
< g+

2n
1 1 —a 1 1 d
—s+1 L 3d ond
h <(Nn)l/?’ i q1/3) 2 <(Nn)1/3 + q1/3) E[{Gxy) [
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where in the second step we used ¢ < f. Since s > 2 and a < s+ 1, we have

_ 1 1\ _
q S+1((N1’,)1/3 + q1/3> <q stl+a/3 <
As a result,

1 1
(N77)1/3 + q1/3

2n
EM(V) < 3 6%( )d]E|<ny>|2"_d =& (3.49)
d=a

for all Vj in (3.48). This concludes (3.41). Combining (3.39), (3.40) and (3.41) yields (3.37), which
finishes the proof of (3.6).

4 Applications of Theorem 1.4

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.6. Fix v € Sf_l. By Theorem 1.2, we see that Assumptions 1.3,
1.4 of [15] are satisfied with Hy = A, mo(z) = ms.(z) and q = v. Theorem 1.6 then follows directly
from [15, Theorem 1.5] and the comparison method developed in [30].

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.8. In this section we prove Theorem 1.8 for k = 1; the general case
follows in a similar fashion.
Recall that G(z) := (H — 2)~!. From [33,40], we have the following results.

Proposition 4.1. There exists a probability measure p supported on [—L, L] with Stieltjes transform

m = m(z) ::/R P(x) g,

r—z

such that the followings hold true.

(i) We have

uniformly for all z € D.

(ii) Let us denote the classical eigenvalue locations of o as y1 > vy2 > -+ > YN,

k /ﬁ
— = plx)dz, 1<k<N.
N Vi

Then we have

NI 1<k<N.

= )
T N2 wmin{k, N — k)13
(i1i) The edge of p satisfies the decomposition L = L + Z, where
L=EX +O(N")=24+0(¢7?)

is deterministic, and Z is a centered random variable satisfying

NZ

V22, EH

d 1
— N(0,1), and Z<—.
VNg
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(iv) Let k(E) = k := |E? — £2|. We have, for all z € D that

VEFn  ifE€[-L, L]

Imm(z) <
(=) {77/«//4;-{-77 otherwise.

(v) Let py = po,...,> un be the eigenvalues of GOE. Fix k > 1. For any smooth, compactly
supported F : R¥ — R, we have

EF(N*S(M = L), NP — £)) = EF(N*3(y — 2), s N (s, — 2)) + O(N )
for some fized € > 0.

Let £ be as in Proposition 4.1. Fix small £ € (0,7/100). Let E = O(N~2/3), p = N=2/3-¢ and
f € CX(E). Our main task is to show

E [F <N / O ey in)dm)] _E [F <N / Y ey in)dx)] +FONT) (4.1)

E E

for some fixed € > 0. Indeed, by (4.1) and a standard argument (e.g. [37]), it is not hard to deduce
that
Ef(N*P( = £) = Ef(N*P (A = £)) + O(N™)

for some fixed &’ > 0. Together with Proposition 4.1 (v) we conclude the proof.
Thanks to Theorem 1.4, the proof of (4.1) is rather simple. Using resolvent identity, we get
G —G=G(A—- H)G. By Ward identity, (1.3) and Corollary 1.5, we have

ma- L e . 2 , L 2, L 1/2
G(A—-H)G = N(Gg)ee =< N (Im Gee - Im Gee) /= < N (Im Gee) /= < N (Im@G)
for all z € D. Thus )
_ b 1/2
G=G+0x <N77) (Im G) (4.2)

for all z € D. Together with Proposition 4.1 (i), (iv), we see that
G(L+x+in) =G(L +x +in) + O(N V2%

uniformly for all |z| < N=2/3%¢ which easily implies (4.1). This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.8.
As a direct consequence of Theorem 1.8, we also have the gap universality and the level-repulsion
estimate near the edge.

Corollary 4.2. Let uy = po,...,= pun be the eigenvalues of GOE. Fix k > 1. For any smooth,
compactly supported F : RF — R, we have

EF(N*(Xy = Ag), ooy N3 (N1 = Aiya)) = EF(N* (1 — pig), oo, N3 (g — pi 1)) + O(N ™)

for some fized ¢ > 0. In addition, there exists fixred 9 > 0, such that for any € € (0,e9), there
exists o > 0 such that

PO\ — Aip1 S N72378) = O(N—=79). 4
=23 et (Ai = A ) =0O( ) (4.3)
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Finally, by Proposition 4.1 and (4.2), we have the following result, which will also be useful in
Section 5.

Corollary 4.3. (i) We have

uniformly for all z € D.
(ii) We have

2<k<N.

Mo — Yk < :
FTE T N2 min{k, N — k3

Proof. Part (i) follows from Proposition 4.1 (i) and (4.2), and part (ii) is a simple consequence of
Proposition 4.1 (ii) and Cauchy-interlacing theorem. O

5 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Throughout this section, let 7 be as in the beginning of Section 1, £ be as in Proposition 4.1, and
gg be as in Corollary 4.2. Fix parameters

€€ (0,(r Agg)/100) and & € (0,£/100), (5.1)

and set
Ny = N_2/3_5, N = N—2/3-6¢

We shall prove Theorem 1.2 for k£ = 1; the general case follows in a similar fashion. Let v, w &€ Sf -1
be deterministics and fix T' > 0. The goal of this section is to show that

Eexp (it N(v,u2)(w,uz)) = Eexp (it(v,z)(w,z)) + O(N~%) (5.2)

uniformly for all t € [-T,T]. Here z denotes the standard Gaussian vector in R™.
By Corollary 1.5, it is not hard to see that

AN N (v, ug) (w, ug)
2—Nony ()\2 - E)2 + 77-2|-

N (v, ug)(w, ug) = = /A dE + 0L (N?). (5.3)

™

Together with Corollaries 1.5, 4.2, and 4.3, one can readily follow the arguments of [37, Lemmas
3.1 and 3.2] to show the following result.

Lemma 5.1. Let ¢ : R — Ry be a smooth cut-off function such that q(z) =1 for |z| < 1/3 and
q(z) =0 for x > 2/3. We abbreviate

T =L N2 Ly N2 and Jp:=[E— Ny, L+ N“2/3+],
Then
E exp (itN(v, u2><w,u2>)

SN [~ _
=Eexp <1t / Gyw(E + i77+)q[ TrG(z + in)dw] dE> + O(N7%) =: Eexp(itY) + O(N9).
T Jz N
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In the sequel, we abbreviate
g(t) :=Eexp(itY) and Xpg:= / Tr G(z + in_)dz . (5.4)
JE

We shall often omit the arguments in the Green function, unless it is not clear. We start the
computation with the identity

ZQH;VW::éngkW‘_(;VW::£204GOVW<_£RV7Wv’
which implies

Gvw — (v, W)G = Im(AGGyw — G(AQ)vw) = In(HGGryw — G(HG)yw) + O<(N™D . (5.5)

Here in the second step we used (1.3) and v L e. Thus

) = BIY explity)] = [ [(@ — (v. WG+ (v W) Da(X)AE - exp(iy )

8| [ (GG s — GG ) )a(Xi)E - explit?) (5.6)
T Jz
—|—iE[]7\: /Z (v,w)éq(XE)dE-exp(itY)] +OL(N-2/3) = (I") 4 (IT") + O (N~2/3).

Our main task in this section is the computation of (I”). As H is a real matrix, we can apply
Lemma 2.1 and get

(I") = iE [N

™

/I (;7 Z Hij Im(GiGvw) — Z viH;; Im(GjWG)> ¢(Xg)dE - exp(itY)]

]

IE[ZZ@H 99255 [m(GGmxeE  exniiey)) |

s=1 14j

_iE[ichsﬂ(H,j)a;j(f /I Im(ViijG)CI(XE)dE-exp(itY))] +O(N79)

s=1 1ij

¢
LY+ LY+ Oo(N).
s=1

(5.7)

MN

s=1

5.1. More properties of the random edge. Before we proceed, observe that on the RHS
of (5.7), the integral domains Z and Jr depend on the random variable £, which is random, and
sensitive to the differentiation 0/0H;;. Thus it is necessary to pause and cover more structural
properties of L.

One good way to fully describe £ is through weighted trees. To this end, we denote a weighted
trees by T' = T(V E) where V are the set of vertices, and E are the set of edges. For every e € E
its weight is denoted by w(e). We are interested in the set of weighted tree such that the weight of

each edge is a positive even integer, and the total weight is not bigger than 771, i.e.

T := {T(V, E):w(e) € 2Ny for alle € E, Zeeﬁw(e) < 7'_1} .
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Let n:= |‘7|, and we use the formal indices v1, ..., v5; to denote the vertices of T'. For any e = v;v;,

we assign the formal variable H, := W(J]) EH;}S Sj) For each T' € T, we set
Hrp = H He .
ecE

We assign to each Hp with its evaluation, which is a random variable depending on the n-tuple
(v1,...,v5) € {1,2,...,N}". It is obtained by replacing, in the formal monomial H7, the formal

IU(C)

indices vy, ...,vs with the integers v1,...,v; and the formal variables Hy,y, with elements of the

matrix H in Definition 1.1. We define

where >_* is shorthand for distinct sum.
From the construction of £ in [33,40] and Proposition 4.1 (iii), we have the following result.

Lemma 5.2. The random variable L satisfies the decomposition L = L + Z, where L is deter-
ministic, and Z is random and centered. The random contribution Z is a linear combination of
M (Hr), T € T, with bounded coefficients.

In the sequel, for fixed n > 1, we use the abbreviation
Di := 0iyjy = Oiin »

where i = (i1,...,1,),j = (J1,.--Jn) € {1,2,..., N}". We have the following estimates, which can be
proved directly using Lemma 2.1.

Lemma 5.3. Let T € T. For any fited n > 1, and i,j € {1,2,..., N}", we have
Dj; M. (Hr) < N~

(ii) Fiz n > 0 and let v € SV~! be deterministic. Suppose the index i does not appear in i or j,
then
Z viaing M (Hr) < N7,
%

Proof. Part (i) can be proved directly using Lemma 2.1. For Part (ii), the naive estimate using
part (i) is O<(N~2). To see where the additional factor N~'/2 comes from, note that the weight
of every edge in T is even, and the sum in M, (Hr) is distinct. As a result, any non-zero term in
9;;Dj; M (Hr) can be written in the form

H;; X5 ,

where D%Xij < N~! for all fixed k > 0 (c.f. Example 5.4 (ii) below). By Lemma 2.1, we can easily
show that ), v;H;; X5 < N~L. This concludes the proof. O

Example 5.4. (i) Let T\ (V, E) € T with V = {v1, v}, E = {0102}, and w(vivs) = 2. Then

M. () = NZ ( ”11’2_7)’

V102
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which is the leading contribution of Z.
(ii) Let To € (V,E) € T with V. = {vy,v9,v3,04}, E = {viva,vov3,v304} and w(vive) =
w(vivy) = w(vive) = 2. Then

M) = 5 30 (B = 37) (o = ) (B = 7)
V1V2V3V4
which is a third order term of Z.

5.2. The leading terms. Here we compute the leading contribution in (5.6), which is
L+ 2 4 ().

Abbreviate
By =L+ N“2/3%0 , and zq:=FEL+ing. (5.8)
As C2(H;j) = N7H1 4 O(6i)), we get
A ) Llr Sa+ 57;]-)01,-( / Im(viGjw@)q(Xp)dE - exp(itY)ﬂ +O(NY)
ij z
o1 :
= B | 3D vi05) (G ()G 4 X, ) ~ G2 )G (X)) expie)
ij
B[ LS04 ) [ (310G - Ga(Xe)AE - explity)
L7 i T

—iE fr S o1+6) /I Im(viG - 95G)a(Xp)dE - exp(itY)} (5.9)

(1
—iE|— Z(l + (51]) / Im(le]wQ)qu(XE)dE . exp(itY)}
L7 i T

—iE l E (1 + (5”) / Im(ViijQ)q(XE)dE . 8@' exp(itY)] + O(N_é)
™ = T
L ij

= L)+ + L)+ o).

By Lemma 5.3 (ii), we know that >, v;(9;;M.(Hr)) < N~! for all T € T. Together with Lemma
5.2 we get

> vi(@,L) < N7 (5.10)
In addition, Corollary 1.5, Proposition 4.1, and Corollary 4.3 yield
I (Gjw (2)G(2)) < Im G (2) + Im G(2) < Im G(z) < N~1/3+¢ (5.11)
for all z = F +iny with E € Z. Thus we get

Lgﬁ()) S NNl NCUBHE L N1/ (5.12)
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y (2.3), we have
L) = [ Z / Im((viGiwGij + viGijGiw) .G)q(XE)dE-exp(itY)]

~iE|; / I (NG G + (G2 )G (X )AE - xplir?)|.
mTJz

By spectral decomposition, Corollary 1.5, Proposition 4.1, and Corollary 4.3,

a=1 (Aa 177+ a—l )\a + n
- - (5.13)
1 o 1 1/342¢
—<Na:1()\ o) P ny ImG <7 (|ImG — Imm|+Imm) < N
and thus
N
L) = iE L / Im(GQGVW)q(XE)dE.exp(ity)] +OL (N9, (5.14)
A
Similarly, (G®)yw < N3¢, which implies
(6) 2 3 : -5
Liy,=iE| = - IIm(G Jvwq(Xg)dE -exp(itY)| < N™°. (5.15)

For Lg, recall the definition of Xz in (5.4). As the interval Jg contain £, it will also be affected
by the differentiation 9;;. However, similar to (5.10) and (5.12), one can easily apply Lemmas 5.2
and 5.3 to show that this contribution is negligible. More precisely, we have

L% =~ iE [71( > (1 +3) /I Im(viijG)q'(XE)< /J ;5 Tr G” dx) dE - exp(itY)}
ij E
—iE EFZ(H%’) / Im(viGjwG)q (Xg)(0i; L) Tr@(E++in—)dE-exp(itY)} (5.16)
_1E[ Z / Im(GjwG)q XE)( / Im((G(x))Q)jvdac>dE-exp(itY)} + O (N7,
Here we abbreviate G(®) := G(x + in_). Similar to (5.13), we see that

/ Im((G(w))z)jvdx < NT2/3+6 N1/3+126 |, N—1/3+136
JE

Together with (5.11) and (5.16), we get
L) < N -|Z| - N~V3+E. N-1/3+136 4 N3, (5.17)

The leading contribution of L§6) is contained in L@l. Similar to (5.14) and (5.17), Lg can be
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computed as

= S+ [ 3G inGaxe)aE ™ [ 0,6m)axeE - expliey)
—iE [1 > (1+d) / Im (v;GwG)q (XE)dEﬂ / Gyw0ijq(Xp)dE - exp(ltY)] (5.18)
T z

ij
_E[Z/ Im(GjwG) Im(GYy Gy + Gy Glw)a(Xp)a(Xp)dEAE - eXp(itY)} +O<(N7%),
72
where in the second step we used (5.13) and the abbreviation G’ = G(E’ + iny). Note that
D Im(GjwG) Im(G, G Z GiwGIm(G, G ) + Z GwGIm(G,, G,

j
=Y GjwGIm(Gl,Gly,) + O<( ng Z G jwGGy Gl + O<(N3§) (5.19)

= GjwGly + O(NV377/2).

Here in the second and third step we used Corollary 1.5, Proposition 4.1, and Corollary 4.3, and
in the last step we used Theorem 1.4. Similarly,

D Im(GjwG) Im(G;Gly) = (v, W) D> GGl . (5.20)
- .

Combining (5.18) — (5.20), we get

G]W(G' + (v, W>C~¥:,j)q(XE)q(XE/)dEdE/ exp(itY)] +0(N79. (5.21)

Inserting (5.11), (5.14) — (5.17) and (5.21) into (5.9), we get

N
AR :iE[ / Im(G2Gyw)q(Xp)dE - exp(ity)}
T
tN [ . . (5.22)
- BB [ GG+ (v WG X)X BB exp(t)] + 0-(NF).
T
J
Similarly, we can also show that
1
LY =iE [M > (1 +6i)0; < / Im(GiGyw)q(Xg)dE - exp(itY)ﬂ + O (N79)
g g (5.23)

= —iE [N / Im(G*Gyw)q(XE)dE - exp(itY)] +OL(N79).
T Jz

Note that there is a cancellation between (5.22) and (5.23), and this yields

1@ - g {Z / GGy (v, W) Gl ) g (X )q(XE/)dEdE’exp(itY)] FOL(N7Y). (5.24)

27



As ny < N72/3 it is not possible to compute the RHS of (5.24) through local laws. Instead,
observe that

5 5 ) (Ua, W 77+ ug () (uar, w)ny (ua, w)*n3
GiwGliw —
; J Jw ZZ /\ —E ~ (/\a,_E/)Q_i_ni ;(()\Q_E)Q‘Fni)(o\a_E,)Q
Similar to Lemma 5.1, one can use Corollaries 1.5, 4.2, and 4.3 to show that

—QIE /I 2 G jwGiwt(XE)q(Xp)AdEAE' exp(itY)}

_tN (uq, w)?ni ) A
-k /pz BT ey X E X 4B B eXp(ltY)}

__th <u27 > ﬁ2 / / . -5
= ﬁE / (Oa—EP+n2) (e — B+ Tﬁ)q(XE)q(XE) dEdE exp(ltY)] +O<(N7°%) (5.25)
CtN T (ug, w)?n . _
=—E / o= )2 ++n2 q(XE)dEeXp(ltY)} + O (N7°)
tN

='F /Z ““’ o Qq(XE)dEeXp(itY)] + O<(N79)
= tE(YW exp(itY)) + 0<( -9,

where YU := E [% Iz Gwwi(XE) dE]. Analogously,
[Z G]w Vv, W GV]q(XE) (Xp/)dEdE' exp(ltY)} t{v, w)E(Y exp(itY)) + O~ (N7?).

Inserting the above and (5.25) into (5.24) yields
L+ 1O = B exp(itY)) — tiv, w)E(Y exp(itY)) + O<(N79).

Similar to (5.25), we can also show that

() = i[> /I (v, WG (X p)dE-exp(itY)] = i(v, W)E exp(itY )+ O(N %) = i{v, w)g(t)+ O~ (N~) .

As a result
L + L9 4 (1) = ~B(Y W exp(itY)) — t{v, w)E(Y exp(itY)) +i(v, w)g(t) + O<(N %) . (5.26)

5.3. The error terms. What remains to be done, is estimating the error terms on RHS of
(5.7), i.e. proving that

l )4
SLE 4> LE <N (5.27)
s=2 s=2

The steps are similar to the error estimates in the proof of the isotropic local law we saw in Section 3.
The two main differences are this time we have integrals, and we need to consider the H-dependence
of L.
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Let v, w be asin (5.2). Similar to Definition 3.1, let {i1, i2, ...} be an infinite set of formal indices.
To fixed v,vs,v4,u,7,(,b,c € N, 01,00 € R, 01,...,0, € Ny, 6,W1, Y1, eey Wy, Yuu, W, Yoy ooey Why Y €
{i1, ..., iy, v,w}, and a family (a;, . ;,)1<is,....i, <y of uniformly bounded complex numbers, we assign
a formal monomial

—61 p—6 ~ ~ A A n
Q=a;, i, viN“"f 2/ / / Gunys G Gy, -+ Gugyy - DIy Ma(Hy)
v J TR, JEu,

- Dp§ Mu(Hr) - ¢ (Xpy) - ") (Xpy)dwy -+ - day, dEy - - A By, exp(itY) .

(5.28)

Here ¢,mq, ...,m. € N are fixed. We denote v(Q) = v, 13(Q) = v3, 14(Q) = v4, u(Q) = u, {(Q) = ¢,
01(Q) = 01 and 02(Q) = 2. We use 12(Q) to denote the number of indices satisfying the following
conditions.

(i) This index is not i.
(ii) This index appear exactly twice in the Green functions.

(iii) This index appear at least once, as an off-diagonal index in some real part of the Green

functions (1e Gwllyi’ ey Gw;y;)

We denote by Q the set of formal monomials () of the form (5.28).
Let O(Q) C {i1,...,i,} be the set of indices that appear odd many times in the Green functions

of Q. We denote by Q, C Q the set of formal monomials such that O(Q) # 0 for all Q € Q,. Let
E = [£ —2N~2/3+% £ 4 N=2/3%9] Define the random spectral domain

S=Ss¢i={z=FE+in: EcE,ne[n_,nl}.
We assign to each monomial Q) € Q with its evaluation

Qil,...,iy = Qil,...,i,,(sa E) )

which is a random variable depending on an v-tuple (i1,...,7,) € {1,2,..., N}¥. It is obtained by
replacing, in the formal monomial ), the formal indices 41, . ..,%,, with the integers i1,...,4%,,, the
formal variables G, with elements of the Green’s function (2.1) with parameters z € S, and formal
variables ¢(Xg) with random variables ¢(Xg) defined in (5.4) with parameters E € E. Here the
parameters may be different for each Green function and ¢(Xg), and they may or may not depend
on the integration variables z1,...,x,, and Ey, ..., E,,. We define

M@Q) = > Qi -

ilv-"viu

Lemma 5.5. Let Q € Q. We have
EM(Q) < N791+Vf702.<N72/3+5)1/3+1/4.(N71/3+6£)u.(N71/3+6§)V2/2.N7C.N71/2 —. gg(Q) ) (5.29)

Proof. The factor N=01+" =62 on RHS of (5.29) is self-explanatory. Let us explain the rest contri-
butions. The factor (N~—2/3+9)¥s+v1 comes from the integrals w.r.t.x1, ..., z,, and Ei, ..., E,,. The
factor (N ~1/3+68)% comes from Corollary 1.5, Proposition 4.1 (iv), and Corollary 4.3. The factor
(N—1/3+68)»2/2 comes from Lemma 2.7, Corollary 1.5, Proposition 4.1 (iv), and Corollary 4.3. The
factor N~¢ comes from Lemma 5.3. Finally, the factor N~/2 comes from Y, |v;| < N'/2. This
finishes the proof. O
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We have the following improvement of Lemma 5.5 for @) € Q,, which we delay the proof to
Section 5.3.1.

Lemma 5.6. Let QQ € Q,. We have
EM(Q) < N—01+1/f—92 . (N—2/3+§)V3+V4 . (N—1/3+6£)u . N—C . N—1+13§ —. 59(@) )

Given Lemma 5.6, we can now prove (5.27). Let us look at the estimate of Lgﬁ) closely. By

(2.3), we have
l

LE =Y EM(Qy) (5.30)

for some fixed ¢, and each Q) is in the form of (5.28). These M(Qy) are obtained through applying
0;; on
J

iCS_:,_l(HZ‘j)];]/IIm(ViGjWG)q(XE)dE-eXp(itY)
N ~ o~ ~ o~
=ics+1(Hz‘j)7r/IVi(ijG+ijG)Q(XE)dE'exp(ity) = Qx + Qs

and then apply ZU Clearly, Q« € Q,, V(Q«) =2, 13(Qx) = 1, 14(Qx) = 0, u(Q4) = 1, {(Qx) =0,
01(Qs) =1—1=0and 62(Q.) = s — 1. As a result, E(Q.) = fI*NT1%, The same thing can
also be said for Q... To get from Q4 or Q. to Q, we need the following result, whose proof follows
directly from our construction.

Lemma 5.7. Let Q = Qy,,..;, € Q be in the form of (5.28). Suppose i,j € {i1,...,i,}, and let
M(Q') be a term in M(0;;Q). The parameters v,v3,va,u,(, 01,02 of Q and Q' are related basing
on the following cases.

(i) If Q' is generated through applying 0;; on

~ ~ ~

Guyy, * ququw’lyi T Gw’ry’rD?ﬁil M (Hry) -+ DiTZiCM*(HTc) J

then w(Q') > u(Q), and other parameters are unchanged.

(i) If Q' is generated through applying 9;; on [7, then v3(Q') = 13(Q) —1, ¢(Q) = ¢(Q)+1, and

other parameters are unchanged.

(iii) If Q' is generated through applying 0;; on ij, then 14(Q") = 1 (Q) — 1, ((Q') = ¢(Q) + 1,
and other parameters are unchanged.

(iv) If Q" is generated through applying di; on ¢ (Xg) and Tr G, then v(Q') = V(Q)+1, u(Q') =
w(@Q) + 1, v(Q") = v4(Q) + 1, and other parameters are unchanged.

(v) If Q' is generated through applying 8;; on ¢ (Xg) and ij, then v(Q") =v(Q)+1, u(Q') =
u(@Q)+ 1, ¢(Q") =<¢(Q) + 1, and other parameters are unchanged.

(vi) If Q' is generated through applying 0;; on exp(itY’) and Guw, then u(Q') = u(Q)+1, 13(Q’) =
v3(Q)+ 1, 01(Q) = 61(Q) — 1, and other parameters are unchanged.

(vii) If Q' is generated through applying d;; on exp(itY') and [;, then u(Q') = u(Q) + 1, ¢(Q') =
C(Q)+1, 61(Q)) = 6:1(Q) — 1, and other parameters are unchanged.
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(viii) If Q' is generated through applying 0;; on exp(itY'), ¢(Xg) and Tr G, then v(Q)=v(Q)+1,
w(@) =u(@Q) +2, 13(Q) =3(Q) + 1, 1(Q) = m(Q) + 1, 61(Q) = 61(Q) — 1, and other
parameters are unchanged.

(iz) If Q" is generated through applying 0;; on exp(itY’), ¢(Xg) and fJE’ then v(Q") = v(Q) + 1,
w@) = w(@) +2, 13(Q) = v3(Q) + 1, ((Q) =¢(Q) + 1, 61(Q) = 61(Q) — 1, and other

parameters are unchanged.

In all the above cases, we have

£9(Q') < &(Q) - N*H1%.
Applying Lemma 5.7 s number of times, we see that each @ in (5.30) satisfies

SQ(Qk:) < 59(@ ) N(2§+12£ fl SN5+19£ N(26+12§)s <N™ 7'/2

where in the last step we used (3.1) and s > 2. Thus we have proved that Z © < N3,

On the other hand, the estimate of Lg ) is relatively easy: it does not contam the isotropic
factor v;. Applying (2.3), Corollary 1.5, Proposition 4.1, and Corollary 4.3, it is not hard to see

that Ef;:z L®) < N9 This finishes the proof of (5.27).

5.3.1. Proof of Lemma 5.6. Let Q € Q, in the form of (5.28). Our task here is to improve
Lemma 5.5 by a factor of N~1/2. We split the discussion into the following two situations.

Situation 1. The odd index shows up as an off-diagonal index of the real part of the Green
function. Let

£10(Q) = &(Q) - N2 < &(Q) - N7H¢. (5.31)
We shall prove that
l
EM(Q) < D EM(Q) + £10(Q) (5.32)
k=1

for some fixed ¢. Here @}, € Q, and satisfy
Es(Qr) < E&(Q)- N2, (5.33)

The reason that we need this stronger estimate will become apparent in Situation 2.
W.O.L.G. we can assume w}j € O(Q) and w)| # y}. Similar to (5.5), we have

~

Gw’ly’l - (ew’l ) y/1>é = Re(AiGGw’ly’l - Q(AG)w/lyﬂ) = Re(HiGGw/lyﬂ - Q(HG)w’ly’l) + O<(N_1) :

We write (e, ,y}) in the above to include the case that ¥} € {v,w}; when y] is an index, (e, ;) =
Owly, - For Q € Q, let us abbreviate

/ ::/ / / dwl"'dxy4dE1”'dEV3’
Q 173 J Ip, T,

and the random variable R = R(Q) is defined such that Q = fQ R. Set R := R/@w/y/. We have

EM(Q) = Z N~ 1EHwy/ Re G wGwllyi)é_ / Re G G

Zl’ 7,LV7 Y Zl: ,7,1,,’11]

+ Y Efey v /GR+O< E‘/R‘

U1yensly U150y

(5.34)
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As ng \(ew/l,y’1>| < N2, it is easy to follow the proof strategt of Lemma 5.5 (i.e. applying

Lemma 2.7, Corollary 1.5, Proposition 4.1, and Corollary 4.3) and show that the last two terms on
RHS of (5.34) are bounded by O<(&10(Q)). Together with Lemma 2.1, we get

L

EM(Q)zE[Z > N1Cs+1(Hwy)8i;y</QRe(Gwaw’lyi)éH

$=1 1.0yl W0,y

_E[i > CS+1(Hw/1w)8fU,lw</QRe(Gwin)éﬂ + 0<(&10(Q))

s=141,...,p,w

l
E[Z Z N™ 1Cs+1( wy)awy</Q(Gwaw1yi _Gwaw’ly’l)R>:| (5'35)

s=141,...,00,w,Y

—E[Z S ottty [ Cu - Cuy@it)] + 0-tEn(@)

§= 17/17 7ZV7w
4
=Y LO+> LY + Z )+ ZL +0<(£10(Q)) -
s=1 s=1 s=1
To streamline the formula in the above we use Lg ), ng), § ) and L( 0) to denote the terms that
contain the factors Gwaw/ " Gwawiyi’ Gwy'l Q and G wy, Q respectively.
Let us look at Lg ) carefully, which is the most tricky term. By (2.3), we have

E|: Z N~ /Re waGw/y/ GR:|+E|: Z N~ / e(G wiGwyi)@ﬁZ]

E|: Z N~ /Gwy wy GR:| |: Z N~ 18wy</ >awy’1@é:|+0<(510(62))
(SPRER R U1y, W

—. ng 4t Lg’i + 0<(£10(Q)) -

It is easy to see that

where each Qg?% i lies in Q,, and they satisfy either VQ(Q@J) =19(Q)+1 and u(Qg % 2) =u(Q)+2,

while other parameters are unchanged. Hence each Qgg; . satisfies (5.33). For

we can follow the strategy of Lemma 5.7 to discuss the resulting terms. More precisely, let Q% =
N1 fQ Gy GR. Note that

V(@) - 61(Q) = v(@QY)) — 0:(Q)),
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while other parameters of () and Q% are the same. Thus

&(QY) = &(Q). (5.36)

We get each Qgg; ;. from Qggg through applying Owy On different factors of QR The changes of the

parameters v, v3, V4, u, C, 01,05 between Q 13k and Q are described by Lemma 5.7. In cases (i),
(iv), (vi), (viil) of Lemma 5.7, i.e. the derivative awy hlts a Green function, the index w appear

(9) ) = v (9))

twice, and as @wy/ is a real part, we get v2(Qy 3, + 1. In cases (v), (vii) we have

VQ(Q1 1) = va( (9)) but the value of ¢ will increase. Hence

Q1)) < &(QY)) - N2,

)

Combining (5.36) and the above shows that all Qg?%,k satisfy (5.33). By the cases (ii), (iii) in Lemma
(9)

5.7, we can also estimate L in a similar fashion. As a result, we have reached the relation

[ S N /Re (GunsGury GR] +ZEM (@) + 0~ (E10(Q), (5.37)

ULy b, W k=1

where each Qg?,l satisfy (5.33). In addition, it is also easy to see from (2.3) that Qg?,z, € Q,.
When s > 2, let

L

QY = —Cyy1(Hyp) /Q GuyGR, and L =3 EM@QLY).
k=1

It is easy to see that
HQP) =v(@+1, BQRY)=0(Q)+1, 6:(Q)=60(Q)+5-1,

while parameter v, v, u, ¢ are the same between Q and Q. Thus
E(QW). (N71/3+6§)7u2(62(9)) < &(Q) - f17° - (N~1/3+68)=12(Q)

We get each Q from Q¥ through applying Oypy- Everytime we apply one Jyy, the changes of the
parameters v, 1/3, vy, u,(, 01,0 are described by Lemma 5.7. Thus

(Q(9)) (N 1/3+6£)*V2(Q(59,)9) < E5(QD) . (N-1/3+66)=12(Q) | y(204+126)s

Note that VQ(QS,z) > 19(Q). Combining the above two equations, we see that each Qf,z satisfies
(5.33). In addition, it is also easy to see from (2.3) that Qgglz € Q,. Combining with (5.37), we get

L
SU-E| ¥ N [ Re(GunGuy)GR| + Y EMQ) +0LE0@). 639
s=1 115y ly,W k=1

where each ngg) € Q, satisfy (5.33).
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Similar computation can be done for other terms in (5.35). We get

14

l
ZL@__E[ Y N /Re (CunCug )Gy fz] STEMQY) + 0+(610(Q)  (5.39)

s=1 11 yeeny Ty, WY k=1
and
V4 V4 l
SL® = S EM@QP) + 0-(E0(Q), S L0 = ZEM b))+ 0<(E0(Q).  (5.40)
s=1 k=1 s=1

Here each Qm Qk ,Qp (10) ¢ Q, satisfy (5.33). Note the cancellation between Lg) and ng). In-
serting (5.38) — (5.40) into (5.35) yields the desired result.

Situation 2. The odd index shows up as an off-diagonal index of the imaginary part of the Green
function. We shall prove that

¢
EM(Q) < Y EM(Qr) + &(Q) (5.41)
k=1

for some fixed ¢. Here Qi € Q, and satisfy

E3(Qr) < E(Q)- N7/, (5.42)

Iterating (5.32) and (5.41) concludes the proof of Lemma 5.6.

W.0.L.G. we can assume w; € O(Q) and w; # y1. Let Q := Q/éwlyl. Similar to (5.35), we
have

l
E[Z Z N 1Cs+1( “’y)awy</Q(Gwaw1y1 +Gwaw1y1)R>]

115-- 711/7 Y

“H

EY T Gl i A CunG+ Gun@R)| +0-(E0(@) (549

=1141,..0yip,w
4 ¢
B SVILES SYILES SHIUNS SN URRrwe)
s=1 s=1 s=1 s=1

Let us look at Lgl?’), which will reveal the reason of distinguishing the real and imaginary cases.

Comparing with ng), we see that now have the imaginary part of the Green function éwyl, instead
of Gwy’l . As a result, if the derivative 0y, hits some G, the parameter o may not increase. For

instance, if the derivative hits exp(itY), ¢(Xg) and Tr G = >y éyy, one of the terms will be
EM(QEB)) = Z / / g Gy GR - Cywd (X5)GyuGuy »
U1 yeeeyin, WY B

where leg) € Q,. As éwyl and éyw are both the imaginary part, yz(leg)) = 15(Q). In addition,
Q) = v(Q) + 2,1(Q1) = 15(Q) + L n(QVY) = (Q) + 1,u(@Q™) = w(Q) + 2, and other

parameters are unchanged. As a result,

E(Q1) = &(Q) - NP2 and  £,0(Q1™)) = £10(Q) - NP1 < £,(Q) . (5.44)
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where in the last step we used (5.31). However, w is still an index that appear odd many times in

leg), and now it appears in the real part of a Green function. Thus we can re-expand EM(ng))
using (5.32), which leads to

14

l
EM(@Q™) < STEMQLY) + €0(@Q") < STEM@QY) + &(Q).
k=1

k=1

where each lel‘:)) € Q, satisfy

E(QVY) < &@QVY) N2 < &(Q) - N

Here in the above two estimates we used (5.44). In other words, each lez) satisfies (5.42). Aside
from this, it can be checked that other terms on RHS of (5.43), including the higher-order cumulant
terms, can all be treated using the argument in Situation 1. This leads to

4 L 14

STLMAY -k Y N / (Gl GGy ) B+ Y EMQY) + 04 (E10(Q))
s=1 s=1 Tl yeenyly,W,Y k=1
and
V4 V4
ZL13)+ZL(14 EY N /Im GGGy )+ S EM(QIP™) + 0-(8(Q)),
s=1 Q1 yeenyly, W k=1

where each an 12) ,Q,&lsﬂ satisfies (5.42). Combining the above two relations yields (5.41) as

desired. This finishes the proof of Lemma 5.6.
5.4. Conclusion. By (5.6), (5.7), (5.26), and (5.27), we get
g'(t) = iE[Y exp(itY)] = —tE(Y M exp(itY)) + it(v, w)g'(t) + i(v, w)g(t) + O<(N7?).
Similarly, we can also show that
E(Y W exp(itY)) = it(v, w)E(Y D exp(itY)) + tg'(t) + g(t) + O (N79).

The error term is uniform for all ¢ € [-7,7T]. Combining the above two equations and ¢g(0) = 1
yields

g(t) = (1 = 2i{v,w)t + (1 = (v, w)*)*) /2 4 OL(N79)
as desired. This finished the proof of (5.2).

6 Proof of Theorem 1.9

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.9 for k = 1; the general case follows in a similar fashion. More
precisely, we shall show that there exists fixed € > 0 such that

N
E exp (it ul Buf! > =Eexp(itZ) + O(N~° 6.1
uniformly for all ¢ € [-T,T]. Here B = B; and Z = Z;. The steps are very close to those in
Section 5. In fact, as the higher order terms decay very fast in the dense case, we do not need to
expand recursively as in Section 5.3, which makes the argument simpler. We will make use of the
following priori estimates.
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Proposition 6.1. (i) (Isotropic local law and delocalization, [38]) Recall the definition of G from
(2.1). Fiz v,w € SN=1. We have

Immge(2) 1 1
[(v,G(z)w) — (v, w)mg.(2)| < Ny + N and G(z) — ms.(2) < N

uniformly in z € {z=E+in: E € R,n > 0}. In addition,

H —-1/2
max [{u;”, v)| < N7V/5,

and
1

N2/3min{k, N — k}1/3”’

kE—1/2 2
N = fy psc(z)dx .

sc
k

M-~ < 1<k<N. (6.2)

Here ;¢ is defined through

(ii) (Level repulsion, [37, Proposition 2.4]) There exists fizred g > 0, such that the following holds.
For any e € (0,¢¢), there exists o > 0 such that

PO — A < N3y = Oo(N ). (6.3)
(i4i) (Bigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis, [17, Theorem 1.2]) Let B € RN*N be deterministic

and traceless. Then
/Tr|BJ?
!, Bulh)] < Y=

max
1<i,j<N

Now let us start the proof of (6.1). As the statement is homogeneous in B, it suffices to assume
|B|| = 1. Let g¢ be as in Proposition 6.1 (iii). Fix parameters { € (0,20/100) and § € (0,£/100),
and set

Ny = N723=6 5 = NT2/36E

Similar to Lemma 5.1, we have the following result. Let ¢ : R — R, be a smooth cut-off function
such that ¢(z) =1 for |z| < 1/3 and ¢(z) = 0 for > 2/3. We abbreviate

T := [2 — N_2/3+5,2 + N_2/3+5}, and Jp = [E _ N677+,2 + N—2/3+§] )
Similar to Lemma 5.1, we can use Proposition 6.1 to show that
ol )

| BaE +inatate) dE) L O(N) = Eexp(ity) + O(N?).

itN
VTr S?

it N2
mV/Tr 52

where Xp := ij Tr G(x +in_)da. In the sequel, we abbreviate g(t) := E exp(it}). Similar to (5.5),
we can use resolvent identity and Tr B = 0 to show that

E exp <

:Eexp<

GB =Im(HG -GB— G- HGB).
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Together with Lemma 2.1, we get

(1) = [ ks (1ZH~I (G GB) — 3" Hy1 <<QB>~-9>) (Xp)dE <'ty>]
’ T Jr \W 2 2 Ty O e &) Jaltr)ah el

1E[ZZC5+1 i) <m/m/1m(gji'gB)Q(XE)dE'eXP(ity)H

s=1 1ij

¢ N
~iE [Z S Cont(01)05 s [ (@B Qa(Xe)E - exp(19) )| + 0« 2)

s=1 1j

¢
LI + 3 L9+ 0 (N 7). (6.4)

s=1 s=1

MN

The rest of this section computes the RHS of (6.4).

6.1. The leading terms, part I. Let us first compute ng). Similar to the computation of
(5.9), together with (2.3) and Co(H;j;) = (14 O(d45))/N, it is not hard to see that

16 N?
A E[ [ 1m(GB - G2)q(Xp)dE - eXp(ity)}
T

V 2 Tr B2
+iE /
| v 2 Tr B2

ik WV2I%£3Q/IH193
+iE _J\WWZ/IIIH QB)ji‘Q)q’(XE)(/JE Im((g(x))Q)jidw)dE'eXP(ity)}

[7-‘-2 Tr B2 Z/p Im((¢B);i - 9) Im((G'BG’ )ji)a(XE)q (Xg)dEdE' exp(lty)]

[71-2 Tr B2 Z /I2 Im((GB)ji - G)Im(G'B)q(XE)q (Xpr)
: < /j ; Im((g@))?)ﬂdx) dEdE exp(ity)] +O(N%

=LY+ L) o).

(@B - G)q(Xp)dE exp(itw}

q(Xg)dE - exp(lty)]

(6.5)

Here we used the abbreviation G’ := G(E’ + in) and g — Gz +in-). L&G) is a leading term
which will later be canceled by a term in Lgm). To estimate ng ), note that Proposition 6.1 imply

1 ull (Hull(5) 1 (ull, Bull) 1~ VTrB? _

2 o @ . o o 1 2/3+2¢. / 2

G’B = — E = — E =< g —— <N [t B~.
Ao — E—iny)? N (Ao — E —iny)? M+ N '

ijo

It is not hard to deduce that
L9 < N N3O N2 ND
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Similarly, we can also show that ng ) < N2/3+6¢ Moreover, as
1
N D(6B);i((6)) 5 = (9B
]

and |Jg| < N —2/349_ we can again use spectral decomposition and Proposition 6.1 to show that

L(16) < N~4/3+20¢ Note that L( 4) is even smaller than L( ). the derivative hits ¢(Xg) and creates
16)

an integration over Jg. The same kind of smallness also occurs in Lg 6 and one can deduce that

(16) < N—4/3+30¢  For L( 5), the leading contribution comes from taking the two imaginary parts
on the first G and G'. More precisely, by spectral decomposition and Proposition 6.1, we have

~ Z (GB)ji-G-(G'BG");i = ¢'BG'GB -G < |G'BG'GB

1 N+ H . H 1 H H
<=y ——— — _(u, Bu) , - u,, Bu
NZ(AQ—E’)M%( ¢ a>|()‘a’_E,_177+)()‘a’_E_177+)|< ol> Bl

a,a!

Tr B2

N2
In addition, note that by (6.2) and a dyadic decomposition, we have

1 1
- 1. .
N;]AQ—E—' = (6.6)

<G - Np7HG +G)- < TrB?. N~1+%

" —iny |

Thus

N Z gB ﬂ .7 g/Bg/)jZ = ’g/Bg/gB‘ N—1/3+¢

1
u,, Bu - - ug,, Bug . N3+
’NZA iy LRI s ey e 16wy ey )

Tr B2
N2

< - Np7HG' +G) - N7 <y g2 NG

Similarly, Zij(éB)ji .G -(G'BG)ji < Tr B - N~%/3+3¢_Ingerting the above estimates into L(16)
yields

tN? e
'Y =E [ G'BGGB - G q(Xp)q(Xp)AEAE' exp(ityﬂ +O(N7%.  (6.7)
’ e TI'B T2

Inserting the estimates of Lglg), Lglgﬁ), Lglf), Lglg) as well as (6.7) into (6.5), we get

2
(16) _ N 2 ,
Ly =iE Im(gB -G Xg)dE - ex 1ty]
[W s ), UGB G)a(XR) p(itY) .
tN? o e ) '
+E[WgTng » G'BG'GB - G q(Xr)q(Xp )dEAE' exp(lty)] -
We can estimate ng) through very similar estimates, and show that
(15) _ / 2
L —iE Im(GB - G°)q(Xg)dE - ex 1t3/]—|—0 . 6.9
1 L ey )a(XE) p(ity) (N7 (6.9)
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(15) (16)

Note the cancellation among L; ™ and L; ’. Combining the above two results, together with
G’ = —1+4 OL(N~1/3+%) and Proposition 6.1 yield
L0 [0 _ g VT i G'BG'GB q(Xp)q(Xp)dEAE exp(itY)| + O(N ™)
— ’ XPp(1
1 1 w2 Ty B2 Jp, T2 = B ATE P (6.10)

= L{'Y + O(N7?).
6.2. Higher order terms. The following prior estimates will be handy for us.
Lemma 6.2. Let G = G(E +iny) with E € Z. We have the following results.
(i) Eij ’(QB)MQ < N3+ Ty B2,
(ii) 3 (GB)ii — mseBis|* < N723+2% Tr B2 and 3, |(GB)u|* < Tr B2.
(iii) 3, [(GB)ul> < N=2/3+¢Tr B2,
(iv) (ng)ij < N=Y3+/Tr B2 uniformly in i, 7.
(v) (QAB@,] < VTr B2 uniformly in i, 7.
(vi) 3, [(GBG)ij|2 < N~/ Tr B2 and 3, |(GBG);|* < NY3E Tx B2 uniformly in j.
(vii) 0f;q(Xg) < N3 for any fized r > 1.
(viii) GB < N~4/3+¢\/Ty B2,

Proof. (i) By spectral decomposition, we get

Z [(GB)i|* = Z(BQ*QB),-Z- < Np;t Imgmauxz:(Bikuoé(k))2 = Nn;'Im G max(uf, B?ufl).
ij i ik

Note that

(o) « «

2
(u, B?ufl) — Tﬁ = (u (B* - Tr B*/N - I)uf)

6.11
. VTr(B2-TrB2/N-1)2  TrB? (6.11)

N = NI+7/27

where in the second step we used Proposition 6.1 (iii), and in the last step we used Tr B?> N7
and || B|| = 1. Combining the above two estimates as well as G < N~1/3%¢/2 yield the desired
result.

(ii) By Proposition 6.1 (i), (GB)i; = mscBi; + O<((Nn4)~1)||B.i||, which implies

Z (GB)ii — mscBiil* < (Nny)™> ZBZ < N3 Ty B2
i

ij

This proves the first estimate. The second estimate follows from Y, B2 < Tr B? and a triangle
inequality.
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(iii) By spectral decomposition and Proposition 6.1, we have

2168~ (75 T g g e | v e

< NG? max(ul ,B2ug> <N~ 2/3+£ Tr B2,
(0%

:

Here in the last step we used (6.11).

(iv) By spectral decomposition, Proposition 6.1, (6.6) and G < N~Y/3+¢/2 we get

(GBG)ij < G Z W _E, VTr B2 < N~V3+¢/ Ty B2

in|

(v) The proof is very similar to (v), by replacing the estimate G < N~=1/3+¢/2 with (6.6).

(vi) Once again, by spectral decomposition, Proposition 6.1 and Im G < N~/3+¢/2 we have

Z! (GBG)yj|* = (GBG*GBG);; < 17'GBGBG < n;2GBGB < N~'/3Tr B2,

This proves the first relation. The second estimate follows in a similar fashion by using (6.6).

(vii) By (2.3) and Proposition 6.1, it is not hard to see that

0a(Xp) = |Tp| - max | Tm(G)iy| < [Tl -n~"[ImG| < N~HAHI0E,
122

(viii) By spectral decomposition and Proposition 6.1, we see that

~ ~ VTr B2
B < G- < NV B,
This finishes the proof. O

As a consequence of Lemma 6.2, we have the following bounds. By Proposition 6.1 and Lemma
6.2 (iv), (vii), (viii), it is not hard to see that

;Y < | Im(GBG)ij + Im(GBG) jilq(Xp) + |GB - 9;;q(Xp)|dE < N% (6.12)

7w h

Similarly, for » > 2, we can use Proposition 6.1 and Lemma 6.2 (iv), (v), (vii), (viii) to show that

N
vV Tr B2 Iu, Y

In addition, by Proposition 6.1 (i), (iii) and Lemma 6.2 (vii), (viii), we can also show that

Y < N* + \(ng)mQ Gisislg(Xp)dE < N% (6.13)

a4 Im(GBG)y; + Im(GBG);ilq(Xp)dE + N~ 1/3+10¢

v
_. ylw L NL/3H106
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As Lemma 6.2 (vi) implies >, |y§”’|2 < N2.|Z|? - N2/3+2% < NA/3+3¢ e have

Z |6Uy|2 =< N4/3+206 . (6.14)

Now let

(i) . _
y2 \/W/Im gB ]l Q)Q(XE)CIE

By Lemma 6.2 (i), we have 37, [V§7)[2 < N2 |Z|2- N'/3+2€ < N'43¢ In addition, by Lemma 6.2

(i) — (iii), together with max; G;; < N~1/3%¢, we see that i 105 y(” |2 < N3¢ for all fixed r > 1
Hence

STV < N (6.15)

for all fixed r > 0
In the sequel, we shall estimate Lgl ) for fixed s 2 2; the estimates of L( % follow in a similar
fashion.

(16)

The estimate of Ly ’,s > 2. Note Lglﬁ) is bounded by a finite linear combination of the terms

in the form

—(s+1)/2 Z ’aroy(lﬁ ENERR Y (6.16)

where rg,m > 0, r1,...,7p = 1 and rg + 71 + ... + 1, = s.
Case 1. Suppose m = 0, then ro = s, and by (6.15) we get

(6.16) < N-(+1)/2 7. <Z }5%375”)]2)1/2 < N(@=9)/243¢ N0
Case 2. Suppose m > 1 and r; = 1. Then by (6.13) — (6.15) we have
(6.16) < N~ (s+1) /2(2} y;a)‘ ) (Z’&]y’ > (N2ym < N(4=35)/6+20s6 , n—0
Case 3. The remaining case is m > 1 and 71, ...,7, > 2. By (6.13) and (6.15), we get

. 1/2
(616) <~ N— (s+1)/2 <Z| yélj)‘2> (N2£)m < N(673s)/6+3s£‘ (617)

Clearly, (6.17) < N=% when s > 3. However, when s = 2, (6.17) is not enough for us.
Summarizing the above four cases, we see that the only term that cannot be directly estimated
appears when s =2, m = 1 and r; = 2. Together with Lemma 6.2 (vii), we have

oy

s=2

’ |:N3/2

Tr B2 ZCU/ Im((GB)i;G (829 B))q(Xg)q(Xp)dEAE' exp(lty)} ' + NO

for some uniformly bounded constants c;;.
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The last error term. By (2.3), G < N~Y/3+¢ and Lemma 6.2 (in particular part (vi)), we
see that whenever there is the off-diagonal term (G'BG’);; or (G'BG’);i coming from 8%9’3, the
corresponding terms can always be bounded by O (N -0 ). As a result, we have

¢ /
ZLglﬁ) < ’ [Nl ’ ch/ Im((GB);G) Im((¢'BG);;G.)a(XE)q (XE/)dEdE’exp(lty)H
s=2

N1/2 R B
B ’E [TrB2 %:% /Z  Im((9B)539)(G'BG);Gii4(Xp)a(Xp)dEAE' exp(ity)] ' LN
e (6.18)

Here in the second step we used Proposition 6.1 and Lemma 6.2 to bound the other terms by
O(N—9). For instance,we have

N1/2 ~ o~ o~
[WZ%‘ /I2 Im((GB);;9)(9'BG");;Gi:4(Xp)q(Xp )AEAE' eXP(ity)}
i

N1/2 el / .
=< ‘]E[TrBZ Z Cij /12 Im((GB)i;9)(G'BG");i4(XEg)q(Xp)dEAE exp(lty)] ’

1/2
+E[N e [ 150(GB),6)(@BG)55@, ~ Remea(e)a X dEdE’}

<[e| e > /I 1((9B)0,0)(G'B )l Xea( e MUBAE explid) | + N9 < N7,

where cg = N~Y2¢;; and ||c?|| = O(1). In (6.18), the estimates of Lglﬁ) and LSS) both rely on the
following improvement of Lemma 6.2 (v), which we prove in the next section.

Lemma 6.3. Let G = G(E +iny) with E € Z. We have
K=Y "[(GBG)ul* < N*/* T B? =: &,

Indeed, by Lemma 6.2 (i), Lemma 6.3 and G/, < N~1/3%¢ we have L(16)+L(16)

with (6.18), we get Zﬁ:2 L9 < N9, Estimating L") in a similar manner, we arrive at

4 l
S LY+ L0 < N0, (6.19)
s=2 =2

6.2.1. Proof of Lemma 6.3. Note that (?BQA)” is real and (QABQ\)ZQZ > 0. Fix n € N;. We aim
to show that

< N9, Together

5 = E|(30B0)%) | < NuB e g = (6:20)
for some fixed ¢ > 0, which trivially implies the desired result. By resolvent identity and Lemma
2.1, we have

= EZ(HgBé)ii(éBg)ii’Cn_l - EZ(BgA)ii(gABé)ii’Cn_l

¢ (6.21)
- Z ch+1 2] Eas ((ng)]z(ng)nICn 1) + O—< 812 =: Z L + O< (512)
s=2

s=1 1ij
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where in the second step we used Lemma 6.2 (ii). Note that by Lemma 6.2 (vi) we always have
ALK < E°KV? 4 & (6.22)
for all fixed r > 1. In addition, Lemma 6.2 (v), (vi) imply

8:1((535)31(635)11) < N(K+ &)

]
for all » > 0. Thus when s > 2, we have

n—1
LD 4 N2y [ICJrEn SOELE F e <& (6.23)

a=0

When s = 1, by Lemma 6.2 (iv), (vi) and (6.22), it is not hard to see that

L' = _EGKk" - [Z@i(éBﬁ)ii@B@K”_l] + 0<(E12) = —meeB™ + O (E12),  (6.24)
i
Here in the second step we used Proposition 6.1 to show that Q\BG\ < N~2/3+¢ . \/Tr B2. Inserting
(6.22) and (6.24) into (6.21), we get
(z+mg)B" < &E12.

As (2 4+ mge) "' = —my. is bounded by 1, we obtain the desired result.

6.3. The leading term, part II. Combining (6.4), (6.10) and (6.19), we obtain

g'(t) = Li'sh + O<(N ), (6.25)

where the RHS is defines in (6.10). Unlike the isotropic case, here we need to expand again.
Fortunately, it is very close to what we have seen in (6.4). By resolvent identity, we see that

tN?2 ~ -~ ~ o~~~ -~ e~ ~ o o~ ~
L{gh = E[ T / (¢ BIGB + HG -G'BIGB ~ HG - G'BIGB - G - HG'BIGB

+§'- HG'BIGB) a(Xp)a(Xpr)AEAE exp(itY)| = LIgh | + -+ L{D, 5.

Then we expand ng,)l,?’ Lg 5)1 5 Vvia Lemma 2.1. By applying (2.3), as in (6.8) and (6.9), the
(16) 16) (16)

leading terms of Ly ;7 , and Lg 5.1,4 Will cancel each other, and so will the leading terms of L; 5*, 5
and LS567)175. Moreover, similar to Sections 6.1 and 6.2, we can use Proposition 6.1 and Lemma 6.2
and show that the rest terms in LSE?,)L% ey ng)lj are bounded by O~ (N7%). As a result, we have

tN?2 ~
L9 =LY + 0(N %) = —E[ / BG'GBq(Xp)q(Xg)AEAE exp(it) | + O (N9,

w2 Tr B2 J12
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where in the last step we used Q’ = —14+ O (N~/3+¢) and Proposition 6.1. Now we proceed as in
(5.25). By (6.2), (6.3) and (6.11), we can get,

r H 2. H
(16) _ ; B*u )77+ ; / . s
Lish=-E T Tr B2 /12 g — ) + 77+)(()\a yER ni)Q(XE)Q(XE )AEdE exp(lty)] +O<(N7°)
[_tN (ui’, B2ui)n? oo 5
=—-FE X Xg/)dEdE t N
[ tN . _ . _

Inserting the above relation into (6.25) yields
(1) = ~E[texp(ity)] + O<(N~%) = ~tg(t) + O<(N"?)

uniformly for all t € [-T,T]. As g(0) = 1, we obtain (6.1) as desired. This finishes the proof.
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