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Abstract

We consider N x N Hermitian random matrices with independent identically distributed entries
(Wigner matrices). The matrices are normalized so that the average spacing between consecutive eigen-
values is of order 1/N. Under suitable assumptions on the distribution of the single matrix element, we
first prove that, away from the spectral edges, the empirical density of eigenvalues concentrates around
the Wigner semicircle law on energy scales 7 > N~ *. This result establishes the semicircle law on the
optimal scale and it removes a logarithmic factor from our previous result [6]. We then show a Wegner
estimate, i.e. that the averaged density of states is bounded. Finally, we prove that the eigenvalues of a
Wigner matrix repel each other, in agreement with the universality conjecture.
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1 Introduction

Let H = (hij) be an N x N hermitian matrix, N > 2, and let pu; < ps < ... < upn denote its eigenvalues.
These matrices form a hermitian Wigner ensemble if the matrix elements,

hij:BjiZN_1/2ZijEC, (1§Z<]§N), and hii:N_1/2£L'iiER, (1§Z§N) (11)

are independent random variables with mean zero. We assume that z;; (i < j) all have a common distribution
v with variance [ |z[?dv(z) = 1 and with a strictly positive density function h: R* — Ry, i.e.

dv(z) = (const.)h(z,y)dedy where z=Rez, y=Imz.
We will often denote g := —logh. Throughout the paper we also assume that
either h(z,y) = h*(z)h*(y), or h(z,y) =h* (2 +y?) (1.2)

with some positive function h* : R — R, i.e. either the real and imaginary parts of the random variables
25,1 < j, are independent and identically distributed, or the distribution depends only on the absolute value
|2:;]. The diagonal elements, z;;, also have a common distribution, d(x) = (const.)e 9 dz with g : R — R.
Let P and E denote the probability and the expectation value, respectively, w.r.t the joint distribution of
all matrix elements. The normalization (1.1) of the matrix elements and fixing the variance of dv to be one
ensure that the spectrum of H is [—2,2] + o(1) with probability one in the limit as N — oc.

For the special case g(z,y) = 22 +4?, g(z) = 2?/2, the hermitian Wigner ensemble is called the Gaussian
Unitary Ensemble (GUE). Due to the unitary invariance of the GUE matrices, the joint eigenvalue distri-
bution can be explicitly expressed in terms of a Vandermonde determinant and all correlation functions are
computable (see [12] for an overview). This approach can be applied for more general ensembles with unitary
invariance, i.e. for ensembles where the distribution is invariant under the transformation H — U~ 'HU for
any unitary matrix U (for a general overview via the Riemann-Hilbert approach see [4]). In particular, the
density of the eigenvalues converges to the Wigner semicircle law as N — oo and the truncated two-point
correlation function, appropriately rescaled, is given by the famous Wigner-Dyson sine-kernel in the bulk
spectrum, see [4, 13] and references therein (near the spectral edges a different universal statistics holds).
Higher order correlations can be expressed as determinants involving the sine-kernel. The order statistics
of eigenvalues can also be computed. The most important one is the nearest-neighbor level statistics, or
gap distribution, i.e. the distribution of the difference between two consecutive eigenvalues, pq+1 — o, in
the bulk. With an appropriate rescaling, the density function f(x) of the eigenvalue gap is universal. It is
characterized by f(x) ~ 22 near 0 that corresponds to a strong level repulsion. The large distance behavior,
f(x) ~exp(—x?), x> 1, expresses a strong supression of large eigenvalue gaps.

These properties of the eigenvalue statistics are conjectured to hold for much more general matrix en-
sembles beyond the invariant ensembles, in particular for general Wigner matrices. Numerical evidences
very strongly support these conjectures, nevertheless only a few rigorous results are known for ensembles
without unitary invariance (notable exceptions are the universality of the Tracy-Widom distribution for the
extremal eigenvalues [14] and the Wigner-Dyson sine-kernel for Wigner matrices with Gaussian convoluted
distributions [9]). In this paper we prove the strong level repulsion and a subexponential estimate for the
large distance behavior of the gap distribution.

For Wigner matrices, the Wigner semicircle law has been long established on scale of order 1, i.e. the
empirical counting measure of the eigenvalues (also called empirical density of states measure in physics),



on(E) =+ 25:1 0(F — j1a), converges weakly to gs.(F)dE (see (2.4)) in probability as N — oo (see [15] for
the original result). The weak convergence does not allow one to identify the local density of eigenvalues on
energy scales n < 1. Note that the number of eigenvalues in any interval of length 1 within [—2, 2] is typically
of order N, so the self-averaging property is expected to hold for the smoothed density of states as long as
the smoothing is on scale n > 1/N. In Section 6, using a necessary a-priori bound from Section 5, we prove
that the semicircle law holds on the smallest possible scales, i.e. for any interval of length > 1/N (Theorem
3.1). This removes the logarithmic factor in our previous work [6] and establishes the optimal result. As a
corollary, we obtain an optimal result on the delocalization of the eigenvectors (Corollary 3.2). The proof
is a bootstrap argument in 7; it relies on (non-optimal) bounds on the supremum norm of the eigenvectors,
which in turn, can be obtained by first establishing the semicircle law on a larger scale n > (log N)*/N.
Although the semicircle law on a larger scale and bounds on the eigenvectors were already established in [6],
the error bound was not sufficiently strong. Therefore, in Section 4, we first improve the results of [6].

In Section 7 we give an upper bound on the tail distribution of the distance between consecutive eigenval-
ues (Theorem 3.3). The bound is only subexponential in contrast to the expected Gaussian decay. In Section
8 we prove the Wegner estimate for Wigner matrices, i.e. that the averaged density of states, E on(E), is
uniformly bounded (Theorem 3.4). Note that the Wegner estimate is an information on arbitrarily short
scales, i.e. it is uniform in 1. On scales n < 1/N, however, the smoothed empirical density of states truly
fluctuates since individual eigenvalues near E' dominate, but the averaged density of states remains bounded.

Finally, in Section 9 we establish an upper bound f(x) < Cz? for the density function of the eigenvalue
spacing in the regime where x is small (Theorem 3.5). Apart from the constant, this upper bound coincides
with the prediction obtained from the universality conjecture on the level spacing distribution and it proves
that the level repulsion in Wigner matrices is as strong as in the GUE ensemble. We also give an optimal
estimate on higher order level repulsion. We show that the probability that there are k eigenvalues in a
small spectral interval I, with |I| = ¢/N (¢ < 1), is bounded from above by Ce*” in accordance with the
prediction from GUE that is based upon the explicit formula for the joint density function ~ [] i< (e —p15)?
of k eigenvalues.

We work with hermitian Wigner matrices, but our method applies to symmetric Wigner matrices as
well. In that case, the level repulsion is weaker, f(x) < Cz, in accordance with the explicit gap distribution
function for Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE).

We need to assume further conditions on the distributions of the matrix elements in addition to (1.1),
(1.2):

C1) There exists a dp > 0 such that
D := / exp [do|2[*]dv(2) < oo, D= / exp [Joz?]dv(z) < oo . (1.3)
C R

To establish the Wegner estimate and the level repulsion, we need some smoothness property of the density
function h. We assume that

C2) The Fourier transform of the functions h and h(Ag), with g = —log h, satisfies the decay estimate

! Ay (t, )| < !

|h(t,s)| < 1+ wa(2 +52)" T+ @a(t? + s2))"

(1.4)

with some exponent a > 1 and constants w,,w, > 0. (Note that aw, < % by the condition that the
variance is 1.)



In our previous papers [5, 6] we assumed that dv satisfies the logarithmic Sobolev inequality for the proof of
the analogue of Lemma 4.2 (Lemma 2.1 of [6]). M. Ledoux has kindly pointed out to us that by applying a
theorem of Hanson and Wright [8], this lemma also holds under the moment condition C1) only. We remark
that the original paper [8] assumed that dv was symmetric; this conditon was later removed by Wright [16].

Another assumption we made in [5, 6] states that either the Hessian of g = —log h is bounded from
above or the distribution is compactly supported. This was needed because we used Lemma 2.3 of [5],
whose original proof required the condition on Hess g. An alternative proof of this lemma was given by
Bourgain (the proof reproduced in the Appendix of [6]) under the additional condition that the support of
dv is compact. In this paper, we extend the results of [8, 16] and apply them to prove a weaker but for our
purposes still sufficient version of Lemma 2.3 in [5]. This approach requires no additional condition apart
from C1). Condition C2) will play a role only in Theorem 3.4 and Theorem 3.5.

In our previous papers [5, 6] we assumed that the real and imaginary parts of z;; are independent. It is
straightforward to check that all results of [5, 6] hold for the case of radially symmetric distributions (second
condition in (1.2)) as well.

Convention. We assume condition C1) throughout the paper and every constant may depend on the
constants do, D, D from (1.3) without further notice.

Acknowledgement. The authors are grateful to M. Ledoux for his remark that Lemma 2.1 of [6] follows
from a result of Hanson and Wright [8].

2 Notation and the basic formula

For any spectral parameter z = E +in € C, n > 0, we denote the Green function by G, = (H — 2)~!. Let
F(FE) = Fx(F) be the empirical distribution function of the eigenvalues

1
F(B) = Fy(E) = 7| {a : pa < E}} (2.1)
(in physics it is called the integrated density of states). Its derivative is the empirical density of states measure
1
E):=F'(F)=— ME — pia).
0(B) = F'() = 57 Y 6(8 o)

Its statistical average, E o(F), is called the averaged density of states. We define the Stieltjes transform of
F as

m=m(z) = %Tr G, = /]R dEFEEZ) , (2.2)
and we let v
Im m(z) 1 1 n
=— % = -y " ,
on(E) 7 Nr mTr G, Nﬁ; (e — E)2 1 12 (2.3)

be the normalized density of states of H around energy E and regularized on scale 1. We note that o(E) =
limy, 040 05(E). The random variable m and the random measures ¢ and g, also depend on N, when
necessary, we will indicate this fact by writing muy, on and o, n.



For any z = E +in, n # 0, we let
scC d
Mise = Mse(2) = / Osc(@)dz
R

r—z

be the Stieltjes transform of the Wigner semicircle distribution function whose density is given by

0ue(E) = 5=/~ FP1(|E| < 2). (2.4)

Let B®*) denote the (N — 1) x (N — 1) minor of H after removing the k-th row and k-th column. Note
that B*®) is an (N — 1) x (N — 1) Hermitian Wigner matrix with a normalization factor off by (1 — +)'/2.

Let )\gk) < )\ék) < ... < )\55)_1 denote its eigenvalues and ugk), o ,ug\l,c)_l the corresponding normalized
eigenvectors.
Let a®) = (heashia, . Pk g—1, Ak ks, .. - hieN)* € CN-1, ie. the k-th column after removing the

diagonal element hy , = hgr. Computing the (k, k) diagonal element of the resolvent G, we have

1 PN
G. (k. k) = T — 2 —a®) - (BR) — )~ 1a®) {hkk iy 2 B Z} ; (2.5)
where we defined
¢l = |[VNa® .ugk),2
and note that E{&k) = 1. Thus
1N L N=1 k) -1
m(z) = N Z lhkk —i- Z NG J (2.6)
k=1 a=1 "\«

Similarly to the definition of m(z) in (2.2), we also define the Stieltjes transform of the density of states of

Bk)
1 1 dF®) ()
() — (B () — T _
" m(z) N—-1""BK -z /R x—z

with the empirical counting function
1
k N
F® (z) = _1‘{a.)\g)§x}‘.

The spectral parameter z is fixed in most of the proofs and we will often omit it from the argument of the
Stieltjes transforms. Let Ej denote the expectation value w.r.t the random vector a*). The distribution of

B®) alk) and g&’“) does not depend on k, so we will often omit this superscript when it is unnecessary.
For any spectral interval I C R, we denote

Np=#{a : p, €1}
NF = gfa : AP e}

the number of eigenvalues in I of H and B%®), respectively. When we are interested only in the distribution
of \V, I(k), we drop the superscript k, but to avoid confusion with A7, we denote by N 1)\ a random variable
with the common distribution of Nl(k).

With these notations, the following basic upper bound on N follows immediately:



Proposition 2.1 Let I = [E —n/2,E + n/2] be an interval of length nn > 0 about the spectral point E € R
and let z = E +in. Then we have the following estimate on the number of eigenvalues in I:

—1

N P N e
./V}SC’nImZ [hkk—z—ﬁz T (2.7)
k=1 a=1 Ao
Proof. We have
En/2 dF(z
Ni :N/IdF(x) < ZNn/EW % < ZNnImm(z)
and using (2.6) we obtain (2.7). 0

3 Main results

The first main result establishes the semicircle law on the optimal scale n > O(1/N); the proof will be given
in Section 6.

Theorem 3.1 Let H be an N x N hermitian Wigner matrix satisfying the condition C1). Let k > 0 and
fix an energy E € [—2+ k,2 — k|. Then there exist positive constants C, ¢, depending only on k, and a
universal constant ¢1 > 0 such that the following hold:

(i) For any § < c1k and N > 2 we have
P(|m(E + in) — mee(E +in)| > 6) < Ce VN1 (3.1)
for any K/N <n <1, where K = 300/co and ¢y := mpsc(E) > 0.

(ii) Let Ny« (E) = N+ denote the number of eigenvalues in the interval I* := [E —n*/2, E +n*/2]. Then
for any § < c1k there is a constant Ky, depending only on §, such that

P{’% - QSC(E)} > 5} < O e VNI (3.2)

holds for all n* satisfying Ks/N <n* <1 and for all N > 2.

As a corollary to this theorem, we can formulate a result on the eigenvectors:

Corollary 3.2 Let H be an N x N hermitian Wigner matriz satisfying the condition C1), then the following
hold:

(i) For any k > 0 and K > 0 there exist constants C = C(k, K) and ¢ = c(k, K) such that for any interval
I C[-2+4k,2— K] of length |I| < K/N we have

]P’{EI v with Hv = pv, ||v|| =1, p € I and |vi| > NIz

M } < Ce VM (3.3)

for all M >0 and N > 2.



(i) For any k>0, K >0, and 2 < p < oo there exist C = C(k, K,p) and ¢ = ¢(k, K,p) > 0 such that for
any interval I C [—=2+ k,2 — k] of length |I| = K/N we have

]P){E v with Hv =pv, ||v||=1, p €I and |v|, > MNIIJ_Q} < Ce VM (3.4)

for all M >0 and all N > 2.

(i1i) For any k > 0 there exist C = C(k) and ¢ = c(k) such that
; M —cvV M
PdI v with Hv = pv, v =1, p € [-2+ K,2 — k] and ||v||cc > N2 < Ce (3.5)

for all M > (log N)* and all N > 2.

The second main result is an upper bound on the tail distribution of the eigenvalue gap; the proof is
given in Section 7.

Theorem 3.3 Let H be an N x N hermitian Wigner matrix satisfying the condition C1). Let k > 0 and
fix an energy E € [—2+ k,2 — k]. Denote by A, the largest eigenvalue below E and assume that o < N — 1.
Then there are positive constants C and ¢, depending on K, such that

K
]P>(/\a+1 —E> T a<N- 1) <Ce VK (3.6)

for any N > 1 and any K > 0.

The third main result is the Wegner estimate for the averaged density of states:

Theorem 3.4 Let H be an N x N hermitian Wigner matriz satisfying the condition C1) and condition
C2) with an exponent a =5 in (1.4). Let k > 0, 0 < e < 1 and set n = ¢/N. Let Ny be the number of
eigenvalues in I := [E —n/2, E+n/2]. Then there exists a constant C' such that

PIN; >1)<ENE<Ce (3.7)
uniformly for all N > 10, for oll E € [-2+ k,2 — k| and for all ¢ < 1. In particular,

NT
sup sup E[—} <C, 3.8
IC[—24Kr,2—k] N>10 N|I| (3.8)

and therefore the averaged density of states, E on(FE), is an absolutely continuous measure with a uniformly
bounded density, i.e.

sup sup Eon(E) <C (3.9)

|E|<2—k N>10

(with a slight abuse of notations, Eon(E) denotes the measure and its density as well). The constant
C in (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9) depends only on k and on the constants characterizing the distribution dv
via the conditions C1)-C2). The estimates (3.7)—(3.9) hold for N < 10 as well if, instead of C1)
and C2), we assume that the density function, (const.)exp(—g), of the diagonal matriz elements satisfies

o |9 ()] exp(—g(z))dz < oo.



Remark. The proof of Theorem 3.4 also gives a bound on the moments of the Stieltjes transform. By
inspecting the first step of the proof, we actually prove the stronger bound
sup sup  sup (Nn)E|m(E +in)> < C(k) (3.10)
E€[—2+k,2—k] N>10 0<Nn<1

and then we deduce (3.8) from this estimate by using N7?/(Nn) < Clm m(E + in) < C|/m(E + in)|. The

same argument used to prove (3.7) also gives bounds on higher moments of N7, of the form
su sup ENF < Ce, I=[E-— E+— 3.11
EE[—2+€,2—H] NZE)O ! [ 2N 2N] ( )
uniformly in € < 1 with a constant C' depending only on k and k. Both (3.10) and (3.11) extend to the case

N < 10, under the additional assumption [, [¢’(z)| exp(—g(x))dz < oo on the density (const.)exp(—g(z))
of the diagonal elements.

Finally, the following theorem establishes an upper bound on the level repulsion.

Theorem 3.5 Let H be an N x N hermitian Wigner matriz satisfying the condition C1). Let kK >0, >0
and set n = e/N. Let N1 be the number of eigenvalues in I = [E —n/2,E +n/2]. Fiz k € N, and assume
that condition C2) holds with a = k* +5. Then, there exists a constant C > 0, depending on k and k, such
that

PN; > k) < C e (3.12)

uniformly for all € > 0, for all N > Ny(k) and for oll E € [-2 + k,2 — k).

All these estimates hold away from the spectral edges, i.e. for x > 0, and the constants that are indicated
to depend on x blow up as k — 0. It is possible to obtain the asymptotic dependence of the constants
on k by following the proofs but the formulae are complicated. In some simpler cases we computed these
formulae, see the remarks after Theorem 4.1 and 4.8.

The common starting point of all proofs is Proposition 2.1. Using the estimate Im(a+bi)~! < (a?+b2)~1/2
on the right hand side of (2.7), we have
al 1
Ni<Cnd (3.13)

with
(k) N-1 )\(k) )5(/@)

ag = , bk—hkk—E——
N Z )\(k) E)? 41?2 Z )\(k) E)? + 2

where a; and by are the imaginary and real part, respectively, of the remprocal of the summands in (2.7).
Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 rely only on the imaginary part, i.e. by in (3.13) will be neglected. In the proofs of
Theorems 3.4 and 3.5, however, we make an essential use of by as well. Since typically 1/N < |)\((lk) — E|, we
note that a3 is much smaller than b7 if n < 1/N and this is the relevant regime for the Wegner estimate and
for the level repulsion. Assuming a certain smoothness condition on the distribution dv (condition C2)), the

distribution of the variables g&’“) will also be smooth. Although 5&’“’ are not independent for different o’s,
they are sufficiently decorrelated so that the distribution of by inherits some smoothness which will make
the expectation value (a3 + b%)_p/ 2 finite for certain p > 0. This will give a bound on the p-th moment on
N which will imply (3.7) and (3.12).



4 Semicircle law and delocalization on intermediate scales

In this section we review the proof of the convergence to the semicircle law on intermediate energy scales
of the order 7 > (log N)*/N. This convergence has already been established in our previous work [6] but
with a speed of convergence uniform in 7, for n > (log N)8/N. Our new estimate shows that the speed
of convergence becomes faster as 7 increases (and we also reduce the power of the logarithm from 8 to 4).
Moreover, we show that the results hold under the condition C1) only. Thus we obtain a stronger version
of our earlier results under weaker assumptions.

The following result is an analogue of Theorem 3.1 for intermediate scales. It states that the density
of states regularized on any scale n > N~!(log N)* converges to the Wigner semicircle law in probability
uniformly for all energies away from the spectral edges. Note, however, that the estimate for larger scales is
sufficiently strong so that uniformity in the spectral parameter z can be obtained which is not expected for
short scales.

Theorem 4.1 Let H be an N x N hermitian Wigner matriz satisfying the condition C1). There exist a
universal constant ¢; > 0, and positive constants C, ¢, depending only on k, such that the following hold:

(i) Let the energy scale 1 be chosen such that (log N)*/N < n < 1. Then the Stieltjes transform my(z)
(see (2.2)) of the empirical eigenvalue distribution of the N x N Wigner matriz satisfies

IP’{ sup |my(E +in) — mse(E +in)| > 6} < Cem VNI (4.1)
Ee[—2+k,2—K]

for any 0 < c1k and N > 2.

(ii) Let Ny« (E) = Ny« denote the number of eigenvalues in the interval I* = [E —n* /2, E +n*/2]. Then,
for any 0 < c1k there is a constant Ks such that

Ny (E)

- >§b < e OVNT® .
o QSC(E)] > 5} <Ce (4.2)

]P{ sup
|E|<2—r

holds for all n* satisfying Ks(log N)*/N < n* < car/Ks and for N > 2. In other words, on the scale
n* with (log N)*/N < n* < 1 we have the convergence of the counting function as well.

Remark. 1t is possible to follow the dependence of the constants on the distance from the spectral edges.
For example, (4.1) can be replaced by the bound

]P{ sup |y (E +in) — mse(E +1in)| > 5} < Qe OV Nk
Ee€[—2+k,2—k]

for all 6 < c1k, (log N)*/N <n <1and N > 2, for constants C, ¢, c; > 0 independent of &.

Proof. This theorem is proven exactly as Theorem 1.1 in [6] after replacing the key Lemma 2.1 of [6]
by the following Lemma 4.2. M. Ledoux has informed us that Lemma 2.1 of [6] follows from a result of
Hanson and Wright [8]. We will reproduce his argument in the proof of Proposition 4.3. This requires only
Proposition 4.5 below, which is a mild extension of the Hanson-Wright theorem to the complex case.



Lemma 4.2 Let E € [-24 k,2— k|. Suppose that v, and X\, are eigenvectors and eigenvalues of an N x N
random hermitian matriz B with a law satisfying the assumption of Theorem 4.1. Let

1 Eo—1
X=—
N ; A — 2
with z = E +in, &, = |b - v |?, where the components of b are i.i.d. random variables, independent of B

and satisfying the condition C1). Then there exists a positive constant ¢ (depending on k) so that for every
6 > 0, we have

P[|X| > 8] < 5 e~ cmin{oVNm, 8*Nu} (4.3)
if N > (log N)? and N is sufficiently large (independently of §).
For simplicity, we formulated the lemma for N x N matrices, but it will be applied for the (N —1) x (N —1)
minors of H.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Define the intervals I,, = [E — 2" !5, E 4+ 2" 5] and let M and K; be sufficiently
large fixed numbers. We have [— Ky, Ko|] C I, with ng = Clog(Ko/n) < C'log(NKjy). Denote by € the

event

Q:=Q(M,Ky) = {mgx ]\Jf\|/'}n| ZM}U{mgX|)\a| > Ko}, (4.4)

where N, = {a : Ay € I,,}| is the number of eigenvalues in the interval I,,. Therefore, if P, denotes the
probability w.r.t. the variable b, we find

PX| > 4] < E[lgc Py[|X| > 5]} +P(Q) .
We will prove below the following two propositions which complete the proof of Lemma 4.2. 0

Proposition 4.3 Assume condition C1). Let Q = Q(M, Ky) be given by (4.4) and let n > 1/N. Then for
sufficiently large and fived M, Ky there is a positive ¢ = ¢(M, Ky) such that for any 6 > 0

E[IQC Py [|X| > 5]} < 4 ¢—cmin{sv/N7, 82Nn} '

Proposition 4.4 Assume condition C1). Let n be chosen such that (log N)2/N < n < 1. Then for
sufficiently large and fixed M and K there are positive constants ¢,C' such that

P[Q(M, Ko)| < CemevMNn (4.5)
for all N > 2.

Both results are based on a theorem of Hanson and Wright [8], extended to non-symmetric variables by
Wright [16]. The result was formulated for real valued random variables. We do not know if their theorems
hold for general complex random variables, but they hold true in two special cases, namely when either the
real and imaginary parts of b; are i.i.d. or if the distribution of b; is rotationally symmetric (see (1.2)). We
formulate this easy extension of their result and we give the proof in the Appendix.
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Proposition 4.5 Letb;, j =1,2,...N be a sequence of complex i.i.d. random variables with distribution dv
satisfying the Gaussian decay (1.3) for some 69 > 0. Suppose that condition (1.2) holds, i.e. either both the
real and imaginary parts are i.i.d. or the distribution dv is rotationally symmetric. Let ajr, j,k=1,2,...N
be arbitrary complex numbers and let A be the N x N matriz with entries Aj, := |a;i|. Define

N
X =Y aji[bjby — Ebjby] .
7,k=1
Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0, depending only on 6o, D from (1.3), such that for any 6 > 0
P(|X| > 6) < 4exp (— cmin{§/A, §°/A%}) ,
where A := (Tr AAH)Y? = [ij |ajk|2]1/2.

Proof of Proposition 4.3. Write X in the form

N
X =) ag[bjbe —Ebjbi] ,
jk=1
where
- 1 ua(])ua(k)
@ik = N ; Ao — 2
We have
al 1 1
2. _
A= 3 ol = 3 3
7,k=1 «
On the set Q¢ we have
1 & 1 & NI _2M
2 T i
A _WZ Z A _Z|2—N22 N7 (4.6)

n=0\p €I, \I 1

where we estimated the number of eigenvalues in I, \ I,,—1 by N7, and we set I_; := ). Using Proposition
4.5 we obtain that

E{lgc Py[| X > 5]} < 4exp ( — cmin{é\/]\]—, 52]\]77})

where the constant ¢ depends on M and on dy, D from (1.3). This completes the proof of Proposition 4.3. 5

Remark. The same result can be proven by assuming that the distribution dv satisfies the logarithmic
Sobolev inequality, see Lemma 2.1 of [6]; the bound exp (—cd(log N)?) obtained there can be easily improved
to Cexp (—cd/Nn) since the exceptional set €2 is defined differently.

Proof of Proposition 4.4. Under condition C1), we showed in Lemma 7.4 of [5] that
P{max |Aa| > Ko} < Ce KN (4.7)

for sufficiently large Kj. To estimate the large deviation of N7, , we use the following weaker version of
Theorem 2.1 of [5].

11



Theorem 4.6 Assume condition C1). There exists constants ¢,C > 0, and Ky such that
P{|mny(z +iy)| > K} < CeevVENy (4.8)

for allz € R, y > (logN)/N, N > 2 and K > Ky. In particular, if I C R is an interval with length
|[I| > (log N)/N, we have

P{N; > KN|I|} < Ce eVENIT (4.9)

Combining (4.7) and (4.9) and recalling Nn > (log N)?, we have
P(Q) < Clog(NKg)e ¢VMNT 1 Ce KN < e oVMNT
completing the proof of Proposition 4.4. 0

Proof of Theorem 4.6. The proof of (4.9) is the same as the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [5] but in the
estimate (2.20) at the end of the proof we use the following lemma instead of Corollary 2.4 to Lemma 2.3
from [5]:

Lemma 4.7 Assume condition C1). Let the components of the vector b € CN =1 be complex i.i.d. variables
with a common distribution dv and let &, = |b- vy |?, where {va}aer is an orthonormal set in CN=1. Then
for 6 <1/2 there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that

P{Y &n<dm} <e V™ (4.10)

a€cl

holds for any T, where m = |Z| is the cardinality of the index set T.

We remark that a stronger bound of the form e~ “" was proven in Lemma 2.3 [5] under the condition
that Hess g is bounded and in the special case when g(x,y) was in the form g(z) + g(y). An alternative
proof under the condition that the support of dv is compact is due to J. Bourgain and it is reproduced in the
Appendix of [6]. Using the stronger e~ bound in (4.10), the bound in (4.9) can be improved to e~ ¢XNHI,
Here we present a proof that gives the weaker bound but it uses no additional assumption apart from C1)
and (1.2).

We also note that although the statement of Theorem 2.1 of [5] only gives an upper bound on the density
N1 /(N|I]) for an interval I = [E —n/2, E + n/2], in its proof, this quantity is first estimated by

N7 1

. . C
—~77 < Clm my(E +in) < Clmy (E +in)| < Nzk: H]V—i(k’k) ;

N|I| E—in

and then we controlled the absolute value of the diagonal elements of the resolvent. Hence, effectively, the
proof of Theorem 2.1 of [5] provides an upper bound for the absolute value of the Stieltjes transform m(z),
not just for its imaginary part. This yields (4.8) and it completes the proof of Theorem 4.6. 0

Proof of Lemma 4.7. Let
N

X = Z [£27] [blbj — Eblgj], with Qi ‘= Zﬂa(i)va(j) .

i,j=1 acl

12



Notice that Y .78 = X + |Z] = X + m since E{, = 1. By § < 1/2 we therefore obtain
m
P <0 <PyX| > =1
{2 ta < om} <P{IX| = 5}

Since

N N
A2 .= Z |aij|2 = Z Z Ea(i)va(j)vﬁ(i)aﬁ(j) =m,

4,j=1 a,BEL i,j=1

by Proposition 4.5, we obtain

2
IP’{ Z{a < 5m} < ]P’{|X| > %} < 4exp(—cmin{%,%}) < e evm,
a€el

for some ¢ > 0. O

Using Theorem 4.1, we can prove delocalization of the eigenvectors of H. In Theorem 1.2 of [6] we proved

that [|v]|e < (log N)%/2/N'/2 holds for all eigenvectors with probability bigger than 1 — e~¢(°N)* | The
following theorem is a generalization of this result using the stronger estimates from Theorem 4.1.

Theorem 4.8 Let H be an N x N hermitian Wigner matrixz satisfying the condition C1). For any k > 0
there exist constants C,c > 0, depending on k such that

. M e
]P’{EI v with Hv = pv, |[v|]| =1, p € [-2+ k,2 — k] and ||v||oc > W} < Ce VM (4.11)

for all M > (log N)* and all N > 1 large enough.

Remark. Analogously to Theorem 4.1, it is possible to follow the x-dependence of the bound (4.11). One
finds

. M —ck
]P’{H v with Hv = pv, |[|[v|]| =1, p € [-2+ K,2 — k] and ||V]/c > W} < Ce VM
for all M > (log N)* and N > 2.

Proof of Theorem 4.8. Let n* = M /N and partition the interval [-2+k,2—k] into n; = O(1/n*) < O(N)
intervals I, I, ..., I,, of length n*. As before, let N7 = [{8 : us € I'}| denote the number of eigenvalues
in I. Let

c1:=0sc(2— k) =min{o.(E) : E€[-2+K,2—k]}>0.

By using (4.2) in Theorem 4.1 and the fact that Nn* > (log N)*, we have
i {max./\/}n < %1 Nn*} < ONe~ VN7 < e~ VN (4.12)

Suppose that p € I,,, and that Hv = pv. Consider the decomposition

- (Z "}‘3) (4.13)

13



where a = (hy,2,...h1,n)* and B is the (N — 1) x (N — 1) matrix obtained by removing the first row and
first column from H. Let A\, and u, (for @« = 1,2,..., N — 1) denote the eigenvalues and the normalized
eigenvectors of B. Similarly to [6], from the eigenvalue equation Hv = pv and from (4.13) we find for the
first component of v = (v1,ve,...,vy) that

o1]? = SR — < UM (4.14)
l+a-(p=-B)7Pa 1+33, %5 Lienfe

where in the second equality we set £, = |\/N a- u,|? and used the spectral representation of B. We recall

that the eigenvalues of H, 1 < pus < ... < up, and the eigenvalues of B are interlaced: g < Ay < o <

A2 < ... < Ay-1 < uyn and the inequalities are strict with probability one (see Lemma 2.5 of [5]). This

means that there exist at least N, — 1 eigenvalues of B in I,,. Therefore, using that the components of any
eigenvector are identically distributed, we have

) M

]P’(EI v with Hv = pv, [[v|]| =1, p € [-2+4k,2 — k] and [|v]/s > W)

M2

< Nny sup]P’(H v with Hv = pv, ||v|| =1, p € I, and |v;|* > W)

n

§CN25up]P’< Z N §4>

Al (4.15)

< CN2supIP’< Z o <4 and Np, > %N?f) + C N?sup P(an < %Nn*)
" Xa€ln "
< C N2e~VNn™ | 0 N2e=cVNT®

< Ce—cm

)

for a sufficiently small ¢ > 0 (we also used that Nn* = M > (log N)? in the last step). Here we used Lemma
4.7 to estimate the first probability in the fourth line of (4.15) and (4.12) to estimate the second one.

5 Upper bound for the density on short scales

Now we start our analysis on short scales n > 1/N. As before, we always assume condition C1) in addition

o (1.2). We first show a large deviation upper bound on the number of eigenvalues on short scales about a
fixed energy F away from the spectral edges. This complements the estimate in Theorem 4.6 that was valid
for larger scales.

Theorem 5.1 Let £ > 0 and fiz an energy E € [—2 + k,2 — k|. Let v, be positive numbers such that
v+48 <1/2. Let n >0 with 1 < Nnp < CNPB. Let

Ni=#{a : poel,=[E—-n/2,E+n/2]}.

Then for any 2 < M < CN—]\;ﬁ, we have

P(ﬁ > M) < (Q)”MM7 (5.1)



and for any 1 < p < CNP/?
(AT <o) o

All constants depend on k.

Remark. Similarly to the remark at the end of the proof of Theorem 4.6, we actually prove bounds on the
absolute value of the Stieltjes transform my(z). So, instead of (5.1), we actually show the stronger bounds

C vMNn
Plmv(E+inl =< () (5.9
and
» \?
Proof of Theorem 5.1. Tt is sufficent to prove (5.1), since (5.2) easily follows from it and from (4.9):
N qp > N
E{—} < op +p/ MIHJP(— > M)dM
N 2 N
A 00
<P +p/ MP—1=sMNu qnp +/ MP—1=eVMND g ) (5.5)
A
<cr(1 !
<o N_n)
with A = CN?/Nn and with a sufficiently large constant C. To prove (5.1), we use (2.7) to obtain
Ni al 1 C N
N_T] < C nﬁ(mk) N Z Z(k) ’ (56)
N D e kT
where we defined
70 =20 = Y €. (5.7)
oc:)\gc)eln

To estimate the large deviation of Z(®)| we will later prove the following lemma:

Lemma 5.2 Let v, 3 be positive numbers such that v + 43 < 1/2. Then for any § > N=2 and m < NP,

we have
{% Z_j 5} < (o) (5.8)

with a constant C depending on v and 3.

Note that the estimate in this lemma is more precise than (4.10), but the stronger estimate is valid only if
m is not too large. In the proof we will use information about the eigenfunctions obtained in Theorem 4.8.
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Let
N® = N = 3o AP € 1)}

denote the number of eigenvalues of the minor B*) in the interval I, (see Section 2 for the definitions). By
the interlacing property of the eigenvalues, N' > M N7 implies N*) > MNp —1 > %MNn > N for any k
(since M > 2 thus M Nn > 2). Therefore, from (5.6) we have for any ¢ > 1 that

N C — 1N® > IANy)
= > <P(=Z 2 >
P2 M) <B(F X Z0 > M)
Nn
1NVD > L]’
< (57)'e[ ")]
Nn+

IN
)

oo 1 Z(l)
/ Pl]\/(l) > SMN, N—+ngt—1/q dt
0 n

q C\a (1/m)1 MNn/2
el 1) « —1/q
+(M) /1 P S €D < Np/ear

a=1

1/m
E)q/ [C’max{t_l/q,N_%}}%MNndt
1

IN

Q
_|_
/N

M
vMNn

IA
I/ / / /
Zlagla gla =a =a
N——— N——— N——— N———

IN

if we use Lemma 5.2 (noticing that $MNn < N#) and we choose ¢ = vM N7 in the last line (we use that
Nn>1). O

Proof of Lemma 5.2. We will present the proof under the first condition in (1.2); the proof under the
second condition is analogous. With the notation b = v/Na, the components of b can thus be written as
b; = x; + iy; where x;, y; are i.i.d. random variables with expectation zero and variance 1/2. Similarly we
decompose the eigenvectors into real and imaginary parts, i.e. we write u, = v, + iw, and we have

S = b uaf? = (i(wjvau) Fywa(i) + (i(ijam yrali))
Jj=1 j=1

The probability and expectation w.r.t. b are denoted by Py, and Ey,. We define the event
Q= {HuaHOO < ONP~12(1og NY* : a = 1,2,...,m} ,

where u, are the eigenvectors of B = B, Note that  is independent of the vector b = v/ Na(®)| thus

P{iga < mé} < P(Q°) + E[l(Q)Pb( ijga < mé)} .

a=1

By Theorem 4.8,
]P)(Qc) < e7¢2N5(logN)2 < (05)771 )
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On the event €, the probability Pb(zgzl (n < m6) will be estimated as follows, where we introduced
t:=0"1< N2

) e
a=1
= ™Ky, H —t|b-ug|?

_ ’”EbH / A7adSa  —ivi[ra ;) (@5va () 49500 ()50 S, @50 () —yiva(3))] ~72 /453 /4

m (T J,-si)dTadSa
¢ /R MH d7adsa

7T
a=1

» ﬁ]E:cj ‘ —ivVty, |:Ij(TaUa(j)"l‘sawa(j))_yj(Sava(j)—‘rawa(j))jl

= dradsa
< em/ H e 5201 (|70] + |s6] < N#/2log N) LTaCa
R2m 7r

N
<11 (1 [ avali) + sawali))® + (Y (savali) - mwam))?})

[e3 [e3

+ m(Ce)me—cNﬂ(log N)?2 + CNe_éoNﬁ(log N)? '
(5.10)

The last two terms come from the Gaussian tail of the restriction |74, |so| < N?/2log N for all «, and
from the probability of the event max;|z;| + |y;| > N?/2log N. In estimate (5.10) we have used that

’E[eiy —1—4Y + 3Y?] ’ < E|Y3|, thus for any real random variable Y with EY = 0 and |Y'| < 1 we have

: 1 1
|E Y| gl—EEY2+]E|Y3| < 1—ZEY2.

We applied this to

i [xj TaVa (J) + SaWa (7)) + yj(savall) — Tawa(j))}

a=1

with

wlﬁ-

[ Z TaVa(J) + sawa(j)))2 + (Z(sava(j) — Tawa(j)))Q}

[e3

and we also used that on the event max; |z;| + |y;| < N%/2log N we have

Y;| < CmvVEN "2 (log N)® < CNVT4-1/2(1og N)° (5.11)

1
< Z
— 4

on the event 2 and in the regime where |7,|,[so| < N?/?log N for all a.
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Reexponentiating 1 — iIE Yj2 < exp(—%EYf) and using that by the orthogonality of u, we have,

N m m
E [ E Ta’l}a —l—sawa sava Tawa } E T +s
a=1 a=1

j=1

m

a:l

and we obtain (with ¢t = §—1)

" i dradse
Po{ St s} em [ [ et ol 2 4 ge N s
a=1 R=™ 21

< (+5)" + ety 12
1+1¢
O

6 Proof of the semicircle law on short scales
In this section we prove the semicircle law on the shortest possible scale n > O(1/N).

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We will prove only (3.1), the proof of (3.2) can be obtained from (3.1) exactly
as in Corollary 4.2 of [5]. We can assume that n < (log N)*/N, since the regime 7 > (log N)*/N has been
covered in Theorem 4.1. At the expenses of increasing the constant C' on the r.h.s. of (3.1), we can also
assume that N is sufficiently large. The constants in this proof depend on  (in addition to dg, D from (1.3))
and we will not follow their precise dependence. Set z = E + in. For k = 1,2,..., N define the random
variables

1 1 e -1
=X, =ah . q(k) _ (k).i (k) — — o
Xi(z) =X :=a PO E; a O Zl F (6.1)
where we used that Ek@(xk) = ||u((lk) |2 =1 and we recall that E;, denotes the expectation w.r.t. the random
vector alf) (see Section 2 for notation). We note that

1 1 1 1
I () RO - _ = (k)
B(k)—za _NZ/\((f)_Z_(l N)m '

It follows from (2.2) and (2.5) that

Ey alk)

We use that

(1= )] = | [T - (- ) [ =2 = | RO |

and we recall that the eigenvalues of H and B are interlaced,

p <A < <A < <A <, (6.3)
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(see e.g. Lemma 2.5 of [5]), therefore we have max, |[NF(z) — (N — 1)F®) ()| < 1. Thus

1 1 dz T
(-3 <k>‘<_/7:_, 6.4
‘m ( NS N] e—22 T Ny (64)

Let M > 2 be sufficiently large and fixed. Fix E € [-2 + &, 2 — k] away from the spectral edge. Assume

for the moment only that 1/N < n < 1. Define I, = [E — 2" 1n, E + 2" 15|, and let K, be a sufficiently

large fixed number. For some constant C' = C(Kj) we have [— Ky, K¢] C Ugi%gN I,,. Denote by € the event

N7
= - > re% > . N
@ {ngrélif;zv N[I,.] —M}U{mﬁxu | = Ko} (65)

Let ng be the largest non-negative integer such that 20 Ny < (log N)*, recall that we assumed Nn < (log N)*.
Similarly to the proof of Proposition 4.4, by using (5.1) with, say, v = 1/4, for short scales and (4.9) for
larger scales, we get

no on=3 NN C'log N
P(Q) <e N+ ) (%) "4 D emeVEMNT
n=0 n=no+1 (66)

<N 4 (E)CMN”Jre—c\/M—Nn < 3e-cVNT
i <

with some ¢ > 0 (first term coming from the probability of max, [Ao| > Ko).
From now on, we additionally assume that K/N < n < (logN)*/N. For n < ng define z, = E + in,
with 7, = 2", i.e. z = 29 and 2"n < (log N)*/N for all n < ng. We have from (6.2)

1 & 1

1 1 1 Ok

—m(zn) —2n N —m(zn) — 2n hik — zn — & Ziv;l /\(E)&m

)

Zn

where 1
Ok = 0k(2n) := hir + m(zn) — (1 — N)m(k) (zn) — Xk (2n)-

Recall ¢y = mosc(E), thus Im ms.(z) = ¢o + O(n). Define the event
En = {Im m(z,) > co/10} .

On the event =,,, by using (6.4) and that N > K = 300/co, we have Im m®*)(z,,) > ¢y/20 for any k.
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Thus, on the event Z,, N Q¢ and for any positive integer r, we have

Co 1 Tn
R .. im0
20‘N2;@?—Eﬁ+ﬁ
Nl(k) 1 C'log N
S S D
- (k)
Nnn N E:n+r+1a . )\gc)ell\lzfl ()\oz - E)2 + 77721
(k) Clog N 4n (k)
Mo | L 7§ 2000 (6.8)
- (—20,)\2
N = N f=n+r+1 (272
k o
VL N
a Nnn =ntr+1 N|I€| 2€—n
(k)
Ingr 4 257TM ,

<
= "Non

where we used that from the interlacing property we have A/ I(k) < N7 + 1, for any interval I.
Thus, on Z,, N Q°, with the choice r = [log,(1280M/cp)] + 1, we have the lower bound

co

/\/}(ﬁr >, with 7, := 10

for any n < ng and for any k = 1,2, ... N. Hence from (6.7) and recalling the definition (5.7) we get, for any
p > 1, that

E\m(z,) +

m(z,) + zn

N 5 1N(k) >, p
pl(EnﬁQc)SE[Ei ol TN, 2 )

4 1 Z I
k=11 TN 2ua 3P _py2ig2
@ n

IN

. (1) P
E E |51| 1(N[n+r > 'Yn) (6.9)
@ T o 20 ()
2p~| 1/2

(with C; = (const)cy?). The second term can be estimated similarly to (5.9). For any 1 < p < ¢gN7/300
we have that

1

IR DR

E

< 22prc;f [E |(51 |2p} 1/2

2p Yn/2

/u/nn)% §% s
< ]P’( €0 <yt p)dt
0 a=1

(1/m)? i
<1 +/ [Cmax{t~1/?*, N2} dt
1

1

M+ 0 €8

E

(6.10)

<C,

where we chose e.g. v = 1/3 and used that 2p/v <, < C(log N)*.
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For the first term on the r.h.s. of (6.9), we use E|hy,|?* < CPN~P and (6.4) to get

C
Nnp,

2
B (017 < PN+ () + CPEIX: (20) . (6.11)

To estimate E|X;(2,)|?”, we will need the following extension of Lemma 4.2 to n > O(1/N).

Lemma 6.1 Let E € [-2+4 k,2— k|. Suppose that v, and X\, are eigenvectors and eigenvalues of an N x N
random matriz with a law satisfying the assumption of Theorem 4.1. Let

7i ga_l
N - A — 2

X

with z = E+in, £, = |b-va|?, where the components of b are i.i.d. random variables satisfying the condition
C1). Then there exist two positive constants K, C and ¢ (depending on k) so that for every 0 < § <1, we
have

P[|X| > 6] < C e~ min{oVN7, 8 Nn} (6.12)

if K < Nn< (log N)*.
Proof of Lemma 6.1. We follow the proof of Lemma 4.2 but with the redefined set Q (see (6.5) instead of
(4.4)). Using the improved bounds from Theorem 5.1 we have already proved in (6.6) that P(Q) < 3e~¢VN7,

To estimate E[1ge - P, (| X| > &), we follow the proof of Proposition 4.3. The only difference is that in (4.6)
the summation runs from n = 0 to n = C'log N, but the estimate on the right hand side of (4.6) is still valid.

This completes the proof of Lemma 6.1. 0
Given the bound (6.12), we have
Cp?)?
E| X ()% < (
Xa(en) < G
and, from (6.11), we get
Cp?)?
E |61|2p < ( p )
(NP
Thus ) (Cp)?
p p
E n — | 1(E, N < ———— . 6.13

For any ¢, set the event

1
= A, = n) +——1 >
An(8) = A, {’m(z R PR 5}
then from (6.13)
c —c (& (Cp)p
<P(E B e
P(A, NQ°%) <P(ES NQ°) + CERDLE

We recall the stability of the equation m + (m + 2z)~! = 0, i.e. that there exists a universal constant C'
such that

m(z) + <o = |m(z) —mse(2)| < Cd (6.14)

m(z) + z
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with C,, = Cx~'/2, for all § > 0 and all z with [Rez| < 2—#, and 0 < Im z < 1. To prove (6.14), we observe

that, from mg. + (Mg +2)~1 =0, and |m + (m + 2z) 71| < 4, it follows that
1 1 1 Msc
0> — Mse - = — Mse 1- = — Mse 1
BT %” " )< (m+wxmw+z0‘ Mm "1)<‘+m+z>

=|lm—-m |7|m+msc+z|
sc |m+z|
and thus
olm + z|

m—mee| < ——m8 .
| sel [+ mse + 2|

Next we observe that there exists a universal constant C' such that |ms.(z)| < C for all z with |Rez| < 2
and 0 < Imz < 1. Therefore

dm + z| 1(jm + 2] > 2C) 206 <95+ 204

m+z| - C |m +mgse + 2| ~ Immg.(2)

|m - msc| S

where we used the fact that Imm(z) > 0 and Imms.(z) > 0 for all z with Im z > 0. Since

Immg.(z) > %0 > CvVk (6.15)

inf
|Re z|<2—k,|Im z|<1

for a universal constant C' we obtain (6.14) (recall that ¢ = mps.(F) > C+/k for all |E| <2 — k).

Choosing 0 < ¢g/10C,; (which can certainly be satisfied if § < ¢qx for a universal constant ¢;) and using
again (6.15), we also see that

‘m—i—

<§ = Imm>2c/5. 6.16
el [ mm > 2¢o/ (6.16)

We also know (e.g. from [5])

1
Im m(z,) > §Im m(znt1) -
Thus, on the event Z¢ we have Im m(z,41) < ¢o/5, which by (6.16) implies that
Efl - An-l-l

assuming that § < 4¢q/5C,.

Thus, we get
. . (Cp)?
P(A, N Q%) <P(Api1NQ HW :
Iterating this inequality up to ng, we obtain
no
. . (Cp)P
P(An 19) < Phng N9) + 3 7 s
j=n

Using the result from [6] on the scale 1, ~ (log N)*/N, we get

c (Op)p —c(log N)?
P(Aan)SW+e (log N)
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for sufficiently large N > Ny. Thus, combining this with (6.6), for sufficiently small §, we have

]P’(‘m(zo) +

> 5) < (Cp)p _i_Cvefc\/N_n_i_efc(logN)2
m(z0) + 2o (

nN§2)p/2

Choosing p = min{1, ¢dy/Nn} with some small constant ¢ and using the stability bound (6.14), we obtain
Theorem 3.1 for the remaining case of n < (log N)*/N. O.

Proof of Corollary 5.2. Part (i) follows from (4.14) and (4.15) by noticing that no N? entropy factor in
(4.15) is needed. In estimating P(N7, < 3c1Nn*) in (4.15) we infer to the semicircle law (3.2) which now
holds on the O(1/N) scale. Part (ii) follows from part (i) and from

N
_p 1 MP NP/2\4q .
BIvlig > MPN'E) = B( 5 D Il > ) < () Bl < CemV™
j=1

with the choice of ¢ = ¢v/ M where ¢ = ¢(k, K, p) > 0 is sufficiently small and C = C(k, K, p) is sufficiently
large. Here we used that from part (i) we have that for any m > 1

E(NY2 o)™ < M +m | " eVt < (Cm)*™
Mo
where C' = C(k, K).
Part (iii) also follows from part (i) after summing up the estimate (3.3) for all spectral intervals and for
all coordinates v; of v by using that the distribution of v; is independent of j. 0

7 Proof of the tail of the gap distribution

Proof of Theorem 3.3. First notice that for any Koy(k) it is sufficient to prove the theorem for all K > Ky(k),
by adjusting the prefactor C' = C(k) in (3.6). Second, it is sufficient to consider the case of sufficient large
N > No(k). By increasing Ko(k) to ensure Ko(k) > No(k)? if necessary, we can estimate

P(Aat1 —E > K/N, a <N —-1) < ]P’(mémx Mg > VE —2) (7.1)

for any K > Ky and N < Nj. We recall part i) of Lemma 7.3 of [5], i.e. that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such
that
P{max s > L} < e LN (7.2)

for all L > L sufficiently large (both ¢ and Ly depend on the constants in (1.3)). Thus the probability in
(7.1) can be estimated by C exp(—cVK).

Next we treat the case K > C'N with some large constant C. Since Aoy1 > E + K/N implies maxg Ag >
K/N — 2 > Ly for a sufficiently large C, and using (7.2), we obtain much stronger bound of the form
exp(—cK?N) for the tail probability of Aoy1. For the rest of the proof we can thus assume that K < CN
and both K and N are sufficiently large, depending on k.

The event A\,+1 > E + K/N implies that there is a gap of size K/N about ' = E + K/2N. Fix a
sufficiently large M (depending on «) and let 2’ = E’ + in, with n = K/(NM?) and denote

Nj=#{B : 27'K/N <|\s - E'|<2/K/N}, j=0,1,2,...
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On the set where max, |\o| < Ko, with some large constant Ky, we can estimate

1Nl 0
n_
Im m(2") =N Z W
B=1
(7.3)
C'log N
<N Nj
N 4 (20-1K/N)?
7=0
Define
C'log N
Q:=max{|\a| < Ko} U |J {N; <277 KM},
« 0
with a sufficiently large Ky, then, similarly to the estimate (6.6), and together with K < CN, we get
P(Q°) < CeVE .
Then, on the set Q, we have from (7.3)
16
I < —. 7.4
mm(?) < 1 (7.4)

For large M this implies that [Im m(z") — Im my(2')] > 2Im my.(2') =: ¢o > 0 and from Theorem 3.1 we
know that )
P(m(=') = mae(#)] > c) < e VN1 = e=VE

where the constants depend on . Thus, recalling that o was defined to be the index of the largest eigenvalue
below E, we have

P(Aot1 — E > K/N, a < N —1) <P(Q°) +P(|m(2") — ms(2')] > o) < Ce VK

This proves Theorem 3.3. O

8 Proof of the Wegner estimate

Proof of Theorem 3.4. We can assume € < 1/2. From the basic formulae (2.7), (3.13) and using the Schwarz
inequality, we obtain that

EN? < C(Nn)*E

. 2
Irn
Nl £a
- NZ ]

TP N

where h = h1; and A\, = /\a , L. e the eigenvalues of the minor B = B(!) obtained from H by removing the
first row and column, and &, = a =1|b- uo¢)|2 where b = (by,...,bx_1) := VN(h12, h13, ..., hin).
Introducing the notation

(8.1)
<C2E

N\, — E) o €

da = B o ’
N2 —ER+e2 TN\, —ER+e?
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we have

N—1 9 N—1 N
EN? < Ce?E l( 3 cafa) + (h ~E-Y daga) ] . (8.2)
a=1 a=1

Let v be defined so that
)\W—E:min{)\a—E : )\a—Ez%},

ie. A, is the first eigenvalue above E +¢/N. Thus Ay < Ayy1 < A2 < Ay43 are the first four eigenvalues
above F +¢/N. If there are no four eigenvalues above FE +¢/N, then we use the four consecutive eigenvalues
below E — /N, as it will be clear from the proof, what matters is only that the signs of d,4;, 7 =0,1,2,3,
are identical. At the end of the proof we will consider the exceptional case when there are less than four
A-eigenvalues both above E + ¢/N and below E — ¢/N, i.e. in this case all but at most six eigenvalues are
in [F—¢/N,E+¢/NJ.
We define then
A:=NAy43— E). (8.3)

Note that, by definition,
e<NMN—-E)<...<NWX\43—-E)=A,

in particular dy > dy11 > dyio > dyi3 (since the function x — z/(2? + €?) is decreasing for © > ¢) and
Cy 2 Cyp1 = Cyq2 > Cy43 thus

A

min dyy;=-—— >
j=0,1,2,3 T T A2 L g2 =

1 €
— i > .
DA’ jo0n2s T T A (8:4)

Next, we discard, in the first term in the denominator of (8.2), all contributions but the ones from
a=7v,v+ 1. We find

5 N-1 N
EN? <CEE [(0757 terngnn) + (A= E= Y daa) ] .
a=1

Note that ¢, and d, depend on the minor B and are independent of the vector b, so we can first take the
expectation value with respect to b. In Lemma 8.2 below we give a general estimate for such expectation
values. Applying (8.11) from Lemma 8.2 with r =p =2, f1 = v+ 2, 82 = v+ 3, and using the estimates
(8.4), we have

EN? < CeRE A3 .
To estimate the tail probability of A, we note that for any K > ¢, the event A > K means that there must
be an interval of size (K —¢)/4N between E +¢/N and FE + K/N with no A-eigenvalue. From Theorem 3.3

we have

BV = 0) < C e—cV/NT]
for any interval J with length |J| > 1/N. Thus

PA>t)<Ce vV,  t>1.
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Therefore E A3 is finite and thus E N? < Ce is proven. The other statements in Theorem 3.4 are easy
consequences of this estimate.

Finally, we have to consider the case, when all but at most six A-eigenvalues are within [F—&/N, E+4¢/N].
For all these eigenvalues A\, we have %5’1 < e <e L If N—1 > 09, then there are at least three eigenvalues
in [E —¢/N,E + ¢/N], we denote them by A,,, \y,, and A,,. Then we have from (8.2) and from (8.13) of
Lemma 8.2 below that

—2
EN[2 S EQE(C'ylng + C’y2€’¥2 + C’Y3§’Y3) S 054 .

This completes the proof for N > 10.

The case N < 10 requires a different argument. Let f be a smooth cutoff function supported on [—1, 1],
0<f<1land f(z)=1for |z| <1/2, and let F(s) = [°__ f(z)dw its antiderivative, clearly 0 < F(s) < 2.
Write

N Yo —
ENZ < NS E* [E** (‘“7)} ,
I = 0;1 / e/N
where E* is the expectation with respect to the off-diagonal matrix elements and E** is the expectation with
respect to the diagonal elements z;;, ¢ = 1,2,...N. Since N is bounded, it is sufficient to show that the

expectation inside the square bracket is bounded by Ce. Let x = (211, %22,...,2yn) and viewing u, as a
function of x, we have
Ho — F 1 Ba— E
VX[F( )} - N ( )vx o 8.5
N e (= N 1 (8.5)

Simple first order perturbation shows that

Ofia 2 .
= —=|[va(®)

Owi; N \/N

where v, is the eigenvector of H belonging to p,. Notice that the components of the gradient in (8.5) are
nonnegative and their sum is 2/4/N. Thus, summing up each component of (8.5), we get

— £ N N . o —
=i (0) = s 2 L o] o [F(M2)]

B (ConSt')@ /]R oy 7 3%1 l/nw F(”Z“ZVE) ljidﬂ(%‘j)] -

< CeV/N.

In the last step we used integration by parts, the boundedness of F', the fact that dv is a probability measure
and that [; |§'(z)|exp(—g(z))dx is finite. Thus we obtained the Wegner estimate for the small values of N
as well. 0

The proof actually shows the following stronger result that will be needed in Section 9. As before, let p’s
be the eigenvalues of an N x N Wigner matrix, and let v = (V) defined as

g
—E=mi {Q—E; a—E>—}.
/’L'Y min /14 /14 _N
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For any positive integer d, let

A((iﬂ) — N(,Uv(N)-i-d—l _ E) (8.7)
i.e. the rescaled distance from E to the d-th u-eigenvalue above E + ¢/N. If there are no d u-eigenvalues
above E 4 ¢/N, then we use the eigenvalues below E — /N to define v = v(N) as

3
—E= {Q—E: a—E<——}
fry max q [t iz STy

and
AL = N(E — fiy(x)-ar1) - (8:8)
To unify the notation, let us introduce the symbol

AW = o (8.9)

for the extreme case, when there are at most d — 1 eigenvalues above E +¢/N and at most d — 1 eigenvalues
below E —¢/N; in particular in this case all but at most 2d — 2 eigenvalues are between E—¢/N and E+¢/N.

Corollary 8.1 With the notation above, for any d > 5, N > 10 and M € N there is a constant C' = Chrq
such that u
E[w\/, >1)- AP 1l < oo)] <Ce. (8.10)

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 3.4 above. By 1(N; > 1) < N7 and following the estimates
(8.1)—(8.2), we have

AP 18 < )
(SN cate) + (h- B -T2 data)

E[1v = 1) [af)" 1Al < o)] < C? R

With the notation (8.7), the A in (8.3) is actually A = Afﬁ), where the superscript indicates that it is
defined in the A-spectrum. By the interlacing property and by d > 5, we have

A=A <Al <Al

thus

(A,

(SN cata) + (h-B-XNduta)

Now we perform the expectation with respect to the b variables as before; the numerator is independent of
b. We get

M
} . l(Agli)l < 00)

E[l(NI >1)- [APM 1A < oo)} <2E

M

E[1v > 1) [AP]Y 1Al < o0)] < e RIAPT AR 1(AR), < 00) < €=

since the tail distribution of any Al(i’\) decays faster than any polynomial. 0
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Lemma 8.2 Fiz p € N/{0} and let N > p+ 3. Let uj,ua,...,uy_1 be an arbitrary orthonormal basis
in CN=1 and set &, = |b - u,|?, where the components of b are i.i.d complex variables with distribution
v with density h satisfying the condition C2) with an exponent a = p + 3 in (1.4). Fix different indices
at, ..., 0p, b1, 02 €{1,2,...,N—1}. Assume thatc; >0, forj=1,...,p. Letdy € R foralll <a < N-1
be arbitrary numbers such that dg,,dg, > 0. Then, for every 1 <r < p+1, there exists a constant C, < 00
such that

r
2

Ey, (zp:cjgaj)z + (E - Nzldaga)Q <— ;CP . (8.11)
j a=1

(IT%_; ;) min(dg, ,dgs,)

Moreover, for every p > 3, we also have the improved bound

_»r
P N—-1 2

Eyp (chgaj)z HCEDY daga)2 < % . (8.12)

2 - -
=1 aml [15=1 ¢j) min(ep—1,¢p) min(dg, , dg,)

for a constant C, depending only on p.

Without the second term in the denominator, we have the following estimates: For all 1 < r < p, there
exists a constant Cp, , < 0o such that

T

P
Cpr
j=1 !

Remark. For (8.13), it is enough to assume that
~ 1

h(t < 8.14
| ( 7S)| = (1 +wp+1(t2 + 82))p+1 ( )
instead of both conditions in (1.4) with exponent a = p + 3.
Proof. To prove (8.11), we perform a change variables from b = (by,...,by_1) to z = (21,...2nx-1) by
introducing
z=U"b
where U is the unitary matrix with columns (uj,...,uy_1). Notice that the Jacobian is one, thus
2 N1 —r/2
P - 9 d
— 4 _ _ [ _dulz) 8.15
I:=Ep chgaj + (E > daga) = / D)2 (8.15)
7j=1 a=1
with
N-1 N—1
dp(z) = e @ H dzodZa, D(z) := Z g (Re(Uz)¢, Im (Uz),)
a=1 =1
and
P 2 V-l 2
P(z) := (ch|zaj|2) + (E - Z da|za|2) .
j=1 a=1

28



We define, for ¢t € R,
—r/2
P

Plt) = /too as [ (el |2)2 b8 . (8.16)

_ =
Note that, for every r > 1, there exists a constant C,. < oo, such that

Gy

0<F(t) < — (8.17)
(20 eilza, )
for every t € R. For j = 1,2, we have
N—-1
d dg,|zp,]?
—— FE-) dolz)? | = —ts .
0 e, ( ; 2 ) [P()]"/2
Introducing the first order differential operator
d
D =z — —
2B dzﬁl + 2p, dzs, )
we find
DIF(E N_ld 2 _ dﬁ1|zﬁ1|2+d52|252|2 8,18
(5= X dobel?) | === =1

From (8.15), we get

F(E—Nz:lda|za|2)] . (8.19)
a=1

1
I1=— /[ du(z D
/ 'u( )d61 |Z,31 |2 + d32|232|2

Integrating by parts and using the fact that

d ZB, + d ZBq - 1
dzﬁl d51|zﬁ1|2+d52|252|2 dzﬁ2 d51|zﬁ1|2+d52|252|2 d51|251|2+dﬁ2|2ﬁ2|27
we find
F(E_Eévglda|za|2)
1= [ duta) = 22 ) (1 bog). (8.20)
d31|zﬂ1| +dﬂ2|232|
Clearly
0P(z) 12 |0P(z))?
D®(2)|? < (|25, |? 2 ‘ .
DO < (25,2 + |2 )( | | S

By a Schwarz inequality in (8.20) and using (8.17), we have

[<C A+ B+ B

<C, — : 8.21
min(dpg, , dg,) (8.21)
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where

1 1
A ::/d z
T G PR P
= il (8.22)
1 0P(z) |2 '
By, ::/d,u(z) — 82( )
( ?21 Cj|zaj|2) o
The integral A can be bounded as follows
A< A+ A+ As (8.23)
with
1 P ocilza 2 <k
Al — /dﬂ(Z) ( j=1 J| J| :_1)
( ?21 Cj|zaj|2)
1 1
Ay = —/du(z)i
26, P+ J255 2 (8.24)

r—1
(Zrieilza ) (2l + 12 12)

for any £ > 0. We start with the estimate of A3. Decompose 2o, = x; +1iy; and zg, = Tp4; +iyp; into real
and imaginary parts. We define the function

120, 2 + |z, < 1)1 (S0, 0,2 < )
As = /du Z

—+2
1 ( bici(ad +y3) < F») -1 (Zfzpﬂ(x? +y7) < 1)

r—1
+2
(S oG+ S+ a)

f(i[:l,...1'p+2,y1,...,yp+2) = (825)

on R??™_ Changing variables cjl/2xj — xj, c}ﬂyj — y, and using that r < p+ 1, it is simple to check that

C, , kpti-r
Il < S5
=16

Thus, recalling that z, = (U*b), and since the indices aq, ..., a,, 81, B2 are all distinct, we find, by taking
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the Fourier transformation in the z1,... 242, y1,...,ypt2 variables, that
p+2 )
Az < 1l / H dt s, [Bpe™ TR By o0 0 D)y | S el D)y (b

p+2

< dt;ds;
> ||f||1/R2p+4j1_[ A5

p+2

Ebefi[Rc(Ut’)JrIm(Us’)] -Reb—i[Re(Ut")—Im(Us’)]-Imb

1
<iflh [, TLaas,
Lt G o + o™

(8.26)

p+2

<isih [, Ila =

(1 + wpralltll? + wpalsll?)

CT,;D Kp—i— 1—r
— P

j=1Cj

for an appropriate constant C,. Here the components t; of the vector t' € RN~! are defined to be all zero
except t, =t;, ti 1= lpy1, Uy, 1= lpy2; the vector s’ is defined similarly. In the last but one step we
used the bound (1.4) with exponent p+ 3 for the Fourier transform of the distribution of b. In the last step,
we used that for the Euclidean norm ||Ut'|| = ||t/|| = ||t|| with t = (¢1,...¢p+2) and similarly ||Us'|| = ||s||
with s = (s1,..., Spt+2). Using similar arguments to bound the terms A; and As, we conclude that

1 Iip-{-l—r
ALZCrp| —+ =—
- (“T_l " H?:l Cj)

for arbitrary £ > 0. Optimizing over k, we find

A< G (8.27)

p . P
(IE-1es)

To control the integrals By, k£ = 1,2 in (8.21), we integrate by parts and we use that fi # a;:

—(r=1) —(r=1)
N-1 P _ P
_ 00(z) de=*(=) 0?®(z)
- dzadZz, ¢jlza;|? — :/du(z) ¢ilza;|? —_—
Simple calculation shows that
?0(z) 13—~
== Ag(Re (U Im (U
T = 1 3 (0 A (Re Uz, T (U2))
/=1
thus
v —(r=1)
Z|uﬂk ) Ep Z ¢;[(U*b)a, 2 Ag(Rebg,Imbg)] . (8.28)
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For each fixed ¢, the estimate of the expectation value is identical to that of A; if the density function e™¢ for
by is replaced with e 9Ag (and all other b,,, m # £, are still distributed according to e9). Although e 9Ag
is not a probability density, it is only the decay of its Fourier transform that is relevant to proceed similarly
to the estimate (8.26). Having obtained uniform bound on the expectation in (8.28), we can perform the
summation over ¢ and we obtain

Cp;"'
r—1 °

(H?:l Cj) '

Combining this with (8.27) and (8.21), we have proved (8.11).

By,

IN

To prove (8.12), we proceed as before up to (8.21). This time, however, we bound the term A in (8.22),
with r» = p, by
A< Ay + As + Ag + Ar,

where

o 2 a2<1
ai= [t o P PEY)
( L eilza P+ 2 (702 + 2, )

- 1
o ‘/ (Z cJ|za |2 + c)p_l

8.29
Ag :/ |231|2 + |Z,3 |2 < 1) 1 ( )
2 2
( C]|Zo¢] +’é’) |251| =+ |Zﬁ2|
7 1 (|20, o 1? + |20, 1> <1) 1|25, 1> + |25,1> < 1) 1
7= [ du(z) 2

_ . p—1 2
(Z?:f ¢;l2a; 12+ (120, 12 + |Z%|2)) |25, 1% + |28,

with ¢ = min(c,_1,¢,). We consider first the term A7. We decompose zq; = x; +iy; and 25, = Tpyj +1Ypj
into real and imaginary parts. We define the function

1( 1T +y2<1>1(2§’+§+1(a@ +y])<1)
f('rla-'-'errQaylv"'ay;DJrQ) = p— 4o (830)
(S0 a2+ s, (a2 1) S )

on R?P*+4, Changing variables cjl-/2:vj — xj, cl/2yj —y; for j =1,...,p—2, and then letting r = f;f(ibf n
9]2) and w = :;:p,l(ﬂ@? + yjz), we find that
C, ! o0 yP—3 C
||f||1§fp/ dww/ dr————75 < —F 8.31
1223 ¢ Jo o (rtcwpt T e[ (8.31)

for an appropriate constant Cj,. Proceeding as in (8.26), we conclude that

C
A7<7p
cllj=ie
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The terms Ay, A5, Ag can be controlled similarly. Hence

C

< .
c Hj:l Gy

A

The bound for B in (8.22) can be obtained analogously as in the proof of (8.11) (with the same modifications
used for the term A). The proof of (8.13) is similar (but much simpler). 0O

9 Proof of the level repulsion

Proof of Theorem 3.5. We can assume that ¢ < 1/2 and that k& > 2, the & = 1 case was proven in Theorem
3.4. We recall the notation Al(i”) from (8.7)-(8.9) and we split

PN > k) < (I)+ (I1)

with
(I) :=P(N; > k, A% = c0) 1)
(IT) :=P(N; > k, Al < 0) '
for some positive integer d. From the basic formula (2.7) we have
Ce v n & 2 12 09 -me o 9.2
ngﬁg;G+N§ﬂwhamJ*<E4W+N§hwhﬂﬂm3 -

We introduce the notations &, = ((11), Ao = )\((11), h = hq1, and

B € N —BE)
N2\, — E)2 42’ C N2\, — E)2 ¢

Co

as before. Using a moment inequality, we get
() _
1(A,;7 = 00)
N—-1 k2
(205 cata)

This term represents the extreme case, when all but at most 2d — 2 eigenvalues are in [E — /N, E + ¢/N].
Choosing d = 2k and assuming that N > k2 + 4k, we see that for at least k2 + 1 different a-indices we have
Ao € [E—¢/N,E+¢/N], ie. ¢! < ¢y <e ' Using (8.13) with r = k%, p = k* + 1, we get

(I) < Cue" E

(I) < Cre?” . (9.3)

Now we turn to the estimate of (II) and we will consider the following somewhat more general quantity:

In(M,k,0) = E[1NF > k) - [AW]Y 1Al ., < oo)}
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for any M € N and 4 < ¢ < k+ 2. The index N refers to the fact that the u’s are the eigenvalues of an
N x N Wigner matrix. The superscript p in N}* indicates that it counts the number of p-eigenvalues. Since

by definition Ayb ) > 1, we know that Iy (M, k,£) is monotone increasing in M. Moreover, with the choice
M =0, { =4 we have
(IT) < In(0,k,4) . (9.4)

Since the existence of k u-eigenvalues in the interval I implies that N/ I(j ) >k—1forallj=1,...,N (where
N I(J ) denotes the number of eigenvalues )\((l] ) € I), we obtain that

M
1('/\[](1) >k-1)- [Agﬂ)} : 1(Ag‘,;)7£+4 < 00)

(D3ee) s (onegas)] (95)

IN(M,k,0) < Cre" 'R

()

/41> thus we have

By the interlacing property we have Aéi;)_ 043 < A;%)_ 044 and Ayb )< A
1 A) 1M A
1(NJ( > k- 1)- [AEJF)J ) 1(Agklz+3 < )

[(Zﬁf_f o 5a)2 +(BE-h+ L) da 5a)2] o (9.6)

IN(M, k) < Cre" 'R

We split this quantity into two terms:

with
A) M A
l(Nl(l) >k+ 2) ) [A§+)1} ) I(Aék)—f-i-s < OO)
5 o1 (k+1)/2
[(zﬁ:ﬁ coba) + (B—h+ XN data) ]

]M

A:=C,e"ME

1k—1<NY <k+2)-[aD)

[(Zﬁj_f ca§a)2 + (E —h+ YN, ga)

A
‘ 1(Aék)7€+3 < 00)

R k+1
B:=Cye" E 2} (k+1)/2

To control the first term, we denote by Aq,,...,Aq, ., the first k 4+ 2 A-eigenvalues in the set I,,. Then
Ca; = 3¢ ' forall j=1,...,k+2 and therefore, by (8.13),

) 1M A
1NV > k+2)- [ADTY 1A s < 0)
k+1
_ k
(5 ! 23212 Oéj)

using that A%‘) is monotone increasing in m.

To control the term B in (9.7), we choose the indices a1, ..., ar_1 so that Ao; €Iy forallj=1,...,k—1.
Since we know that there are at most k 4 1 eigenvalues in I,), there must be, either on the right or on the
left of E, A-eigenvalues at distances larger than /N from F if N > k+ 8. Let us suppose, for example, that
there are four such eigenvalues on the right of E. Then, we define the index aj so that

A < CLe"ME < CRe Iy (M E—1,0+1) (9.8)

)\ak—E:min{)\a—E : )\a—E>%}
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i.e. Ay, is the first eigenvalue above E +&/N. Moreover, let a1 = ar + 1, 81 = ax +2 and 52 = ag41 + 3.
Recalling the notation (8.7), we set A := Afﬁ) = N(Ag, — E). By definition

e <N(ay — E) < NAap, — E) <N\, — E) < N(\g, — E) = A.

Xp+1

and min(dg, ,dg,) > 5%. Therefore

1 (Nl(l) >k - 1) ' [A%}M : 1(A;/1\c)—é+3 < 0)

k+1
B<Cre"E o 2 o o1 (k+1)/2 (9.9)
|:(Ej_1 8_1§Olj + é(é‘ak +€O¢k+1)) + (E - h+ Ea:l da ga) :|
From (9.9), we find
B < Cpe™! Ex,h{ [1 (Nz(l) 2 k- 1) (AP 1ah) L, < 00)}
kg1
- 2 N1 9 B (9.10)
X IEb 28715% + €A72(§0¢k +§O¢k+l) + (E —h+ Z do‘ 60‘) } :
j=1 a=1

Using (8.12) from Lemma 8.2 (with p=k+1,¢; = L forall j =1,...,k—1, ¢ = cx41 = eA™?), it follows
that

R (ICCLET S U FC LRI IS) B
<CRe* NIy (M +3,k—1,0+1),

where we used that min(dg, ,dg,) > 1/2A and that Afﬁ) < Agi)l.

Together with (9.8) and the monotonicity of Iy_1 in M, we obtain that
In(M,k,0) < Cre®* "y (M +3,k—1,0+1).
Iterating this inequality, we arrive at
In(M,k,0) < Che¥ Iyt (M +3(k—1),1,0+k—1).
Recalling (9.4), we have
(IT) < In(0,k,4) < Cre®* Iy i1 (3(k — 1), 1,k + 3) .

Finally, In_x+1(M,1,d) was exactly the quantity that has been estimated by Ce for any M and d > 5 in
Corollary 8.1 (replacing N by N — k + 1), thus we have

(IT) < Cipe¥” .

Together with (9.3), this completes the proof of Theorem 3.5. 0
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A Proof of Proposition 4.5

We first consider the case, when the real and imaginary parts of b; are i.i.d. (first condition in (1.2)). We
split a;, and b; into real and imaginary parts, a;; = pjr + iqjk, b; = x; + iy;, and form the vector w =
(r1,...2N,Y1,...yn) € R?YN with i.i.d. components. We write X = X +iX, where X; = w-Pw —Ew-Pw,
Xo = w-Qw — Ew - Qw with symmetric real (2N) X (2N) matrices P and Q, written in a block-matrix

form as
p_1 P+P Q-Q 1 /Q+Q" P'-P
—5 Qt_Q P—I—Pt ) Q—§ P_Pt Q+Qt )

where P = (p;) and @ = (¢jx). We define P to be the symmetric matrix whose entries are the absolute
values of the matrix entries of P:

1 (PT p#

P= 5\ p# pT) ; (PY)jk = |pjk + pijl, (P#)ir = |asj — qsil -

Then

1

TrP? = B Z (|pjk + prs > + lars — ij|2) < 22 [pfk + Q?k] .
Jik J;k

We apply the non-symmetric version of of the Hanson-Wright theorem [16] for X; and X5 separately; note

that the components of w are i.i.d. Together with the bound ||P|| < v Tr P? we have

P(|X,| > 6) < 2exp (—cmin{d/VTr P2, 6% /Tr P?})
for some constant ¢ depending on dp and D from (1.3). Similar estimate holds for X2, so we have
P(|X| > §) < 4exp(—cmin{6/A,6%/A%})

where A% = Zj,k |ajk|2 = Zj,k [|pjk|2 + |ij|2}-

In the second case in (1.2), when the distribution of the complex random variable b; is rotationally
symmetric, we can directly extend the proof [8] (note that [8] uses the notation X, for b;). We first
symmetrize the quadratic form X by replacing aj;, with %[ajk + @y;]. We then follow the proof in [8] and
note that the only change is that Z used starting from Lemma 2 in [8] will be a standard complex Gaussian
random variable and instead of Z2 or Z?" we consider |Z|?> = ZZ and |Z|*", and similarly X?" is replaced
by |X|?", n = 1,2,.... With these changes, Lemma 1-6 in [8] hold true for the complex case as well. In
the proof of the theorem, starting on page 1082 of [8], instead of [[, EX{ (X? — EX?)” the expansion will
contain terms of the form [, EX® X" (| X;|>—E|X;|?)%. Due to the rotational symmetry of the distribution,
these terms are all zero (case (i) on page 1082 of [8]) unless «; = o for all i. In the latter case, the bound
IE| X |2 (| X;|? — E|X;|2)P| < A\20:t20:E|Z;|2(] Z;|? — 1)P holds with a sufficiently large A (depending on
dp from (1.3)) exactly as in case (ii) on page 1082 of [8]. From now on the proof is unchanged and we obtain

]P’(’ Z ajk(bjby — Ebjgk)‘ > (5) < 2exp (— cmin(6/A4, 6% /A?%)) ,
jk

where 3 |3laje + Ekj]‘2 was estimated by A% = 3" |a;x|* from above. 0
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