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CLT FOR LES OF CORRELATED NON-HERMITIAN RANDOM

MATRICES

INDRAJIT JANA AND SUNITA RANI

ABSTRACT. We consider two n x n non-Hermitian random matrices such that the ijth entry
of one matrix is correlated with the ijth entry of the other matrix. However, the entries
of any particular matrix are i.i.d. random variables. We study the asymptotic behavior
of the combined spectrum, and the limit of the linear eigenvalue statistic defined on the
combined spectrum. We show that if the random variables are centered with variance 1/n
and having finite moments, then the centered Linear Figenvalue Statistics (LESs) converge
jointly to a bivariate Gaussian distribution. We assumed that the test function used in the
LES belongs to Sobolev H?**% space. The variance of the limiting Gaussian distribution
depends on correlation structure of the matrix entries and the fourth order mixed cumu-
lants of the matrix entries. This generalizes the previous results by Rider, Silverstein[22],
Cipolloni, Erdés, Schroder [I4] [15]. In particular, we obtain the limiting LES of random
centrosymmetric matrices.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we focus on analyzing the combined spectrum of two correlated non-
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Hermitian random matrices. While numerous studies analyzed random matrices with cor-
related entries [12), [, 17, [5, [7, 13} @, [I1], to the best of our knowledge, there are relatively
few works specifically on the joint convergence of correlated random matrices. Joint con-
vergence of sample cross-covariance matrices [10], independent random elliptic matrices [2],

Indrajit Jana’s research is partially supported by INSPIRE Fellowship DST/INSPIRE/04/2019/000015,
Dept. of Science and Technology, Govt. of India.
Sunita Rani’s research is fully supported by the University Grant Commission (UGC), New Delhi.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.22542v1

independent random Toeplitz matrices [3] were studied in the cited articles. In the last three
articles, a correlation structure was assumed for intra-matrix elements; however, no correla-
tion structure was considered for inter-matrix elements. Before continuing any further, let
us introduce the following two notions related to the spectrum of a random matrix.

Let A1, Mg, ..., A, be the eigenvalues of an n xn random matrix M. We define the Empirical
Spectral Measure (ESM) on the Borel sigma algebra of C as

) = D000

where 0,(A) = 1y,c4y. This is a random probability measure. It is known that when M is a
random non-Hermitian matrix, u, converges almost surely in weak topology of measures to
the uniform distribution on the unit disc {z € C : |z| < 1}. In other words, if f: C — C is
a bounded continuous function, then

%Zf()\,)g%/cf(z) d*z asn — oo,
i=1

where d?z = dRz dSz. This is known as Circular law [18, [8, 24, 21, [19].

In the above, Y"1 | f(N\;) =: L,(f) is referred as the Linear Eigenvalue Statistic (LES)
of the matrix M. The fluctuations of the above convergence can be analyzed by studying
the asymptotic behavior of a,(L,(f) — b,) for some sequences {a,},, {b,}» and some test
function f. Typically, b, = E[L,(f)], but unlike the classical Central Limit Theorem (CLT),
ay, is not O(1/4/n), primarily becaluse the eigenvalues {\;}i<;<, are not independent.

In our case, we have two n xn random non-Hermitian matrices whose entries are correlated
with each other. We study the LES of the joint spectrum via a Innear combination of the
individual LESs as mentioned in (3.3]). The main contribution of this paper is the Theorem
B.2] which says that the limiting LES follows a Gaussian distribution. The variance of the
limiting Gaussian distribution depends on the fourth mixed cumulant and the correlation
structure of the matrix entries. Our proof relies on the methods developed by Erdds et. al
[14, 15]. Broadly, the LES is converted into an integral of trace of resolvent by using Girko’s
representation formula (3.7). Then it is shown that asymptotically the product of the traces
of the resolvents at different points decomposes as per the Isserlis’ theorem, which in turn
implies that the liming trace of the resolvent is a Gaussian process.

As a consequence of Theorem 3.2 we also obtain the limiting LES for random Centrosym-
metric matrices, which was discussed in our previous work [20]. This article is organized as
follows. The main result and the consequences are stated in Section 3l The proof of the CLT
for LES is provided in Section B However, the key part of the proof relies on establishing
the CLT for resolvents, which is presented in Section [6l Let us begin with introducing the
notations, which will be frequently used in this article.

2. NOTATIONS

Throughout the paper, we adopt the following notations. Let H := {z € C | Sz > 0}
denote the upper half-plane, and let D C C be the open unit disk. The integration with
respect to d2z is equivalent to the integration with respect to dftz d3z. For positive functions

f and g, we use the notations f < g and f ~ g to indicate that f < Cgand df < g < Df
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for some constants C, d, D > 0. For vy, vy > 0, the notation v; < v, means that v; < cvy for
sufficiently small constant ¢ > 0.

In this paper, we are considering two correlated random matrices X, X We shall
use the notation M® to represent a matrix which is a function of the matrix X® for
t = 1,2. However, M? denotes the transpose of the matrix M. The symbol T denotes the
identity matrix of an appropriate size, while 1 = (1,1,...,1) denotes a column vector of an
appropriate size. For an n X n matrix M, we deﬁne </\/l> =1 =~ Tr M. For vectors z,y € C,
the inner product is defined by (x,y) := >  Z;y;, and for matrlces My, My € (C2”X2" we
define (M, My) := (M;Ms), where Mj is the conjugate transpose of M.

We use the notation k(;,, Gy, - - -, (;,) to denote a [-th order joint cumulant of the random
variables (i, (2, ..., (. It is defined as follows;

log (E[Lzskgk}) Z Z CZl?CZQ-.-)CZl) 51”8‘[2]2~ .Sgp’
k=1

| |
150 i1,ai=1 glgel gy

where g; = #{i;,1 < ¢ < l]i; = j}. We note down a fact that if the random variables
(1, Ca, - .., G are independent, then x((;,, Gy ..., G,) = 0 whenever g; < lforalll <j <p
[23, Theorem 7.12].

We say that a sequence of events {F),}, occur with high probability if for any arbitrary
K > 0, there exist ng = ng(K) € N such that P(F¢) < n=% for all n > ng. We also use the
notion of stochastic domination, which is defined in Definition 2.1].

Definition 2.1 (Stochastic domination). Consider families of non-negative random vari-
ables,

X={X,¥) |neNveom v=I{v,)|neNvJecom},
where ©( is a parameter set. If for any 6, K > 0, there exists ng = ng(d, K) € N such that

sup P [X,(9) > n’Y,(9)] <n™ ", Vn>n,
Yeen)

then X is said to be stochastically dominated by Y, denoted by X < Y.

3. MAIN RESULT

Let us consider a 2n x 2n ordered block matrix X defined as follows;

(3.1) X = ( (()X(l))"x" ?X(Q))nm ) ,

where X and X® are i.i.d. random matrices with mean 0 and variance 1/n for i = 1,2
respectively. The (i, )" entry of X1 is correlated to the (i, 7)™ entry of X® as follows;

(3.2) Y i=n COV ((X( )(” (X(2))(i’j)> = nCov(X(M), X(n+i7n+j))7

and assume that {o;}7", are eigenvalues of X. Without loss of generahty, let us assume

that {o;}7, are eigenvalues of X1 and {0;}?", ., are eigenvalues of X(?. The limiting ESM
of XM and X® follow the Circular law. Consequently, the limiting ESM of X follows the

Circular law as well.
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For test functions f defined on the spectrum of X, let us define the linear eigenvalue
statistics as

(3.3) Lo(f) = cLD(f) +dLD(f),
where ¢, d € C and

L) =3 f o) ~EY f (o).

2n 2n
LA =Y flo)=E Y [flo).
i=n-+1 i=n+1
From [14, Theorem 2.2] and [15, Theorem 2.2|, we have
(3.4) £(f) 5 N0, V),
(3.5) LO(f) 5 N0, V),

as n — 0o, where % denotes convergence in distribution, and Vf(l), Vf(z) are the variances of
the limiting normal distribution, which depend on the test function f and cumulants of the
matrix entries. However, L0 (f) and £®(f) are not independent due to (3.2). Therefore,
the limiting behavior of £, (f) can not be derived from the above limits. The main result of
the current paper is the proof of

(3.6) ‘Cn(f) i> N (0’ Vf) )

for non-Hermitian random matrices with correlated entries (8.2]) and for general test functions
f. This also shows that (LY (f), L?(f)) converges to a bivariate normal distribution. The
main idea of this article makes use of the following Girko’s formula [25]

(3.7 > flo) =g [Ar6) [ TGOy mand,

47 C
o€Spec(X®))

which expresses the linear eigenvalue statistics for any smooth compactly supported test
functions in terms of the integral of the trace of the resolvent of

Oz . 0 X(t) —Z .

where z € C. The resolvent of (H®)? is denoted by (G®)*(w) := ((H®)* —w)~1.
Before proceeding any further, we list down our assumptions on the matrix X, which is

defined in (B1)).

Condition 3.1. Let X®) = [zgtg]1§a7b7§n,t = 1,2, be two random matrices such that :)sgg B

n~2x® where x* satisfy the following conditions;
(i) ExW] = 0, E[[x|*] = 1, and E[(x")*] = 71, where
{1, if Y is a real valued,
=

0, if x® is a complex valued.

(i) ExMx®] = p, ExVx®@] = .



(iii) There exist constants C,, > 0, for any p € N, such that
E[|X(t)|p] < (.

Essentially, we start with an i.i.d. set of bivariate random variables (x), x?)). Then we
create the matrix X out of n=2yMWs and X @ out of n=1/2yPs. Individually, each matrix
X® and X are matrices with i.i.d. entries. Therefore, individually the limiting empirical
distribution of the eigenvalues of X and X® will follow the circular law. To analyze the
fluctuations around the circular law, we consider the linear eigenvalue statistic defined in
([B3). We take the test functions from the Sobolev space HZ™(Q2), where Q DD := {z € C :
|2 < 1}. Here the space Ha° () is the closure of the space of compactly supported smooth
functions having the following finite norm

1 llzsscon = || L+ 1D 7€)

)

L2(Q)

where f is the Fourier transform of f.

Theorem 3.2 (Central Limit Theorem for linear eigenvalue statistics). Let X1 and X
be two n x n random matrices satisfying Condition[3 1. Let f € H*™(Q) be a test function,
where § > 0 and D C Q C C. Then the centered linear statistics L,(f), defined in [3.3,
converges in distribution to a complex Gaussian random variable L(f), where E[L(f)] = 0,
E[L(f)?] = C(f, f), and E[|L(f)|?] = C(f, f) := V};. The covariance kernel C(g, f) is given
by

1 [e.e] [ee]

39 Clh)im- g [ [ @adr@)A70 [ dn [ dnL
™ Jc C 0 0

The above notations are defined as follows;

L = 02V(1 + d2v + Scdfy(le —+ L21) —+ 2CdeZ] + 02(H4)11Ui(1)U](1)
+ d? (k) U U<2 +ed(k)12(UVUP + UMD,
(Ka)us = (X(t) X(t) X( s) X(S))

‘/;‘St) (ZZ? ZJ) nZ? 77])
Vi (21, 25,65 i X9 s C-valued,
V( (Zla 25 Mis 77)) + ‘/;_gt) (Zi7 Z_ju Mis 77]) ’ Zf X(t) 18 R_Ua/lued’
1
(3 O) V;g) (Zi,Zj,nianj)

1 _
= §8m.8 log [1 + (u( u; |zz||z]|) (7’I”Lz(~t))2(771(.t))2 — 2u2(.t)u§-t)§)?zizj],

J

o mDm@ D@ R(52)) - m@ mVy Pyl )%(sz)
Ji 5(1 5(2 » g 5(2 ﬁ ’
7 7
Nij = (00, mi) (90, (m™)) + (D (™)) (0, (m3")
1] i mz nj m] )
v® = g, (m §t>,
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m® — (m#) D (1) is the solution of the equation @ED), u; = u® (1)) = —-STi gnd

© nitSmy?
B = 1= ") = ()Pl

The above theorem is proved using the resolvents of the matrix (H®)?, which is (G®)>.
Using (3.7), the linear eigenvalue statistics £,(f) can be expressed in terms of (G®)* as
follows;

(3.11) LY(f)

n

= [ A5 [log det (1) —iT) | = Elog | det () —iT) ] 4%
C

o [ar]([7 /+ /) (GO () — B(GO) (un)] | @22

= I+ (1) + (1) O 4 (1T),

Here, we have decomposed the whole integral into four parts, namely (0,70), [70,7c),
(e, T), and [T, 00), where 1y = n~17% 5, = n=1% and T = n®, for some small constants
09,01 > 0 and a large positive constant C. In our context, the linear eigenvalue statistic

W(f)=cLly +dLy , which can similarly be expressed as
Lo(f) = LD (f) +dLP(f), which can similarly b d

Ln(f)
(3.12) = LD (f) +dLP(f)
= Jr+ I+ I+ 17,

where
_ 71 (2) no __ 7o\ (1) 70\ (2)
c __ ¢\ (1 c\ (2 T __ T\(1 T\ (2
177770 - C(I:z]o)( : + d(I:;o)( )’ Inc - C([nc)( ) + d([nc)( )-

Now, we handle Jr, I]°, I, and Ig; using different techniques. In particular, from (5.1),
we observe that the contribution of Jr is negligible. To estimate I, we use the fact that,
with high probability, there are no eigenvalues in the interval [0, 7], as established in [26],
Theorem 3.2]. The contribution of I is analyzed in Proposition[7.3l The main contributing
factor in (B.12) is ]g; , which constitutes the majority of this paper. Essentially, we need to
analyze the limiting behaviors of {((G™M)?(in) —E(GM)?(1n)), and ((GP)? (1) —E(GP)? (1))
in the regime [, T]. This is formulated in the following Theorem [3.3l

Theorem 3.3 (CLT for resolvents). Let GZ@ = (GW)% (1m;), where m; > 0 for 1 < i < p.
Let 21, 2, ...,2, € C be distinct complexr numbers such that whenever i # j, min{n;,n;} >
6



n |z — 2|72 for some € > 0. Then we have
[HC G(l))> + d<G(2) _ (GQ)))}
= > I E[{cc? -B@G) + a6 - EG?))

‘Pe Parings|p] {i,j}€P

x {e(G) —B(GI) + (G — B(GP)}] + 0.(w)

(3.13) —
1 S { 2V(1 + VP + 8edy(LE2 + L2}) + 2¢dpN;
o . 4 2
‘P& Parings(p| {i,j}€P
) A (k) UM U + @(51)22UP U + cd(ra) o (UL US + UV UP)
2
_'_ O< (‘;[])7
where
(3.14) VA (i, 2,0 m05)
V(t (2iy 25, M3y M) S if X® is C-valued,
N vig-” (i 2y 0 1) + Vi (20 70 my) 5 if XO s R-valued,
(315) and V;gt) (Ziazjanianj)
1
= §8m.8 log [1+ (u( u; |zz||z]|) (ml(-t))z(mg-t)) 2u( u; %zzzj]
(3.16) U

1 1 1 1 nmn;)~1/?
:( 5 T3 i 4+ 3/2)H(n) ’
(nne)? - nPnlz =zt (n)?lz — 2] ainn)¥2 ) o 11 = all
where 1, := min{n;}. The other notations are same as defined in (3.10).

We would like to conclude this section by noting down the following consequences.

(A) Recall from (B.3) that L£,(f) = cﬁg)(f) + dﬁﬁf)(f). Since Theorem is true for all

¢,d, it implies that (LSP( f), 5512)( f)) converges to a bivariate Gaussian distribution.

(B) If the random matrices defined in the Condition B.1] are independent of each other, then
v = 0 = p. Moreover, the joint cumulants (k4)12 = 0. As a result the Theorem B3]
becomes equivalent to [14, Proposition 3.3] when the matrices are complex valued, and
[15, Proposition 3.3] when the matrices are real valued.

(C) If we begin with a 2nx 2n random centrosymmetric matrix X, then X can be represented
as (B.1), where the matrices X(*) and X® are n x n random matrices with i.i.d. entries.
Moreover, there exist independent random variables ( and 9 such that the entries of X
have the same distribution as ¢ + 6, and the entries of X have the same distribution
as ¢ — 6 (see [27, Theorem 9]). Thls impels that the (ab)th entry of X and (ab)th

7



entry of X® are uncorrelated but may not be independent. In other words, according

to the notations used in Condition Bl v = 0 = p. But (k4)12 is not necessarily zero.
However, if in addition, we assume that the test function f is analytic over D, then in

the expression of the covariance kernel C(f, g) (see (8.9)), only the integration against

CQVigl) + szZ.f) will survive. Following the calculations outlined in [14, Lemma 4.8], we
obtain the expression of the limiting variance as

2 [
=2 [

The above expression was proved independently in a previous work [20, Theorem 3.4].

4. PRIMARY REDUCTIONS

Proof of the main theorem requires a careful analysis of the resolvent of the matrix (H®)?,
which is defined in (3:8). The asymptotic behavior of the resolvent (G®)?*(w) is given by the

following matrix
(m®)*(w 2(u")*(w)I
() )7

()

Yy2(L) - — )
(M ) (W> : ( —Z(U(t) (w)H (m(t))

(m" ) (W)
(W) ) s = -

+ (m)*(w)’

where I is the n x n identity matrix, and (m®)?(w) is the unique solution of the following
equation

(4.1)

1 2
(12) w0 = — L gm0y >0, = w0

~ (m®)= w -+ (m®)

The above follows from the analysis of matriz Dyson equation (MDE) (see [4]). The exact
quantification of the error (G®)*(w)—(M®)?(w) is given by the local law, which is mentioned
in Theorem [4.1]

As it is mentioned in the statement of Theorem B.2, the derivative of (m®)?(w) with
respect to w and Sw = n appears frequently in the rest of the article. We note down the
expression below;

1— 50
30

Along the same line, we define yet another quantity

B =1 = [mOP — [u®P2]?,

(4.3) D (m™) = = —10y(m"),  fY =1~ (m)? — (u®)?|].

which satisfies

(4.4) BOIM® = (1 — BD)Sw,
(4.5) (ImP12 = [u®?2]2 + 1)Rm® (1) = 0.
(4.6) (BY). = m++n BY = (BY). +2(Sm")%.

The above identities are obtained by taking the imaginary and real part of (£2]) on the both

sides. Now, since Sw and Sm® have the same sign (from @32)), 8 and (1 — ) must
8



also have the same sign. However, as per the definition, 1 — Bit) > (. Consequently, Bit) >0,
which is equivalent to

(4.7) m @+ ()P < 1,
which implies |(u®)?|?|z|? < 1 as well. Using this fact in (&3), we obtain
Rm® (1n) = 0.

Moreover, from (£2), we have u® = —(m®)2 + (u®)?|2|?, which in conjunction with (1)
implies that |u®| < 1. Therefore, we obtain the following uniform bound in z and w

(4.8) IMD)? (@) + [(mP)* ()] + [(u®)*(w)] S 1.
Furthermore, from [6, eq. (3.13)] we have
V31— [PV if 2] <1
Cepy (1) ~ n %_| ‘Z| ‘ 1 = <
(49) S (”7) { |z|2—{7+172/3 if |Z| > 1 M= 1.
Now, using (7)), (£9), we get a lower bound on |3®)| as follows;
BY] 21 = R((m)?) = R((u)?) 2
=1 — (R(m"))* + (S(m"))? = R((u)?)]2/*

>(1 = [mO P = [u[2]?) + (S(m™))

>(S(m"))?
2% 41— |2
(4.10) >0 41— 2],

We conclude this subsection by stating the local law of the resolvent.

Theorem 4.1 (Optimal local law for G® [16], Theorem 3.1). For any ¢ > 0 and z € C with
11— |2|| > € the resolvent (GM)* at w € H with n = Sw is very well approvimated by the
deterministic matriz (M®)? in the sense

(G0 ) - O a) < Sl

(@ (GO (w) = (M) (@) y)| < Cclllylin® (ﬁ—n + nin) ,

100 10

with very high probability for some C. < e 1% uniformly for n > n=1%, and for any deter-

mainistic matrices A and any vectors x,y and & > 0.

This local law will be used in various estimates. The main idea is to write G® = M® +
G® — M® Then, any particular entry of G® can be written as G\ = MW 4 (GO — p®) .
Now, the estimate of (G® — M®),, follows from the second part of the local law by taking
x = e, and y = e,. Moreover, since the matrix M® is mostly a diagonal matrix, M é? = 0 for
most of the off-diagonal M LEZ) A combination of these two facts yield the required estimates.
Additionally, when we have (G® A),;, we decompose G® as before G = M® +G® — p®),
Then, we apply the first part of the local law to estimate ((G® — M®)A),,. This idea is

being repeatedly used in the estimates such as ([6.9),([6.52), (6.53) etc..
9



4.1. Local law for product of resolvents. We begin with the shorthand notations

(4.11) G\ = (GDY (W), MY = (MDY ().

)

From [6], we note down the deviation of G from M® in the equation (ZI4]), which requires
the following notions
®)
w0 (O ).

The linear covariance operator S : C?"*2" — C?"*2" ig defined by

(4.12) S K “é g )} — RO ( fé g )’W@) _ ( <lo?> <21> )

where W(t) = ~0 X )
(X0 0

and X® ~ Ging. Here Ging stands for the standard complex Ginibre ensemble, E® denotes

the expectation with respect to X X
For any given function f : C?"*?" — C2"*2" we define the self renormalization as follows;

(4.13) WOFWO) = WO fw®) —EOWO (95, f) (W),

where Oj; ., indicates a directional derivative in the direction W® and W® denotes an

independent random matrix as in (ZI2) with X® a complex Ginibre matrix with expectation
E®.

4.1.1. Approximation of th)BGg) via stability operators. According to the definition above,
we note that for any deterministic matrix B with bounded norm, we have

woOqH — wHGH L S[G(t)]G(t)
WO BGY — wOGYBGY + 8 [Ggﬂ GYBaY + s [G@BG;“} o
= WG B6Y + s |6 B6Y | Gf)
Now, using the above equations, ([A2]), (1), along with the observation & [Mi(t)] = m(t)ﬂ,
we get the following identity
(4.14) G =M - MPWOGY + MS[GY — MG,

Similarly, we can calculate the deviation of G(t)BG(t) from Ml(t)B MQ(t) as follows;

GYBGY =M{"BGY — MPWOGY BGY + M SIGY — M")GY BGY
(4.15) =M By + M (G(t MDY — MOWOGP BGY
+ MPs|GY BGY ] D+ MOsiGY BGP (G — My

+ MUS[GY — M ]G? BGY
10



It can be shown that the terms th) — Mi(t) and the self renormalized terms are small, which

is formalized in Theorem L2l As a result, we obtain the following approximation
(4.16) GV BGY ~ (MY))=,
where
(M) (wr,w2)
(4.17) = (I— (MDY (1) S [T (MD)2(w2)) ™ [(MO) (1) BM®)? (w3)]

In this context, we define the 2-body stability operator BQ (21, 20, w1, ws) : GLoy(C) —
G L, (C) as follows;

(4.18) BY (21, 2, w1, we) =1 — MIS[| M.
Here, G L, (C) denotes the space of 2n X 2n matrices with the usual matrix norm. In the

rest of the article, for convenience, we denote [3‘&2 (21, 20, w1, Wo) as BQ or B®, Similarly, for
t # s, we can have the following approximation

(4.19) GV BGY ~ MY BM)

Theorem 4.2. [16, Theorem 3.5] Fiz 21,22 € C with |1 — |z]| > €, for some e > 0 and
wi,we € C with |n;| := |Sw;| > n~' such that

0o := min {Jm |, o} = 0~ (59) 7

for some €, > 0, where \B:Et)| is the smallest eigen value of Bg Then, for any bounded
deterministic matriz B, with ||B|| < 1, the product of resolvents

(G B(GY)= = (GY) (w) B(GY)™ (w,)
is approzimated by (MW)3* = (M®)3*2(wy,wy) defined in ([EIT) in the sense that

[(A(G) B(GY) — (M)57)]

C. || Allnf 1/ 1 1
(4.20) s ” |1|Z B0 <(77*)1/12+ ot o A )
C. ¢
(4.21) [{z, (G B(GV)* — )22 y)| < l[[[[yl|n

1/2 At
() ()2 B
for some C, with very high probability for any deterministic A, x,y, and € > 0. If wy,ws €
iR we may choose C. = 1, otherwise we can choose C, < e 19,

In continuation with the two-body stability operator, we also note down the one-body
stability operator as follows;

(4.22) BY =1 MOS[IM®Y.
Recalling the action of S from (£I12)), we see that B acting on a block matrix < OcL]I]I Z]ﬁ ) is
given by
g bl [ (1—d(m®)? —alz)?(u®)H)I (d+ a)zu®OmOT
c dl J (d+ a)zu®mO1 (1 —d|z2u® — a(m)HI )~

11



al 0

0 dl
We now enlist the following lemmas, which estimate the bounds on the eigenvalues of the

stability operators.

From the above expression, we notice that any eigenvector of B will be of the form

Lemma 4.3. [16, Lemma 5.2] Let w € H,z € C be bounded spectral parameters, |w| +
|z| < 1. Then the operator B has the trivial eigenvalue 1 and two non-trivial eigenvalues
L+ (m®)?2 — |22(u®)? and 1 — (m®)2 — (u®)?|2|?, which is same as B defined in (L3).

0 ) . In addition,

Moreover, B is an eigenvalue of B* corresponding to the eigenvector ( 0 I

we have the bound
1891 Z 11— |2]| + 0.
Lemma 4.4. [I6, Lemma 6.1] For 21,22 € C,wi, w2 € C\R such that |z, |wi| S 1, the two
non-trivial eigenvalues O, 30 of B satisfy
min {RBD, RAY} > |21 — 25)* + min {|w; + T3], |wr — W_2|}2 + |Swi| + [Swal.
5. CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR LINEAR EIGENVALUE STATISTIC

In this section, we prove our main result, Theorem Before proceeding, let us state the
following result, which asserts that the main contribution comes from the regime ];;FC .

Lemma 5.1 ([14], Lemma 4.3, 4.4). For some bounded open D C Q C C, let f € HZ"(Q).
Then, for any & > 0 the following bound holds with high probability;
n'te ||A.f||L1(Q)
T ’
() + 1) O+ 1) O S 0 Al 2y 12172,

where J}t), (Ig") D, (1) D (1) D are same as defined in BII). Moreover, there exists &' > 0
such that

EAURS

E[[ (1)) +E[(L) ) S 070 1Afll 20y -
Applying the above lemma for ¢t = 1,2, we have the following estimates

1+¢
(5.1) | < n ||Af||L1(Q)

PN L+ 1] S nE IAFI] e 19172,

T2
with high probability, and

(5.2) E[I° || +E[lL ) S n™° Al 2
where Jp, I0°, I, IT are defined in (3.12).

The above estimates (5.1]), and (5.2]) imply that the main contribution in £, (f) comes
from If?i , which leads to the following corollary.

Corollary 5.2. Let f; € H*™(Q), 1 <i < p for some bounded open D C Q C C. Then
E[ ] 2. (50 ]| =E[T] 1] + O<(n~®),
i€[p] i€(p]

where L,,(fi) and I} (f;) defined in BII) and c(p) > 0.
12



The above corollary leads to the following;

=E HIT fl]_|_(9 (n=c))

~i€(p]

(5.3 | TT (- o [ 25C) [ (@) o)~ EG0) o)

- i€(p] fhe
L a(@P) (i) - E<G<2>>Z<m>>)dnd2z)] )

Lemma 5.3. Let f; be as in Corollary[5.2. Then

(54) B[] a5

i€[p]
- {H@] (~ 5 / Afi(z) / T (c((GW) () = E(GW ) (i)

+ (G () - E(G@))Z(m»)dnd?z)]
—d?zAf; d2szf(j)
pezl; {ZEIEP {/ /(C

/ dn; / dm< 2v<1 +d2v +8cdy(L}? + L2}) + 2cdpNy;

+ (kU UY + P(k0)2UPUP + cd(ra) 1o (UPUP + UPUJQ’))

+ O-< (n—c(p))’

for some small ¢(p) > 0, where Vlgl ,VZ] ,lef, L3}, Ny, and U" are defined in (314) and
B.10).
Proof. This is proved by applying the CLT for resolvents (Theorem B.3]) on (5.3]). However,
it should be noted that while applying ([B.I3]), we need to estimate the error term W, which
is given in (3.I6). In addition, it should be noted that the domain of the integration in the
last equality of (5.4]) is changed from [n., 7] to [0, 00). Therefore, we need to argue that the
value of the integration is negligible on the domains [0,7.) and (7, 00). Note that it is only
sufficient to consider even p. Because the terms corresponding to odd p, are of lower order

by (BI3). We now proceed to estimate the terms Vlg , Ui(t), Nij, Lij.
Borrowing the shorthand notations from (4.I1]), let us denote mz(t) = (m®)% (un;). Since

R(m®)*(w) = 0 on w = 1, we may write m; = (Sm;. As a result, from (@), we may denote
L%mi

ni + Smy

13
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We now list down the estimates as follows;
1

(i + (Im")2)*
10,0’ < [Sm +0,] 72,

[(Sm®y <n>+m) (S0m ) am) +)]
[|zi—zjl2 "+l (mm Sm} ’gm§t)}2)}

|0, (m{™)] <

(®
Vi | S

(5.6) U] <

Nl 5 HOIE gm@)2)%’
(m+(¢mi )) (m+(¢m]~ ))

L3S

L2 <
1 o G G+ R

Estimate of 0,, mgt)

the following estimate;

Zizj)|-

: By using the estimate (4.7) and asymptotes from (4.6)), we obtain

s ’ 189 1B + 2(3mP)2)
1 < 1 N
+2(3m")2] 7~ (n, + (SmiP)?)

1- 6" 1 1
}am(mz('t))} = ‘ ) <

%mit) +ni

where the last inequality follows from the fact that n;/(n; + Sm\?) > /(1 +m) = m.
Estimate of 0,,u; : Differentiating both sides of (5.0) with respect to 7;, we obtain

10, (Sm) — Sl
—L

) (f) _
wlti) = (T]Z—l—\smt)?

Using (E7), we have |Sm\”| < 1. Moreover using (£3) in conjunction with the estimates
([@9) and [EB) we obtain |7,0,,Sm”| < 1, which gives us

0| S [Smi + ] 72,

Estimate of V @ Using the deﬁnition of u ™ from (4.1)) and the equation (4.2]), we notice

that —(m (t) + |zz| (u; ()2 = u ). Consequently, we may rewrite Vlg :
given in (B.14), as follows;

(t)
v

whose expression is

1
= 5000y, log (1= uul (1 = |z = 25 + (1 = u) [l + (1 =) |5) )
14



)

t) t
1 (9, 0”) (0 ) O, i, 2, 2))
= - -
2@—u9¢%kﬁa—@v + (1= u) a2+ (1= )512)
where C’( U, , §t),zl,zj) is a function of uZ ,u§),zl,z], which is uniformly bounded by a
constant for all uZ ,uy), iy Zj-

We now just need to calculate a lower bound of the denominator. Using —(mgt))2 +

|zi|2(uz(~t))2 = ugt) once again, we shall obtain (5.7]), where the main factor to be analyzed is

1—u\”. Now, on the imaginary axis i.e., w; = t;, we have m® (un;) = 13m® (un;). It should
be noted that we are working on the regime where 7; € [n., T] and 7, = n~1*% > 0. Since

mgmgt) > 0, we have %mgt)

(®)

> 0. Moreover, we also have %mgt) < 1, which was noted down
= O Smi) = /(U ),

as well. Consequently, 1 — u,
Et) < 1. Combining all, we obtain

in the estimate of 0, u,
which implies that 7, <1 —

(5.7) 1=l (1= J2 = 5+ (1= 0z + (1= af)22)|
:M@@m%—qﬁ 1 —u) (1 -l
(
]

)
1 1
- %P (o = 1) - " (5 1))

UM%%_%F+mmK7%%,@ijﬂ2—¢ﬂ—@%
tu ( R

( 3
E \zl—zj|2+m1n{(%

If both ugt), ug-t) are bounded away from zero i.e., there exists a d such that uz(-t), ug-t) > 0§, then
ugt)ug»t”zi — 2] 2 |zi — z;|*. Otherwise, ugt)ug»t”zi — 22> 0, but 2 — oY — ug-t) >1—4. So,
in the worst case, we have the following bound

t t ()
1=l (1= o = 2+ (1= 0|l + (1= )l )]

2 |z = [ + min{ (3m{”)%, (3m{)} (s + )
Estimate of Ui(t) : From (5.6)) using the estimate of |9, (mgt))

estimate for U, Z-(t) ;

, we obtain the following

( (t))2

U = ;
\/— o
Estimate of N;; :
[Nig| = 100, ()0, (m3?) + 04, ()0, ()]
< : N
(m: + (%mz(.l))2) (n; + (%m§2))2)
Estimates of L;ZQ and L2..1 .
‘mpm”0—2( )2 = ) (1 - 2m?) — B2 )R(ziz)
B P
15
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S (1) (2)
BB
< " m® (m) (m®) ) R(z2)
1
N 5 2‘%(%2])

Similarly,

‘L2"1| S (1)y2)2 (2)y2
(m- + (Sm; )2) (77j + (%mj )? )

We are now ready to prove the lemma. We first remove the region of singularity

Zi= {1 = |aPl <n >} (e s — ] <07}

j<i

2‘ Zizj)|-

from C, for some small ¥ > 0. We may now rewrite the integral of (5.4]) as follows;

(5.8) (n)? H/ A2 Afi (2 EH/ (G (i) = B(G™M) (emy))

i€[p]

pé

(G )~ E(G) ) + 0 (2 )

Since the Lebesgue measure of Z; is O(n~%), the removal of the region Z; introduced an
error of O (nf”§ / n”) , for any very small £ > 0, which is a consequence of (5.1]).

Now, by using (5.6) we have the following estimates over Z{ in the regime n; € [0, 7],
where 1, = n~1*9;

n12zx

Vil S :
! (T+n7)(1+n7)

|U(t) 4v

n

|5727
147

n81/

(L+n)(1+n3)
3%

(5.9) [Nij| S

)
1112 < "
Y () +n3)

n81/

~ A+ +n7)

Finally, using ([B.I3]) in (5.8), we obtain the integrand displayed in the last equality of
(54). However, the domain of the integration in (5.8)) is not same as (5.4]). We can add
back the domains (0,7,) and (7, co) using the estimates (5.9) and the first estimate in (5.1]).
Lastly, the error ¥ from (3.I6) is bounded by O(nP+2Pv=91/2) on N, Z¢. This concludes the
lemma and yields the following equation

‘L21

16



22 A
H/Z¢mz?dzz fi

> / / <c2vi§.” + VP + 8cdy(LI2 + L2}) + 2¢dpNy
X

872
(510) Pelly{i,j)eP
C (K,4)11U U + dz(/{4)22U U( + Cd(l*{,4)12 (U(l)U](2) + Uj(l)UZ@))
+ D) dnz dnj
8m

nP€ nl2vp+o nép+2pv

+0<(—+ +— :
nv n ndi/2

Based on ¢;, we can choose v in such a way that the above error vanishes asymptotically. [

6. CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR RESOLVENTS

In this section, we shall present the the proof of the CLT for the resolvents, which is
stated in the Theorem 3.3l Recall that we are considering the resolvents GZ@ = (GW)z (1),
1 < ¢ < p at p different points on the imaginary axis. In addition, recall that T, =

(G(l (GE ) + al(GZ(-2 (G§2))) Before proceeding to the computation of E [[]?_, T,],
we give an estimate of E[(c(GW)* 4+ d(G®)?)(tn)]. From the local law, we get the first
order approximation E[(cG") + dG®)] ~ (MM + dM®). The second order correction of
E[(cGW + dG@)] is of the order of 1/n. This is formalized in the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. For (k4)y = £(x®, ¥V, X, x®) # 0, where X is same as defined in Condi-
tion [31, we have

(6.1) E<CG(1) + dG(2)> = (CM(I) + dM(2)> + ctW 4 de@ 4 Erroreg,
where
g(t)
g (m®)), when X in Condition[31 is C-valued,
= ﬁ8,7<1 — (u(t))z + 2(u(t)>3‘z|2 _ (u(t))2(z2 4 22)>
_%an((m(t))ﬂ‘), when X in Condition [31 is R-valued,
and
Erroreg,
O i 1\zH (ns}z + (7”17)2)), when X s C-valued,
O« (\1 i \;22) (ﬁzn + ﬁ)), when X is R-valued.

Before proving the lemma, we note down the cumulant expansion as follows [23, Proposi-
tion 7.5].
17



Result 6.2 (Cumulant Expansion). (1) For a general scalar random variable X, the cu-
mulant expansion is given as follows;

B /() = Y e g o x))
)

where £ 1(X) represents the (I + 1)-th cumulant of X, and f® denotes the I-th
derivative of a smooth function f.

(2) In the multidimensional case, the cumulant expansion is defined as follows. Consider a
collection of random variables X1, X, ..., X,, and let x denote their joint cumulants.
For a smooth function f : RP — R, the cumulant expansions are given by

E[Xzf(Xla X2a cr Xp)]

: Xz,le,... X’L
- A( L L)E[aila,.z...a,.lf(xl,xz,...,xp)],

where 0;,0;, - - - 0;, represents the partial derivatives with respect to X;,, X;,,..., X;

.
Proof of Lemma[61. Using the stability operator B® from @22), let us define A® =
((BO)Y)~YI])" M®. Now using ([@I4), we have

(6.2) (cGY +dG® — cMW — aM®@)
(GY — MDY 4 (G — M)
(I, (BNYBVGMV — MOy 4+ d(I, (B@)BR[GE — M@)])

o

—e{(MWO)y (B (M, wGW)
e y((BY)) 71, SI6Y - MUGY - MW
— d((MP)((B2)) I, w2 G?)
+d((M® >*<<B ), S[G® — M <2>]<G<2>—M<2>>>
(B [((BDY) ]|
(B e “”( )

—a(M@) (B2)) W26 + 0 (H (5 B ] )

(n
(6.3) LG AD a4y 4 o (1E) ]
| (nn)2
(H H)
(nn)
Now, we use the cumulant expansion from the Result [6.2] to evaluate E [ w®aGH A ]

This will lead us to calculate the derivatives of G®A® with respect to the entries of W),
This calculation is demonstrated below, where for brevity we use the notation A* := ele,,
which is essentially a 2nx2n matrix with all zero entries except the (ba)th entry being equal to

1. Here, we introduce a shorthand notation for joint cumulants of the entries of the matrices
18



W® and W®. We shall denote the joint cumulant (w ((lb),w(;), ..) as k((ab)y, (i5)s, - - ),
where t,s € {1,2}.

For a = (v, . .., ), we note that x((ba);, ) is non-zero only for o € {(ab);, (ba); }*. The
derivative 0, denotes the derivative with respect to w((xl) , w&? ye ,w((xt,z.

(6.4) E [(WOGWAM)]
=K [(W(t)G(t)A(t))} [(S[G(t)]G(t)A(t)ﬂ
-—E[}ng (ARG AD)| + E[(SIGV)GY AD)]

= Z Z Z WE [8Q(Ab“G(t)A(t))} + E[<5[G(t)]g(t)A(t)>}

k>0 ab aec{(ab); (ba)t}’“

_ Z ba t, ab [8(ab)t <AbaG(t)A(t)>}

i Z "ﬂ((ba)t, (ba)t)E [a(ba)t<AbaG(t)A(t)>} + E[(S[G(t)]G(t)A(t))}
ab

4 Z Z Z “((bz)!ta a)E [8Q<AbaG(t)A(t)>]

k22 ab ac{(ab)i,(ba)e}"

((ba) ,b )
- 2n2ZE (@ (GUAD )y, +Z at CLE [0y, (A% GO AD)]

4 Z Z Z ((bz)!ta )E [8Q<AbaG(t)A(t)>]

k>2 ab ae{(ab)s,(ba)¢}*
1 /
E GO (G® A®
+—2n2§ (Gl Joo]

_ Z H((ba)ia‘ (ba)t)E [a(ba)t<AbaG(t)A(t)>}

4 Z Z Z “((bZ)!u Q)E [8Q<A6“G(t)z4(t)>]

k>2 ab ae{(ab):,(ba):}*

:——ZE (AP GO AP GO AW)]

i Z Z Z ((bz)!ta )E [aa<AbaG(t)A(t)>]

k22 ab a€{(ab)r,(ba)e}"
1 t t
= —FY+ FY,,
n
where, the summation notation Y., is defined as

DLW

a<n b>n a>n b<n
19



which is not leaving out any terms of the double sum > , though it seems so. This is a

ab’

: ) 0 Xx®
simple consequence of the structure of W = Y0« g .
2nx2n

Moreover, according the scaling and the definition of the cumulants, we notice that

0 if X® is C-valued
wl(ba)s, (ba)) = { Lif X® js R-valued,
and
1
(65) |/‘€(041,0{2,...O{k)| 5 W

Before evaluating the terms Fl(t), F, ,EQQ, let us define 2n x 2n ordered block matrices E;
and Fs as follows;

I 0 00
“i6) Eh<— < 00 ), and_E§<— ( 0 I ),

where I is n x n identity matrix. We shall follow the convention
(AE\BE, + AE,BE,) =: (AEBE"),
for any 2n x 2n matrices A and B. Now, let us move to evaluate the terms Fl(t), F ,gz
We shall use the convention ((G®)?)! = (G®)?, along with Theorem (the local law

for the product of resolvents), and the bound on |(3®),| from Lemma A4 to obtain the
following estimate;

(GO AV EGO)E — (MUY, )

< CEHA(t)EHHET||n5< 112 '/ I 1 X 1 )
20, _ 3|2 n _ 3|2 =12 1/4
nn?lz — z| 2 =2y (|2 — z2|nn)

(6.7) = O<(|Z — zPI;(“Knn)z)'

Estimate of Fl(t): Using (6.7) in the fourth equality and (A.I7) in the the fifth equality
in the following calculation, we conclude

6.8)  FY
=Y E[(ARGOARGHAY)]
—F [(G(t)A(t)E(G(t))tET)}
=E [((G(t))ZA(t)E(G(t))ZET)]
— (t)\2,2 + 1
(5755 + O<( =gy
= (L= (MO)S[J(MD) D) T [(M©)*AD E(MO )7 ET)

1
+O*Qz—a%wmwmv)

20



()" + () (O[] = 2(u®) 2| + 2(u)* (@ ~ )
(1= (m®)2 = (ORI + (@O ] — (m®)T = 2(u2(a? — 42))

1
O —
- (V—ZWB@WWP)

i(u®) u® — 3|22 (u®)? 4 2u® (2% — y?)
2T @O 1 20O — 2O )

1
%O<Qz—ﬂ%M%OmP)
= 20, log (1= ()7 + ()| = (u)2(:* + 7))

1
0. — )
- (v—zmﬁ@mmﬂ)

where z = x 4 1y. The sixth equality follows from the direct calculation of the inverse
operator from the previous step. The second last step follows from the facts (m®)? = (m®)?,
(u®)? = (u?)?, and the following identities,

()2 = (m )2 =

o ( t
(u(t)), _ a u(t) _ QZU( )m( ) .
! 14 u® — 2|z2(u®)?

—m®

Estimate of F,gz : Let us first consider the case when k& = 2, and let a = (a1, @3). Then

Z Z ba t, 041, az)E [&11 a2<Ab“G(t)A(t)>}

_ Z ba t7a17a2 ZE AbaG Aqu(t AOQG A(t >}

To obtain a significant contribution, we need more diagonal terms than off-diagonal ones (as
explained in Remark[6.4). Here, by parity, at least one G® factor in AP*G® Ac1 G A2 G A1)
is off-diagonal. For example, taking (a1, as) = ((ba)s, (ab);) and using G® = M® 4 GO —
M® along with the local law bound of G — M® from Theorem A1l we obtain

(69) i 3 E[(C0)a(G)a( GOAY)y)
ab
:#%:’E [(G(t’)ab (mm (MO AD ), +m® (GO — MO)A®)
+ (MW AD) (GO — MD),, + (GY — M(t))m((G(t) — M(t))A(t))bb)}
=7 Z E [ WMD)y (MO ADY)y + mO (GO — MO, (MO AD)Y,,
(M(t )ab((G _ M(t))A(t))bb + m(t)(G(t) _ M(t))ab(((;(t) _ M(t))A(t))bb

+ (M(t))ab(M(t)A(t))bb(G(t) — M(t))m + (G(t) — M(t))ab(M(t)A(t))bb(G(t) _ M(t))m
21



+ (M(t))ab((;(t) — M(t))m((G(t) — M(t))A(t))bb

+ (G(t) — M(t))ab(G(t) — M(t))aa((G(t) — M(t))A(t))bb

1

:W
+ m(t)(M(t))ab((G(t) _ M(t))A(t))bb +m® (G — M(t))ab((g(t) _ M(t))A(t))bb
+ (M(t))ab(M(t)A(t))bb(G(t) — M(t))m + (G(t) — M(t))ab(M(t)A(t))bb(G(t) _ M(t))m
+ (M(t))ab(G(t) — M(t))aa((G(t) — M(t))A(t))bb

E|m® (M(t)A(t)) (F1, M(t)ET1> + m(t)(M(t)A(t))bb<ea> (G(t) — M(t))eb>

(n+1,n+1)

+ (G(t) _ M(t))ab(G(t) — M(t))m((G(t) _ M(t))A(t))bb}

(1(\/%\/% 1 n? n 1 n
—0.

- + +
n2\[BO[(A+n) (8Om0 /|0

n 1 1 1 1n 1 n 11n)>
+

NN N N N g

1 1 1
=0~ (ww (o * n2n3/2>> '

Thus, we can bound all £ = 2 terms in Fé; by

‘ﬁ(t)‘_l % (n—3/2(1 + 77)_1 + n—2n—3/2) )

In the following paragraph, we argue that the terms corresponding to & > 4 have in-
significant contribution to F; ,522, and the only significant contribution comes from the terms
corresponding to k = 3. When k = 4, proceeding as (69), we shall get terms of the
form n=723 E[(GD)up(GD)0a(GD)ip(GH) 0o (GP A®),]. Now, we can apply individual
naive bounds on the each G® term, which will yield the bound of O (|3®|"'n=7/2 . n?) =
O-(|p®|~'n=3/2). For k > 4, the pre-factor will be even smaller than n~7/2. Thus, the terms

do not contribute to F, ,gz

Now, we estimate the contribution of the terms in F,gz when k£ = 3. We begin with the

observation from the Condition B.] that a:ffg S 1200 implying wgfl)b) ~ n~ 2@ for

a<n,b>nora>n,b<n. Therefore

1 P |
K ((ba)ta (a'b)ta (a’b)57 (ba’)S) = W’L{' (X(t)> X(t)a X( )7 X( )) = m(/{4)t5-

When k = 3, we get a product of three G® terms and one G® A® term in the expansion.
In that scenario, all the choices of as except a = ((ab),, (ba)q, (ba);) will have a off-diagonal
entry of G® in the product. When a = ((ab);, (ba);, (ba);), we get the term

E[(G(t))aa(G(t))bb(G(t))aa(G(t)A(t))bb]7
22



which results in the following contribution

(f“M)tt

L (MDY (MDY (MO g (MO ADY,,
n

ab

(6.10) -

= _M<M(t)>3<M(t)A(t)>

n

_i(Ka)u £)y4
= T in 877((m()) )a

where we have used

1— W
30

Thus, combining (6.4) (6.8), and (6.10) we have

E [(WOGHA®)]

= — -0y log (1= (W) 4+ 200 P[af? — (W02 + )

1 i(Ka)u (0t
+ O amny) o)

(MO A®Y — — —ig,m®.

1 1
+ O G T + o)
Finally,
E[(GY — M®)]

= E[(-WYGHA®Y] + (H B(znn) )~ )

= —Z(Z;)ttﬁn((m(t)f‘) + ﬁ@n log (1 — (u™)? +2(u™)32]* — (u)?(2? + 22))

o 1 1
- <Qﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂ+nY+W@m%W»
1 1

1
+ (== o) + O ()
t 1 ! . 1
=: ¢0 jLO<<<|1 — |2]] " \3z|2> <n3/2(1 +1) i (7”7)2)>

=: f(t) + Errore,.

Therefore,
(6.11) E [(cG(l) +dG® — M — dM©® >] = &M + de® + Erroreg,,
which completes the proof of Lemma O

Now, we are ready to present the proof of the Theorem [B.3l Using Lemma [6.1] along
with the equation (G.2)), E [ G, E(GM)) + d(GP — (GE”))}} is equivalent to
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computing

B[ TL-aWWe AP — ) — aw@c?a? - aef)]

i€[p]

1 (2
ro. () -o-(32).
nry; nmn;

where

1 1 1 1 1 1
(6.12) P = ( + )— < ( + )—,
Zg} |ﬁ,-(t)| (322)2 nm; i]é_[£] |1 — |Zz|| (322)2 nn;

and Y1) + @ <), where 1) is defined in (6.30).
Recall that

T, = c(~WOGH AW — M) 1 a(-wAGP AP — Py,
We now begin with the expansion of E[Hie[p] T,} as follows;

(6.13) IE[ 11 Tz}

i€[p]
—E {Tl 11 Tl}
i£1
:E{c( WG A HT}+E{ WGP AI — ) ] T
i#1 1#1
= IV 4+ 1@
Now, we shall evaluate I(.
(6.14) W
_ E[ (WG 4 HT}
1#1
—E {c<—w<l>G§”A§ pene N }
1#1
D E[HTZ} +CE[< S[GM1GH A HT}
i#1 i7l
+cE [<—W<1>G§”A§”> I1 Ti]
i#1
1) E[HTZ} _ C#E[Z(Ggl))m<Ggl)Agl)>beTi]
i£1 ab i£1
+cE [<—W<1>G§”A§”> I] Ti]
i£1

=: c(Il(l) + 12(1) + I?El)).
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We shall now estimate ]1(1),12(1), and ]él) individually. From a glimpse of the upcoming

calculations, we shall see from (G.I7) that 12(1) actually gets canceled by a part of [él). The
primary ingredient in these estimations is the cumulant expansion as mentioned in the Result
6.2

6.1. Evaluation of ]?El).

(6.15) Y
—E[(—wOa® AWy H Tz}

| )
|

—E| > uwi) (-amc Al T il
ab 1#£1
b ) a
=22 > sl camea?) T )]
a >0 ae{(ab)1,(ba)1,(ab)z2,(ba)2 }© i#£1

Notice that in (6.I5]), the term with & = 0 shall not contribute since according to the
Condition B.I] E[wéi)] = 0. Thus, from (6.15) we have

6.16) IV
— Z (ba)s, (ab)1)E | Dy, [(—A GV AP TT ]| + Z (ba):, (ba);
1#£1
{a(ba (e A T v + Z ((ba)y, (ab)s [a(ab)2 [(—Ak
i1
a AN T . } + Z ((ba)r, (ba)s [a(ba)2[<—AbaG§”A§”> HTZ-]}
i£1 i#1
Y ) W0 g g, (- arc a0 TT )]
ab k>2 ae{(ab)1,(ba)1,(ab)z,(ba)2 }* ’ i#1
= % > E|Dhan [(~A" G A TT Tl + 2 Y E [0, [(-A"G10 AL
ab i#1 ab
1] + 2 > B0, [(—amc A" [T 1]
i#1 ab i#1
+ 25 B [Opal(-am 6 AN T 1]
ab i#1
+33 3 7“((6‘21’ Yy, [0 ((=akc AP [T )]
ab k>2 ae{(ab)1,(ba)1,(ab)2,(ba)s }* ' i#1

1 1 1 1
= =T 4 2T + 2y + —pr + T,
n n n n
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The symbols 71,7, p are same as defined in the Condition B.Il For convenience, we list

those down below,
r((ba)s, (ab)1) = E[(ba)y, (ba)1] = E[|(ba): "] = %

(b, (b)) = Ef(ba)s, (ba)a] = .

1
r((ba)y, (ab)s) = E[(ba)y, (ab)s] =: —7,
and
k((ba)s, (ba)y) = 1 _Jo when X® in condition Bl is C-valued,
R I /n when X® in condition B.1is R-valued.
We delegate the calculations of the factors T' 1(1), T2(1), T. 351), T, 4(1), T5(1) in the following sub-

sections.
6.1.1. Evaluation of Tl(l),Tél),Tg(l), T4(1). Let us first evaluate Tl(l) as follows;

(6.17) TV

= > B[Oy, (-2 A0 [T )]
ab

i#1

b3 (CRECE Pl ]

4 Z E[ ("GP AP) S O, (- 060 A) TT 1]

i#1 G#L
nI + Z [ AbaG >ZC<—AabG§1)A§1)
i£1
1) Aa 1) 1)
+ OGO AGOD A >Hrj]
J#Li
=t + Y B[Y ((-amE APy —at G Al
i#1 ab
+ (—arEP APy e are? a) T 1]
J#1,i
—_— (S +—ZE[G(1A 'EGY ANV E, + GOV AY B,V AV By)
1#1
[17]+5 > Bl al Ec AP wc s,
L4 2n 4
YEIR] i#1
— GP AP B, A0 W<1>G§”E1>Hrj]
J#Li
o m € (1) 4 1) D) 4D ot
— —n +%;E[(Gl AV EGM AV
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— WA GO AD GO phy HT]
J#Li

Here, ]2(1) is same as defined in (6.I4), and Ey, Ey, E, ET are same as defined in (G.6]).
Similarly, we can calculate

6.18) T

1 /
=52 B[ A [T 1) + 5 SB[ AP BAL) () E
ab i#1 1#1
—aP AP B WO G B T] T]},
]#172

6.19) 1Y
:iZE[«;gl) VEGP AP B + ¢V AV G >A§2>W<2>G§2>ET>HTJ},
n
i£1 j#1,
(6200 T

d
SB[ (AR AT B + @ AP B GP A

i£1
(G AV B GP AP OGP B 4 (1 A B,GP AP RGP 2>)

where A' denotes the transpose of matrix A.

6.2. Reduced form of IV + ?), Now, we use the above expressions of Tl(l), Tz(l), Tgfl), T4(1)
and T5(1) in conjunction with (6.16)) to evaluate IV + ). First, we notice that the expression

of ]él) in equation (6.16) contains the factor Tl(l) + 71T2(1). But, as per the definition of 74, it
can take two possible values; 7; = 0 (complex value case), and 7; = 1 (real value case). In

the first case, as per the equation (6.16]), we observe that T2(1) will not have any contribution

to the Iél). In the rest of the section, we present the calculation for the second case i.e.,
~v1 = 1. The other case when v; = 0 is discussed in Remark [6.3

6.21) TV 41
=T + Tg”
— _nI2(1 _'_ Z |: G(l ab gl)Agl))abHTi]
i£1
+ > E [<Gl AP B AD + (AN Gy B

~ A B AW OGY 1 (@) w6 ED TT 1),

7 (2
J#Le



Thus, from (€14), €I16), 619), 620), and E21]) we have
(6.22) W

(I + 11V + 1§V)

1 1
:4%”+ﬂ”+—ﬂ”+—ﬂ”+lﬁ”+£ﬂ”+ﬂ9>

—1 [HT} 2n2 E[(Gl NERY abH’r}

i#1 ab i#1

+FZE[ DADE(GDAY 1+ (A (¢ B

i#1
- GPAPE(E A WOED 1 (@)l ) TT 1]
J#Li
d
+ S D E|(GPAVEGP AP BN + (G AV EGP AP WGP E)
1#£1
cdp (1) (@) (1) 4(1) 1 ~(2) 4(2)
HTj] ZE[ DAV EGP AP By + (GP AV E,GP AP By))
AL
[T 0]+ S5 el Ay
J#Li
+(GAl E2G<2A WG ) T ;).

J#Li

Similarly, an equivalent expression of I?) can be obtained as well. Now, by using (6.13),
the expressions of IV from (6.22), and an equivalent expression for 1, we have

i€[p]
=1V 4 a7 — [HT}—d [HT}
1#£1 1#1
/ d
+ 3 E[<G§”>ab<a A T 1] + 55 > B[l A [T 1]
ab i#1 ab 1#1
2
+ 5 2 E[(GANB(EPAY + Ay B - VAV B AP G
i£1
+ (@YW G EY T 1] + 5 QZE[ (G AP E(GP AP
J#Li il

+ (AP (@) *—G%”A?’E(GE”AE”W@)GE”+<G§2>W@ (AP (G ET)

[T 7]+ CdVZE[ VA EGP AP EY TT 1]
J#1 i#1 - J#Li




cd')/ ZE[ DAY EGVAVEN T 1) ] cdp ZE[ GUAVEGPAD Ry

1#£1 VEIR}
+ (@AY EGP AP E)) T T } cdp ZE[ GPAPp WAV R,
2 Es 2n2 1 1V 4y 1
J#L 1#1

+{GYAYBGY AT E)) ] Ta} " Cd—v(ZE[<G§1)A§1)EG§2)A§2)W(2)G§2)ET )

J#Le i#1
H T, ] + ZE[ (G A A(I)W(I)GEI)ET> H TJ‘D
J#Li i#l Pty
d
+ s ZE[ AV AV EGP AP WGP E) 1 (G A E,GP AP WGP By))
11 Tj] < ZE[( AP E G AV WG By)
J#Li
+(GPAP EGP AW O G ) 11 T]
J#Li
(6.23)
— eV +ar?® [HT}_CZ [HT]
1#1 i#£1
2 2
+ —S + —Sél + d_25(2) CdVS ’Yséz) CdPS
cdpsf cdv (S " S ) cd S cdp5(2

2n 91,2

We note that the SZ- terms actually originated from the cumulant expansion (6.16]), when

k =1, and the Ti(t) terms originated from the terms corresponding to k > 2.

6.3. Evaluation of Si(t) terms in (6.23)). Now, we proceed to the evaluations of Si(t). The
evaluation of Sét)s are explained in the Subsection [6.3.1] and rest are calculated in the

Subsection [6.3.2]

6.3.1. Ewvaluation of Sét)s. We shall use the notation Gét) = (GW)%. We first identify the

main contributing terms in Sél) as follows;
(6.24) SV
=S B[(GI AP EEAD + (A
i#1
— GV AP E(GEDAYWOGY + (@) wOAM) G EY TT 1 ]

1
J#Li

=ZE[{<G§”A§”E<G§1’A§” + (A (CM)) ENE

i#1
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+(GSIG AV GV AP GV EY + G1VS[GT AY BV (AN GV B
GV AV EGY AN WO GV B — ¢V AP EGOW (A“)GlET)}

11 TJ]

J#Li
=NE [{(Gf)Agl)E(GEl)AE” + (AN G EN +(GPsiaV AV E
i#1
G AVIGVEN + GlYsIeV AV EGY(AM) G } IT ]
J#Li
~ ZE[{ (G AVBG AN WG B
1#1
+ W AY EGOWO (AN G } I, }

YESIR)

In the following dlscussmn we show that the main contribution comes only from the terms of
the form Ggl)A G(1 A YE! and G S[Ggl)Agl)EGgl)](Agl))tGgl)ET. The main ingredient
here is the local law as stated in the Theorem |, which gives us the following estimates;

625)  [GPAPEGY AV E - (), AV EY]
_ ClAVEAVE] (( w1 ! )
k() 2] (i) D) Gr® " (B ) "

1
- O<( 4 172121 )’
nlzr — zi*nki () 2|87 BV
where [(35)D] > |2 — 2]? is from Lemma B4 and nY = min{n,, n;}.
(GSIG AP BGIAD )G BT = SI(M©)35 (AN (M W)™
=[(S[G1" AV EGN A G EIGY — S[(MW) 1 1AL (M) 5|

AVE
1 1 i 2
<<cz||A§>E||||A§>ET|| (- ! >)
k()21 (55) ) (BT Vol (1(Br) O ki)
1
n?lz =zl (ke Pl 57161

Now, for the error terms in (6.31]), we shall use the bound

6.27)  E[(GVAVEGYADWOGYEN? L E(GH AP EGIW O (A G B 2

1 2
5 ( i1 AW 2 ) !
it By |18:
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which we shall prove at the end of this section in Corollary In addition, using the (G.2l),
RRIBS + and the local law Theorem E.T], we obtain that

|7

o o 1
1@ — D ey L qia® @ @y o (L
(G &) + d(G! &0+ O«

(6.28) — 0. <\/T_n) oy (m) —0. (m)

where 3F := min{ﬁfl), 52.(2)}.
Thus, by using ([6.27) and(6.28)), we have

(6.29) ’n‘zE[(Ggl)Agl)EGEI)AE”W(I)GEI)ET) +(GP AV EGIW O (ADYGVEN] T Tj’
J#Li

1/2
l H |5 | — ] ( \<G§1)A§1)EGgl)Agl)W(l)Ggl)EU\2) /
\Y4 J

+ (IE|<G VAV EGOW D (A G ET>|2)1/2>

1
Ll;[ |B |\/”—77J] <n77177i77ii‘5ik”52k|)

:;H\ﬁlwmwm( 1 )
n’ B:l/mm; N\ 55 67

1 1
2 li H * X
n2nlt/mn; \5 |/

(nn}) QHW f|\/mny

_ v
(nmi)?’

where 1 is defined as follows;

1
(6.30) Y= H N

Now, in ([6.24)), using the estimates (6.25)), (6.20]), (6.29) along with the notations defined
in ([6.33]), we obtain the expression of n_zSél) as follows;

1
(6.31) —SS’

2ZEl{ Zz,Zgﬂhﬂlg)ﬂLVu (Zz‘72_j777i777j>
i#1
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1 1
+O<< ; 1 0, T ; 1 1 )}
nlzn — 2| ) V280180 n2lz — 2l i) 2l 8|81

1
I1 T,} - ZE{{<G§1)A§1)EGE”AE”W(”GE”ET

j#1, i£1
+ AV EGOW O GV EN L TT T }
YEIR}
1 {/(T) 1
— 2 Vi + O<<
w ; nlz =zl ki) 218018

‘12 (1’\\5§I>\>}E[ []7]+o- <(ni>2)

n2\z1 — zi[*(nd)2mnil B; A1,
y0 1 1 1
‘Z{ eI o (o * o= * =)}
= n2 ZVM E[ H } + errory,

i#1 J#Li

—_

where Vl(il) is defined below. Similarly, we can evaluate n_sz) as follows;

(6.32) ZE[ APE(GP AP 4 (AP (@) Ef
1#1
B G§2)A§2)E(ng)AZ@)W@)GEz) +(GD) W (AD) Gy ) BN H - ]
J#Li
= QE[HT}jLO w( L, ! + ! )
: n2 LIL TN )2 T onnblz — st (ank)3z -zl
i#1 J#Li
1 /\
== Z Vl(f)E[ H T]} + errory,
n i£1 G#1,i
where ‘/1(;) (Zi7 Zj7 i, 773) = ‘/1(;) (Zi7 Zj7 i, 77]) + ‘/1(;) (Zi7 Z_j7 i, 77]) with
(633) Vi i= ((MO) AVET) + (MO)5 (AD) ET)
(ST, ACY MO + (SIOTO)E, (A0 (MO

2mymy (2 u R 2+ (| ] P (0~ 4))

Y)@( )[1 + (ug Uit)||Zl|Zi|)2 — (mgt)ml(-t)) 2u uEt 217
2P m () + @) ) (ol + (o Pzl
BB+ () a2 — )2 — 20, 2
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®)

where 1% = (my”)? = (" Plaf?, 7 =1 = (m")? = ()|l

Remark 6.3. If the matriz X® fmm Condition[31 is considered to be complex-valued, then
v1 = 0. In this case, the term T ) does not contribute to ]( in (616). Consequently,
the terms (Agl))t(Ggl))t and (GIYW O (ANYGY won't appear in the expression of S
and 552) in (©24). As a result, lﬁ(il)(zi,z’j,ni,nj) and Vl(f)(zi, Z;,Mi,m;) do not appear in the
eTpressions for/z_zSél) and n_QSéz) in (©31) and (©632), respectively. Therefore, in this

case, we have Vl(f)(zi, 25, Miy M) = Vl(it)(zi, 2, Miy M) -

6.3.2. Fwvaluation of SZ-(t) s, wheni=1,3,4,5,6. Let us first start with Sél) and 53(,2). We shall
follow the local law stated in Theorem .1

CllAl

nm

(6.34) (G — M)A <

which gives us the following estimate;

(6.35) (GVAVEGY A BT
= MY AVEMS AYET + MY AV E(GY — M) AP B

+ (G0~ MOADBEMPD AVE! 1 (G~ MO AVEGY - M)AV B!

s s 1
1 i *

Now, we shall use this estimate to evaluate S?El) and S?Ez) as follows;

1
(6.36) o S0 4 50
Z%ZE{«ngAg)EGf)AE”EU + (G AP EGY AV EY) T] T}

n 1#£1 i
ZE{( M(2 A(2 ET> <M1(2)A§2)EMZ-(1)AZ(-1)ET>
i#1

o) ) T]
(iaamame)) 11

1
=2 {n—E [(<M1(”A§”E1M£2)AE2)E2> + (MOVAD B M AP )
i£1

+ (MO AP B MY AV B + (M2 AP B A ) 17, }

J#Li
Lo, (wlﬁfllﬁ?\\/—mm)}

20|51 57
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= ()10 DD L e, @, 0
;{"2(51 b pUmm e ZZZl)+ﬁ£1)5§ s (4m mi Ptz

1
+ 21 50 (47”( 'mPul! )ugz)ziz_ﬂ + 75(2)5( ) (4m(1)m§2)u(1)u§ )zlzl))
1 Pi 1 Pi
5[ 1) +o<<W2”f”)}
i#Li e
Z $m@m® Oy @ R(zr,) N $mDm @y Oy @ R(zr,)
TR 3® 30 5050
i#£1 7 1 ) 1
E[ H Tj} } + errors.
J#Li
Similarly, we can evaluate Sﬁ(tl) and Sf) as follows;
(6.37) (S(1 52
1 <(1 —ﬁ}l))( (2)2 (2)\21_ 12
= =\ aae () + (7))
7 {"2 6
(1 —69)) (2)\2 (2)\21,.12 (1- P)) (1)\2 (1\2)_ 12
(2) p(1) ((mz )7+ ()il )+ 2) (1) ((mz )"+ (u; )‘Zz|)
B by s
(-5 O\
o ()2 + @) B[ T] 1) + 0<%
B b £ nn;
_ {g(za - A= 87) | 20— 80 _@w))E[ M)
B 2 1) 52 2) H(1 J
G o LU
P/
" O<< nnl
1
= D (=2){0, ()0, () + 0y, o )am(mg))}za[ I1 Tj} + errors,
i#1 foiy

where in the last equality, we have used (1 — 3%)/p®" = —19,(m®) from (£3). Now, let us
move to evaluate the terms Sfl), S§2). As per the definition,

5 = S B[Ga(e A I

ab 1#1
— o [(Gi”Aﬁ”E(G?’)tEw 1T Tz} .
i#1
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We observe that (Ggl)Agl)E (Ggl))tEU is same as the expression in the second equality in
(68). Therefore, using (6.8), we obtain

S(l)

—Z { Man (G AN abHT]

1#1
m
={7am g (1 = ()7 + 2P aa? — (5 + 27)

(1o ) eI

1#£1

:{%n&h log (1 — (u{")? +2(u{"|z1|* — (u{")2(z3 + 512))}E[H 1)

i1
P
O <|%zl|<nm>3/2)

(6.38) ::%‘amlog@—(ug’) P2l — @)+ 22)E[[] 1
1#£1

+ errors,

Similarly, we can evaluate S\” as well. Now, for all the other terms in (623), namely
Sél), Sé2), Sél), and Sé2), we shall use the following bound from Lemma [G.GL

(6.39) E|(GY A EGHY APWEGE B2

1
— < < 2.
O (‘5§t)|2‘5'(8)‘2n27]4)’ for1 <t#s<2
Now, using (6.39), similar to the (6.29), we have

(6.40) ni (S5 + 82 + 88V + s8)
_ 0 (%/W L OV )

S\ ()2 (np)?
=0 (1&77;1;];) =: errory.

Thus, from (£.23), (€31), €.32), (€.306), €.37), (€.38),(6.40), and using the expressions of

%l), %2) from Lemma we have
|:H C G(l A(l 51(1)> + d<_W(2)GZ(2)AZ(2) . 552)>:|
1€[p]
=1V 4 dr® - [HT}—CZ [HT}jLiS“
i#1 1#1
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d @2, ¢, @ @ oy
M T R L M w it R
cd
+ 2—n§ (S8 + 5% + 5 + 58

?

(S59 + 85 + S8V + S8y

= IV +dT — e(—a,, (1 - (u§1>>2 + 2(u§1>>3|zl|2

4dn
(202 + B[] + e, ) e[ [T T
i1 i1
1
= d(=0 (1= @) + 2 = ()2 + 2))E [ T] 1]
i#1
i(ka)20 (2)\4 '
(=222, (m)?) >E[gn}
+ 5350 log (1= (w2 + 20" = (D)2 + 52)E[ [] 74
i#1
+ errors + 2d2 5 9y log (1 — ( (2 ))2 + 2(u(2))3|zl|2 — (u?)? (22 + %%))
[HT] +er7’0r3+z 5 122 E[ H Tj]
1#1 K J#Li
d2V1- {8cd7m 'mPuPuPR(z2)
+» ——E T,| + errory + s
; 2n? []1;‘1[2 } ; 25(2 B (1)
2, @), 5,
n 8cd7m m, ?1 uy R(Z2) IE[ H T]} ¥ error
22 g7 AL
cd
+ 5 > (=2{0n (m)0y, () + 0y, (m)0,, ()} E| TT 1]
i#1 J#Li
+ errory + errory
(6.41) =T 4 dr? + cL(/Z;)H O (m{VY'E| T 0] + a2y o
i#1
¢ ‘/11 dQVM
E[HTZ] +Z 2n?2 [H } Z 2n?2 E[HTJ}
1#1 1#1 YEIR) 1#£1 YEIR}
N Z {BCdvm DVt )u( "R (zz) N 80d7m D2 )u(l)ug IR (z2) }
i#1 n2p” 2n28," Y
cd
DRI RS ( D)y, () = 0, ()0, (m{))
J#Li i#1
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E[ H Tj} “+ errory + errors + errors + errory.
J#Li

6.4. Evaluation of T\ terms 1n (623). We evaluate 7" on the RHS of (G16) for k = 2
and k > 3 separately. Recall T ) from (610)

K((bCL)lv Oé) ba ~(1) 4(1)
(6.42) > 3 SR aa(<—A GV AS >HL) .
ab k>2 ae{(ab)1,(ba)1,(ab)2,(ba)2 }* i#l

Now, let us consider the case when k£ = 2. In that case, letting o = (ay, ), we have the
following;;

(6.43) Oz ((—2G0 A T 1))
i£1
- (<—Ab“G§”A§”>)”(HL)
i#1
(—AkGA T,
+ 2 (I
+(—ataa) (T
i#1
= Hl + H2 + Hg.

Recall from page [[9 that 0,, denotes the derivative with respect to w,(;i). In general, we use
the shorthand notation «; to denote w,(;i). The same convention is used in the above, where
O, f is denoted by f’, 0,,04, f is denoted by f” and so on.

Notice that H; is non-zero only if both i, s, belong to {(ab), (ba):}. In that case, we

have the following expression;

(6.44) Hy = ((-A"GP AP T 1
i#1
= (Ol =A"G AP [T T
i#1
= (-ama ey A IT .
i#1

where (AGgl))k = AGgl)AGgl) . -AGgl), and each A is either A% or A" depending on the
context.

Similarly, Hs is non-zero when at least one of a; and ay does not belong to {(ab)s, (ba)s}.
Thus, taking derivatives with respect appropriate variables, we have

Hy = ((—ArGP A (HT)

i#1
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hS]

(6.45) = (ACGIAGH AD) (c<—W<1G AGPAD 1 AGH AD) )HT

j=2 i#1,

hS]

+(AlGOAGE ADY (d<—W GIAGY AP 4 AGP AP ) I1
j=2 i#l,j
Finally, no particular choice of oy, ag completely nullifies Hs. Therefore, taking all possible
derivatives,

6.46)  Hy = (—aGAD) (T] T)

i#1

bS]

= (—=A"GPVA ST (2w (GEPA2PGV AL — AGH A TT 1
Jj=2 i#1,5
p
+(=AMGY AP N 2dWA(GP ARG AP — (AGY2ATY) T 1

j=2 i#1,j

p
+(=A"GP AP ST (-G AGH AD) + AGH ADY)
=2
i
(d(=WOGPAG? A7 + AGP AY)) T] T
z;él sl

When we perform the a-derivatives in (6.42)) using the Leibniz rule, we get sum of product
of normalized traces. Each product in the sum is a product of p terms. Among those p terms,

at least one or more (say, r many) are of the form ((AGEI))kiA§1)>, (W (GEI)A) G AWy,
or (W® (G-z)A)kiG(z)AZ@)) with k; > 0, k; = k+ 1. Rest (i.e., p—r many) are of the form

WOGEWAD 4 My L DG AD 4 @)y For example, in the expression of Hj, we have a

termzof the form <Ab“G§1)A§1)><(AG§1))2A§1)> [1iz1; i For this particular term, k = 2 and
r=2.

In the rest of this section, we shall analyze the cases for different values of £ and r. We
shall see that the significant contribution comes only from the case when k£ = 3. Prior to
that, we rewrite the self-renormalized terms as

—~

~

S~

WOGOARGH AD)
— (G(t)A(t)W(t)(G(t)A)k)

k—1
j=1
k—1

(6.47) = (GUAOWOIGONGOA)}T) + Y (GO AOB(GOA))

J=1

(G(t)ET(G(t)A)j).
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Now, we analyze the cases for different values of k£ and 7.

6.4.1. Contribution of (IEEI) to T ) when k = 2,7 = 1. This is essentially H; from (©44).
We argue that the term (AGl AGgl AGgl Agl ) will have insignificant contribution. Since it
is a product of three A‘”Ggl)s, and «; € {(ab)1, (ba), }, at least one of the term in this product
will have an off-diagonal entry of Ggl). For example, the term (AbaGgl)A“ngl)AbaGgl)Agl))
simplifies to (2n)~! Z’(Gﬁl’)m(Gﬁ”)bb(Gf’Ag”)ab, which contains an off-diagonal entry. Such
a term (along with the prefactor n=%/2) can further be estimated by proceeding in the same
way as in ([6.9]), as follows;

(648) —1 3/222 G(l aa 1 bb(G(l A(l)

a<n b>n
2

BRE

_0 ( 1 N 1 )
N\ g0 )

6.4.2. Contribution of ©42) to T." when k = 2,r = 2. From (6.45) and (646), we see that
this case consists of the expression of Hy and the first two terms of Hs, which is written as
follows;

1 1
E1,GPVAVE) + 0 ( )
74 2+ O e 5 (2

(6.49) (AGVAGH AN AGDAD — whaD AGH AW
+ (A*GPAGY AV AGP AD — wAEP AGP AP
+ (=APGI AN 2(=AGPAGT AD L OGP AGTY AGH ADY)

+ (=ARGP AN (2(~AGPAGT AP + WGP AGP AGP APY).

7

In the rest of the subsection, we find the most contributing factors of the above expression.
The essential tools are the isotropic local law, and accumulation of the diagonal terms from

G or GV AW in the product, and the following estimate (G50

][ [yl Bl
ni/2p3/2

(6.50) (x, GYBWYGWy)| <

which can be obtained by following the techniques in Lemma [6.6l Let’s see how these
principles are applied to obtain the estimates. For example, the highest contribution from
the first four factors may arise from one of the following scenarios;

1 /
65) =3 (6l G A (G A ) = (G AT WOGY),)
ab

 (G)aa G A (G AP0y — (G AP W OGP ) )

1
:O<< 3/2, 5(1 1 )
smu* 180118




The above is obtained from the following estimates (6.52)) and (6.53]). The following calcu-
lations are similar to ([6.9]).

1 /
(6.52) > (GG AP (G AL
ab
1 ’
:WZ {(mgl) + (Ggl) _ Ml(l))aa) <(M1(1)Agl))bb
ab

(@ M) AP), ) (A0 + (@ a0 )
o (A AP A+ (6 2)40),)

+ (G(l M(l))aa(M(l A(l )b ((Mz(l)Agl))ab + ((G(-l) N Mi(l))Az('l))ab)

b
+mi? (G = V) A )((Mf”AE”>ab+<<G“ MDY AN )
+ (G — M)A, (G — M) oo (MY AN

+(E - AN )}

_0 ( 1 ( 1 n N 1 n2 . 1 .

o (-] "
N S I RV S R R R

.t nt 1 =mn, 1 n 1
I KRV e | L | R AV

N 1 n 1 N 1 n 1 1)
BDNBY A 808D m /i /i
1
:O<< 172, A(1 1 )’
3?1 60188

1
(6.53) WZ’(G&”) G AN, (@D AW O G

and

ab

WZ{ (A (AW OGL),

+ (G(l . Ml(l )aa (Ml(l)Agl))bb(Gl(l)Al(l)W(l)Gz(l))ab
+mi (G - M)Al (G AP W OGD)

ab

+ (G = M) AD) (G - Mf”xm(GE”AE”W“GP)@}

o (1 1 n L1 ( 11 n
N AN E R
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N n? 1 N n? 1 1 ) )
| B0 0220221801y | B0 VI nt2g??| 80

1
:O< .
( 77177?/2\59)\\551)\)

Similarly, by using (6.47), (6.50), and the estimates from LemmaldT], we obtain the following
estimate for the remaining terms of ([6.49);

(6.54) 7/2EZ G(l (G(l Aﬁl)W(l)Gﬁl))ab(GE”)bb

) 0 (G EIGO) )
(G AYEGOY,(GV BTG ab)+ mEZ b A¢

(@W&Mﬂd%mdhw%«ﬂ&zmimmfﬁd%@

1
:O*< VQWaHmW)'

6.4.3. Contribution of (6.42]) to T5 when k = 2,7 = 3. This case consists of the remaining
terms of Hj (see (6.40)), which were not con81dered in the previous cases (i.e., k = 2,7 < 2).
The expression becomes

(—AlGHP A AGH AN — wOGVAGH AN AGP ALY - wGDAGH AV
+ (e A AGP AR - WGP AGH AP AGP AP - WGP AGE AP)
+(—AMGAPAGHY AL — WIGVAGH AVHAGY AP — WGP AGY AP

which, using (6.50]), we estimate by

(2

(6.55) e /QZ { GO AN, (G AD),, — (@M AP W OGN,

((Gg.”A(.U)ab — (G A<.1>W<1>G<.1>) b) — (G“)A“))ab((c;@ AD)

p— _< .
it 2203 50 || 5D 5P

In summary, from the (6.48), (C.51)), ([6.54), and (6.553]), we have the essential estimates
for the terms of (6.42) when k = 2. However, none of estimates consider the attached partial
product [] Y;, where some of T;s are omitted. But this can be bounded by some form of

the estimate given in (6.30). Consequently, the updated estimates of (6.48), (6.51]), (6-54),
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and (6.55) will become as

Y ¥ Y Y
- (n3/2771 ) O (n%\/ﬁ) O (712?7?/2 ) o <”5/277i77j)
respectively. Hence, the final contribution of (6.42)) in the case of k = 2 is O (#)

6.4.4. Contribution of (6.42)) to T5(1) when k > 3. Now, for k = 3, the RHS term of (6.42) is

(6.56) 3 3 WE {aa (<—AbaG§”A§”> I1 T)] .

ab ae{(ab)1,(ba)1,(ab)z,(ba)2}3 i#1

Before considering this case, let us look at the following remark which summarizes the
estimate types from previous three subsections.

Remark 6.4. (1) If we have the following sum;

1
SI[ae!
ab i=1
where o; € {ab,ba}, then we have the following two cases.
e If1 is odd, no product term in the sum can consist entirely of diagonal entries;
there must be at least one off-diagonal entry in each term.
o [fl is even, it is possible to have a product term where all the entries are diagonal.
(2) If we have entries such as (th))ab or (th)Az(.t))ab, then these are decomposed as

(Mi(t))ab + (th) — Mi(t))ab or (Mi(t)AEt))ab + ((th) — Mi(t))Ai)ab respectively. Now,
the terms (Mi(t))ab or (Mi(t)Agt))ab yield a significant contribution if these are diago-
nal terms. Therefore if a product term contains a off-diagonal term, it does not give
any significant contribution, which is further explained in the following point.
(3) If we have off-diagonal factors such as (th)—Mi(t))ab, ((th)—Mi(t))Agt))ab, (Gf.t)AEt)W(t)th))ab
etc. in the product terms, then using the local law (Theorem[4.1]) or (G.50), we ar-
gue that such terms do not give any contribution. This was demonstrated in the
derivations (6.48), (6.51)), (€.54), and (6.55).
(4) In ([6.42)), after performing the a-derivatives, we obtain a sum of product of terms,
where each of the product is a product of p-terms. Essentially, the terms in the product
can be categorized into two categories (a) the terms in [[, Y; which are affected by
the derivatives (b) terms in [, Y;, which are unaffected by the derivatives. The
terms, which are affected by the differentiation, will be a normalized trace of the
form <(AGY))]‘“AZ-) or <W(t)(G§t)A)kiG§t)A§t)), where k; € N. Moreover, the first term

<—AbaG§1)A§1)) is also a normalized trace. Owerall if there are v many normalized
traces, this will give a pre-factor of n~ "~ +1/2 (including the cumulant estimate
©.3)). This is also mentioned on page[38. Additionally, > _ ki =k + 1.

(5) Now, if the product contains all the diagonal entries (similar to ([6.10)), we may get
some contribution. In such cases, we still have the pre-factor n="~%*+1/2 " Giving a
naive bound (of constant order) to each of those diagonal entries, the prefactor will

get reduced to n~"=*=3/2 We loose a factor of n* because the sum ., contains 2n*
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many terms. From here, it is clear that the leading order contribution comes from
the case k = 3.

Now, for k = 3 proceeding as (6.43]), we can identify the terms which contain all diagonal
entries. The terms which can possibly contain all diagonal entries are of the following forms;

(AGUAGHAGYAGH AYY,  (AMGPVAGH APVWAGY AGY AD).

For the second types of terms, we notice that a = ((ab)1, (ab)i, (ba);) yields a terms having
product of diagonal entries, which can be evaluated as follows;

K ((ba)l, (ab)l, (ab)l, (ba)1> Z,<AbaGgl)Aangl)Agl)><AabG§1)AbaG§1)A§1)>

ab

K /
S G0 (G A (G GO AD),

1
— (a)u1 'm§1>m§1)(Ml(”Aﬁ”)bb(M,.“)Af-”)aa + O, (T)
32t By, |2

1
= (M)H <M(1)><Mi(1))(Ml(l)Agl))(Mi(l)Agl)) + O <T>
n5/277*/ |5fz|2

The other choices of a which give a significant contribution are a = ((ab)s, (ba)s, (ab),),
((ab)1, (ab)a, (ba)s), ((ab)l, (ba)g, (ab)). Combining all the contributions, we obtain

23 wl(bay, ) A GAN G (AR ACGRAL)

=(MhWMPMMPMMPAPMMpAP>

n2

N (%;212 (MDY MO (M ALY (1P 4@

O (W> O <”377*|512 2>

(H4)12

_. (Ka)11 (1) (2

= 2 2 Ul Uz 2 2 Ul UvZ <n5/2 1/2|/8 |2>
where,
(6.57) U = VUMY MO ALY = =0, (m{7)

V2

Similarly, for the first one, only a = ((ab);(ba)1, (ab);) gives significant contribution as
follows;

ZZ (ba)r, a)(AMG AGH AL G AP G AY)

(H4)11 (W31, () 1 1
- MO AN o (—— Viro (—
no TR o) + O Gamam)
1
(6.58) = ! Z”;L)“am mM) + o, (7‘)

n2m ‘551)
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The above calculation is same as (6.10). Thus, we can conclude for the & > 3 terms in (6.15))
that

GONEDIY alla L {% (-2 a1 T,-)]

ab k>3 ae{(ab)1,(ba)1,(ab)2,(ba)s }* 1#1

LK 1
_ ( 4)11 8771 (mgl))4E |: H Tz] + Z ﬁ (C(H4)11U1(1)Ui(1) —+ d(l‘€4)12U1(1) UZ(2))

An i£1 i£1
1
E{HTJ}HL ——— )JE| [ ¥:| + O« (—) {HT]
j£i,1 <”2U1|ﬁ§1)‘> [i;él } 5/2 1/2‘51 |2 j£i,1
t(ka)1n (1) 1 7 W) 77(2)
= — 1 8771 (ml )4E|:ETZ] —+ ; ﬁ(C(H4)11U1 Uz —|—d(:‘<&4)12U1 Uz )
1/2
E[ 11 Tj} +O<< wl - +¢(77*2) )
j#i,1 ”3/2771/ n
Thus, from page Il and (6.59) we have
(6.60) T
(kK 1
= — 7( 4211 8771 (mgl))A‘E |: H Tz] + Z ﬁ (C(H4)11U1(1)Ui(1)
i#1 i#1
1) 2 Y
+d(ka)12U1UP) [H T, ] +0<< " 1/2)
J#i,1
(2)

Similarly, we can evaluate 7y~ and we have the final expression for 7; 5(1) + T5(2) as follows;

6.61) W41

__ Uman 0y (m{")'E [ H Ti] + Z 2—7112 (0(54)11U1(1)Ui(1)

in i#1 i#1
+ d(m)me”U,.@))E[ I] T]} . L(Z‘;)” Oy, (m§2))4E[HTZ}
J#i,1 i#1
1 (o
+ Z 59 (0(54)22U1(2)Ui(2) + d(f<04)21U1(2) U'l H T + O “2a 12
i#1 2n j#i,1 3/ UE
_ ra)un (1)4 1 (W) 7(1)
- T 8171(7”1 ) E[ETZ] +;ﬁ(0(ﬁ4)11(]1 U;
+ d(m)me”Uf))E[ I] T]} - L(Z‘;)” Oy, (m§2))4E[HTZ}
J#i1 i#l
1
+ Z o2 (C(K4)22U1(2)U,-(2) + d(f<04)21U1(2) Ui(l))E[ H Tj:| + errors.
i#1 J#i,1
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6.5. Concluding the proof of the Theorem [3.3. From (6.41)) and (6.6I)) we have

=11

AW 1
ZC{ Sy [T + 3 g elr U

i#1 i#1

+ d(n4)12U1(1)Ui(2))IE[ I1 ’rj} } + d{ IGIES Oy, (m§2>)4]E[H T,}

j#i,1 in i#1

1
+y 53 (e(ka)2sUPUP + d(kg) n U Ui(l))E{ I1 T,} }
j#i,1
ety )E[T]7) + d“’j;;f” 0, (m) B[ T] 1)
i#£1 i#£1
+Z v, E[HT}JrZ Vi E[HTJ}
J#Li j#1
{80d7m mg )ugl) 52)3?(2_122-) N 80d7m m§2)u(1)u§2)§)‘ﬁ(z_1zi)}
i#l 26'(2 5 271261-(1 51
d
el [T v+ >3 (= 0 "), (m ) = 0y, (m),, ("))
J#Li

E[ H Tj] + errory + errore 4 errors + errory + errors
j¢1i

_22 (AU 0D + (r0)U P U E| T 1)
i£1 i1

(1)
+ch 2 (PO 1 Oy )E[HTJJFZCZ‘;I; E[HTJ

i#1 i1 i#1 J#1,i

v, Scdym®m{ uu? R(zr2)
- N IREDY 5 26(2) 0
i#1 £, i#1 n 1

Rcd M, 2, (1) (2)%—2,
N cdymy my u;  uy R(Z12;) E[HTJ}

e
2”2@( )@ : G#L

1 2 2 1
+ 523 (= On )2, (m) = 0, ()0, (m") )E[ TT 1]
i#£1 G#£1,
+ errory + errore 4 errors + errory + errors

AV + @V 4 8edy(L12 + LA + 2cdpNy;
oy e
: 2n? 4
i#1 YESR)
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+Z (k) UNUY + (k) U2 U + cd(ka) (U U + UM UE E T,

2
1#1 2n YEIR)

+ errory + errore 4 errors + errory + errors

o2 Z { <02V1(il) + d*V,D + 8edy (L + L) + 2cdpNy; + (k) UV UL

+ d2(/€4)22U1(2)U2-(2) + Cd(lﬁl4)12 (Ul(l)UZ@) + Ul(l)U1(2)))E[ H T]} }
]#172

+0-(v( Ly ! + ! T )
U\ ()2 etz = st (kP =zt Sz(am)32) )

where

' i , = ,
T o
and
(6.63) Ny = 0y, (mgl))ﬁm( ) + 0y, (m )>8m (ml(l)).

Thus, by induction we have

(6.64) IE[ 11 Ti]

ie[p]
=5 Z I1 { AV 4 PV 4 8edy (L2 + 12 + 2¢dpN,,
n PEH {i,j}eP

(6.65) + (k) nUOTY + P(12)2sUP TP + cd(ra)1o(UPTD + UOU )}

+0 (¢( Lo, 1 ! T ))
U)oz = gt ()P - lt 0 Szlan)3?) )

where 7, = min7;.
1

Now, we will estimate the bound (6.27) in Lemma However, before proceeding, we
will state the following lemma;

Lemma 6.5. [I4, Lemma 5.8] Let w; and z; be arbitmry spectral parameters with n; =
S(w;) > 0. Define G = (GO (wy), and let GV
their adjoints/transposes) interspersed with bounded deterministic matrices, e.g., G\ =
Agt)th)Ag)th)A:(f)th)Aff). Then for ji,jo,...,Jk and any 1 < s < t < k, we obtain the
following bounds;

(1) Isotropic Bound

denote products of resolvents (or

..... L)l < ||a:||||y||\ﬁnhmk(ﬂnh ).
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(2) Averaged Bound
k
-1
(G = v (L)
i=1

be same as defined in Lemmal6.3, and Agt) be deterministic

matrices with ||A§t)|| < |5i(t)|_1. Then we have the following estimate;
E[(GY AV EG AP WG E ]

1
:O.< 3 1<t7é$<2
(n2n;*\/3 2|5 \2)

Proof. Consider
E[(G1 A EG AW OGP EN P
=E[[(WOGPEGY AV EGE AP ]
= E[|(WPGD)].

Now, we compute E[| (WG 2] by using a cumulant expansion The following cumu-
lant expansion is similar to (6.14]), and the calculations thereafter.

E[(WPG)]
:_ZE (A GE) 0 (WOGDN)] + LD E [0 (AG) (WD)
ab

%ZE AbaG@ 8ba((W(2)G§,-2)>)}

DY X WE[aa(<Ab“G§?’><W<2>G£?>)]

ab  k>2 ae{(ab)2,(ba)2}*

(666)  =E[E[(WOG)(WIGE) + WOGPWIGE) + WGP W ar))|
’7 ! a ’y / o
o LB AT GINWAG)] + 1 JE[AGL) 0 (WHG)

YY)y el amg, o) aka,,60)

k>2 ab kitko=k—1 a1,z

YY) Yy e ety ey 6w, 6],

k>2 ab ki+tko=k ar,02

where «; € {(ba)s, (ba)s }¥i.
First, we bound the terms that do not contain self-renormalization terms, as we do not
need to expand them further. So, first consider the term

(6.67) E[(WOGDYWAGE] = 53 <G<2 EGYE, + GPE,GYE)
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G 1
- <2n2> :O<< 23 202 (2>2>’
nmlﬁl ||6z |

where we use the Lemma in the last step.
Now, we consider the next non self-renormalization term

Gox) 3 MRS Sm S g, 62 (ama,,62)]

k22 ab  ki+ko=k—1a1,02

1
- O-<< 1 2 >7
n3/202| B0 2] 8 |2

where we use the estimate |k((ba)s, a1, ao)|/k! < n=*+1D/2 of the cumulants from (6.5). Note
that from Lemma [6.5] we have the bound \(Gf ))ab\ < 1/m;. After applying the o derivatives
on these terms and applying Lemma [6.5, we get back the same bound. This justifies the last

inequality in equation (6.68]).
So far, we have examined the non self renormalized terms in the (6.66). To analyze the
self renormalized terms, which are listed at the end of the first line, in the second line, and

in the last line of (6.66), we do a further cumulant expansion as follows;

E[(A% 0, G7) (WP 00,G1)]
E[E(A",, (GPWAGT + GPWAGH) (W 20,,GP)]
71Z]E ((A%8,,G7y (AR, G)]

+ZZ S N E[(A%8,,05, G (A,,00,G2)]

1>2 cd l1412=191,92

(6.69) = %ER&al(Gg)AbaGgﬁ + G§2)AbaG§,~2))8a2(G( 712 E adc Adc

(22

0oy Gi7)) (A0, GI)] + %Z'EW@MGS )0ue (A0, G7)) ]

fYY Yy e Mz E[(A" 00,05, G ) (A*00,00,G17)]

1>2 cd l1+1l2=191,92
where ¥; € {(cd)a, (dc),}Yi. After inserting the first line of (6.69) back into (E.66), we
obtain an overall factor of n=2=(+1/2 a5 well as the >, summation over some 9n(G)aw,

where G is a product of five GEZ)’S. The sum >, has O(n?) many terms. Therefore, using
the bound |9, (G)a| < 7;*, we can estimate the sum by n?n=%2n;* = n=°/27% since k > 2.

Now, we turn to the last line of (6.69). When this is inserted back mto (6.60), we obtain
a total perfecter of n=( +1/2=3 "and a summation >/, > . over

(00,05, G2) (00,09, G)

Using the fact that 0,G® = —GOAPG® we observe that a single derivative of G®

yields one A. Therefore, the term Ab“&xl&glGS ) will have |aq |+ |Y1] +1 many As. Similarly,
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A, 85,G'? will have || + U] + 1 many As. The indices of As, such as A%, A etc,
determine the number of diagonal and off diagonal factors of G in the product. When
k =1=2, for |ag| + [91] = 3 or |ay| + |[¥1] = 1, all the entries are diagonal, which gives
a bound of n™'n; 2. In all other cases, at least two factors are off-diagonal, so the bound
is n~'n;? multiplied by a Ward improvement factor of (nn;)~', which is O(n=2n;%). Now,
when k + [ > 5, the bound are of smaller order.

Therefore, finally we obtain

RELESEED DD Db Db [7CAel JY{1LCN e 3

ki1+ko=k,k>2 ab oa1,a2
1
(6.70) —o( S )
n2nt B 21572
Finally, we consider the remaining terms in the first line of (G.60). After applying the
cumulant expansion, we obtain the estimate

L =t @@ A2 | AT A\ 1
AELETWAGE + 6RO = 0-( s

The above bound is obtained by piecing the following bounds together;

1
(G C < ———a
16 187

(6.71)

which are from Lemma [6.5

Similarly, we can estimate the remaining terms. For example, the second line of (6.69)
can be estimated in the same way as we estimated the third line of (6.69), with |[¢;] < 1
and || = 0 for the first term, and |5 < 1 and |[¢;] = 0 for the second term. Likewise, the
second line of (6.60) can be estimated as the last line of (6.66) in the cases |ay| = 1, |ag| =0
or |ag] = 0, |as| = 1. However, the estimates obtained from these will be less than or equal
to the previously obtained estimates. Thus, by combining (6.67)-(6.71) we conclude the
proof. O

Similarly we can prove the following estimate.

Corollary 6.7. [15] Let GZ@, G AY be same as defined in Lemma[G3. Then we have

il )

E[(G\ AV BEGY AV WOGYEN? = E|(GI)?

1 2
’S ( i1 2@ @) ) ’
nmniny| By |8;7 |

where 1, = min{n., 7;}.

7. INDEPENDENCE OF RESOLVENTS

Recall the definition of I} from (3.12)), where 7y = n~17% and 7, = n~'*% for some small
enough &g, d; > 0. The contribution of IJ to L,(f) is negligible by the virtue of the fact
that (G®)* () and (G®)?2 (1) are asymptotically independent if z;, 1; are in appropriate
regime. The exact technical conditions on z;,n; and the results are listed below.
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Proposition 7.1. [I4] Proposition 3.5] Fizp € N, and let XV is complex valued matriz. For
any sufficiently small wq, wp, wr > 0 such that wy, <K wy, there exist w,w, &y, 61 > 0 such that
W K 0y K 0 L w L wy, form=0, 1, such that for any |z| <1 —n""" |z — 2, > n™v4,
with I,m € [p|,l # m, it holds

(1) E[ﬁ«G(”)“(m»]

=1

np(wl+50)+51 nwl+350 )
)

E[((GM) (im))] + O < e Vn

Il
EE

N
Il
,_.

or any my,...,n, € [n~17% pTita]
n Tlp

We also have following Proposition [7.2] which is real analogue of the Proposition [7.11

Proposition 7.2. [I5, Proposition 3.4] Fiz p € N, and let X" is real valued matriz. For
any sufficiently small wy,,wyg > 0, there exist wy, dg, 07 with w, K 6, K w, K 1, for m =0,
1, such that for any choice of 1, 29, ... 2z, with

|Zl‘ S 1— n_‘“h, ‘Zl — Zm| Z n_“d, ‘Zl — 2m| Z n_“d, |Zl — 21‘ Z n_“d,
with l,m € [pl,l # m, it follows that

o {1060 ] - TTElE)” 6]+ 0- ().

=1

or any my,...,n, € [n717% pTita]
n Tlp

Combining the above two propositions, we state the proposition for (¢(GW)™ (1n;) + d(G®)™ (un;))
as follows.

Proposition 7.3. Fiz p € N, and let XU be either complez-valued or real-valued, and
Mooty € (71700, n=0 ] Then, the following holds.

(1) Complex-valued case: For any sufficiently small wq, wy,,ws > 0 such that wy, < wy,
there exist w,@,dy, 61 > 0 such that w, K 6, K © K w L wy, form =0, 1, such
that for any |zj] <1 —n"" |z — 2| > n~%, with I,m € [p|,l # m, it holds

(73) E[H (om) + (G o)

[Tzl

=1

EJ

p G o , nPwi+d0)+61 nwi+3do
2 .
M em) + d(GD) (em)] + O ( ( o + Jn ))
(2) Real-valued case: For any sufficiently small wy,wq > 0, there exist wy, &g, d1 with
wp L 0y L wy K 1, form =0, 1, such that for any choice of z1, 2z, . .. 2, with

|2)] S 1 —=n"" |21 — 2| 2079 |21 — Zp| =079 |20 — 2| > %4,

with [,m € [p],l # m, it holds

(7.4) {H () + d(GO) <Lm>>]
- 50



= [T Rl o + ) )] + 0 (2 () ).

nvx
=1

Proof. Consider

73 B[ TG (n) + () )|

=1

p
- ¥ {H (6 in)|
11,82,y ip€{1,2} =1
s=I{lii=1}]

On the RHS of equation (Z.5), we have terms like

E [<t1(G(i1))zl (i) (2 (G12))™ (i2)) (ta(G))™ (i) - (t,(G) ™ (imy))

where iy,149,...1, € {1,2}, and ty,ts,...t, € {c,d} with t, = cif iy =l and t, = d if §; = 2
So, we have the following cases.
Case 1. When i; =iy = --- = i,,. Then, from Proposition [7.1] we have

E{f{@(@( Zm] HE (GO (iny)]

=1
np(wl+60)+(51 nwl+360
ey +
nv \/ﬁ ’

Case 2. When not all 41,%,...,1%, are equal. Then, for fix 41,5 ...,%,, from Proposition
71, we have
B[

(G im))| = TTE[4(G™)™ ()]

=1

z*d

=1

~

np(wl+50)+51 nwl+350
+o( + )
A ne NLD
Notice that in Case 2, the matrices are different, i.e., GO and G, so the correlation
between them is smaller in comparison with the Case 1, which has the same matrix G
Thus, from Case 1 and Case 2 we have

B[ TGO (i) + ) in)

=1

- ¥

i1i2,.,p€{1,2} =1
s=|{l:;=1}|

=
—

(ea=(G) im) |

np(wl+5o)+61 n

- ¥ {ﬁE[(&dZ’—S(G“)“(im))]+0<( P m\;ﬁgéo)}

11,82,y ip€{1,2} =1
= {lii=1}]
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- ¥ {ﬁE[(&dI’—S(G“)Z’(im)H}

il,iz,...,ip€{1,2} =1
s=|{lii=1}]

p(wp+00)+d1 w;+3d0
+0. <2p (% + 2z ))

ne vn

— HE[<C(G1)21(i771) + d(G2)Zl(i771)>} + 0. <2p<np(wl;-io)+51 . nw\z/-i-;%))‘

Similarly, we can prove the independence of product of resolvents for the real-valued case

4. 0

1]

18]
[19]

[20]
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