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Abstract

We present large deviations principles for the moments of the empirical spectral
measure of Wigner matrices and empirical measure of S-ensembles in three cases :
the case of Wigner matrices without Gaussian tails, that is Wigner matrices whose

«
¢®  for some constant ¢ > 0 and

entries have tail distributions decreasing as e~
with a € (0,2), the case of Gaussian Wigner matrices, and the case of S-ensembles

associated with a convex potential with polynomial growth.

1 Introduction and main results

The study of the traces of random matrices is now a classical tool to understand
the behavior of their spectrum. From the original proof of Wigner’s theorem by
the moments method (see [30]), to the universality results at the edge of Hermitian
or covariance random matrices (see for example [29], [16]), "Wigner traces method’
has proven extremely effective in the macroscopic, as well as the microscopic study
of the spectrum of random matrices.

Starting from Wigner’s theorem, which asserts that for a standard Wigner
matrix whose entries are centered and have finite moments, the moments of the
empirical spectral measure, or equivalently the normalized traces, converges almost
surely to 0, for odd moments, and to the Catalan numbers, for even moments, one
can ask about the deviations of these moments around their respective limit value.

The fluctuations of the traces of random matrices have been extensively stud-
ied, usually as a first step to get the fluctuations of the linear statistics of the
eigenvalues. Originally proven in the context of Wishart matrices in [20], a cen-
tral limit theorem for the moments of the empirical spectral measure of standard
Wigner matrices can be found in [I, Theorem 2.1.31], following Jonsson’s strategy
of using the moments method and combinatorial techniques. Due to the repulsion
of the eigenvalues, one has to multiply by a factor N - instead of v/N in the case
of independent variables - to see the fluctuations of the centered moments. The
development of the combinatorial approach culminated in [27], [28], in which the
authors show a CLT for the p*" moment with p growing with N, p < N%/3, as well
as multivariate version of the CLT for moments, in the case of standard Wigner
matrices with symmetric and sub-Gaussian entries.
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Regarding the deviations of the moments of the empirical spectral measure, we
know from [23] section 3.1], that the p-Schatten norm of Gaussian Hermitian or
symmetric matrices is sub-Gaussian. Still in the Gaussian case, the estimates of
moments of Gaussian chaos of [2I] can also provide some concentration inequalities
for the moments of the empirical spectral measure. Concentration inequalities
for truncated traces of convex perturbation of the GUE multi-matrix model can
be found in [I9]. More generally, we know by [25], that if the entries of X are
bounded or satisfies some logarithmic Sobolev inequalities, then the normalized
traces of powers of X, say try(X/v/N)P, satisfies a concentration inequality with
speed N1t2/P_ This gives an indication, at least in the case where the entries of X
are bounded or satisfy logarithmic Sobolev inequalities, of the speed of the large
deviations of the moments of the empirical spectral measure around the Catalan
numbers.

Note that since the map which associates to a probability measure on R, its
p™ moment is not continuous for the weak topology, one cannot derive, by a con-
traction principle, large deviations principles for the p** moment of the empirical
spectral measure, from the already known large deviations principles for the em-
pirical spectral measure, like in the case of the GUE or GOE due to [2], or in the
case of Wigner matrices without Gaussian tails due to [7].

Moderate deviations of certain traces of convex perturbation of the GUE multi-
matrix model have been investigated in [I5]. In the case where the entries are not
centered, some results of large deviations for the moments of the empirical spectral
measure are known. In the case of symmetric Bernoulli matrices, we know by [14]
Theorem 1.5] that the centered traces satisfy moderate deviations principles with
an explicit rate function. A large deviations principle for the traces of Bernoulli
matrices is derived in [I0, Theorem 4.1], as a consequence of the large deviations
principle of Erdés-Renyi graphs with parameter p independent of N, with respect
to the cut metric.

1.1 Main results

The aim of this paper is to derive large deviations principles for the moments
of the empirical (spectral) measure in three cases : the case of S-ensembles for
convex potential with polynomial growth in section Bl the case of Gaussian Wigner
matrices in section 2 and the case of Wigner matrices without Gaussian tails in
section Ml

We recall that a sequence of random variables (Z,,)nen taking value in some
topological space X equipped with the Borel o-field B, follows a large deviations
principle (LDP) with speed v : N — N, and rate function J : X — [0, +o0], if J is
lower semicontinuous and v increases to infinity and for all B € B,

1 1
—i]gOfJ <liminf —logP (Z,, € B) < limsup

loglP (Z,, € B) < —inf J,
n—-+oo v(n) n—too V(M) B ( ) B

where B° denotes the interior of B and B the closure of B. We recall that J
is lower semicontinuous if its ¢-level sets {x € X : J(x) < t} are closed, for any



t € [0,400). Furthermore, if all the level sets are compact, then we say that J is
a good rate function.

We define the B-ensemble associated with the potential V' as the following
probability measure on R,

1 Coew N
Py = [T 10 - NP e N L VI TT an, (1)
Voi<j =1

where Z‘J,V g is the partition function, that is,

N
Z, = /H i — AP e NEL VO T s, 2)
i=1

1<J
To make sense of ]P’]‘y 3, it is usually assumed that V' is a continuous function such

that there is some 8’ > 1, 8/ > f3, such that

e V(@)
1 f ——— > 1.
S Flog el ~ ¥

It is known (see [I, Theorem 2.6.1] or [2]), that the empirical measure

1N
Ly=— O,

follows, under IP)]‘X 3 a LDP with respect to the weak topology, with speed N2, and
good rate function IX. Furthermore, I}{ achieves its minimum at a unique proba-
bility measure 0}3/, called the equilibrium measure, which is compactly supported
(see [I, Lemma 2.6.2]).

In the case of S-ensembles associated with a convex potential with polynomial
growth, the following holds.

1.1 Theorem. Let o« > 2 and 3 > 0. Let
Ve e R, V(x) =blz|* +w(z), (4)

where w is a continuous convex function such that w(x) = o4oo(|x|*). Let p € N,
p > a. For any A\, ..., \n € RV, we denote by mp N,

1 N
mpN = N Z)\f
1=1

Under ngﬁ’ the sequence (mpJ\/)N21 satisfies a large deviations principle with speed

N2 and good rate function J,, where IP’%; is defined in (). If p is even,

Jp(x) = {b (w - <Ug,mp>)% if x > <g}3/’$p>7

400 otherwise,

where <Jg,xp> denotes the p' moment of the equilibrium measure of Pgﬁ, and if

p is odd, Jp is defined by,

1)

Ve e R, Jy(x)=0b \x - <O'X,£Up>




1.2 Remark. The rate function in Theorem [I.1] is the same as the rate function of

the LDP of
N

1
1%
(o} o) + 5 > XD)ver,
i=1
where (X;);>1 are i.i.d random variables with law e~NV(®)dz/Zy, where we de-
note Zy = [e NV(@dg (see Lemma B). This indicated that the logarithmic
interaction between the particle of the Coulomb gas become negligible when one is
considering large deviations of my, n.

1.3 Remark. One can also derive a large deviations principle of the even moments
of the empirical measure, say mag, n, under <0X, 2?P), with speed N2. Indeed, the
proof of the large deviations of the empirical measure yields the asymptotics of
the partition function Z{/\f 5 at the exponential scale N 2 (see [1, Theorem 2.6.1]).
But the scaled logarithmic moment generating function of mg, x at some ¢t < 0, is
finite, and is actually equal to the partition function Z{/\C 1220 associated with the
potential V' — tz%’. Gértner-Ellis theorem (see [I2Z, Theorem 2.3.6]), thus yields a
large deviations principle with speed N2 of (Ly,2%") on (—oo, (023/, x2PY).

Let us introduce now the model of Wigner matrices. The Wigner matrices and
the (-ensembles are linked through the GOE, GUE and GSE, which form a -
ensemble for a quadratic potential and 8 = 1,2, 4 respectively. More generally, let
(Xi,j)i<j be independent and identically distributed (i.i.d) complex-valued centered
random variables, and let (X;;);>1 be i.i.d real-valued centered random variables
such that for any k € N,

max (E| X1 1]", B| X1 5]*) < +o0.

Let X (N) be the N x N Hermitian matrix with up-diagonal entries (X; ;)1<i<j<n.
We call such a sequence (X (N))nen, a Wigner matrix. In the following, we will
drop the N and write X instead of X (N).

Consider now the normalized random matrix Xy = X/ V/N. Let )\; denote the
eigenvalues of Xy, with Ay < Ay < ... < Any. We define Ly the empirical spectral
measure of Xy by,

1N
Ly == 0,

Wigner’s theorem (see [30], [I, Theorem 2.1.1, Exercice 2.1.16], [4, Theorem 2.5])
states that,

Ly ~  o0g as
N—~+o00

where o4, denotes the semicircular law, that is,

1
Oge — %]]"33‘§2 V 4 — 1E2de,

and for any p € N, almost surely, it holds

1
<LN,.%'p> = NU‘XP —

Cpj2 if pis even,
N N—+o0

0 if p is odd,



)th Catalan number, which is also the

and in the case p is even, C, /5 denotes the (%

p™ moment of the semicircular law.

In the following we will denote for any A € My (C), the normalized trace try A.
In the case of Gaussian Wigner matrices, we have the following result.

1.4 Theorem. Letp € N, p > 3. Let X be a Wigner matrixz with Gaussian entries.
We assume that X1 1 is a centered real Gaussian variable of variance o2, and X122
1s a centered Gaussian variable, possibly complex, such that E\XLQP = 1. The

2
sequence (trNX]%)NeN, follows a LDP with speed N1+5, and good rate function J,.
If p is even, J, is given by,

2
Loin(L 8 _ P
Vo eR, Jy(x)={ 2" (02’ 2) (l“ Cp/2) if © > Cpja,
+o0 otherwise,

where C,, 5 denotes the () ™ Catalan number, and if p is odd,

1 1 2
Vo e R, Jy(x) = §min ( g) \xﬁ? ,

o2’

where B =1, if X192 is a real Gaussian variable, and B = 2 if X1 is a complex
Gaussian variable.

We consider now the so-called model of Wigner matrices without Gaussian tails
investigated in [7]. We recall in the following definition this model.

1.5 Definition. We say that X is a Wigner matrix without Gaussian tail, if X is
a Wigner matrix such that there exist a € (0,2) and a,b € (0,+00) such that,

Jim —t7%log P (|X0,[ > 1) = b, (5)

. a _
tggrnoo t%logP (| X12] >t) =a.

Moreover, we assume that there are two probability measures on S!, v; and vy,
and to > 0, such that for all ¢t >ty and any measurable subset U of S*,

P(X11/[X1a] € U | X[ 2 1) = i (U)P (| X1a] 2 1),
P(X12/|X12] €U, | X12| > t) = v2(U)P (| X12] > 7).
We denote the normalized matrix Xy = X/ V'N.
With this definition, we can now state the following result.

1.6 Theorem. Let p € N, p > 3. Let X be a Wigner matriz without Gaussian
tail. The sequence (try XN )n>1 satisfies a large deviations principle with speed

1 1
Na(§+5) and good rate function Jy,. If p is even, J,, is given by

2/p
Vo € R, Jy(z) = {Cp (95 - Cp/2) if v > Cp)o,

400 otherwise,



where C) /o denotes the (g)th Catalan number, and if p is odd, the rate function J,
is given by
Ve e R, Jy(x) = cplz|¥P,

where ¢, is a constant depending on p, o, a and b.

Furthermore, if o € (0,1] and p is even, then ¢, = min (b, Q*Q/pa).

1.7 Remark. Note that for p = 2, the trace of X? is a sum of i.i.d random variables,
so that one can apply Cramer’s theorem (see [12, Theorem 2.2.3]) in the case where
the entries have finite Laplace transform, or Nagaev’s truncation approach (see [26]
or [I7]) in the case where the entries have a tail distribution behaving as e=“",

with some ¢ > 0, and « € (0,2).

1.8 Remark. The constant ¢, appearing in Theorem is the solution of an opti-
mization problem described in ([I]). We solve this optimization problem in section
10, in the easiest case when « € (0, 1] and p is even, and we give a lower a bound
and upper bound in the case p is even and « € (0, 2).
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2 The Gaussian case

We study in this section the question of the large deviations of the moments of the
empirical spectral measure of a Wigner matrix with Gaussian entries. We will use
an approach which is greatly inspired from Borell’s proof of the LDP for Weiner
chaos (see [8] [9]), and especially Ledoux’s exposition in [I3, Section 5, Theorem
5.1].

As we will see in the proof, the deviations of the trace are created by translations
of X of the form NY2t1/PH where H is with bounded Hilbert-Schmidt norm. One
of the central argument relies on the following lemma.

2.1 Lemma. Let 8 € {1,2}. We denote by Hg\?) the set of symmetric matrices
of size N when B = 1, and Hermitian matrices when 5 = 2. Let || ||2 denote
the Hilbert-Schmidt norm on 7-[55). Let X be a Wigner matriz whose entries are
centered and have finite (p + 1) moment. For any r > 0,

sup |try (——{—N pH) —{0ge, 2Py —trH?| — 0, 6
|H|l2<r VN (e, 27) N—+00 ©)
Hen ()

in probability, where (o4, xP) denotes the p™ moment of the semicircular law.



Proof. By Wigner’s theorem (see [I, Lemmas 2.1.6, 2.1.7]) and Jensen’s inequality,

we only have to prove that for any Y, H € 7-[55),

k
P_ VP _ tr HP p p+1) PHT 2\ 25k
[tr(Y + H)P —trY? —trH?| < 2 1§r]r€12;<_1{(tr]Y] ) (trH?)z }
Let Y,H € 7—[55). Expanding the trace, and using the cyclicity of the trace, it
suffices to prove that for any s € {1,...,p}, ni,...,ns € N, my,...,ms € N, such that
Yoiini+ ijl mj = p, we have

sy | < (uly ) (wiaR)

with k = Y7, n;. Applying Holder’s inequality (see [5, Corollary IV.2.6]) with the

exponents p—+1, a, ’il, e, p—+1, with «a such that
ni no N

s

S n;
Z—=1—=
RO Py (7)

i=1

we get,

R AT
< (tr]Y]p‘H)p+1 2= H (tr[H\o‘mi)é .
j=1

|tr (YL H™ Y s H)

Note that when s > 2, we have from (@), o > 2. If s = 1 and m; = 1, then as
p > 3, ([@) yields amy > 2. In any cases, am; > 2 for any i € {1,...,s}. Therefore,
for all i € {1, ..., s},

am;

2

tr |H|*™ < (trH2)
Thus,

|tr (YmHm1 .“YnsHms) S (tr’Y’erl) p+1 Zzzln (trH2) 2 Zz:l m ’

which gives the claim. O

Before giving the proof of Theorem [[.4], we will give back to the rate function
defined in the statement of Theorem [[4]its variational form, which is the following.

2.2 Lemma. Define
1 i )
VH e H\), q(H) = = > H};+ B8 |Hij|*, ¢(H) = (05, 2") + trHP.
77 i3 i<j
Then for all s € R,

Jp(s) = inf {%q(H) :s=@(H),H € Un217'l$f)} ,

where J,, is the rate function defined in the statement of Theorem [1.7)}



Proof. For any H € Hgﬁ ), we have

(1 B 2
q(H) > min (;, 5) trH-.

As p > 2 we get
q(H) > min (%, g) ltrHP /P . (8)
This yields for any s € R,
inf{%q(H) cs=p(H),H € Unzﬂ-l,(f)} > Jp(s).
Note, that for any s € R,
(5 — {3er2)) = 55— (o, .

Assume p is even. Let s € [(0sc, 2P), +00), and n € N. Define

0 A A
H=1| c ’Hﬁf), (9)
P 20

1
with A = (%) ” We have s = (0, 2P) + trHP, and

n(n — s — (0ge, 2P 2/p
a(H) =p ( 2 . ((n — 1)5’ + (n z 1)) oo g (s = (o))"

This yields for any s € [(0s, 2P), +00),
inf {q(H) : 5 = p(H), H € Ups1 HD } = J, (s).

For s < (o4, 2P), the above inequality is true, since both of the quantities are equal
to +00. Assume now p is odd. Let s € R, and define H € ’Hff) as in (@) but with

1
A =sg(s) (%) /p, so that s = trH?. We have

n(n — s 2/p
ot = 2 () o D

2 P — n—+oo 2

As in the case where p is even, this yields for any s € R,

1
inf {§Q(H) :s=p(H),H € Unleﬁf)} = Jp(s),

which ends the proof. U

We are now ready to give a proof of Theorem [[L4] As in Borell’s proof of
the LDP of Weiner chaoses (see for example [13, Theorem 5.1]), the proof of the
upper bound relies on a reformulation of the deviations of the trace in terms of
an enlargement of a properly chosen event. Then, the Gaussian isoperimetric
inequality allows us to estimate the probability of such enlargement. Similarly
as in Borell’s proof of the lower bound, we use here a kind of finite-dimensional
version of Cameron-Martin formula.



Proof of Theorem [1.7. We closely follow the outline of proof of the large deviations
of Weiner chaoses in [13, Section 5, Theorem 5.1].

Upper bound Let A be a closed subset of R. We can assume without loss of
generality that inf4 J, > 0, otherwise there is nothing to prove.

Let 0 < r < inf 4 J),. Using the notation of Lemmal[2.2] we define for any NV € N,

Ky = {HEHE\?) :q(H) < 1}, and K = {HG Unleﬁf) :q(H) < 1}.

We claim that,

© (\/QTIC) NA=0.
Indeed, if s € ¢ (\/ 27”/6), we can find a sequence (Hy)ren in K, such that
As J), is lower semi continuous, we have

Jp(s) < liminf J, (<p (@Hk)) :

k——~4o00

As Hj, € K, we have q(v/2rHy) < 2r. From Lemma 22 we get
Jp(s) <.

This yields s ¢ A.
From (§), we deduce that ¢ (\/?IC) is bounded. Thus it is a compact subset,
which yields that there is some 1 > 0 such that

(¢ (V2rk) + BO,m)) nA=0.
As Ky C K, we have for any N € N,
(<p (ﬁKN) + B(O,n)) NA=19.
Observe here that n does not depend on N. We deduce that
Pinv () € 4) <P(onn () ¢ 0(VEK) + BO.0).
Let
V= {Y € 7'[55) : HSEHI?N ‘trN (\/LN —i—Nl/pH)p — (05c,2P) — ter‘ < 77}.

Then,
P (m«N (\j{—ﬁ)p ¢ o (Varky) + B(O,n)) <B(X ¢V VENLG).

By Lemma 21 we know that for N large enough, P(X € V) > 1/2. The
Gaussian isoperimetric inequality (see [I3, Theorem 4.3]) yields

P (X ¢ VvV + \/Q—TN1/2+1/p,CN) < %67TN1+2/17.

9



Therefore,

X \? 1
P (tI'N (ﬁ) S A) S §€_rN1+2/p.

1 X \?
s g () <)<
Since the previous inequality is valid for any 0 < r < inf 4 J,, this yields the upper
bound of the LDP.
Lower bound Let A be an open subset of R. Let s € A. There is some 1 > 0
such that B(s,n) C A. We can assume without loss of generality that J,,(s) < +oo.
Define for any N € N,

Thus,

1
VteR, J,n(t) = inf {—q(H) it = (0se, 2P) + ter} .
men® (2

Let § > 0. Due to Lemma [Z2] for N large enough, we have
Jp.n(8) < Jp(s) + 6.

Let » > 0 such that § — 0 > Jp(s). We define the event

Ve = {Y € 7-[%3) : KSEI:IEN ’trN(\/LN + Nl/pK)p — (0sc, 2P) — ter’ < 77}.

Note that 12
1 -
Ky C (mln (;,g)) By,
where B, denotes the unit ball of 7—[%3) for the Hilbert-Schmidt norm. Therefore
Lemma [ZT] yields that for N large enough, P (X € V) > 1/2.

As for N large enough J, n(s) < %, we can write,

2

2
. 1

Jp.N(s) = inf {—q(H) 15 = (0gc, aP) —i—ter}.

HerKn 2

Let H € rKx be such that s = (04, 2P) + trHP. Then,

P <trN <\/£ﬁ)p € A) >P (trN %)p € B(s,n)) =P(XeV), (10)

where

V={veny:|uy < (05c,aP) — trHP| < n}.

) -

But,
P(XeV)=P(X-N*""HeV-N"/H)
1

_1o(vinEtiH
:W/ 1,1 € QQ( ' ’ )dﬁﬁ)(Y),
ZN V—-N2"PH



where dﬁg\é) denotes the Lebesgue measure on 7—[55), and Z](\?) = eféq(y)dﬁg\é) (Y).
We re-write this probability as,

P(XeV)= e*%q(H)NH%E (]1 N%Jr%m(H,y)) ’

1.1 (&
{XeV-N2TP H}

where 1 is the bilinear (or sesquilinear form if 8 = 2) form associated to the
quadratic form ¢. Using Jensen’s inequality, we get

2
P(X eV)>e 300N TP (X eV - N3¥iE)

1,1
{(XeV-N2'o i}
IP(XG V—N%+%H)

xexp | =NTTVE | Ry (H, Y)

Using twice Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields,

B {XeV—N%+%H} _ 1 9\ 1/2
= (xev-nNToH) " p (xev-N7Tom) (2 0o (H)
1 1/2
T p (xev- N%+%H) o(H)"* (Eq(X)?)
1

P (X cev— N%+%H)

But IP’(X € V—N%JF%H) >P(X €V,)>1/2. Thus, we have

1 1 2 1.1
P(XeV)> §exp <—§q(H)N1+127 —2q(H)1/2Né+zlw> .

Since H € rKCyn, we get

1 1 2 1,1
P(XeV)> 5 OXP <—§q(H)N1+z2) - QTNé“‘zla) )

As the above inequality is true for any H € rKy such that s = (o, 2P) + trHP,
we have

1 2 1,1 2 141
P(XeV)> 5 exXP (—Jp7N(s)N1+i — 27"Né+11)) > exp (— (Jp(s) +9) N — 27"Né+;) .
We deduce from (I0) that

o 1 X\
%girg Wlog]? (trN (\/—N) € A) > —Jp(s) — 0.

Letting 6 go to 0, we get the lower bound. U

11



3 Large deviations of moments of the empirical mea-
sure of $-ensembles

We now give a proof of Theorem [Tl In order to ease the notation, we will write
IP{}T for Pgﬂ, as well as Z‘J,V instead of Z{/\fﬁ.

3.1 Deviations inequalities and convergence of the moments

The first step of the proof of Theorem [LI] will be to show, under the mild assump-
tion (B]), the convergence in expectation, of the moments of the empirical measure
towards the moments of the equilibrium measure 0[‘3/. To do so, we will need a

control on the tail probability of
max_|A;,
1<i<N

under IP{}T . To this end we prove a more general deviations inequality, which will
be crucial later.

3.1 Proposition. Let N € N, N > 2. Under assumption (3l), there is a constant
My > 0, depending only on V' and 3, such that for any M > My and 1 <k < N,

k
B (L (150) > ) < exp (-CRNVay),

where Ipy = [—M, M], C is a positive constant depending on V and 3, and where

In order to prove this deviation inequality, we will need a rough control on the

ratio of the partition functions Z{Y and Z ]X,_;k . This is the object of the following
N—k
lemma.

3.2 Lemma. There are some constants ci,cs depending on V and (3, such that for
any N €N, and k < N,

ZN
c1 Nk < log —- - < Nk,
Z'Ny
N

—k

where Z{ , and Z]Yv_‘_,k are defined in (2).
N—k

Proof. From the invariance under permutation of the coordinates of the measures
IP{}T we have

zN N NS o N
ZN‘ik = Zka/ e M= VOO T = A T A
v v [A1]>..>|AN] 1<i<j<N i=1

Splitting the A;’s between the k first largest in absolute value and the rest, and
using again the invariance under permutation of the coordinates, we can bring out

12



the measure IF’]\]IVT/“ , which gives

N—k
zy N EN—k(/ N V) H PUESWE
. — NV - ?
ij}va_vf (N = k)~ N> ) 1<i<j<k !
k
k
« BN=F) Zizl<LN7k,1og|Al—.|>]lsupp(LN_k)C[_Ak’Ak] I1 d)\z),
i=1

where Ly _j = ﬁ Zf\ik 110y, We re-write this equality as the following,

?ijka _ N! EN- k(/ eikQ oz £ @)dL (@)dLy (y)
N (N = k) L] A
N—k
—(N=k) 20 (V) =B{Ln g loglhi— 1))

V() 7y,
1 dAl),

k
SUPP(LN—k)C[*)‘kvAk}

(2

with Ly, = 1 Sk 6y, and f(z,y) = V() +3V(y) - g log |z — y|. Note that from
the assumption (B]) on V', we have

=inf{f(z,y) :x #y} > —oco, ¢ :=inf {V(z) — Blog |z —y| : |y| < |z|} > —cc.

Thus,
N s
Zy < N ke ~(N-k)ke! </ e—V(x)dx>
zZ0 k

N—k

As (]IX) < N¥, we get

with co some constant depending on V' and 3.
For the lower bound, we write similarly as for the upper bound,

zy K
log N logE]E(/e_(N_l)zz':lv(Ai) H BY —)\j|5
ZN_vk Nk 1<i<j<k

k
w BIN=K) 0 (L loglhi—) [[eV*d A)

i=1

Using twice Jensen’s inequality, we get

N
log Zi >E (log/ —~(N-1) 38 V() H |)\i_)\j|5
x E

_v 1<i<j<k
i ) + klog ( / ev(m)dx) :

—k

V(Az’)
o« PNR) P (Ly i Jogl i) H [ 1o

)d\ e V-V drdp
—(N =Dk [ V(A log |\ —
- / fe‘v(“’>dx) /Og| a (f e V@) dz)® )
V()\)d)\
_ N—k _ V(z)
+ BN — K)EAT (/<LN,k,1og\A 1 fe_v( i )—i—klog(/ dz).
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But for any p € R,
+oo
/10g A= ple™Nax = / log = (eiV(““J) + e*V(ﬂ*I)) da
0
1
> [Mlogi (V0 4 V0m)
0

As inf V < —o0, we have
. 1 )
/log ‘)\ — ,u,‘e_V(A)d)\ > 26—1nf\// 10g(.%')d.%' — _Qe—mf\/.
0

Thus,

_V(A)d)\ 26—ian
EN -k / Ly_i,log |\ —. ¢ > — .
]{r\r__vk ( < N—k 0g| |> fe_v(x)dx = fe—V(x)dx

We can conclude that N

Z
log 7 V_ > ¢ Nk,

N—-k =
NV
N—k

with ¢; a constant depending on V' and /.

We are now ready to give a proof of Proposition B.1l
Proof of Proposition [31. We can write as in the proof of Lemma B.2]
ZN*k
k N! v
PY (Ln(I§) > =) < —— 2K

k
X EN_k / e_NZizl V(Ai) A — A\ B
= ( AL][>..>| A |>M H ’ ? J‘

N—k 1<i<j<k

k
Nek)S™ (L plog|hi—.
x PN Ly loBN =D e raen TTAN),
i—1

with Ly_g = 5 Srjop1 O, -
Asfor all z,y € R, log |z —y| < log (1 + |z|)+log (1 + |y|), and for any |z| < |y|,
log |z — y| <log2+ log(1 + |z|), we get

N—k
%

k N! 5
: \%4

k k
X E]YV;’“(/ eV Y i V(Ai) Bk Yoy log(14Xi])
N=k ALz 2 A | =M

k
N-k)S* 1o by
X eﬁ( )2121 g(1+] D]lsupp(LN_k)C[—Am)\k} H d)\i)'

i=1

From (3)), we deduce that there is some ¢y > 0, such that for |y| large enough,

V(y) — Blog (1+y|) > coV(y).

14



Thus, for M large enough,
7Nk N
k N! NV k
PN (L IC > —) < 7ﬂ/ eicoNZizl V()‘Z) d)\

ZN—k X
_ N % / e—coNV()\)d)\ )
k) 2 \Jpzum

/ e—CONV) g\ < g—co(N=1)Viy /er(,\)d)\ < cae PNV,
IA[>M B B

But,

with some constant cg > 0, and where we used in the last inequality the fact that
N > 2. We deduce from Proposition that for M large enough,

k .
BY (Ly (150) 2 ) < (caV)fekhene 300,

As limps, 1o Var = +00, we can find some constants My > 0, and C > 0, depend-
ing on V and f, such that for any M > M,

]P)]‘y <LN (IEJ) > %) < e—Ck‘NV]M.

O

As a consequence of the previous Proposition B.1], we have the convergence of
the expectation under ]P’]‘y , of the moments of the empirical measure, as stated in
the next corollary.

3.3 Corollary. Under assumption [B)), we have for any p € N,

N v
IEV <LN’xp> N—>—+>oo <O-5 ’xp>,

where E{}f denotes the expectation with respect to Pg.

Proof. Since (Ly)n>1 follows a LDP with speed N? (see [I, Theorem 2.6.1]), and
rate function whose minimum is achieved at 0[‘3/, we deduce that (Ly)nyen converges
weakly in probability to 0}3/ under ]P’]‘y . Thus, it is enough to show that for any
keN,

sup EN(Lu, |o[) < +oo,
N>N

for some Ny > 1.
Let k € N. We have (Ly,|z|¥) < maxj<;<n |\;|*. Besides, we know by Propo-
sition [B.1] that

PYY ( max_|A;| > M) < e ONVM
1<i<N

for any M > My, where C' and Mj are some positive constants. Thus,

400
EY max |\|* < M} +/ kb ~le=CNVe gy,
1<i<N Mo

15



By assumption we know that for |z| large enough, V,, > ' log |z|, with 5’ > 1, so
that for My large enough,

+o0
EY max |\ §M5+/ kat~1z=CFN gy,
1<i<N Mo

We deduce that for N > (k+1)/Cg', and My large enough,

+o0 k
< —2 k
EY max, INilF < Mk +/ ! kx™“dx = My + i (11)
which yields the claim. U

3.2 An exponential equivalence

The goal of this section is to prove that the large deviations of m, y are due to
the deviations of the log IV largest in absolute value \;’s . More precisely, we will
prove the following proposition.

3.4 Proposition. For any p € N, p > «, and A1,..., Ay € R, we denote by T, n

the truncated moment
logN

p,N— ZA

where A}, ..., Ay 1is the rearrangement of the \;’s by decreasing absolute values.
Under the notation and assumption of Theorem [ 1], we have for any t > 0,

1 N vV _p _
ey BV ([ — (027 = Ty| > 1) = —c0.

As a consequence of Proposition B and Corollary B3], we have the following
result.

3.5 Proposition. Under assumption ([3), we have

1 N
~EY NP) s (ol aP).
N V(z lcngrl ) N—+4o00 B

Proof. Due to Corollary [3:3] we only need to prove

logN
— Z EYAP — 0.
N—+o00
From (II]) we have

sup EY NP < 400, (12)
N>No

with Ng € N. Thus for any N > Ny,

log N

‘_ Z EN)\*p

log N

sup EN|AGP Nt 0.
N>No

16



Due to the previous proposition, in order to prove Proposition [B.4] it suffices

to show that
1

N
il P
IR
i=log N+1

concentrates at a speed higher than eV P To this end, we will use concentration
inequalities for a-convex measures from [6]. This is the object of the following

proposition.

3.6 Proposition. Let a > 2. Let g : RV — R be a 1-Lipschitz function with
respect to || ||o. Under the notation and assumption of Theorem [I1l, we have for
every t > 0,

bNt
N N
Py (g —Eyg > t) < exp (— 3 T — 1)@_1) .

In particular, if f : R — R is a 1-Lipschitz function, and I,m € {1,...,N},
[ <'m, then for anyt > 0,

tTm o m bN?t®
P (ﬁ Sr(h) - R () > t) < oxp (—zalam - ml) ’

where A, ..., AN is the rearrangement of the \;’s in ascending order.

Proof. Let
N al B
YAERY, d(N)=N>» V(N)—= ) log|\i— A
N =N YV - 5 T loelh -

We claim that ® is a-convex with respect to the norm || ||, on RY, more precisely
we will show that for all A\, u € RY,

A+ p
2

B0 + () 20 (211) = SR il (13)

Note that for any k,l € {1,..., N},

~ (k=) if k # 1
Hess (—5210g|)\i_)\j|> :{ (A& 1) . 1 £1,
7 v 22k (A = Ak) if k=1,

which defines a non-negative matrix since for any « € RY,

Z ()\k — )\l)—Z .%% — Z ()\k - )\l)_2 Tl = Z ()\k — )\l)_Q (mk - 1‘[)2 > 0.

k£l k£l k<l

As by assumption
Vr e R, V(x) = blz|* + w(x),

with w a convex function, we have, with the above observation, for any A, u € RY,

B(N) + D(p) — 20 (#) > bN (gy,%r%ug —22} (A%)j .

i=1 i=1

17



Since a > 2, we have for any z,y € R,

1, 1, z+y\“ z—y\“

- gy > (2 .

2$+2y—( 2)+(2
This yields the desired inequality (I3)).

We know, by [6 Corollary 4.1], that (I3]) entails that for any 1-Lipschitz func-
tion with respect to || ||a, ¢ : RY — R, and every ¢ > 0,

bNt<
N N
Py (g —Eyg> t) < exp <_20‘10z(a — 1)a1) . (14)

Let now f : R — R be a 1-Lipschitz function, and k,l € {1,...,N}, k <. We
set

WAERY, o)) = &3 F(R),
1=l

For any \, u € R, we have by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

1 m 1 m 1/2 1 N 1/2
N — N —2 2
g(N)—g(p) < NZ A~ | S 17 <z;\)\z‘ — T3] ) < yin (;W—Mi! ) ;

i=l -

where we used in the last inequality Hardy-Littlewood-Polya rearrangement in-
equality. Thus, by Holder inequality

g(N) — g(1) < N7 (A = ptl]a.

This shows that g is N 7§—Lipschitz with respect to the norm || ||o. Applying
Proposition I4l to g gives the second inequality in the statement. U

In the following proposition, we use the concentration inequalities of Propo-
sition B.6], together with a truncation procedure and the deviations estimate of
Proposition B, to prove that

1 N
*P
5 2 A
i=log N+1

is exponentially equivalent to its expectation with respect to Pg . Combining this
with the result of Proposition B.5],

1 Xy

N Z EV)‘ZP N—> <0807xp>7
i=log N+1 oo

we will get Proposition [3.41

3.7 Proposition. For any t > 0,

. 1 N ol * o N\ *
lim sup mlogpv Z AP Z Ep AP >N | = —o0,
N—r+o0 i=log N4+1 i=log N+1

where A\, ..., Ay denotes the rearrangement of the \;’s by decreasing absolute values.
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Proof. To ease the notation, we set k = log N. The first part of the argument
consists in choosing the proper truncation level with respect to our exponential
scale N1T/P_ For any M, > 0, we denote by Fyy, the function

A MNP if pis odd
Vo € R, Fy,(x) = {?g(m)(!m\ 0) if p is odd,

|z| A My)? if p is even.
Let )
Nae-D 1%
My="""_"
(log N)=
Note that,

N
Z EV AP L as 120
i=k+

1 a * *
~ 2 BV (N = Fap ()
i=k+1

1

N +1
< N, Z Ey [N
i=k+1
N k
EN * | p+1
< Nagp v M o2 0

using (I2)), and the fact that as p > a, My — +oo. Thus, it suffices to prove that
for any t > 0,

N N
1
lim sup —— log P{Y AP — EY Fary (A | > tN) = —oo0.
N—stoo N1Fa/p <’ i;—l ' i;—l T )
Note that,

N N—I -
> Fu ()= Y Py (M),
i=k+1 j=(k—1)+1
where | = Card{i € {1,...,k} : A} > 0}. Since the function Fjy, is pMé’fl—Lipschitz,
we have using a union bound and Proposition 3.6, for any ¢ > 0,
> tN) < 2k exp (

N N
PJVV(’ Y Fuy ()= D EYFa (A) tO‘N”plogN)

i=k+1 i=k+1

Cap®
where ¢, is some constant depending on a. We can write,

N N
PY(| S a7 — > B Fay ()

i=k+1 i=k+1

N N
<P(| 2 By () = X EVFu ()
i=k+1 i=k+1

N
+Pg( Z |)\;~k|p]lM0§|>\z<| >tN/2).
i=k+1

> Nt)

> tN/2)

We saw by the concentration inequality above, that the deviations of the truncated
moments at the level My around its mean are exponentially negligible at the scale
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N1ta/P We need now to prove that the contributions in the deviations of the
truncated moments of the \;’s above the level M are also negligible. To do so, we
will truncate one more time at a level R, chosen so that the deviation bound of
Proposition Bl gives the right exponential estimate.

From (@), we have for M large enough,

b
inf > MY,
b V(@) 25

Proposition Bl yields that there are some constants My > 0, and C' > 0, depending
on V and 3, such that for any M > My, and k € {1,..., N},

k
PYY (LN(IJCW) > N) < exp (~CkNM®). (15)
Let R = e_l(logv%. We have, with the inequality above, for IV large enough,
N N
PY (2 NP Lyapae > tN/2) SPY (Y2 NP ycae < > N/2)
i=k+1 i=k+1
k
+BY (I () 2 3 ). (16)
where Ly denotes the empirical measure of the \;’s, and where Ir = [-R, R].

From (I5]), we deduce that,
k a
N c _ —a 1/2 prlt+
Py (L(I5) > N) <exp (= Ce™® (log )2 N5 ).

We are reduced to show that the event {Zfik_ﬂ |)\;‘|p]lM0<’M‘<R > tN/2} is ex-
ponentially negligible at the scale N't®/P. To this end, we will slice up the set
{A € R: My < |\ < R} into loglog N small intervals {A € R: M; < |A\| < M4}
for which we will use the deviation bound (IH]). At each step, we choose the largest
bound so that the event {327, 1 |\ 1

gible by (I5)). For any n > 1, we set

(1 a) 1 n « Lo a1 n a1
Gh=(1——=)|—-+—=5+.. ,
" p/)\p p? pr o pr(p—1)

<My > %} is exponentially negli-

M|y

and
NQn

M, = ——77-
(log N)1/e

Observe that ¢, — 2+, and
n—-+o0o

o))

Let n = |cloglog N | with ¢ such that ¢, > % — loglN' With this choice, we have

M, > R.
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Thus, slicing up the set {A € R: My < |A\| < R}, we get

N tN N tN

N N *

Py Z ’Xz‘k‘p ]lMog M|<R > 9 <Py Z ‘)‘i ’p]lMog|,\;<|§Mn > 9
i=k+1 i=k+1

n N
tN
N *| P
Py NP Laseprs | > 5
l i=k+1

IN
|

I
- o

IN

3 ¢
Py ( MP L (I5,) > 5).
l

Il
o

Finally, a union bound gives

N tN n—1 t
N * N —
B | 2 WP Lyepyjeny > 5 | S 2B (LN (1ia) > 5 )
i=k+1 1=0 rH

Using (I5]), we get N large enough, and for all 0 <[ <n,

t CtN2 M CtNZHaa—pa+i (Jog N)a !
N c _ l —
Fv (L(IM’) T ) < exp ( 2n M} ) < exp ( :

I+1 417 2¢log log N
But
<1 a) « n o? I ! n ol
aqr — Pqi+1 = - - - T 5 -
i p)\p " P Lt - 1)
«a a 2 l o/
—(1- —) 1+—+—5+..+—5+
< p ( p P bopt(p - 1))
o
. <1 - _) |
p
Therefore,
Py (L(I5,) > S )< CEN'™Y (log N)"
exp | —
v My Qanp_H =P 2cloglog N ’

where kK > 0 as p > a. We can conclude that,

N 1+2 K
CtN "7 (logN)
N
Py ( zk:l’)\;k’p]lMoS <Ry >tN/2) < cloglog N exp <— Scloglog N )
i=k+

which ends the proof. O

3.3 Large deviations principle for the truncated moments

Since we know from Proposition B4] that (mp n)nen is exponentially equivalent
to

((ag,xp> +Tp7N)

we only need to derive a large deviations principle for (T, x)nen, in order to get

NeN’

the large deviations principle of (mp n)nen (see [12][Theorem 4.2.13]).
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3.8 Proposition. Under the assumption of Theorem [ and the notation of
Proposition the sequence (1T, N)NeN follows a LDP under the law IP’ v, with

speed NH%, and good rate function I,. If p is odd, I, is defined by
Vo € R, I(x) = bz|*/P,

and if p is even,
ba/P if x>0,

400 otherwise.

Ve e R, I,(x) = {

Proof. To ease the notation, we set in the following k& = log V.
Exponential tightness. Let

DERY, g0 = (5 )
L9 = (2 INP)
=1

For A € RY we set [ = Card{i € {1,...,k} : A\f > 0}. We can write

_ N 1/p
g = (P + Z )
; =N-—

where Ai,..., Ay is the rearrangement of the );’s in ascending order. When [ is
fixed, as p > «, we see that g is 1-Lipschitz with the same argument as in the proof
of Proposition Using a union bound, we get by Proposition B.6] for any ¢ > 0,

k k anlte
(S5 e (55 ) ke gl
i=1 =1

Besides, by Jensen’s inequality

N 1 i * v N1 i * 1/p k N | y* p
BY (L P) < (B mr) " < (BN )

i=1 i=1

From (I2)), we deduce

ik 1/p
N[ *|P
By (N ;'AJ ) ij 0-

From the above concentration inequality, we see that (7}, n)ycy IS exponentially
tight.
Upper bound. Observe that we only have to show that for any x > 0,

lim sup log Py (T, n > ) < —I(2). (17)

1
N—+o00 Nita/p
In the case where p is even, it is clear that (7)), is sufficient. In the case p is odd,
observe that V(z) = V(—z) satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [LT. Note also
that for any = > 0,
P{)f (TN < —2) = Pg (Tp,Nn > ).
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Therefore, if (I7) is proven, and if p odd, then we have also for any x > 0,

lim sup log PY (T, n < —) < —I,(—x).

N—+o0 N1+a/p
We now prove (7). Since (+ SF L IM|P) nen is exponentially tight, we only
need to show that for any M > x > 0, we have

lim sup

1 N
> P < <
Nestoo IN1t+a/p log Py (Tpn = 2, [A[" < MN) < —I(x).

Let M > x > 0. Since the event {T, v > z,|A\]|P < MN} is invariant under
permutation of the \;’s, we have
PY (Tpn > 2, [A]]P < MN)

N! /
= N k
ZV Zi:l A/=Nz

NI SIA S (M) L/ P

_sz 1V()\)H|)\ — )\ |5Hd)\

1<j

Bounding the interaction term involving the k largest in absolute value \;’s, we get

PY (Tyn > 2, |\j[P < MN)

' N-k 1/p ~NYT V(N ‘
< w—m 77 ( (NM) ) /Zf1 oe® ) i:Hld/\z
Al < <M
N—k
< N Z]\JY_V ( (NM)I/p)BNk/ e_NZle V(Xi) ﬁd)‘
“\k) z{ S AP>Na i=1 Z

N—k
NV

:@j)g((NM)l/p) </ —NVO > ( ZXP>$)

where X7, ..., X} are independent and identically distributed random variables with
law duy = e_NV(“”)%, where Zy = [ e NV@)dz. As

7Nk
NV
/e_NV(x)dm = W) and log g&k
\%
from Lemma (recall that k = log N), it only remains to show that

=0 (NlogN),

1 log N

lim sup logIP’(N Z XP> x) < —Ip(z).
i=1

N—+o00 NH_a/p
This is the object of the following lemma.

3.9 Lemma. Let (X;);>1 be a sequence of independent and identically distributed
random variables with law dpy = e_NV(x)g—ﬁ, where Zn = fe_NV(JC)dx, with V

as in {@). Letp e N, p > a.

For any x > 0,
log N
i — P>x) <
ljl\fn_l)iup Nital logIP’( Zz; X; x) —1Ip(z),

with I, as in Proposition [T.8.
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Proof. Let > 0. Set Y; = NY/*X; for all i € {1,...,log N}. We have

log N

P(§ o X2x) < P(%VY” > eNE) < P(1§V|y-|p > aN'E)
T VT T B = :

N

i= i=1

Let 0 <t < 1. As a < p, we have at/p < 1. Using the fact that (x +y)°* < z°+ y*,

for any s € (0,1), z,y € RT,

log N log N at

(5 ) co((E) 2 o)
log N
< IP( Z Y|t > xa?tNt(H%)).
i=1

By Chernoft’s inequality we get,

P(5 iiva > ) < i C13) (= (1)) ™"

As for any z € R, V(z) = blz|* + w(x),

E (eblYllat) _ Zil/eb(xﬂxat)sz(ﬁ)dx
N

)

with

On one hand,

b a_ at _N ( T ) . +o0 a a
/e (=D=M ) gy < QeNmf“’/ e P =) g
0

Note that as w is convex, inf w > —oo. On the other hand, Z}, = O

Nlta/p

E (ebm'at) < eo(w) /+OO e 0@ =) g
0

As x> 27! — tz*~1 is non-decreasing on [1, +00), we have,

(18)

. Therefore,

400 400
/ e_b(xa_xat)dx <eb 4+ ;)/ (omco"1 - atxat*l) e_b(xa_xat)dx
0 1

a(l —t
1
ba(l —t)

Take t =ty = 1 — 1/(log N)2. Then,

:eb+

O(N1+a/p)
E (eb‘yl‘atN) —e log N )

Together with the bound (I8]), we get

log N
1 aty g a
Nirars 08P (N 2 szx) < —ba 7 NTOT0E) o).

Taking the limsup as N goes to 400 we get the claim.
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Lower bound. Let z € R. We want to show that

e 1 N
ll%ll;élf }\17241_%2 Nl log Py (Tp v € (x — 6,z +0)) > —I,(z). (20)

As T}, y converges to 0 in almost surely, it is enough to prove this bound for = # 0.
With the same argument as for the upper bound, it suffices actually prove to the
bound above only for = > 0.

Let x > 0 and § > 0. We have for NV large enough,

1
PY (T, n € (x — 6,2+ 6)) ZIP% (Nxfp €(x—6/2,x46/2),Vi>1,|\f| < M) ,

with M > 0. By continuity, there is some £ > 0 such that

1
N1/p

PY (Ty,v € (x — 6,2 +9)) ZM( N € (xl/p_s,xl/p—i—a) V> 1, A < M).

We have
PY (T € (x— 6,2+ )
ZN-1
T “NV(M)pN-1 B(N—=1){log( A —.), L —1)
zN!Z—N/} e VBN (Lo seene b)),
\7a ~i/F —x }<€ N-1

where Ly_1 = 55 2N, 0\, and En = {p € My (R) : supp(p) C [-M, M]}, with
M; (R) the set of probability measures on R. Thus,

PY (Tp.n € (x — 6,2+ 8)) > N! ZN?/ o NV g\
|4 ‘m—xlj‘<e

> eLR(Nfl) log(N%m% 7M7€)]P>J>7V—T/1 (

N-1

Ly_q1€ 5M) .

As w(y) = 0100(|y|*), we have

/A , efNV()\)d)\Z/ . e~ (bro(INX® 4
| P |<e | P |<e

N1/p N1/p
_ o —o(@)N" PP o(N'TH)
Thus,
ZN*I
N =1 pN-1 —(b—o(e))N TP 2P o(NTHF)
Py (Tpv € (x— 6,2 +06)) > — 5 Py (Lv-1 €&m)e e
ZY A
ZN—l
NV
But from Lemma [3:2] we know that log ggl = O (N). Besides, by Proposition 3.1
1%
(with k£ = 1), we have for M large enough,
N-1
P% (Ln-1 € En) N—>—+>oo 1.
This concludes the proof of the lower bound (20). O
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4 The case of Wigner matrices without Gaussian tails

We will give in this section a proof of Theorem The strategy followed is in
the same spirit as the ones developed in [7], [I8] and [3]. We start by a heuristic
argument to give a idea of the nature of the deviations of the moments, and of the
speed of the deviations.

4.1 Heuristics

We show here how one can get the lower bound of the LDP without much effort.
The main fact which makes the argument work is the following : if we add to a
given Hermitian matrix a low rank Hermitian matrix with not too large operator
norm, then the map A — tryAP is almost linear. More precisely, we have the
following lemma, whose proof is postpone at section 4.8l

4.1 Lemma. Let p > 2. Let A and C be two Hermitian matrices of size N.
Assume that C is of rank at most r. We have

ltr (A + C)P — trAP — trCP| < 2Pr max ||A|/*||C|P7F,
1<k<p-1

where || || denotes the operator norm.

To make the argument clearer, let us assume X has entries distributed according
to the exponential law with parameter b. We restrict ourself to the case where p is
even. Let § > 0 and 5 = (N§)'/P. Denoting X](\}’l) =Xy — Xl’lele{, where e; is

VN
the first coordinate vector of CV, we have
]P’(trNXN_Cp/Q—i-(S) N]P’(U‘N (XN +(9N€1€1) ~ p/2+57 \/N _GN)

> P(trN (X(1 D4 GNelel) ~ Cpp + 6, ||X](\}’1)|| < c)

< P(ZLL ~0y),

with some ¢ > 2. As ||X](\}’1) — Xn|| — 0 in probability, and

X — 2
Xl =2 2,

in probability by [4, Theorem 5.1] (or [I, Theorem 2.1.22, Exercise 2.1.27]), we
have

1,1
P(lxy"l<c) = 1.

By Lemma [4.1], we have

IP’(trNXN_C/2+5)>]P’( ) —GN_C/2+5,HX](V1’1)H§c)

: >

XY 2 Gy XU < ) (S

/_\
23\
/"\ ’_‘/"\

zp(t 20]\7)

2l
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Since X1,1 has exponential law with parameter 1, we have

X 1,1
P ( 11’11 ~ 5) ~ exp (—bNé+11?5) .
N2t

But (try (X](\}’l))p)NEN converges to C)/ in probability, by Wigner’s theorem (see

[, Lemmas 2.1.6, 2.1.7]). Therefore,
P(try XK ~ z) 2 exp (—bN%"'%(S) :

The same argument can also be carried out to get the second part of the lower

0 Oy
O 0 )7

bound, using the deformation

with 6y = (%N)l/”.

4.2 Outline of proof

As suggested by the heuristic argument above, the deviations of try X% are due to
finite rank deformations of X with entries of order N 1r. We decompose Xy in
the following way

Xy=A+B*+C°+ D", (21)
with X X
Aij = \/N]Hxi’j‘g(logmd’ Bij= VN (logN)d<\Xi,j|<eN%+%’
X X,
e __ %J e _ 1,7
Cui = \/N]laN%+%§|Xi,j\§6*lN%+%’ Dij= 1

VN INIT x|
where where d is taken such that ad > 1.

In a first phase, we will show that one can neglect in the deviations of tr NXR,
the contributions of the intermediate entries, that is B®, and the large entries, that
is D%, so that (try(A + C°)P)nene>0 are exponentially good approximations for
(trn X% Nen-

Then, due to concentration inequalities, we show that the conditional expec-
tation given C¢, Ecgetry(H + C°)P, where H is a copy of A independent of X,
are exponentially good approximations of (try Xk )nen. From the choice of the
decomposition (21]), we deduce that C¢ has only a finite number of non-zero en-
tries at the exponential scale N'*®/?_ Thus, Lemma E1] and Wigner’s theorem
allow us to conclude that (Ec<try(H + C¢°)P)nen is exponentially equivalent to
({(0se, 2P +try (C%)P) yen. It only remains to show a large deviations principle C¢,
and conclude by contraction principle, with an argument similar as in [3]. The
use of the contraction principle is made possible by the fact that C® has a finite
number of non-zero entries with exponentially large probability.
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4.3 Concentration inequalities

In this section, we revisit a concentration inequality from [25] for the trace of
powers of sum of a Hermitian matrix with bounded entries with a deterministic
Hermitian matrix. This inequality will be crucial to get the exponential tightness
and an exponential approximation of (try X% )nen.

Unfortunately, we cannot directly use the concentration inequality of [25]
Proposition 4], because of the assumption made on the expectation of the en-
tries. To make the strategy sketched in work, we need to prove a concentration
inequality for

try (i + i)p
VN VN/ '
where H is a centered matrix with bounded entries, and where C' is a deterministic
matrix whose entries are of order N*/7T1/2. But then,

2(p-1) _
tr <£> < 201 B 1), (22)
VN

where 7 is the number of non-zero entries of C, which is a bound too loose to use
the concentration inequality of [25, Proposition 4].

However, since we are considering normalized traces, we are looking at devia-
tions of order N of the traces, whereas in [25] the deviations considered were of
order 1. Thus, one can expect that there is some room left in the approach of
Meckes and Szarek, to get a concentration inequality for try (H 4+ C)?, with the

bound (22)).

4.2 Proposition. Let p € N, p > 3. Let H be a centered random Hermitian
matriz such that (H;j)i<;j are independent and bounded by some k > 1, and
let C be a deterministic Hermitian matriz such that tr(%)%’*l) < mNQ_%,
where m > 1. There are some universal constants c,¢ > 0, such that for all
t> C/(pmp—l)pN*%(H%),

NS

9 t 2/p t2
P<|trN(H+C)p—EtI’N(H+0)p|>th/) §86Xp - C}{2 mln{(;) ’]W}

Moreover,

1+ 2 2

P (‘U“N |H + C” — Etry |H + Cyp‘ > INP/2) < Sexp N - min { (3) /p,;i}

CK m

Proof. We follow the same approach as in [25, Proposition 4], with some slight

variations at times, but considering deviations of order N'T2/2 of the trace of

(H +C)P. We will prove only the first inequality, the proof of the second inequality
being exactly the same.

Without loss of generality, we can assume k = 1. Let X = H 4+ C. For

B € {1,2}, we denote by ’H%g) the set of symmetric matrices of size NV, when 5 =1,

and Hermitian matrices when 8 = 2. Note that as H has entries bounded by
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1, we know by [22] Corollary 4.10], that for any convex and 1-Lipschitz function
f: ’H%g) — R with respect to the Hilbert-Schmidt norm, and all £ > 0,

2

P(If(X) - Mf(X)| > 1) <de™ 7,
where M f(X) denotes the median of f(X). Let a > 0. Define
Ko ={Y € ) ¢ [|V]|a1) < a}
where ||Y||, = (tr]Y'|9)Y/9 for any matrix Y and ¢ > 0. Note that we can write
F=Ft-F,

with F*(Y) = trY}, and F~ (V) = trY” for any ¥ € 7-[55), where for every z € R,
x4 and z_ denote the positive and negative parts of . The functions F* and F~
are convex and paP~!-Lipschitz on K,. Let F,", F denote the convex extensions
of Fﬁr(a and F‘;(a to 7—[55), which are paP~!-Lipschitz, as explained in [25, Lemma
5]. Then, for all ¢ > 0, we have

t2Np+2
P (ng(X) — MFE?(X)| > tN1+p/2) < 4exp (— ) :

4p2a2(d=1)
with o € {+,—}.

Besides Y + [[Y[|3(4—1) is convex and 1-Lipschitz with respect to the Hilbert-
Schmidt norm. From [24, Theorem 8.6], we deduce that for any ¢ > 0,

2

iz
P ([1Xlagpo1) = Ell X ||2gper) > ) < e f2.

But,

1

1,1
E||H| + mN?,

IE||‘XV||2(pfl) < IE||}I||2(p71) + ||C||2(p71) < N2

where || || denotes the operator norm, and where we used the fact that m > 1. But
we know from [25] p.6], that there is some universal constant ¢; > 1, such that

E||H]| < o1V,

1

1
Thus, E||X||zp-1) < 2meNZTo,
1 1
Let now b > 0, and a = bN2TH. We have, for b > 4mcq,

BN
) e |- 128 |-

Besides, with this choice of a, we have for all ¢ > 0, and all o € {+, -},

t2N1+2/p
16p2p?(=1) |

P(1X |1 > @) < P(|IX]lop-1) = El|X[ogp-1) >

VRS

P( |7 (X) - MF{(X)| > %NHP/?) < dexp (-
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Thus,
o o t 1+p/2 o o t 1+p/2
IP(|F (X) = MF (X)| > GNP ) gP(|Fa (X) = MF{ (X)| > gN'* )

+ (11X 21 > a)
N1+2/p ) ) t2
S 4eXp (- 128 min {b y Zm} .

As a consequence, for b = 4mec;, we can find a numerical constant ¢y > 1, such
2

1
that for t = C2pN7§(1+;), we have

P(F7(X) - MF (X) > tN'?/2) <

DO =

We deduce that

1

MF?(X) < ME?(X) + copN2 575,

As F7 is non-decreasing with a, and FJ < F? for any a > 0, we have for all
b > 4mey, ) )
P
MPF?(X) — copN2t275 < MF7(X) < MF7(X).
1
2

Thus, for t > 2copN (H%), and any b > 4mcy, we deduce that

P (1F7(X) = ME7(X)| > tN'7/2) < B(|F7(X) - MEZ(X)| > SN'4/%)

N1+2/p ) ) t2
S 4eXp (- 128 min {b ,m} .

But one can check that,

. ) ) . £\ 2/p 2
bg}&ﬁl min < b ’p72b2(p—1) = min (5) ’p—Q(mcl)Q(p—l) .

Optimizing in b in the previous inequality, and setting cs = 1280?(1) _1), we get

NH% . N\ 2/P 2
P(|FU(X)—MFU(X)|>tN1+p/2) §46Xp (— o mm{(;) ,m} .

To get the same inequality but with EF?(X) instead of MF?(X), we integrate by
parts the inequality above, and we find that there is some constant ¢4 > 0, such
that

[EF7(X) - MF(X)| < cym~pN~2(13).

At the price of taking ¢4 larger, we can assume that ¢4 > ¢o. Then, for every
t > 2cmp-1pN 2 (1F7)

P(|F7(X) — EF°(X)| > tN"?/2) <P(|F7(X) - MF?(X)]| > %Nlﬂv/?)
N'tE . £\ 2/P 12
< 4exp (- 1o mm{ (5) ’W} .
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1

2
As F = F* — F~, we have for any t > 204mp_1pN72(1+5),

NH% . £\ 2/P 2
P (1F00) ~EF(X)| > N7 < S ( ] () e )

Setting ¢ = 16¢3, and ¢ = 2¢4, we get the claim. U

4.4 Exponential tightness

Throughout the rest of this section, we fix a constant v > 0, such that for ¢ large
enough,
P(|X11| > t) VP (| X0 >1t) <e . (23)

In this section, we will show that the sequence (try XA )nen is exponentially
tight, namely, we have the following proposition.

4.3 Proposition (Exponential tightness).

lim limsupra(%jL%) logP (try [Xn|? > t) = —o0.

=400 N 5400

Proof of Proposition [{.3 Using the triangular inequality for the p-Schatten norm,
we get for any ¢ > 0,
P (try | Xn|P > (46)P) < P(try |AP > ) + P (try |B°|P > ¢P)
+P(try |CP)P > ) + P (try | DF|P > tP). (24)
This shows that it suffices to estimate at the exponential scale, the probability
of each event {try |[A]" > }, {try |B°|’ > t}, {try|C°|P > P}, and finally

{try |D|P > tP}. As a consequence of the concentration inequality of Proposition
12l we have the following lemma.

4.4 Lemma.

lim lim sup log P (try |A|P > t) = —oo0,

t=+00 Ny 100 N1T2/P
where A is as in (21)).

Proof. Note that as p > 2,

)2(1’7—1)

tr (EA < (tr(IEA)z)J%1 .

Since the entries of X are centered, we get

2 1
tr(EA) =N Z E|Xi,j|2]l|Xi,j\>(10gN)d'
1<i,j<N

Integrating by parts, we have

tr(EA)2 = O(NQe—%(logN)“d),
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where v is as in (23]). As ad > 1,

)2(17*1)

tr(EA = o(1). (25)

We see that A satisfies the assumptions of Proposition with some m > 1 and
k= (log N)¢. We get for any ¢ > 0, and N large enough,

Nt 2y
p_ P _ ; p
P (|try |A|P — Etry |AP| > t) < 8exp 2(log N)Z mm{t S Ty } ,

which yields, as a < 2,

Jim N=(2+3) 1og P ([t |AP — Etrw [A]P] > ) = —o0. (26)
—+00

We know from [I, Theorem 2.1.1, Lemma 2.1.6], that

EtrN‘XN’p — <0507 ’w‘p>’ (27)
N—+4o00

where (0g, |2|P) = [ |z[Pdos.(x). Denoting ux, and pa the spectral measures of
Xn and A respectively, we have using the decreasing coupling and [5, Theorem III

4.4],

P\ /P
WP(EMXN7EMA) < (EtrN’XN - A‘ ) )

where W), denotes the p-Wasserstein distance. As a consequence of the polar de-

(28)

composition, we can write | Xy — A|P = (Xy — A)PU, where U is a unitary matrix,
so that

1 p
Etr’XN - A’p < NP2 Z E H ‘X'ij7ij+1’1|Xij7ij+1‘§(10gN)d7 (29)

11,0 0p+1 J=1

Hoélder inequality yields,
Etr| Xy — AP < NP2 max (E‘Xl,l‘pﬂ\X171\>(logN)PaE’X172‘p]1\X1,2|>(10gN)p)’

where we used the fact that the entries of X are centered. Integrating by parts, we
get
Etr|Xy — AP = O(Np/2+1e—%(logN)ad)’ (30)

where v is as in (23). As ad > 1, we deduce by [Z28), W,(Eux,,Epa) = o(1),
which yields
‘EtrN|XN|p - IEtrN|A|p‘ = o(1).

We can conclude with (26]) and 27) that (try|A[P)nen is exponentially tight.
U

For the second event {try|B¢[P > tP}, we have the following lemma.

4.5 Lemma. For any € > 0, we have

lim lim SupNﬁa(%jL%) log P (try [B*]P > t) = —oo0.

t=+00 N 5400
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Proof. Since p > 2, we have
(tr |BP)*/P < tr(B°)2.

Thus,
P (tr[ B > tN) < P (tr(B%)2 > /P N2/P) .

Chernoff’s inequality yields for any A > 0,

+1

bS][V

P X Itz )z ety

AlXG 5121 1.1
¢ H E e (logN)d<\X,L'7j\<EN2 P .

1<i<j<N 1<i<j<N
Let 1 < i< j < N. Recall that for 4 a probability measure on R and g € C!, we

have the following integration by parts formula :

b b
| 9@dutz) = glapla,+50) = g(bhu (b, +06) + [ g'(@)plo, +o0) do.
a a
Thus, we get for N large enough,
AlXi, 5171 1.1 eNEtE
Ele (log N)4<IX; jI<eNZ TP ) <] 4 2 zef @ dg,
B (log N)?
with f(x) = A2 — vz, and v is as in (Z3). Let
A= ?EO‘_QN_(Z_O‘)(%JF%).

With this cllloife of A, one can easily check that f is non-increasing on
[(log N)¢,eNZ"#]. Thus,

X 21
E e (logN)d<’Xi’j‘<sN

D=

1
”) <14 222 N5 e/ ((logM)?)

<1+ aweaNa(%Jr%)ef((logN)d).
But for N large enough,
F((0g Ny = ZLen=2NC=(545) (10g N)24 — 4 (1og N)*! < —2 (log )™

As ad > 1, we get for N large enough,
AXi ;121 1.1 Y ad 2 ad
Ele (log N)d<|x; j|<eN2TP <1+ e~ 1(logN) < exp (efz(logN) )

Then,
P (tr |B[” > tN) < exp - %50*2N“(%+%)t%) exp (N2 300sM™) (31
Since ad > 1, we get

lim limsupN_a(%+%) log P (tr |[B*|P > tN) = —o0.

t=+00 N 400
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We now turn to the event {try|C®|P > t}. As a consequence of Bennett’s
inequality, we have the following lemma.

4.6 Lemma. For any e > 0,

lim  lim N °(E5) logP (try |[C°P > t) = —oc.

t—+o00 N——+oo

To prove this lemma, we will first show that at the exponential scale C¢ has a
finite number of non-zero entries.

4.7 Proposition. For all e > 0,

lim limsup N~(575) log P (Card {(1.4) : CF,; # 0} > 1) = —ox,

T—=+00 Ns400
where C* is as in (21]).
Proof. Let € > 0. Note that

]P’(Card{(i,j) : Cie’j 7 0} 2 7’) =F ( Z ]llXi,j\ZeN%Jr% = g) .

1<i<j<N

Let p;j =P (\X”\ > aN%Jr%), for i,7 € {1,2}. From (23), we have
1
P11VDpr2=o0 e )

Therefore, it is enough to show that

1 1
lim thUPN_a(TLE) log P 1 141 —pij)=>r| =—oc.
r——400 N—s400 1§@§§N( \Xi,j\2€N2+P ZJ)

By Bennett’s inequality (see [24, Theorem 2.9]) we have,

r
P ( Z (]1|Xi,j\zeN%+% —Pz‘,j) > 7“) < exp(—vh <;> ),

1<i<j<N

with h(z) = (v + 1) log(z + 1) — x, and v = >7,<;p; ;. From (23), we have for N
large enough,

v < N%‘vaaNa(%*%)

As h(z) o xlog(x), we get for N large enough,
o0

=

+%)) exp (r log (%)),

which gives the claim. O

: ( Z (]llXi,j\ZeN%+% _piJ) 2 T) = exp(_r75aNa(

1<ij<N

With this result on the number of non-zero entries of C¢, we will see that the
matrix +|C¢[P has a finite number of non-zero entries of order 1, and that it yields
the exponential estimate claimed in Lemma
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Proof of Lemma [{.6 Using the polar decomposition as in (29]), and bounding each
coefficient of C¢ by e NP we get,

tr|C°P < |T5|PNeP,

where |Z¢| denotes the number of non-zero entries in C*. Due to Lemma 7] we
get,
+l) €|pP — _

p) logP (try |C°)F > t) = —o0.

=

lim limsup Nﬁa(

=400 N 5100

O
At last, we prove the following exponential tightness for try|D®|P.
4.8 Lemma. It holds
. . . —oz(l-f—l) €|P
lim lim sup limsup N~ “\27#/ logP (try | D°|P > t) = —o0,
=0 t5+00 N—+oo
with D as in 21]).
Proof. A union bound gives for NV large enough,
P (D #0) < N%exp ( — 'ya_O‘Na(%+%)), (32)
with v as in (23)). O

From (24]), lemmas [£4] [0 and 6] we get for any € > 0,

1 1
lim sup lim sup Nelats) log P (try | Xn[” > 1)
t—+00 N—+o0

. . —a(l-i-l) e|p
<limsuplimsup N “\27»/ logP (try| D°|P > t).

t—=+oo0 N—+o0

Taking the limsup as € goes to 0, we see that Lemma [.§] yields the exponential
tightness claimed in Proposition 3l O

4.5 Exponential equivalences

4.6 First step

We will prove in this section that we can ignore in the deviations of try X%, the
1,1
contributions of the large entries, namely those such that |X; ;| > e !N2"% | and

1 1
the contributions of the intermediate entries, that is (log N)¢ < |X; ;| < eN2¥».
More precisely, we will prove the following exponential approximation.

4.9 Proposition. For any t > 0,

+3) logP (Jtry X8 — try (A4 C%)P| > t) = —o0,

=

lim lim sup Nﬁa(

€20 N 400

with A and C¢ are as in [2I)). In other words, (trn(A+C*)P)nen are exponentially
good approximations of (trNX]%)NeN.
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Proof. Let 7 > 0. Define the compact subset,
Kr ={ne Mi(R) : {p, [x[") <7},

where M (R) denotes the set of probability measures on R. As the function which
associates to a probability measure x on R, its p'" moment, (u, 2P), is continuous for
the p-Wasserstein distance, we get that restricted to IC;, it is uniformly continuous.
Applying this uniform continuity to spectral measures of Hermitian matrices, using
the fact that
1/p

Wy(pa, pp) < (trn|A = BP)
for any two Hermitian matrices A and B, with spectral measures pa, pup, we get
that there exists a non-negative function h depending on 7, satisfying h(t) — 0 as
t — 0, such that for any X,Y € 'H%g), if

try|X[P <7, and [tryXP —tryYP| > ¢,

for some t > 0, then,
try | X — Y|P > h(t).
But, from Proposition 3], we know that (try|Xn|P)nven is exponentially tight,

therefore, it is enough to show that for any 7 > 0,

1,1
lim limsupN_a(5+5) logP (Jtry X8 — try (A + C9)P| > t,trn | X [P < 7) = —cc.

e=0 N too

Let 7 > 0. With the previous observation, we get for any t > 0,
P (|trx X5 — trw (A + C5)P| > ¢, ten | X P < 7) < P(trn| BT+ D > h(t)).
By the triangular inequality for the p-Schatten norm, we get

P([trn X5 —tra (A + C5)P| > t, try| Xn|P < 7)

<P (trN|B5|p > %f)) +P (trN|D5|p > %f)) o 33)

But, on one hand (31 yields

N[

lim lim No(

e—=0 N—+o0

1 h(t
+3) log P (trN\Bs\p > %) = —00,

and on the other hand, (32)) gives

_aflyl h(t

lim lim N2t log P <trN|D€|p > Q) = —00
e—0 N—+4oo 2p

This concludes the proof of Proposition 49| taking the limsup as N goes to 400

at the exponential scale, and then the limsup as ¢ goes to 0 in (33]).

O
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4.7 Second step

We show here that in the study of the deviations of try(A+ C¢)P, we can replace A
by a matrix H independent of X, and that try(H +C*)? is exponentially equivalent
to its conditional expectation given the o-algebra F, generated by the X; ; such
that | X; ;| > (log N )¢. More precisely, we will prove the following result.

4.10 Proposition. Let F be the o-algebra generated by the wvariables
Xivj]l\Xi,j|>(10gN)d' Let H be a random Hermitian matriz independent of X,
such that (H; j)i<j are independent, and for all 1 <i < N, H;; has the same law
as X11/VN conditioned on {|X11| < (log N)*}, and for all i < j, H;; has the
same law as X12/V'N conditioned on {| X1 2| < (log N)?}.

For any t > 0,

lim N (+5) log P ([try X%, — Extry (H + C%)P| > t) = —o0,
N—+o0

where Ex denotes the conditional expectation given JF.
Proof. By Proposition L9, we know that (try(A+ C°)?)nene>0 are exponentially

good approximations of (try X% )nen, therefore it is enough to show that for all
e>0,and t > 0,

lim No(+3) logP (|try (A + C%)P —Extry (H + C%)P| > t) = —c0.
N—+o0
From Proposition [4.6] we see that is actually sufficient to show that for any r € N,
1 1
lim N5 log P (Jtry (A + C°) — Extry (H + C°)P| > t,|T] < ) = —oo,
N—+o0
where
T = {(i,5) € {1, N} x {1,..,N} : C5; # 0}

Note that C¢ is F-measurable, and given F, A has independent up-diagonal entries
bounded by (log N)?/+/N. Moreover, using the triangle inequality for the 2(p — 1)-
Schatten norm, we get

tr(EA + €)1 < 22(0=1) pax (tr(EA)Q(p_l),tr(Ca)Q(p_l)).
On one hand, we have, expanding the trace and bounding each entry of C*¢ by
e"INP,
tr(C%)2—1) < ‘1812(17—1)5—2(1)—1)]\72—%7
and on the other hand we have from (23] that tr(EA)2®—Y = o(1). Therefore,

we can apply the result of Proposition for the trace of (A + C°)P under the
conditional probability given F. As a < 2, we get that for any ¢ > 0, and r € N,

NlirJrrl Nz +y) logP (Jtry (A+ C%)P —Extry (A+ C)P| > t,|Z.| <r) = —cc.
—+00

We will use the same decoupling argument as in [7], to remove the dependency
between A and C°. Let I = {(i,j) : [Xi;| > (log N)?}. Define A’ the N x N
matrix with (4, j)-entry

Ai = Aijlipgr + Higli jer. (34)
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Note that A" and H are both independent of F and have the same law. Therefore,
Ertry (AI + Ce)p = Exrtry (H + Cs)p .

Due to the triangular inequality and Lemma [£.6] it only remains to prove that for
any t > 0, and any 7 > 0,

NhI—Il—l Nz +y) logP (|Eftry (A + C°)P —Egtry (A" + C%)P| > t,try|CEP < 7) = —c0.
S0

But, using again the triangular inequality for the p-Schatten norm, we get
Ertry|A" + C¢|P < 2P max (Etry|H|P, try|C|P) .
With the same argument as in the proof of Lemma [£4] we have
Etry|HP — Py,
I“N| | N 100 <O-sc, |$| >

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma [£4] we see that it is sufficient to show that for
any t > 0,

1 1
lim N (+3) log P (Wy(Erpa+ce, Erparyce) > t) = —o0,
N—+o0

where paice and gy ce denote the spectral measures of A+C€ and A’ +C*. But,
Wy(Erpascs, Erparce )’ < Ertry|A— AP,

and besides, expanding the trace using the polar decomposition, we get

I |77
E].‘tI'N ‘A —A ‘ < COW’

where ¢y is constant independent of N such that,

max (E‘\/NHM p,E ‘\/NHLQ‘I)) < ¢p.

Thus, in order to control Eztry |A — A'|P, we need to make sure that I contains
1 1

no more than tN'1?/2 indices, for any ¢ > 0, at the exponential scale Nezty), By

a argument similar as in the proof of Proposition A7, we get the following lemma.

4.11 Lemma. Let [ = {(z’,j) X1 > (log N)d}. For § > 0, we define the event,
0 \ite/
Fy=|I| < SZN1+2/p Y
o

It holds that )
) log P (F§) = —o0.

NI

lim N_a(
N—+o00

Using (35]), and Lemma (Z£I1]), we get the claim.
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4.8 Third step

We showed in Proposition B.10 that (Extry (H + C°)P)nene>o are exponentially

good approximations of (tryX%;)yen. We will prove now that we can approximate
1 1

Extry (H 4+ C%)P at the exponential scale Na(5+5), by EtryHP + try(C*)P, and

then by (0, 2P) + try(C%)P. This will give good exponential approximations of

(trn XA )ven, as stated in the following proposition.

4.12 Proposition. For anyt > 0,

1,1
lim lim supN_a(5+5) log P (|try X& — (0sc, 2P) — try (CF)P] > t) = —o0,
=0 N 400

where A and C¢ are as in (21]).

In order to prove that EtryHP + try(C®)P is an exponential equivalent of
Extry (H 4+ C%)P, we will need the following deterministic lemma.

4.13 Lemma. Let p > 2. Let H and C be two Hermitian matrices of size N.
Assume that C is of rank at most r. We have

tr (H + C)? — trHP — trCP| < 2Pr max ||H||*||C|[P7*,
1<k<p-1

where || || denotes the operator norm.

Proof. Expanding the sum we get

wEroP=3 Y (MO0,

k=0 MG e{H,C}
[{i:M (D) =H}|=k

Let k € {1,...,p—1}, and let M) ,... M®) be matrices such that M® e {H,C}, and
Card{i : M®) = H} =k . Let (1;)1<j<n be an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors
for C' such that 0,41, ...,ny are in the kernel of C'. Using the cyclicity of the trace,
we can assume M®) = C. Assuming M®) = C, we get

hE

}tr (M(l)...M(p))} = <M(1)...M(p)77j,77j>

<.
Il
-

Z <M(1)M(p)77j,77j>
7=1
< rl[H|*[|C|[PF,

which ends the proof of the claim.

Proof. Note that the same argument as in the proof of Lemma (4] yields

EtryH? — (0, 2P),
N——+oc0
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Therefore, due to Proposition .10, we only need to prove that for any ¢ > 0,

lim N5 log P ([Ertry (H + C°) — Etrn HP — try (C°)P] > £) = —oo.
N—+4o00

Using Lemma ATl and the fact that the rank of a matrix is bounded by the number

of its non-zero entries, we have

op
e\pP _ P _ E\P = e |p—k k
|Ertry (H + C%)P — EtryHP — try (C°)P| < \Zgllgr]?gl)f_l{HC [|P~"E||H]| },

where Z. denotes the set of indices (4, j) such that C7; # 0. But,

|C¥|| < |Ze| sup|Cyj| < |Ze]e ' NVP.
/[:7.7
Thus,

op—p+l
€\P D V| <« D k
|Ertry (H + C°)’ — EtryH? — try (C°)P| N/ 7| 1$3§,1E”H|| .

But we know from [I, Theorem 2.1.22, Exercice 2.1.27] that ||X|| converges in all
LP spaces to 2, and we have

E|IX — H|]P = B||X — AP < Etr|X — AP,
where A’ is as in ([34]). With the same argument as in Lemma E4], we get
Etr|X — A']P = o(1).

Thus, for any k € {1,...,p}, E||H|* is bounded. We can find a constant M, > 0
such that,

[Ertry (A+ CE)P — Etry AP — try (C5)P| < M| Z.JPN 7.
Thus, for any ¢t > 0, and r € N,

Jim N(33) 1og P (|Ertry (A + C°) — Etry AP — try (C5)| > 1, [T.] < ) = —oc.
——+o00

Invoking Lemma .7 we get the claim. O

4.9 A large deviations principle for try X%

We proved in the previous section that ((osc,2P) + try(C°)P)c>0,Nen are expo-
nentially good approximations of (try X% )nen at the exponential scale consid-
ered. The aim of this section is to show that we can derive a LDP for each
e > 0 for (try(C%)P)nen, using the contraction principle, and deduce a LDP for
(trNng)NeN-

In the view of applying a contraction principle for the sequence (try (C¢)?)ven,
we need to find a good space to embed C® so that we can define a trace which will
be continuous. For every r € N, we define

& ={A € Ups1HP) : Card{(i,j) : Ai; #0} <r}.

40



For any n € N, let §,, be the symmetric group on the set {1,...,n}. Let S denote
the group U,enSn. We denote &, the set of equivalence classes of &, under the
action of S, which is defined by

Vo€ S,VA€E,, 0.A=M"1AM, = (Aa(i)p(j))‘ |
2¥)

where M, denote the permutation matrix associated with the permutation o i.e
Mo = (005 )ij-

Let 7—[? ) /S be the set of equivalence classes of 7-[56) under the action of the
symmetric group S,. Note that any equivalence class of the action of & on &,

(8)

has a representative in HTB . This defines an injective map from &, into 7-[56)/ S;.

Identifying &, to a subset of 7—[7(»6) /Sy, we equip &, of the quotient topology of

H? )/ S,. This topology is metrizable by the distance d given by
VA, B e &, J(A,B) = min max ‘Bo(i),o(j) = As(i),0' ()

o,0’'€S i,

; (36)

where A and B are two representatives of A and B respectively.

Since the trace is continuous and invariant by conjugation, we can define the
trace on 7-[56 ) /S, and it will be still continuous. Therefore, the trace on gr is
continuous for the topology we defined above.

Let ¢ > 0. Let Py, denote the law of C°/N /P conditioned on the event
{Ce €&}, and ]T”?Vr the push-forward of P, by the projection 7 : & — .. With
these preliminary definitions, we can now state the LDP result for (IF’?VT) Nen. The
result is almost identical as [3, Proposition 7.1], the only difference being the choice
of truncation of the entries. Thus, the rate function is identical, and only the speed
is different. We refer the reader to [3] for the proof of the following proposition.

4.14 Proposition. Let r € N and € > 0. Then (~§V,r)N€N satisfies a large de-

1 1
viations principle with speed Na(5+5), and good rate function I., defined for all
Aecé& by

(37)

400 otherwise,

(4) - {bz@ [Aiil® + & iy [Aig[* A€ D,
where A is a representative of the equivalence class A and

D, = {A €& Vi< Ajj=00r e <|A; < 6_1, and A; /A | € supp(ui,j)},

with v;; = vy if 1 = j, and v;; = vo if © < j, where v1 and vo are defined in
definition [L.3.

We are now ready to use a contraction principle to prove that (try(C%)P)nen
follows a LDP for any € > 0. The use of the contraction principle is made possible
by the fact that the push-forward of I@}f\,ﬂ, by the map A — trAP on U,enH,(C),
are exponentially good approximations of (try(C¢)P)nen.

41



4.15 Proposition. Let ¢ > 0. The sequence (try (C°)P)nen satisfies a large
deviations principle of speed Na(%+%), and good rate function J. defined for all
x € R by,

Je(x) = inf {Ie (A):x=trAP A € UngN'Hgﬁ)} ,

where

bY st [Aial™ + 5 Dit |A; 51" if A€ D.,

(38)
400 otherwise,

VA e UnGNngB)a I.(A) = {

where D, = UpenDs , with De, as in Proposition [4.14.

Proof. Let r € N. We denote by f the function A € &, — trAP, with A a represen-
tative of A. As the trace is invariant by conjugation, f is well defined. We define
the push-forward of P]i,m by the map f,

5 —1
I/er = P]i/,r (¢] f .

Note that vy, is the law of try(C¢)P conditioned on the event {C® € &,}. We will
show that (vn,)nren are exponentially good approximations of (try(C®)P)yen.
Let Yn , be random variable independent of C¢, and distributed according to v ..
Let

Zny =trn (C°) leece, + YNrleege, -

Thus, Zn, and Yy, have the same law vy ,. Furthermore, for any ¢ > 0,
P(|Zny —try (C9)P] > t) <P(C° ¢&,).
By Proposition [4.7] we get

lim N—°(G+3) logP (| Zn, — trn (C°)P| > t) = —o0,
N—+o00 ’

which shows that (vn,)nren are exponentially good approximations of
(trv (C)P) Nen. B

For each r € N, the function f restricted to &, is continuous for the topology we
equipped &.. Note that as C¢ has entries bounded by e IN/P, VN, is compactly
supported uniformly in N. Thus, (vn,)n>1 is exponentially tight, the contraction
principle (see [12][Theorem 4.2.1]) yields that (vn,)nven follows a LDP principle

with speed NO‘(%JF%) and good rate function J , given by
Jop(@) = inf {L.,(A): A &,z = f(A)},

where I, , is defined in Proposition .14l We can re-write this rate function as
Jer(z) =inf{I.(A): A€ &, z=f(A)},

where f denote as well the function A — tr(A)? on uneNHSf), and where I, is
defined in (38]). By [12, Theorem 4.2.16], we deduce that (try(C*)P)nen satisfies

a weak LDP with speed Na(%Jr%), and rate function J. defined by

Vo € R, J.(z) =supliminf inf J.,.(y).
2 e R ) =i Bl e )
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As J. , is non-increasing in 7, we have

Jo(x) =supinf inf =gup inf inf.J .
o) = b ek afes Tor ) = b I Jel e )

Let @ be the function defined by
Ve e R, ®(x) = ;IGII{I Jer().
Thus,

Je(x) =sup inf ®(y).
6>0 ly—=[<é

We see that it suffices to show that ® is lower semi-continuous to conclude that
J. = . We will prove in fact that ® has compact level sets.
Let 7 > 0. Let = € R, such that ®(z) < 7. Then

D(x) = {L(A) : = f(4), L(A) <27}
But for any A € Up,enHy,(C) such that I.(A) < 400, we have

(bA 5)e"Card {(i,) : Aiy # 0} < L(A).
Thus taking 7 such that (b A §)e® < 7, we get

O(x)={I-(4) :z = f(A),I.(A) <21, A €&}
={L..(A):x=f(A), A&},
Since f is continuous on gr and I, is a good rate function, we have
fzeR: @) <7} ={f(A): L (A)<rAdeE}.

As f is continuous on &, and I., is a good rate function, we deduce that the
7-level sets of ® are compact. Therefore J. = ®.

O
We are now ready to conclude the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem . By Proposition @12}, ((0s¢, 2P) + try (C°)P) Nene>0 are ex-
ponentially good approximations of (try Xk )ven. We deduce from Proposition
that for each € > 0, the sequence ({0, 2P) + try(C®)P)yen satisfies a LDP
with speed NO‘(%+%), and with good rate function 1. defined by

Je lx = C if p is even,
Ve(2) = ) ( p/2) e .
Je(x) if p is odd,

where J. is as in Proposition LT5l Since (try X% )n>1 is exponentially tight by

Proposition B3}, we deduce from [12, Theorem 4.2.16] that (try Xk )nven satisfies a
1 1

LDP with speed N *(3%3) and rate function Jp defined by

Vz € R, J,(x) =suplimsup inf .(y).
6>0 &0 |y—z[<é
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Observe that for any A € UneNHﬁlB ), I.(A) is non-decreasing in €. Therefore, 1. is
non-decreasing in €. Thus,

Ve e R, Jp(z) = Sup Inf nf_ SVev): (39)
Let
Vo € R, By(a) = {% (v=Cyp) it pis even,
op(x) if p is odd,
with

op(x) =inf {I(A) : x = trAP, A € D},

where [ is defined for any A € Unzl”;’-[,(f), by

+o0o
T(A) =b> A +a) |4 |,
i1

1<j

and D = {UngNHgﬁ) :Vi < j, Ai; = 0or and A;;/|A; | € supp(vi;)}. With
these notations we have,

Jp(x) =sup inf @,(y). (40)

5>0 |z—y|<d

As for any t > 0, and A € UpenH\, I(tA) = t*I(A), and tr (tA)? = tPtrAP, we
have for p even,

ep(L)y™P ify >0,

400 otherwise,

Vy € R’ @p(y) = {

and for p odd
Yy € R, p(y) = @p(1)[y|*/7.

Therefore,

©p(1) (ac — Cp/z)a/p if p is even,

Ve e R, ®,(z) =
400 otherwise,

and if p is odd
Vo € R, ®p(z) = pp(1)]z]*/?.

This shows in particular that ®,, is lower semi-continuous. From (#0]), we get finally
Jp = P,
O

4.10 Computation of J,(1)

We show here that we can compute the constant ¢, appearing in Theorem [I.6] when
a € (0,1] and p is even, and we give a lower bound and upper bound in the case
where a € (1,2) and p is even.
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4.16 Theorem. With the notations of Theorem L8, we have the following :
(a). If p is even,
in(b,2) < ¢, < min (2707
min { b, 5 _cp_mm(, a).

(b). If a € (0,1] and p is even,
¢p = min (b, 270‘/1’(1) .
Proof. From the proof of Theorem [[.6, we know that
cp =1inf{I(A):1=1trAP, A € D}, (41)
where [ is defined for any A € UnzlfH?(f), by
+oo
I(A) = b; Al + a; |[Ai g™

and D = {UneNH,(f) Vi <4, Aij=0o0r A;;/|Ai;| €supp(vi;)}, with v;; =11
if i = j, and v; ; = 1p if i < j, where 11 and vy are defined in definition L5l

Note that it
. 0 27 /Pet
¢p < min (I(s),[ < o—1/p—if 0 )) ,

where s € supp(ry), and 6 € supp(v2). Thus,
¢p < min (b, 270‘/1’(1) ,

which proves the upper bound in cases (a) and (b).
On the other hand, we have

+oo
¢, > inf {bz |Aial® + g ST 1A* A€ UpenHP) 1 = trAp}
i=1 i#£]

> min <b, g) inf {Z |Al7]|a A€ UneNHgﬁ) ctrAP = 1} .
i7j
Since « € (0,2), we know from [31, Theorem 3.32] that for any A € nY,
n
Do lA = Nl (42)
i i=1
where A, ..., \,, are the eigenvalues of A. As a/p < 1, we have

Sz () = (wlap) = s
=1 i=1
Thus, if trA? = 1, we have
Do lAi "> 1
i
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We can deduce that
. a
cp > min (b, 5),

which proves the lower bound of case (b).

Assume now « € (0,1) and p is even. If A € #P) is such that trAP = 1, then

sup trdAB =1,
tr|B|9=1

with ¢ > 1 such that % + % = 1. Thus, we can deduce that

Vi€ {1,..,n}, |Aii| <1, Vi,j € {1,...,n},i #j,|A; ;] <27V

Then,
+00
¢ 2 {B° [Aual® +5 D [Aiyl* s A € UpenHP), 1 = tra? (43)
i=1 i£j

+o00
_a 1 1
> min (6,2 Pa) inf{ > Al + 3 > ]211>A,~7j\°‘ tA € UpenHP) 1 = trAp}
i=1 itj
o T 1 1
> min (b, Q_Ea) inf{ Z |A; | + 3 Z 2P A; ;] A€ UneN’HSLB), 1= trAp},
i=1 i#]

where we used in the last inequality the fact the |A;;| < 1, and |4, ;| < 27V/P for
any i # j. Thus,

¢p > min (b, 27%a) inf{ (1 - 2%71) io |A¢7¢|—|—2%71 Z |4; ;] A€ UnenH? 1 = trAp}.
i=1 id

Using again [31, Theorem 3.36], and the triangular inequality, we get

¢p > min (b,Q_%a) inf inf{ (1 — 2%_1) ‘zn:)\l —1—2%_1 z": || - A e Hﬁf’,i)@’ = 1}.
i=1

=1 =1

n>1

Let n > 1. We consider the optimization problem

inf { (1-207") ‘Zn:AZ IS A e HP S A = 1},
1=1 1=1 i=1

Denote for all A € R™,

o) = (1-27) | oA + 25 YA
i=1 i=1

Compactness and continuity arguments show that the infimum is achieved at

some A € R™. At the price of permuting the coordinates of A, and taking the
opposite of A, which does not change the value of ¢(\), we can assume that
A= (A, A, 0,...,0), with Ay # 0,..., A, # 0 such that > 7" \; > 0. As-
sume first that > ;"; A\; > 0. The multipliers rule (see [II, Theorem 9.1]) yields
that there is some 7 > 0, such that for any i € {1,...,m},

(1-207") 20 sm) =N (44)
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Multiplying the above inequality by A;, and summing over all ¢ € {1,...,m}, we get

7= (). (45)

From (@), we have for all € {1,...,m},

vy pl if \; >0,
Ai = 1
e (2% ~1)7T A <0,

Let k denote the number of positive A;’s, and [ the number of negative \;’s. As
™A >0, we have k > 1. Since >1"; A’ = 1, we have

p

VT =kl (20 1) 21

as k > 1. Thus, p(A\) > 1.
Assume now that Y ;" ; A\; = 0. Then the multipliers rule asserts that there are
some t € [—1,1] and =, such that (¢,7) # (0,0), and for all ¢ € {1, ..., m},

1 1
(12071420 sg(h) =N

At the price of changing A to —\, we can assume ¢ > 0. As in the previous case,
multiplying by A; in the above equation and summing over i, yields p(A\) = 7.
Note that since ¢(1,0,...,0) = 1, we can assume v < 1. We can write for any
ie{l,..,m},

.\ _fylp—ll (12%1 . (1 —lzil)t);_il if \; <0,
NPT (2;*1 + (1 — 25*1)t) Pt if A; > 0.

Let k& denotes the number of positive coordinates of A, and by [ the number of
negative coordinates. As > ;" A\; = 0, we have k,l > 1, and

k(207 + (1= 2%*1)75)”_11 =127~ (1~ 2%*1)t)"_i1.
But then,

p(N) = 20ky 7T (207 4 (1- 2%‘1)75)’]_; > 95977 = 1
as v < 1. As ¢(1,0,..,0) = 1, we can conclude

inf {e(A) : [[All, =1} = L.

This yields,
cp > min (b, 275(1) ,

in the case where p is even.
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