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Let Fy and F' be the empirical and limiting spectral distributions of an N x N Wigner matrix.
The Cramér-von Mises (CvM) statistic is a classical goodness-of-fit statistic that characterizes the
distance between Fy and F in L?-norm. In this paper, we consider a mesoscopic approximation of
the CvM statistic for Wigner matrices, and derive its limiting distribution. In the appendix, we also
give the limiting distribution of the CvM statistic (without approximation) for the toy model CUE.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

1.1. Background. Let H = (H;;j)n,~ be a Wigner matrix, i.e., H;; = H}; and H;;’s are independent (up
to symmetry). Further, we assume

(1) EH;; =0 for all 4, j.

(2) E|H;j|? = ;5 for i # j, and E|H;|? = % for all i.

(3) E|H;;|* = O(N~%2) for all 4, j and all fixed positive integer a.
We distinguish the real symmetric case (8 = 1) where H;; € R for all ¢, j from the complex Hermitian case
(8 = 2) where IEHZQJ = 0 for ¢ # j. We further assume the fourth moments of H;; are homogeneous, i.e.
E|H;j|* = m4/N? for all i # j, and denote ¢y = my — (4 — 8)/16. Let

Azl 2>... 2 AN

be the ordered eigenvalues of H. Denote the empirical spectral distribution of H by

1 N
Fy(2) =+ Z 10\ < 2).

Arguably, the most fundamental result in Random matrix Theory (RMT) is Wigner’s semicircle law [41].
It states that almost surely Fy(x) converges weakly to the semicircle law F(x) with the density function
given by

2

psc(r) = p (1—a?)4.

Based on this fundamental weak convergence result, some natural questions can be asked further. For
instance, one can ask how to characterize the distance between Fy and F. In addition, if a specific
distance is chosen, we can take one more step to ask: What is the limiting behaviour of this distance
between Fy and F'?7 The first question has a rich answer, considering that there are many widely used
statistical distances for distributions in the literature. However, it could be very challenging to answer the
second question for some specific distances, especially when one aims at some fine result like the limiting
distributions of these distances between Fy and F.

In applied probability and statistics theory, two widely used distances (or statistics) between the em-
pirical distribution and the limiting one, are the Cramér-von Mises (CvM) statistic and the Kolmogorov-
Smirnov (KS) statistic, which are L? and L distances, respectively. More specifically, the CvM statistic
for the spectral distribution of H is defined as

A i= [(Bx(t) - Fl)Par), (1.1)
and the well-known KS statistic is defined by
Ky = max |En(t) — F(t)].

We remark here that most of the literature on these two statistics are about the empirical distribution of
the i.i.d. samples of a random variable. Here we consider the same distances for the empirical distribution
of the highly correlated eigenvalues of random matrices. In the statistics literature, both Ay and Ky
belong to the category of the goodness-of-fit statistics, which can be used to test how well the empirical
distribution fits a given distribution. Specifically, both two statistics are fundamental for the following
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hypothesis testing problem: test if or not a random variable X follows a given distribution (F), based on
the empirical distribution (Fy) of its i.i.d. samples; see [2] for instance. Here we use Fy and F' to denote
the empirical and limiting distribution for the i.i.d. samples as well, with certain abuse of notations. For
the i.i.d. setting, identifying the limiting distributions of Ay and Ky and their variants had been the
primary task for this topic, due to their importance for the hypothesis testing problems. Nowadays, in the
classical i.i.d. setting, under the null hypothesis, it is well-known that the limiting distributions of both
An and Ky follow from the classical Donsker’s theorem. Specifically, since /N (Fn(t) — F(t)) converges
to the Brownian bridge, Ay and Ky converge to the corresponding functionals of Brownian bridge, after
appropriate normalization. In the classical i.i.d. case, the weight dF'(¢) in (1.1) is chosen to make the
statistic nonparametric. That means, after a simple change of variable in (1.1), no matter the distribution
of the i.i.d. sample, it is always the same as the case of i.i.d. uniformly distributed samples. But in the
literature, there are indeed many other choices of the weights. We refer to the reference [2, 39]. In general,
for the i.i.d. case, the distribution of the CvM type statistics with general weight is given by an infinite
sum of independent weighted y? random variables. The characteristic function of this distribution can be
written as a Fredholm determinant; see [2, 39] for instance.

To the best of our knowledge, in the context of RMT, the limiting distribution of Ay and Ky for the
empirical spectral distribution have never been obtained. Nevertheless, many recent results in RMT are
related to this topic in one way or another. For Wigner matrices, as a consequence of the rigidity of the
eigenvalues, a large deviation result for Ky has been established in [16]. It states that Ky is bounded by
(log N)©OUoglog N) /N vith high probability. We also refer to [22, 14, 15, 1] for some related developments
on K. More precise bound of Ky is available for unitarily invariant ensembles. For instance, in the recent
work [8], it is proved that the bound log N/N holds for Ky with high probability, for a class of unitarily
invariant ensembles. However, to identify the limiting distribution of Ky precisely is still far beyond the
current studies. It is worth mentioning that Cn can also be written as

1
Ky = max N—Im logdet (H — (t +i0%)In) — F(2)
71'

)

with the convention Im log(z+ico) = 7. In contrast to the maximum of the random field for the imaginary
part of log characteristic polynomial stated above, more research has been devoted to understanding
the maximum of the random field for the real part of log characteristic polynomial of random matrices
[3, 7, 19, 37, 18, 21, 30, 9, 28]. But none of these works are on generally distributed Wigner matrices,
and also no rigorous result on the limiting distribution (fluctuation) is obtained, although conjectures have
been made in [18, 19, 21] for CUE and GUE. The related study for Ay is even less. In [38] (see (1.1)
therein), Rains discussed a quadratic goodness-of-fit statistic for CUE, which is constructed in the same
spirit as Ay. But only the expectation of Rains’ statistic was derived in [38]. In Appendix A, we will
show that CUE is actually a toy model for the CvM statistic. We can derive the limiting distribution of a
CvM statistic explicitly in this case.

From the application perspective, unlike the i.i.d. case where the distribution of a random variable is the
central object for the hypothesis testing, we can use the goodness-of-fit statistics of the spectral distribution
to test the goodness-of-fit for general features of the matrix ensembles rather than the limiting spectral
distribution itself. For instance, for the sample covariance matrix, one often uses spectral statistics to test
the structure of the population covariance matrix; for a random graph, one can use spectral statistics of the
adjacency matrix to test the graph parameters. Although the limiting distribution of the CvM statistic for
Wigner type or covariance type matrices is not available so far, it has already been used in some statistics
works, such as [36, 40], where the applications are based on numerical simulation of the CvM statistic.

For Wigner matrices, it is known that Fy(t) behaves asymptotically as a log-correlated Gaussian field
in the finite-dimensional sense, on both macroscopic and mesoscopic scale; see [26, 4, 31, 23, 35, 6] for
instance. However, unlike the i.i.d. case, this log-correlated Gaussian field asymptotic for random matrix
is not precise enough to tell the fluctuation of Ay and K. It can be viewed as a common difficulty for Ay
and K, whose distributions both rely on a rather delicate understanding of the limiting behaviour of the
field Fy(t),t € R. On the other hand, an elementary calculation leads to the alternative representation

1 N—i+1y2 1
AN:NZ(F(M_ N 2) N

i=1



which together with the spectral rigidity in [16] allows us to write

N

Av = 7 D2 pelp* (0 = )+ 37 + OLN ) (1.2
with high probability, where pg. represents the density function of F' and p;’s represent the quantiles of
F,ie., F(u;) = (N —i+3)/N. Hence, one can also regard Ay as certain quadratic eigenvalue statistic.

In this paper, we take a first step to understand the limiting distribution of the CvM type statistics for
Wigner matrices. Instead of Ay, we turn to study a more accessible mesoscopic approximation of Ay, see
Definition 1.1. Our aim is to derive the limiting distribution for this approximated Ay. Numerical study
strongly suggests that the fluctuation of this approximation shall be the same as the fluctuation of the
original Ap. The mesoscopic approximation can be regarded as a regularization of Fy(t) on mesoscopic
scale, which resembles the classical idea in RMT of using the imaginary part of Stieltjes transform on
mesoscopic scale to regularize the eigenvalue density. Similar ideas of regularizing the entire field Fiy(t)
can also be found in [29, 20], for instance.

To study the mesoscopic approximation of Ay, we first use the Fourier-Chebyshev expansion to fac-
torize it into linear statistics of Chebychev polynomials. The main step of the proof lies at analyzing the
covariance of squares of linear statistics of Chebychev polynomials with N-dependent degrees (see Propo-
sition 3.1 below). To this end, we explicitly compute the four-point correlation functions for mesoscopic
linear statistics of Green functions, by the cumulant expansion formula. We present a simple argument
that analyzes the four-point correlation functions both in the bulk and near the edge of the spectrum; the
result is precise in the sense that it reveals the cancellations coming from the orthogonality of Chebychev
polynomials, for all degrees k < N'/3. We remark here that the fact that the Chebyshev polynomials form
an orthogonal basis for the covariance structure of the linear eigenvalue statistics for random Hermitian
matrix was first noticed in [26], for general 5 ensembles. It was recently rigorously shown in [20] that the
field of log characteristic polynomial of GUE converges to log correlated Gaussian fields, on macroscopic
and mesoscopic scales. Especially, on macroscopic scale, the limiting log correlated Gaussian field is given
by a random Fourier-Chebyshev series, and the convergence is understood in the sense of distributions in
a suitable Sobolev space. Fourier-Chebyshev expansion of the test function plays a significant role in [20]
as well.

Finally, we remark here that except for the classical distances Ay and Ky often used in applied
probability and statistics, some other distances between Fy and F such as Wasserstein distance has
also been considered in the random matrix literature; see [33, 34] for instance. Especially, very precise
large deviation results are obtained in these works for various random matrix models such as Wigner
matrices, Wishart matrices, Haar-distributed matrices from the compact classical groups. We believe that
further study on the explicit limiting distributions for all these statistical distances is appealing from both
theoretical and applied point of view.

1.2. Mesoscopic approximation of CvM statistics and main result. In this paper, we will turn
to study a mesoscopic approximation of the CvM statistic for Wigner matrix. The construction of our
mesoscopic statistic in Definition 1.1 is inspired by a CvM statistic for the Circular Unitary Ensemble
(CUE), whose limiting distribution is established in Appendix A in details. Here we provide a brief outline
of the derivation for this limiting law for CUE and explains how it inspires the construction in Definition
1.1 for Wigner matrix.

Let U be a N-dimensional CUE, i.e., a Haar distributed random unitary matrix on unitary group U (N),
and denote its eigenvalues by €% 1 < i < N. Here 6,;’s are unordered eigenphases. With certain abuse
of notation, we still denote by Fy(x) = #{i : 0 < 6; < x}/N,z € [0,2n] the empirical distribution of
eigenvalues of CUE. The CvM statistic for CUE is defined as

A= = [ (o) - Fw) - Y anay

instead; we refer to Appendix A for an explanation on the double integral construction. The basic idea
of the derivation for the limiting distribution of ASYE is from [11]. Using the Fourier transform of the
indicator function, one can write for any = < y,

Yy—x 1 e T _ =iy . 1
F —F — — TeU?
N) = Fv(@) = 5= = ons ; ] W+ o 2

eijy _ eijz

J

TrUj.
j=1
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Then simple orthonormality leads to

4 X1 N
AJVE ZFE —TeU Tl (1.3)
— j
=1

It is known from [11] that the collection {%TrUj ;V:l{ “ behaves like independent complex Gaussian vari-

ables, in the sense of moments. In addition, the expectations and covariances of TrU7 TrUj’s can be
computed for any j even if j is larger than N, say. Such a calculation is elementary by using the explicit
kernel for the determinantal point process of the eigenvalues of CUE (c.f. (A.5)). The result shows that
the fluctuations of the large j terms in the sum (1.3) are negligible. Hence, the fluctuation of AGUE is ac-
tually governed by the asymptotic Gaussianity of {\%TrUj ;V:l; * for relatively small j’s. After appropriate

normalization, one can get the limiting law for AGVE in (A.7).

The above strategy is based on the fact that the basis {TrU 732 | decomposes the randomness of the
linear eigenvalue statistics of CUE, and the information on the JOlnt distribution of {TrU7}2° 521 can be
precisely extracted from Theorem 2.1 of [11] or the explicit jpdf of the eigenvalues of CUE (c.f. (A.4)).
It is well known that for Winger matrices, the set of statistics {Tr7;(H)}52; serves as an analogue of
{TxU7}52, for CUE; see [26] for instance. Here T}’s defined in (2.10) are the Chebyshev polynomials of
the first kind. Hence, using the basis {Tr7}(H)}32,, one can get a similar expansion as (1.3) for the CvM
statistic of Wigner matrices. Unfortunately, the limiting distribution of TrT;(H)’s is only known for fixed
J; see [26] and [4], and the limiting behaviour of TrT;(H)’s with large j is very hard to get due to the lack
of explicit jpdf of eigenvalues for general Wigner matrices. Although our analysis allows us to extend the
limiting behaviour of TrT;(H)’s from fixed j to some moderately growing j, say j S N %*E, the analysis
does not allows us to establish a limiting result for arbitrarily large j. Hence, our mesoscopic statistic
defined in Definition 1.1 is constructed to suppress the contribution of the large j terms of TrT;(H) in the
expansion of the CvM statistics. We use the classical idea in Fourier theory to use the convolution with a
Poisson kernel to suppress the large j terms. The construction is detailed in the sequel.

Our statistic is constructed via a Poisson convolution. Specifically, we set the Poisson type kernel on
(717 1)

2
Pwi(xay): Lo ’ e =1—w.
1—2r,(zy £ /(1 —22)(1 —y2)) +712

Then we define the transformation for any real function f(y) which is square integrable on (—1,1) w.r.t.

the weight function 1/4/1 — 42,

ful) =

27

) g,
Vo
Observe that f,(cos#) is the Poisson transform of f(cosd) on (—m, 7). Hence, f,(x) is an approximation
of f(x) on scale w. Especially, for any « € (—1,1) which is a continuity point of f, we have f,(z) — f(z)
if w ] 0. In addition, observe that the domain of the integral in the definition (1.1) is ¢ € (—1,1). For any

€ (—1,1). We can also write

1
[ (R (@n) + P (o) (1.4)

1N
=52 10
i=1
where T = —1V z A1 for any x € R. In order to raise our mesoscopic approximation of CvM statistic,
we approximate the indicator function 1(- < ¢) by a smooth approximation in the sense of (1.4). More
specifically, we denote by

1 /t -
)= — Pl(z,y)+ P, (z,y)) ——=dy, z€(-1,1), te(-1,1). 1.5
Xo () 277_1((y) (y))my (=1,1) (=1,1) (1.5)
Then we define the approximation of F) N(t) and F(t) on scale w as the following

1

Fy(t) = NZXJ R0 = [ A @dF@) (1.6)

-1

With these approximations, we are ready to define our mesoscopic approximation of Ay .



Definition 1.1 (MCvM statistic). We call the statistic

An = / (Fyva(t) — Fu(8))2dF (1)

the mesoscopic approzimation of the CvM statistic on scale w, which will be abbreviated as MCvM statistic
(on scale w).

In this paper, we will investigate the limiting distribution of Ay, when w = wy = N~ with some

constant o > 0. Let (Z;) be a sequence of independent standard real Gaussian random variables. Our
main theorem is as following.

Theorem 1.2. Let H be a Wigner matriz, and Ay ., be as in Definition 1.1. Let w = N~. For any fized
a € (0,3), we have

1 /1 1
N2 Ay, — —=——b i>—§ (22—1 R — A )
N ™ g T B2 PR ACET

2 B k+2 1
Lo — ————1 1.
Z<4k3/2k+1) Y 2k+2)+a67 (1.7)
where
2v/2 o’+B-3 7
f2(4_ 16 )4

2 1 /3(2+B8-3) 1 1 o 1
_ 7\/%71_2 C4Zﬁ —+ ﬁ (74 %) (212 — ].) — 7\[7@ (7 — *)leg

ap = 871T (40 —16cs =6+ B)(B™" +8ca)/? +3(8 —2)) Z2 +

4 1
+ —ea(Z22 —1) = ———((1 +8caB)? = 1) 2524,
2 4(Z; ) 2\@[%2(( 45) ) 244
and
_ log2—-1/2 1 1 9 9 19 — 23 — 302 8 5
by = =+ =)~ ) + e A0 B 1)+ Tt el

Remark 1.3. Note that in the Gaussian case where 02 = 3 — 3 and ¢4 = 0, Theorem 1.2 simplifies to

logN log2—1/2 1 1
ST P

B2 B 48 82
PR (1 ) 1 )
= (2} -1) - —— 2,2
57(_2; k( k ) k(k+2) k4 k42
2 o0

-8 k42 1
Loj — V4 Z2-1).
T Z(4k3/2(k+1) P akVET+ 1 2“2) 2B 2( .

Remark 1.4. We also remark here that our proof of the main theorem will rely on the local semicircle law
on scale w. We believe that a finer argument shall allow one to push the scale w to %, i.e., « = 1, which
is the optimal scale of local law. However, within the framework of the current proof strategy, getting the
limiting distribution of the original Ay requires one to go even below the scale %

alogN

Finally, we remark here that although + b shall be far away from the expectation of the original
CvM statistic Ay, the fluctuation in the RHS of (1.7) is believed to be the same as the fluctuation of Ax.
We refer to Figures 1 and 2 for some simulation results for the random matrices H = (W + W’)/2v/2N.
Here for Figure 1 we take W = (w;;) to be a N x N random matrix with i.i.d. standard real Gaussian
elements; for Figure 2, we take W = (w;;) to be a N x N random matrix with i.i.d. standard Rademacher
elements, ie., P(w;; = 1) = P(w;; = —1) = % For the simulation purpose, we truncate the series on the
RHS of (1.7) at k¥ = 300 and its density function is given by the blue curve. Green curve is a smooth
approximation of the histogram of the original CvM statistic Ay for H with dimension N = 400. Both
curves are plotted based on 6000 repetitions of simulation study. The red curve is a shift of the Green one
to mean 0. We notice that the centered histogram of the original Ay (red curve) matches perfectly the
plot of the density of the random variables on the RHS of (1.7) (blue curve) in both two figures.
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FIGURE 1. Gaussian case FIGURE 2. Rademacher case

1.3. Organization. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state some preliminaries. Section
3 will be devoted to the proof of the main result, Theorem 1.2, based on Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, whose
proofs will be stated in Section 4. In Section 5, we prove our main technical result, Proposition 4.2, which
is used in the proofs in Section 4. In Section 6 we provide some further discussion on the CvM statistics
for generally distributed random matrices and in Appendix A we derive the limiting distribution of a CvM
type statistic for the toy model CUE.

1.4. Conventions. Throughout this paper, we regard N as our fundamental large parameter. Any quan-
tities that are not explicit constant or fixed may depend on N; we almost always omit the argument N
from our notation. We use ||A| to denote the operator norm of a matrix A and use ||uf|z to denote the
L2-norm of a vector u. We use 7 to denote some generic (small) positive constant, whose value may change
from one expression to the next. Similarly, we use C' to denote some generic (large) positive constant. For
A € C, B > 0 and parameter a, we use A = O,(B) to denote |A| < C, B with some positive constant C,
which may depend on @ and A < B to denote C™!B < |A| < CB. When we write A < B and A > B,
we mean |A| < CN~"B and |A| > C~!N7B for some constants C, 7 > 0 respectively.

2. PRELIMINARIES

m

Throughout the paper, for an N x N matrix A, we write A := % Tr A, and we abbreviate Aj} := (Aij)
We emphasize here that A7} is different from (A™);; in general, where the latter apparently means the
(i,7) entry of A™. For u,v € CV, we abbreviate

Auy = (u, Av)  Ay; = (u, Ae;) and A, = (e;, Au), (2.1)

where e; is the standard i-th basis vector of RY. We denote (X) := X — EX for any random variable X
with finite expectation.

2.1. Green function and the local semicircle law. For z € C\ R, we denote the Green function of H
and the Stieltjes transform of its empirical eigenvalue distribution by

1
)\ifz'

1 1 1 -
G(z):=(H—-2)"", Q(Z)ZNTTG(Z):NZ

Correspondingly, we denote the Stieltjes transform of the semicircle law by

m(z) = /%Zpsc(x)dx — ozt /o). (2.2)

T

For any positive integer n, we use the shorthand notation [1,n] := {1,2,...,n}. We also adopt the notion
of stochastic domination introduced in [13]. It provides a convenient way of making precise statements of
the form “X(V) is bounded by Y") up to small powers of N with high probability”.

Definition 2.1 (Stochastic domination). Let
X=XMw):NeN, ueUM) Y=YM(u):NeN, uecUM)
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be two families of random variables, where Y is nonnegative, and UN) is a possibly N -dependent parameter
set. We say that X is stochastically dominated by Y, uniformly in w, if for all small e > 0 and large D > 0,
we have

sup ]P’(|X(N)(u)| > NEY(N)(u)) <N D]
ueU)
for large enough N > Ny(e, D). If X is stochastically dominated by Y, uniformly in u, we use the notation
X <Y, or equivalently X = O<(Y). Note that in the special case when X and Y are deterministic, X <Y
means that for any given e > 0, [ X (u)| < NEYWN) (w) uniformly in u, for all sufficiently large N > Ny(e).
Throughout this paper, the stochastic domination will always be uniform in all parameters (mostly are
matriz indices and the spectral parameter z) that are not explicitly fized.

We have the following elementary result about stochastic domination.

Lemma 2.2. Let
Xi= (XM @) : NeN, ueU™), ¥, = YN w) : NeN, ueU™), i=1,2

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

®= (@M (u): NeN, ueUM)

be a family of deterministic nonnegative quantities. We have the following results:

(Z) IfX1 <Y1 and Xg < Yg then X{ +Xo <Y1 4+ Yy and X1 Xy < Y Ys.

(i1) Suppose X1 < @, and there ezists a constant C' > 0 such that |X§N)(u)| < NCOW) () a.s. uniformly
in u for all sufficiently large N. Then EX; < ®.

Proof. Part (i) is obvious from Definition 2.1. For any fixed € > 0, we have
IEX:1| < E[X11(]X1| < N°®)| + E[X;1(|X;| = N°®)| < N°® + NOPP(|X| > N°®) = O(N°P)

for sufficiently large N > Ny(¢). This proves part (ii). O

Fix 7 > 0, let us define the spectral domains

S:={E+in:|E| <10,0 <n <10}
and
S°=8(r)={E+ineS:|B|>1+ N3},
We also define the distance to spectral edge by
k=kp:=|E*—1]|.

We have the following isotropic local semicircle law for Wigner matrices from [27, Theorems 2.2, 2.3] and
[5, Theorem 10.3].

Theorem 2.3 (Local semicircle law). Let u,v € CV be deterministic with ||ul|a = ||v|l2 = 1. For Green
function, we have the following estimates

I 1 1
|Gav(2) = m(2){u, v)| < mNmn(z) Fyy and 1GG) - mE) < (2.3)
uniformly for z = FE +in € §. Moreover, outside the bulk of the spectrum, we have the stronger estimates
1 1
|Guv(2) = m(2)(u,v)| < —=——— and |G(z) —m(z)| <

VN (k +n)l/4 W
uniformly for z = FE +in € §°.
Remark 2.4. (i) From Theorem 2.3, one can easily deduce (see e.g. [5, Theorems 2.8, 2.9]) that
[N — i <N‘%(i/\(N—i+1))_% (2.4)
uniformly in ¢ € [1, N], and
1 x ez} - N/Ipsc(x)dx‘ <1 (2.5)

uniformly for any interval Z C R.



(ii) Combining with Lemma 2.2 and the deterministic bound G(z) < %, Theorem 2.3 can be used to
estimate the moments of the Green function. For example, (2.3) and Lemma 2.2 imply

BIG(:) ~m)" < (57" (26)

for any fixed n € N. Note that

|G — EG| < |G —m(2)| + E|G — m(z)| < NL??’

thus the shift m(z) in (2.6) can also be replaced by the expectation EG.

If h is a real-valued random variable with finite moments of all order, we denote by C,(h) the nth
cumulant of h, i.e.

d” :
w(h) = (=) - (5 log Ee™ )| .
Calh) i= ()" (37 log e )|
Below we state the cumulant expansion formula, whose proof is given in e.g. [25, Appendix A].

Lemma 2.5 (Cumulant expansion). Let f : R — C be a smooth function, and denote by f) its nth
derivative. Then, for every fired £ € N, we have

J4
B[ f(0)] = 3 2Cars(WES ()] + Resn, (.7

assuming that all expectations in (2.7) exist, where Rey1 is a remainder term (depending on f and h),
such that for any t > 0,

1/2
Rep1 = O(1) - <IE siull) ‘ D ()7 B [ (|R] > t)|> +0(1) - E|h|*2 . ‘s,lllp | £ ()]
z|<|h z|<t

The following result gives bounds on the cumulants of the entries of H, whose proof follows by the
homogeneity of the cumulants.

Lemma 2.6. For every n € N* we have
Cu(Hij) = On(N~"?)
uniformly for all i,j.
We conclude this subsection with a standard complex analysis result from [10].

Lemma 2.7 (Helffer-Sjostrand formula). Let ¢ € C?(R), and let G be the almost analytic extension of q
defined by

q(z +1iy) := q(z) +iyq' (z). (2.8)
Let x € CP(R) be an arbitrary cutoff function satisfying x(0) = 1, and by a slight abuse of notation write
x(z) = x(Im z). Then for any A € R we have

o= L [ RICIED o,

T A=z
where 9; := 5(0, +10y) is the antiholomorphic derivative and d*z the Lebesque measure on C.

2.2. Chebyshev’s Polynomial. Suppose that a function f : [—1,1] — R is square integrable on [—1,1]
w.r.t to the weight function 1/4/1 — z2. In the sequel, we will consider the Fourier-Chebyshev expansion
of f which admits

f(z) = %co + chTk(ac) =: chka(x), a.e. (2.9)
k=1

where we used the notation Y} to denote the sum from k = 0 to co with the first summand (k = 0) halved
and T}’s are the Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind, i.e.,

Tx(cos @) = cos(k). (2.10)
Here the coefficients ¢i’s are defined as

=2 [ Fems) o=

V1 — 52

ds. (2.11)
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By setting g(f) = f(cos@) for 0 < 6 < 7 and requiring g(6 + 27) = g(0) together with g(—6) = 6, one
gets an even periodic function g of period 2w. Then the Fourier-Chebyshev expansion of f(z) in (2.9) is
equivalent to the Fourier expansion of ¢g(#) by identifying x with cosf. Hence, the theory of Fourier series
can be applied to the Fourier-Chebyshev expansion. Especially, the identity in (2.9) holds in the almost
everywhere sense by Carleson’s theorem. We refer to Chapter 5 of the monograph [32] for a more detailed
introduction of the Fourier-Chebyshev expansion. In the whole C, one can also write the Chebyshev
polynomials of the first kind as
1

Tk(z)zf((z— 22—1)k+(z+\/22—1)k), zeC (2.12)

2

where the square root v/22 — 1 is chosen with a branch cut in the segment [—1, 1] so that V22 — 1 ~ z as
z — oo. The above representation is easy to check by setting 2z = cos@ = (¢!’ +e71)/2 when z € [-1,1],
and as a polynomial the extension of the representation to all z € C is obvious. Note from (2.2) that

—1)k mi\z miz)\
n) = S + (757,

() == T ~ [ Ti(@)pec(o)da (2.13)

Let us denote

for a matrix A € CV*¥. We shall use the following results from [4].

Theorem 2.8 (Corollary 6.1 of [4]). For any fized k € N, the random vector (Nt;(H),..., Nty (H))
converges weakly to Gaussian vector (g1, . .., gx) with independent components and the means and variances
are given by

2 — 1
Egj, = Tﬂ(l + (=" + 5(a2 + B — 3)0r2 + 8calra,

1
Var(gx) = 1 ((3—=B)k + (0% + B — 3)0k1 + 32caby2),
where the parameters B, o2 and c4 are defined in Section 1.1.

Finally, with the eigendecomposition H = ). A;u;u}, we set

H:= Z Ajugul
Hereafter we set the notation

Z:=—-1VazAl (2.14)
for any x € R. We have the following comparison result.
Lemma 2.9. For k < N3, we have

te(H) — ty(H) < k2N 75/3,

Proof. By definition in (2.13), we have

N N
N(te(H) =t () = 37 (Te() = To(W)) = 3 (Telh) = ) ) 1Al > 1)

i=1 1=1
< k2 max |\ — 1[{i: x| > 1} < B2N7E.

where in the last two steps we used (2.4) and its consequence (2.5). O
3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

For the rest of this paper we set

¢=(1/3—a)ANa>0.
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Let f be a function satisfying (2.9). Recall the definition of f,, in (1.4). We have

[ 1—r? 1—r?
Ju(cos) = %/0 (1 —2r,cos(6 —t) + 12 * 1—2r,cos(d +1)+ Ta)f(cos t)dt

1 U oo
:WZ;(L+g;€@%%w—¢»+C%%w+ﬂﬂ>ﬂwMMt
1

== /OTr (1 +2 i rk cos(k) cos(kt)) f(cost)dt

™
k=1

1 oo
=3¢+ Z crrk cos(k6), (3.1)

where in the last step we used (2.11), and in the second step we used the following elementary identity for
Poisson kernel
1—7r?

149 k cos(k < 1.
1—2rcos¢ +r? + Zr cos(ke), Osr<

k=1
Also, in the last step of (3.1), we interchanged the sum over k with the integral over ¢, which can be
justified by the uniform convergence of the series. Hence, for any x € [—1, 1], we have

fulz) = 1co + Z ckrijk(x).

2
k=1
Recall the notation in (2.14). Set
f1(Z) :=1(Z < ).

Observe that f;(Z) = fi(x) for any t € (—1,1). Note that x%,(Z) = (f1).(Z), see (1.5) for the definition of
XL (x). Tt is then easy to compute

fdt+Zd T (%
f_2/%W> L_ds = —— sin(kcos™ ) (3.2)
k.—ﬂ ) E\S 1752 S = ﬁkSln COS . .

According to the definitions in (3.2) and (1.6), we can write

Fyu(t) = Zd rE T Ty (H fdt Zd / z)psc(x)da.

Therefore, from Definition 1.1, we have

ANw = / (Fnw(t) — Z itk (H )t (H / didLdF(t),

J,k=1

where we used the notation in (2.13).
In light of the definition of df, in (3.2), we have

/d;dZdF(t) = 11 sin(j cos™' t) sin(k cos ™ £)y/1 — £2dt
= /0 i sin(j6) sin(k6)(sin 6)2d6
_ Wzijk(uj — k) — %1(;‘ :ki2)+%1(j+k:2)>.
Therefore, we have
Ay = 732 3 %rf]’“ (6 (H))? 32 i 2%+2 k ey et () + %7«3 (L)’ (33)
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According to the definition in (2.13), we have |t;(H)| < 2. Further, recall 7, = 1 —w and w = N~ We
can trivially truncate the sum in (3.3) to

2 1 _ 1 _
Ay -5 ﬁrik( 2 Z 2k+2 k ) te(H)tpyo(H) + ﬁri (tl(H))2 +o(N"X) (3.4)
h=1

for any large constant K when N is sufﬁmently large. Here
Ny = |w (log N)?|.
Now for k € [1,n,] and fixed a > 0, we define

W ={E+in€C: Ee(-1,1),n=+ak™1V/1 - E2 + k=2},
and
'ya k ={E+ineC:|E|l> 1,dist(*yf,1, {-1,1}) = ak™2}.
We then consider the (counterclockwise) contour

Yok =Y U

whose figure is sketched below

e

We further define 5, x, which is obtained from 7, j by deleting the part |n| < N7, ie.,

Fae 7= {E+i1 € Yo : [n] = N1} (3.5)
The induced path-integral on 7, j is defined by
3 f(z)dz = % 15, . (2) f(2)dz,
Ya,k Ya,k
where 15, , (2) = 1if 2 € 941 and 15, , (2) = 0 otherwise. Accordingly, we set
~ i i
tp(H) := 2—% Ti(2)(G(2) — m(z))dz = —% Ti(2)my(2)dz. (3.6)
T S0k 2 Aa,k
By (2.4) and Cauchy’s integral formula, with high probability, we have

i

() = 5 74 T(:)(G(2) - m()ds

“A(H) 45§ TE(EE) - mE)( - 1, (2)ds.

For z € ’yt(ll,)c satisfying 1 — E? > |n|, we have

z+vVz22—-1=E+in+E?>— \/1— 25 S1+ 1

1- B2
—E+intVE? - (1+0( il )):Ei\/E2—1+Oa(k_1), (3.8)

() ; satisfying 1 — E? < |n| or z € 7(52;’ we have

2

where in the second step we used |n?| = O,(|n]). For z € Ya,
|E? —1|,|n| = Ou(k2). Thus

st V22—1=E+intVE2—1+2Eni—n2=1+0,(k™"). (3.9)
The estimates (3.8) and (3.9), together with (2.12), imply
sup [Tj(2)] = Oa(1) (3.10)

2€%a,k
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for all k¥ < my,. Furthermore, by Theorem 2.3 and (3.7) one easily deduces that

te(H) < % and tk(H) ZZ\/@(H) —|-0.<(N_10).

Together with Lemma 2.9, (3.4), and wN'/3 > N¢, we arrive at

N 1

1 2 2 2 o 1 2 o
AN’w _7T2 ﬁ'rik (tk(H)) — ﬁ Zrik+2mtk(H)tk+2(H) + ﬁri (tl(H)) =+ O<(N 2 24)
k=1

2 &~ 1 r2k 2k+2 1 n L o2 2 —2-2¢
t H E H)t H) + t1(H + O (N .
7T2 p— kz Ty ( k( ) 7T2 — k(k 2) ( ) k+2( ) Qrw( 1( )) -<( )

By the trivial bound |m®(2)| < |m(2)| + |G(2)| < 2|n|~! < 2N, we also have the deterministic bound
[t (H)| < CN.

For the rest of this paper, we shall only work on the case when H is real and symmetric (8 = 1); in the
complex Hermitian case (8 = 2), one only needs to apply the complex analogue of Lemma 2.5 (see e.g. [24,
Lemma 7.1]) and the proof works in the same way. Therefore, without further explanation, the discussions
from the rest of this section till Section 5 will be stated for the real H only.

Now Theorem 1.2 (the real case) follows easily from the following results, whose proofs will be given in
Section 4.

Proposition 3.1. For any k,l € [1,n,], we have

1 8c 2_92 \?/ &k L8 02 —2
_4<(1+(1)k)+45k4+0 N 5k2> < 45k2+ 5k1>5kz

4N N 2 2N2 ]\f2 4N?
k 8cy o2 -2 2 —4-¢
+ 2(2]\[2 + mém + 4]\72§k1) Ort + O<(KIN ) (3.11)
and
COV(tk(H)tk+2(H),tl(H)tl+2(H))
1 8ca. \f k 8 o2 —2
= (1 (c1)hr) £ 2 o
<4N( +(=1)"7) + N5k2> <2N2 + N25k2+ e —5 Ok1 | Okt
1 o 8ey 202-2) . \’k+2
+ <4N(1 + (=" + W(Skzl T 02 N2 Okt
k42 k 8cy o) 4
+ Nz <2N2 + 3 — 02 + e ——0 1)5kz +O<(KINT*9),
as well as

Cov (b (H)tx(H), t1(H)t142(H)) < KIN747C.
Furthermore, we also need the following proposition on the estimate of the expectations.

Proposition 3.2. For any k € [1,n,], we have

. , k8 o2 — 1 8¢y 02 -2 \? ae
E(tx(H)) =5N7 + N25k2+ e 5k1+ 4N(1+( D)+ N5k4+ S —— 02| +O<(kEN )
and
PSR 1 8c4 o? — 1 8cq “2-¢
Ety(H)tp2(H) = <4N(1+( 1F) + N Okt o 5k2>(4N(1+( DF) + N5k2)+0<(k‘N ) -

With the discussion above, we can now prove Theorem 1.2.



13

Proof of Theorem 1.2. In the sequel, we state the proof of the real case only. For the complex case, the
proof is analogous. Fix an even integer M > 4. Recall the notation (X) := X —EX. We have

M M
Wi = N (55 32 g Gn)) = 25 3 gty s 0) + e (GD) )
N (2 > %ri’%(ﬂ(mﬁ O e
k=M+1 ’f M+1
+ ENQ( Z 2 (B) - > Ti’”?m?’“(m?’““w )+ (a(H))Q)

+OL(N720) = x(BM) 4 x@M) L xG) L 0 (N729). (3.12)
By Proposition 3.2 we have
L"w/2J

o 1 ) 1 1 8
(3) _ - o 4 2 - = 4n 2 2.8
Z k“ 7r C 4T+ 272 Tt 272 ngl 4n? Mo 2 €lw
an/QJ
(02_2)2 4 1 8 0% -2 4 1 1 An+2 1 6 1 10
+ 82 Tt 7T2C4rw+ 472 ¥ 2q2 ; 4n(n—|—1)r‘“ w2 T gty
02—26 o) 1 5 02—22
_ _ -~ ¢
1672 "w 2 C4T t o 272 "ot 472 b T O<(N7)
log(2w) 4 +02—2+1+82+(J “2? 1 0t 1]
= — —c -+ = -~ 4+ eyt —-———c
w2 2 272 48 “ 82 2t 472 8r2 g2t
1 02 -2 02—2 1 )
S 4 2L O (N¢
3727 T16n2 4T gmt T OV
alog N

= —5— +th+O0«(N %), (3.13)

where by is defined in Theorem 1.2.
Let (Z;)ien+ be independent standard real Gaussian random variables, and by Theorem 2.8 we see that

M ko o?2-2
x4, 2§~ 1 (7 + Ok 8045k2> (Z¢ —1)

M
4 1,1 1 ko
52 (GO DY+ 507 20k + 8cada) (5 + 7

9 1/2
5 1 5k1+8045k2> Zy

- = ) (* +— 25k1 + 8645k2)1/2 (%)I/QZkaH
-1

2 4

9 1 1 0_2 -9 k_|_2 1/2
. 7)<7(1+(71)k)+ 5 5k2+8C45k4) (7) Zk+2

M
2 1 1 b2 k o®=2 1/2 11 a®=2\
D (1 + (D) +8eada ) (5 + T =0 +8eadia)  Zi+ 5 (5+ 77— ) (22 - 1)

4

_1% Ly L 1%2( nt2 L )
) Tk k(k +2) kSkt2 7r an3/2(n + 1) 2n dnv/n +1 ant2

2\[ ) 2
_ _ 1/2 _ _ _
((40 16¢4 5)(1 + 804) 3) Zy + 3 (04 16 )Z4 \/§ 5

((2(0% —2) +4)1/? —2) 2,2,

C4Zﬁ

1 <3(02 —2)

1
il \W(Z2-1)—
72 4 +2>( 1=

1
2/372

4
+p64(222—1)— ((1+8C4)1/2—1)ZQZ4:;Y(M)+a1

1
2v/272
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as N — oo. Here we recall the definition of a; in Theorem 1.2. Let us denote

1 /1 1 1 & n+2 1
Vi =S (22 1) - 270 ) + — ( Zon — Zon )
w2;(k( e kkt2) " ’“+2> 7r2nz::1 m3Pm+1)7"" dnntr1

and it is easy to see that

E[lY — Y™ = Var(y — Yy < oM
for some constant C' > 0 independent of N, M. By Proposition 3.1 we have
E[|X@M "] = Var(X®M) < oMt
Thus for any fixed ¢t > 0,
| 1\}51100 E(exp(it(X EM) 4 X @M)))) — E(exp(it(Y + a1)))|
< Jim_ [E(exp(it(XCM) 4 XC:20))) — Eexp(it(X )

+ [E(exp(it(Y ™ + a1))) — E(exp(it(Y + a1)))|

SHE[IXEM| +tE[lY — Y| < th/%.

Since X (LM) 4 X (2:M) 5 independent of M, we have
X(17M) + X(2’M) i) Y -+ ay (3.14)
as N — oo. We conclude the proof of Theorem 1.2 by combining (3.12) — (3.14). ]

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITIONS 3.1 AND 3.2

In this section, we prove (3.11) in detail, based on Proposition 4.2. The other statements in Proposition
3.1 and 3.2 can be proved in the same manner with the aid of Proposition 4.2, and thus we omit the
details. We shall rewrite all quantities in terms of the Green function, and then proceed the proof using
some estimates of the 4-points and 2-points correlation functions of the Green functions.

Let k,1 € [1,n,], and without loss of generality assume k > I. Recall the definition of 7, j in (3.5) for
a > 0. According to (3.6), we can write

Cov (Bl UD, BRI = o § § § B Timeanie)
x Cov (m]%(zl)m]%(zg),m]%(zg,)m]%(z;;)) ﬁdzi. (4.1)

i=1
Here we choose a to be 1,2,3,4 for four contours respectively such that they are well separated in case
k > 1. Analogously, we can write

]E%\k(H)%\k(H) = —ﬁfi %\ Tk(Z1)Tk(Zg)]E(m%(Zl)m%(ZQ))dzleQ.

In the following we shall abbreviate «; 1= v; i, 7 = ik for ¢ = 1,2 and v, := 7,1, 7 := 7,1 for i = 3,4.
Also, we write z; = F; +in; for i = 1,2, 3,4. Let us define

ui = /1B2 =11 + | (12)

1 1 1
2+
J

fori=1,...,4. We set

t

o= + 4.3
Y wu? o ud |z — 24 u?|z; — zj (4.3)

for i # j € {1,2,3,4}. For the rest of the paper we will often encounter the following fundamental error
_ kl(tiot34 + 11 3t24 + 11 4t 3)
B N4+¢ ’

which will be used to bound various error terms. The following lemma states an elementary estimate
concerning ¢; j, whose proof is omitted due to its triviality.

£

(4.4)
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Lemma 4.1. Fori # j € {1,...,4}, we have

% % tiJ dz; de <1. (45)
i A

Next, for z; € v;,2; € vj,1 # j, we define the following two functions

(zi—2)? = (V2 — 1= /22 =12 o2 _9

f(zi,25) = =z camlz)m’ (z)m(z)m’ (z)) = —mmm' (z)m' (25)

(4.6)

and
g9(z) = él]Vl,zf—l (m'(zl) + 404(m(zi))4 + (02 — 2)(m(zl))2) . (4.7)

With the notations defined in (4.3), (4.4), (4.6) and (4.7), we can state our main technical estimate as the
following proposition, whose proof will be postponed to Section 5.

Proposition 4.2. Let z; € 7; fori=1,...,4, we have
E(mf(z0)mf (22)) = (21, 22) + g(21)g(22) + O« (ks 2N 727C). (4.8)
and
Cov (m&y (21)may (22), iy (z)miy (24) )

= f(21,23) f (22, 24) + f(21,22) f (22, 23) + 9(21)g(23) f (22, z2) + g(21)9(22) f (22, 23)
+ 9(22)9(23) f (21, 24) + 9(22)9(24) f (21, 23) + O<(E) = :F (21, 22, 23, 22) + O<(E) . (4.9)

Based on Proposition 4.2, we can now prove (3.11).
Proof of (3.11). By (3.10) and Lemma 4.1, we have

fil ﬁfi ﬁ | Ty (22) T (22) T (23) T (24) | € f[ldzi < %

This together with (4.1) and (4.9) leads to

Cov (T ()i (H), BT (H) (4.10)
4
:ﬁ]{ ]{ 7{ ﬁ Tk(zl)Tk(zg)Tl(23)Tl(24)F(zl,zg,z3,24)Hdzi+O<(k:lN’(4+4))

4
1
= Tk(zl)Tk(ZQ)ﬂ(Zg)ﬂ(Z4)F(21, 22, 23, 2’4) H dz; + O (kilN_(4+<)) R
1671—4 Y1 /Y2 VY3 Y4

i=1
where in the second step we used (3.5) and (3.10) to replace the domain of integration f% 3%2 3%3 f% by
$.$.8%. ¢, withan error of O(N~'?) abosorbed by O (KIN~(+9),
Let us denote by ¢; = m(z;)/2 for i = 1,...,4. To compute the RHS of (4.10), we first consider

7{ ?{ Tk(zl)ﬂ(z?,)f(zl,23)d21d23Zj{ j{ Ty (21)T1(23) f (21, 23)d21d 23 (4.11)
7 /3 lg1|=p1 J|q3]l=p3

for some 0 < p; < ps < 1. Here we used the assumption k > [, and the fact that Ty (z1)T}(23) f(#1, 23) is
analytic for 21, z3 € C\[-1,1]. Let ¢} denote the derivative of ¢; with respect to z;. By

1 —1
T4 g 2 4 _4i—4q r_ q;
=, zi—1= —s and g¢; = 7212 =7
we can write
I 2 2 2 _ 2

4193 ( (14—611(]3) ) 3 / / a ’r
Z21,%23) = 1-— - —¢ — ,
f(z1,23) N2 T—— N2Cann93ds — N3

1 _
Ti(z1) = 5(‘1{C +q.").
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Thus

1 - _
(4.11) =]{ ]{ Z(qfﬂtql ") (ds+ a5
la1|=p1 /]g3|=p3

1 14 qigs\2 32 o2 —2
71—<7)) dqidqs = (1 II I10) .
% <2N2q1q3( 1_q1q3 N204q1q3 N2 Q1 CIS ( )+( )+( )

By writing ¢; = p;e'% and using p1, p3 € (0,1), we have

/ / p e1k01 +p —k —1k01)( 1l93 +p§le—1l93)
1+ p1p361(91+93)

X <2N2 (1 (1 — p1p3e1(91+93) do,dfs

/ / 1k91 +p 1k91)( 1193 +p l —1l93)

> 212k
Zn p1p3)" e?(01193) 49, 40, = 7]7\;2 Okt -
n=1

2]\[2
Similarly, we can show that
3272 o? — )2
(II) = W645k2512, and (III) = %(&1 y
which imply
27T2k: 3272 o2 —2)w?
y{ ?{ Ti(21)Ti(23) f (21, 23)dz1dzs = - 0n + —75-cadradiz + %551%1-
Y1 Y73
Similarly, we have
/ 16¢ 3,/ 0_2 ) /
g(z) = — DD i ( Jnds
NO-@) N N
Therefore,
1 _ O 16caqi | (02 —2)q
Tuzgla)da = §  Slak+ ) L )day
j{l lg1|=p1 2 N(l - q%) N N
i 16¢ -2
— -1 4Q1 (o2 a1
—/_ﬂa(% +ar ( Z N )1q1d91
16meyi m(o? — 2)i
1 1)* 5 b
2N(+( )") + N Oka T N k2
where in the second step we used the change of variable ¢ = pie'?. Plugging the above into (4.10) we
have (3.11) as desired. O

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.2

In this section, we prove Proposition 4.2. We will state the proof of (4.9) in detail. The proof of (4.8)
is similar and simpler, and thus we omit the details. Recall z; = E; + in; for i = 1,2,...,4. For simplicity,
we denote by

G=G(xn), S=G(z), T=G(z3), V=G(z4).
In sections 5.1 — 5.3, we shall first prove the following estimate for the centered quantities.
Proposition 5.1. Let z; € 5; fori=1,...,4, we have
Cov ((G)(S), () (V) = f(z1,23) f (22, 24) + [ (21, 24) f (22, 23) + O<(E), (5.1)
where f(-,-) is defined in (4.6) and & is defined in (4.4).

We emphasize here that all the Green functions have deterministic upper bound N'° in operator norm
in this section, since we are working on 7;’s (c.f. (3.5)). According to Lemma 2.2 (ii), it will be clear that
all the high probability bounds on the functionals of Green functions in this section will be still valid after
one takes expectation of the functionals.
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5.1. The first step. To study the LHS of (5.1), it suffices to estimate the 4-point and 2-point correlation
functions of the Green functions

E@)SHDNY),  EG)(S).

By the resolvent identity
zG=HG-1,
we have

ARG ENDNY) = 3 BH Gyl (TNW))

We compute the RHS of the above using Lemma 2.5 with £ =3, h = Hy;, f = fi; = G;{((S)(T)(V)), and
get

3 3
11
ABGUSHINV) = 3 55 D Coa (HigJE (Gii((SHTN V) + R =23 Ln+ Ry (52)
n=1 7,7 n=1
where we abbreviate 0J; a?q" , and R is the remainder term satisfying
- 1/2
R < — Z < sup |94 f(HY + xAY)[* - E|HO1(Hyy) > t)|>
\w|<|Hu\

(5.3)
+ ¥ ZE|HU|5 - Elint |0 F(H + zAV)|
,] =

for any ¢ > 0. Here we define AY € CN*V such that A%, = (04i0jy + 62;0iy)(1 + 64y) ', and HY :=
H — H;jAY. In other words, H" is obtained from H by setting both (4,7) and (j,i) entries to 0. Note
that

L= 3 1 g S @W) + = 3 LRG0, ((SHTYV)) + K = (A)+ (B)+ K |

N oy 4N N oy 4N
where
K i= Tt S B0u(Ga((S)(I)L))). (54)

By the differential rule

0ijGay = —(GuiGjy + GujGiy) (1 +655) ", (5.5)
we have

(A) = — 7 2 B(GuGyy + G)(SHDNW))
-1 (EOEDW + EGASDW) - B BEDY) + FEESDI)

and

(B) = — i(Nl]EGSa % >+Nl]EGT2<S)<V>+%EG7V2<§><I>)-

Thus we arrive at

1
—481

E{GNS)(T)(V) = E(G)*(SHD) (V) — E{G)*E(S)(T)(V) + E<G2><S>< (V)

+ —]EGS2( WV + —EGT2<S><V> + %E@<§> (T) — 4Ly — 4L3 — 4K — 4R> , (5.6)

where )
S; =2 + iEQ(zZ)
fori =1,...,4. On the RHS of (5.6), the first three terms and Lo /s, R/s; are the error terms, while other

terms contain the leading contributions. The analysis of the error terms in (5.6) is broken down into the
estimates in the following section.
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5.2. The estimates. We begin with some preliminary estimates on Green functions. Recall u;, i =1,...,4
defined in (4.2) and also the notations introduced in (2.1). In this section, most estimates are explicitly
stated for z; € 7; only for convenience, but they also hold if we replace (z1,71) by any other (z;,7%;),7 =
2,3, 4.

Lemma 5.2. Let W,V € C be deterministic Satisfying ||WH2 = ||V||2 =1. We have
KR, 7G Z21) —miz =< s G Z1) — mlz w,v)| < , z =<
|81| 1 ! ! NU1 wvisl ! NU1 wvisl

and

1 1 VN
[(G)wv(21)] < 377 G*z) < —, G’(=1) < 373"
Uy U1 Uy

uniformly for z; € 7.

Proof. The first four relations are simple consequences of Theorem 2.3 and the construction of our contour
~1. In order to prove the fifth estimate, we write

H—E)/n+i )2 ~ H-E\ _
a2 — ( 2 2,
((H —prpp 1) Ty
where we defined ¢(x ( T ) Note that ¢ : R — C is smooth, and for any n € N, |¢(")(z)| =

|
O((1 + |z])~2). We erte qn( x) = (an)’ and define ¢, to be the almost analytic extension of g, (see
also (2.8)). Let £ € C°(R) be a fixed (N-independent) smooth cutoff function which satisfies £(0) = 1.
Set x(z) := &(y/n), where z = x + iy. Then, applying Helffer-Sjostrand formula in Lemma 2.7, we have

i = L [ HBEIED i,

due to the arbitrariness of the cutoff x(z). Therefore, we have
(G*)wv(2) —m'(2)(w, V)

— s [ (@i + 0@ /) — L0 (/) ) (st + )~ mla -+ i) w.v) dody.

By the above equation and Theorem 2.3, it can be shown (see e.g. [24, Lemma 4.4]) that

/1
Nni 1

(G*)wv(21) < [m/ (21)(w, V)| +

Im| ui’/z
when |E;| < 1+ 1/(2k?%). On the other hand, (2.3) and k < n,, imply
wv Zl Z GWZG’LV
<3 lws e (en vl + 3 (1w e + [{ei, v) ) ! TR 2L s
; : VN(|EF = 1] + [m )/ [EY = 1[+|m|
when |E;| > 1+ 1/(2k?). This prove the fifth estimate. By Theorem 2.3 and Lemma 2.7, we see that
1
G2 / - o
G?(z1) < |m/(z1)] + NI =< m
when |E1| < 1+ 1/(2k?). Together with (5.7) we deduce the sixth estimate. The proof of the last relation
follows in a similar fashion and we omit the details. ]

In the sequel, we will show that the first three terms, Lo/s1, R/s1 on the RHS of (5.6) are small. The
results are stated in Lemmas 5.3, 5.5 and 5.6, followed by the proofs.

Lemma 5.3. Let R be as in (5.6). We have
R/81 < €.
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Proof. Recall that AY € CN*N gsuch that A, = (82i0jy + 020iy)(1 + 02y) ", and HY := H — H;j; AY.
Fix i,j and set © = H;;AY, G =G(z) = (H7 — 2)~!. We omit the i, j dependence from the notations
© and G for convenience. By resolvent expansion we have

99
G=G+) (GO)G+(GO)'™G.
k=1
Note that at most two entries of © are nonzero, and they are stochastically dominated by N —1/2 Together
with the trivial bound max, ,c1,n] |ny| Nlo and Lemma 5.2 we have
G(z1) — G(z1) — N3/2 oy + N 750 Guyl < — (58
Ger) = ()] < [G(1) = () + N2 max |Gy |+ N max (G| < 5 (58)
as well as
PN _ _ PN |k
m,ynel[[al),(N]] |Gay(21) = Guym(z1)] < " yrg[[alx N Gay(21) = Guym(z1)| + N Y24 N z’yrg[%}’(N]] |Gyl < Nuy
(5.9)
uniformly for z; € 71 ;. Using (5.9) and the fact that G is independent of H,;, we have
max sup |éxy| <1. (5.10)

©ye[LN] g, g N—-1/2+¢
Further, we apply the resolvent expansion formula which also says
G =G - (GO)G + (GO)G. (5.11)
By (5.10) and (5.11), it is easy to check the bound

max sup |Gayl < 14+ N7 max sup |Gyl s
©y€[LN] | g, | g N—1/2+¢ Tye[LN] | g, < v —1/24¢
which further implies

max sup |Gyl < 1.
T ye[LN] | gy g N-1/24¢

Inserting the above into the RHS of (5.11) and applying (5.8), (5.9), we have

k
max sup Gyl <A/ — max sup G 1<1 519
eZY€[LN] |7, | <N—1/2+¢ |Gyl Nuy’ wE[LNT |p1,, | <N -1/2+¢ |Gz , ( )
k

W G S (513)

|H7‘,j\<N*1/2+C Nul

and

k
max sup < — 5.14
z,y€[1,N] oy | <N-1/2+¢ |( )xy‘ 1 ( )

Similar bounds also hold when G is replaced by S, T, V. By setting t = N~1/2+C in (5.3), we see that

1 . 1/2
R/s1 < R/uy < — ( sup HU +xA2J H101 H;i| > N71/2+C >
R Zy: Iac|<\Hu|| IR LR )

1 . .
+— E|H;;|°>-E su OLf(HY + zAYY|, (5.15
Nug ; | zJ| |x|<N*Iz/2+< | z]f( )| ( )

where we recall f = f;; = G;;((S)(T)(V)). Let us first estimate the second term on the RHS of (5.15).
By our assumption E|H;;|* = O(N~%?2), this term is bounded by

O (N732y7h . max E  sup lafjf(Hij +zAY)]. (5.16)
4,j€[1,N] || <N —1/2+¢

Using (5.5) and (5.12) — (5.14), we have

k
sup  [05Gi| < 1, sup ~ |05(S)] < 57— sup  |05(D)] < w7~
|H;j|<N—1/2+¢ |H;j|[<N—1/2+¢ N’LLQ |Hj|<N—1/2+¢ Nu
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for all fixed n € N, and the same bound holds if we replace T' by V in the last inequality. These bounds
further imply

g g k2
su OLfF(HY 4 2AY)| < .
|m|<N*I;/2+C ‘ Jf( )’ NBUQU3U4
Using the above bound and Lemma 2.2, we see that (5.16) is bounded by
kl? kl
OL(N732u7h) . — < <&

N3ugusus  N4Cujususuy
as desired. Further, note that max; ; |H;;| < N—1/2 which by definition implies P(|H;;| > N—1/24¢) =
O(N~P) for any fixed D > 0. Also recall our moment bound E|H;;|% = O(N~%2) for all 4, j and all fixed
a. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have
E[HP1(|H;| > N7V2H0)| = O(N—°~P72) (5.17)

for any fixed D > 0. Moreover, as we mentioned earlier, since z; € 7;, we have the trivial deterministic
bound

sup |Gyj(21)| < [|G(21)] < Jm[~H < NT

0,J

which together with (5.5) implies

sup |ijf(Hij + xAij)’2 < sup |8?j FHY + I'AU)‘ = O(N10), (5.18)

|| <|Hij) r€R
Using (5.18) and (5.17) with sufficiently large D, the first term on the RHS of (5.15) can be easily bounded
by O(N~10). This finishes the proof. O

Remark 5.4. The method presented in Lemma 5.3 of treating the remainder term was introduced in [24,
Lemma 4.6], and it is generally effective in estimating the remainder terms from cumulant expansions. In
particular, the method applies to R(Y), R(21) R(G:4) R RG) and R(® in the sequel, and we shall omit
the details of the estimation for those terms.

Lemma 5.5. The first three terms on the RHS of (5.6) are bounded by O<(E).

Proof. We only show the details for the first term on the RHS of (5.6). The proof for the other two terms
is similar. Applying 24V = HV — I and the cumulant expansion in Lemma 2.5, we can get

Y {SHTWY) = ! (E<G>2<S><T><V>2—E<V>2E<G>2<S><T>

—4s; 165154
+ TEGPEND V) + 1EVGHGS)HIT) + 1BV GIAT) + 5 BVT2(G)(S) — 4RO
(5.19)

By Lemmas 2.2 and 5.2, it is easy to see that the first three terms on the RHS of (5.19) are bounded by
O<(€). Further, note that

m(z1) — \\/7|+|\/7|

21— 24 |21 — 24

ko1
<1+ u1+u4)<u—Au—4) <k+1
1

uniformly for z; € 41 and z4 € 4. This together with Lemma 5.2 and resolvent identity leads to

vero Y-G G? _m(z4)—m(z1)+K—m(Z4)+m(21)—Q_ G?
(24 — 2’1)2 zZ4 — 21 (24 — 21)2 (2’1 — 24)2 zZ4 — 21
k+1 1 k l 1 k+1
+ + < 5.20
|21 — z4] |21 — 24]? (Nu1 Nu4) |21 — zalur |21 — 24] ( )

uniformly for z; € 9, and z4 € 74. Hence by Lemmas 2.2 and 5.2, the fourth term on the RHS of (5.19)
is bounded by
1 1 k+1 k21

uyug N2 |21 — 24| N3ujugus
Similarly, the fifth and sixth terms on the RHS of (5.19) are also bounded by O<(€). As in Lemma 5.3,
we can apply Lemma 5.2 to show that
RO PR k31 1
s184  uwiug NAuduguz N1/2+1/6

<&.

< €£.
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This completes the proof. O
Lemma 5.6. Let Ly be as in (5.2), we have
L2/81 <€&.

Proof. By definition in (5.2) and the differential rule (5.5), it is elementary to compute

Ly/s1 = ﬁ ZZ; Cs(Hyj)(1+ 6i) °E <<6GiiijGij><5> (T){V) + G (SHTIV)

+ (Gl + @) (ST + (T35 SV + (VD) SHD))

2

NGij ((Sz)u‘sjj +(5%);;8i + 2(5?) US’J) (5.21)

\ .
+ NGij ((TQ)iiTjj +(T%);5Ty + 2(T?) UT”)

2

+ NGij ((V2)iivjj +(V?)j5Vii +2(V?) U'V”)
8
N

S 6 (1S T2W) + (8, VAT + (1), V] <s>)) .
The most dangerous terms on the RHS of the above equation appear in the second line, for example

2 —
Lo /o1 = 5 9 CalHig) (14 0) GG (5%)5 (TH(V)
©,J
2 2
=N Z aiEG:iG;(S%)i (DY),

where in the second step we write a;; = N%2C3(H;;)(1 + &;;)~2. Observe that max; ; a;;| = O(1).
Applying z,V = HV — I and the cumulant expansion in Lemma 2.5, we obtain

1
Lo fo1 = g e 05 (EGuG (81D V)? - BV BGUGyy (5 D)

2
+ EG“GJ](SZ)1]< YV + FEVT GiiGy(5%)ij + W(G2v)iiij(52)ij<I>
+ W(G2V)ijii(SQ)ij (T) + ﬁ(sgV)ijGiiij (T) — 473(2””) - (5:22)

We can rewrite the first term on the RHS of the above equation as

ﬁ]l\ﬂ/? 2 aiyB((Gis = m(z0))(G; = m(=1)) + m(21)(Gai = m(=1))

+m(z21)(Gy5 —m(z1)) + m(zl)z) (5%)i(D)* . (5.23)

By Lemmas 2.2 and 5.2, the first term in (5.23) is stochastically dominated by

| k _ kI3 Kl <e.
5154N7/2 wuN VN u U3u4N3 - u§u2u3u4N11/2 uuguzug N4+E =
In order to estimate the others terms in (5.23), we first define the vector v/ = (v],... ,vgv)—r by v/ =

N~1/2q;;, for convenience. Note that we have sup; [[v/[l2 = O(1). Then by Lemma 5.2 we have
Zaijsij = N1/2<Vj,Sej> < N2 (5.24)
and

2 1/2 j 2 N1/2
> ai(5%) = NV (S%)ej) < —55 (5.25)
% Uy
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as well as
3 2 1/2/=j (a2 1/2/<i (2 Nk!/2
> (8% =D _ai(8%)iSk; = Y NYA, (%)) Siy + NV, (5%)e;)Sj; < —5—.  (5.20)
i ik kik#j 2
Using (5.25), the last term in (5.23) is stochastically dominated by
1 N1/2 P 3 - l <
5184 N7/? ug/Q ugusN3 U1U3/2U3U§N5 ulug/Qu:),uiN‘HC h

The second and third term in (5.23) can be estimated in the same way. This implies
(5.23) < £.

This concludes the estimate of the first term on the RHS of (5.22). In the same way, the second and third
terms on the RHS of (5.22) can also bounded by OL(E).

The estimates for the fourth to seventh terms on RHS of (5.22) follows a similar fashion. As in (5.20),
we can show that

vrz L (5.27)
|23 — 24]

By Lemma 5.2, (5.25) and (5.27), together with the identity
VT?GiGy;(5%)i
= E((Gn’ —m(21))(Gjj —m(z1)) + m(z1)(Gii — m(z1)) + m(21)(Gj; —m(21)) + m(zl)z) (5%)ij

we can bound the fourth term on RHS of (5.22) by O4(€). The fifth term on RHS of (5.25) can be
rewritten into

ol N, g[GP Gi—m(a) 4 mian) = Vi m(z) — miz)
SIS N1 z; ”EKzl . (1 = 2)° L R >
% (m(z1) + Gy — m(21)) (5D <T>}

which is bounded by O«(&) using Lemma 5.2 and (5.25). The sixth term on RHS of (5.22) equals the fifth
term. Using the identity

(ng)ijGiiij<I> _ ( (53)ij _ (Sz)ij n Sii — Vi )

2=z (22— 2)% (22— 2)3
% (G = m(z0)(Gy5 = ml1)) + m(z)(Gis = m{z0) + m(z1) Gy = mlz) + m(z)? (D)

together with Lemma 5.2, (5.24) — (5.26), as well as the bound

1
= O(K2 A DY),
E— ( )

the seventh term on RHS of (5.22) can also be bounded by O~ (£). Similar to the proof of Lemma 5.3, we
can apply Lemma 5.2 to show that

1 g
. 72(2,45)
SN2 g . ai ;R < €.
i,

Thus we conclude the estimate of Ly 1/s1.
Similarly we can show that

?Vz ZC3(Hij)(1 +0i) PEGii G5 (T%)i(S)V) + (V)i (SHT)) < €.

S1

The estimates for other terms on the RHS of (5.21) are easier, namely one only needs to apply Lemma
5.2 and no further cumulant expansion is needed. For example, the first term on the RHS of (5.21) can
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be rewritten into

D Ca(H) (14 65) E((Gis — (1)) Gy — m(a1)) + m(1)(Gos = m)

+m(z1)(Gy; = ml=) + m(z1)?) Gig (SHDN V).
Similar as in (5.23), the above can be easily bounded by O<(€) using Lemma 5.2. The second term on
the RHS of (5.21) is stochastically dominated by
k5/2]2

1 kl? kl?
.N—3/2<N Eg3,). = < €.
u N ’ i ;ﬁj | ZJ' uguzug N3 uyuguzus N9/2 - u?/2u2u3u4N5

One readily checks that all terms on the RHS of (5.21) are bouned by O<(€). This completes the proof. [

In the sequel, we estimates the terms Ls/s; and K/s; in (5.6), which are not negligible. The results
are stated in Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8, followed by the proofs.

Lemma 5.7. Let L3 be as in (5.2), we have

Ls/s1 = — Z Ca(Hij)EG:G ((SQ)n'Sjj (T (V) +(T?)ii Ty (S) (V) + (V)i V55 (S) <I>) +0<(&).

81N2 i
(5.28)
Proof. By definition

Lz/s1 = 204 ij) ]E83 G ((SY{T)(V))) - (5.29)

Using (5.5), we easily see that the leading terms on the RHS of (5.28) come from applying one 0;; on Gj;,
and then applying the remaining two 0;; either both on (S), (T'), or (V). For example, the first term on
the RHS of (5.28) is contained in

S G (30,6 (B3N TV

Aside from the explicit terms we have on RHS of (5.28), the remaining terms on the RHS of (5.29) are the
error terms. Among them, the most difficult term comes from applying af’j all on G5, which may generate
four diagonal entries of the Green function. More specifically, the following term is the most dangerous on
for the estimation

Lsy/s1 _——Z@ DE(GLG)(S)T)(V) .

To estimate this term, we need one addltlonal expansion. By writing z1G;; = (HG);; — 1 and using the
cumulant expansion in Lemma 2.5, we have

! Z C4(Hij)E(<G22iG?j (G) +3N"HG?)uG5; + BN ' Gij (G?)i Y (SHTIV)

L =
3,1/51 (421 + EG)s1 N y

+2N2(GS)GiGL TNV + 2N ~2(GT?);Giu G (S) (V) + 2N ~2(GV?)1iGi G2, (SH(T) — 472(3’”)) .

Note that Lemma 2.6 implies C4(H;;) = O(N~2), uniformly in 4,j. By 1/|421 + EG| ~ 1/4z1 + m(z1)| =
O(1) and Lemma 5.2, one readily follows the approach in Lemma 5.3 and checks that

—4
) Cy(H )R < €.
(421 + EG) slNZ ( =

Again by 1/|4z; + EG| = O(1) and Lemma 5.2, other terms in Lz 1/s; can also be shown to satisfy the
same bound. This implies

L371/81 < €.
Other error terms on the RHS of (5.29) can be estimated directly using Lemma 5.2, as in the proofs of
Lemmas 5.5 and 5.6. For example, we will have terms of the types

SlNZ&x (GGG (9)(T)(V) (5.30)
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and
1
T aNE Y Ca(Hij)EG:G;(5%)iiSiy(T)(V) (5.31)
i
as well as
1
P > Ca(Hij)EGiiG5(5)i; S35 (T%)iy Ty (V) . (5.32)
i

Applying Lemma 5.2, we can easily get

! N‘2<N+ > EIG; |) Ll < Ll - Ll <&
u N 9 uguzug N3 ugugusugN® ' wdugugug N°

(5.30) <
i,5:i#]
and

~N‘2<N+ Z E|Sij|> 1 2 . 12 N E1/272 e

R 2 3/2 2 9/2
el ud? usuaN? g 2 Py N5 uiugusus N9/

(5.31) <

1
’LL1N2

as well as

(5.32) < ~N—2(N+ > E|Sij|) LI L Ze.

3/2°°3/2 Nu
4, fiits Ug' U 4

Using the above argument, we can bound all the error terms on the RHS of (5.29) by O<(€). This
completes the proof. O

U1N3

Lemma 5.8. Let K be as in (5.4), we have
02—
Kfs1 = =T S B(GalS)alD)V) + EG(T?)a(S)(V) + BG:(V2)alS) (D)) + 0<(&).

Proof. The estimate can be done similarly to those of Lemmas 5.6 and 5.7, and thus we only give a sketch.
From the definition and (5.5), it is easy to derive

Kfsi = ~5—5 2 (BEHSDW)

+ %EGii(s2)ii<I> (V) + %EGM(TQ)M@ V) + %]EG“(VQ)MSMT)) - (5:33)

By Theorem 2.3 and Lemma 5.2, the first term on the RHS of (5.33) can be bounded by

1 k Kkl?
-<(’IL1N2 N N7.L1 NBUQU3U4) _O—<(5)

This completes the proof. (|

5.3. Proof of Proposition 5.1. Now we insert Lemmas 5.3 — 5.8 to (5.6), and we get after rearranging
the terms

02—
E(G)(S)(T)(V) = — 2811N2E(G75'2 +4 Z Ca(Hi;)GiiGy;(5%)iiSs5 + W2 Z G“«(SQ)ﬁ) (T)(V)

1 9 9 o? -2 9
- WE(GL+ 4264(Hij)Giiij(T )i Ty + =N 21: Giu(T )u) (S)(V)

1,9

- WE(GL/Q +4) Ca(Hiy)GuG (V)i Vi + 027]:,2 Z; Gn‘(VQ)n‘) (SYT) +0<(€). (5.34)

.3

The terms on the RHS of (5.34) can be further computed using the following lemma. The proof is again
done by cumulant expansion and Lemma 5.2. We omit the details.
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Lemma 5.9. We have

0.2

]E<G752 +4) " Cu(Hij)GiiGj(S)iSj; + % > Gii(SQ)i,») (T){V)

@] %

~ 25,N2

2

_ ! 2 NGGar(§2) G 4 T2 (62)..
= oy (G5 4 GGy (55, + T 3Gl
o —2
X (TV2 + 4;C4(Hij)ﬂi1}j(v2)ii‘/jj t SN Xi:ﬂi(v2)ii) +0<(€)
= f(zh ZQ)f(Z37Z4) + O<((€) )
where f(-,-) is defined as in (4.6).

Note that the first three leading terms on the RHS of (5.34) have the same form. Applying Lemma 5.9
to all three terms in (5.34) with appropriate permutations of z1, 22, 23, 24, we obtain

E(G){(SHT)V) = f(z1,22) (23, 24) + f(21,23) f (22, 24) + [ (21, 24) f (22, 23) + O<(E).
By repeating the above proof, one also gets that
E<Q> <§> = f(Zl, Zg) + O{(k’tl)gN_2_<> (535)

and
E(I)(V) = f(z3,20) + O<(Ut5aN727¢).
The above three equations conclude the proof of (5.1).

5.4. The explicit shift. In this section we replace the centered random variables (G(z;)) in (5.1) by the
one with an explicit shift G(z;) — m(z;) = (G(z;)) + EG(z;) — m(z;), which is needed for the proof of
Proposition 4.2 according to the definition of mﬁ in (3.6). The following result is stated for z; only for
convenience, but it still holds if we replace (z1,71) by any other (z;,7;),i = 2,3,4.

Lemma 5.10. Recall g(-) from (4.7). We have

k
BG = m(2) = 9(2) + 0=y )
1

uniformly for z; € 7.

Proof. Using z1EG = EHG — 1 and the cumulant expansion formula, we have

1
(EG)® +421EG + 4+ TEG® + E(G)® ~ AL —4rY —4K® —4R™ =0, (5.36)
where
4 _ O' -2
LW n|NZCn+1 i)EOLG, KW= IR Z]EG
and R™ is the remainder term. By Lemma 5.2 we can easily check
@ _ e 4 k
428 = ZHm(=))* + O« (NQUI) , (5.37)
) k1/?
and )
_AL® 4@ By Lo 1
4Ly —ar® < () Tty (5.39)
Similarly, by cumulant expansion and Lemma 5.2, we have
1 1 2 k
E(G)? = —————(E(G)® + E(G)(G?) + —EG® — 4R® 5.40
G = =~ 2EQ( (G + FEGHED) + zBC ) = N2 (5.40)
and
1 1 . k
2 _ L s 2y _4p 6
EG’ = — (4]EQ+ VEG + 2E(G)(G?) — 4R ) m' (21) + 0<(N1/2u%) . (5.41)
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In (5.39) — (5.41) above, we estimate the remainder terms R, R(®) R(®) using the method presented in
the proof of Lemma 5.3; see also the discussion in Remark 5.4. By (5.37) — (5.41), we can rewrite (5.36)
as

(EG)? 4 42,EG + 4 + %(m’(zl) +4dcq(m(z)* + (0% — 2)(m(z1))2) =0« (]\73];2,“%) ;

which implies the desired result. O
Combining Proposition 5.1 with Lemma 5.10, we can now prove Proposition 4.2 in the sequel.

Proof of Proposition 4.2 . Equipped with Lemma 5.10, we can follow a similar computation as in Section
5.2 to show that
(EG — m(21))E(SHID)(V) = 0<(€),

which implies
E(m{ (z21)my (z2)miy (z3)miy (21)) — E(G)(S){T)V)
> (EG(2a) — m(24))(EG(26) — m(2))E(G(2c))(G(2a))

{a,b,c,d}={1,2,3,4}
+ (EG —m(21))(ES — m(22))(EL — m(z3))(EV. — m(z4)) + O<(£),

N =

and

E(my (z1)miy (22))E(miy (z3)my (21)) — E(G)(S)E(T)(V)
= (EG — m(21))(ES — m(22))E(L)(V) + (EL — m(23))(EV. — m(24))E(G)(S)
+ (EG — m(21))(ES — m(22))(EL — m(23))(EV. — m(z4)) + O<(€).
Thus we have

Cov (m]%(zl)m]%(zg),mﬁ(Zg,)mN (24)) — Cov ((G T)(V))

= (BG — m(21))(EL — m(z3)) E(S)(V. > (EQ — m(21))(BY. — m(z4)) E(S)(T)
+ (ES — m(22))(EV. — m(24))E(G)(T) + (ES — m(22))(EL — m(z3))E(G)(V) + O<(€) .
By computing E(G(z;))(G(z;)) as in (5.35) and applying Lemma 5.10, we have

Cov (m5 (21)m% (22), m& (23)m4 (24)) — Cov ((G)(S), (T)(V))
= g(21)9(23) f (22, 24) + g(21)g(24) f (22, 23)
+ 9(22)9(24) f (21, 23) + g(22)9(23) f (21, 24) + O<(E) -

Using the above relation and Proposition 5.1, we conclude the proof of (4.9). The proof of (4.8) is similar
and simpler. We thus omit the details. Hence, we conclude the proof of Proposition 4.2. O

6. FURTHER DISCUSSION

In this section, we make some further remarks on the CvM statistics.

e Shortcoming of the CvM statistics

From application point of view, although the original CvM statistic Ay is a robust statistic, it has its
own shortcoming. For instance, the statistic Ay is not sensitive to the strength of a low rank deformation
of Wigner matrix. By Cauchy interlacing property, a rank one deformation can only cause a change of
order % for Fy(t). This fact does not depend on the strength of the deformation of the Wigner matrix.
Hence, the power of the statistic Ay will not be significantly good even if the rank one deformation is very
large, if we use Ay to test the existence of the deformation, say. In other words, the statistic Ay is not
sensitive to the possible outlier of the spectrum. The same problem exists for our MCvM Ay ,, since we
use \; instead of )\; in the definition of F N, in (1.6). However, from the proof of the main result Theorem
1.2, it is clear that we indeed have the same convergence as Theorem 1.2 for the following partial sum

./Z(N,w :% Zw %(tk(H))Z - % Zw kj(/{,‘;—i—@tk(H)tk-i—Q(H) + %(tl(H))2
k=1 k=1

as long as n, < N %*5, where H is replaced by H. From the application point of view, if we use the

statistic Ay ., it is expected to be sensitive to the strength of the low rank deformation since now we have
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H instead of H. In this sense, the partial sum statistic such as A N, has its own advantage in contrast to
the original Ay .

e On expectation of Ay
According to the simulation result in Figures 1 and 2, we can formulate the following conjecture

Conjecture 6.1. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.2, we conjecture that the following holds

1 /1 1
N?(Ay —EA $—§ <221 -
( N N) 6772k21 k( k ) ]{Z(k+2)
2 -6 k+2 1
Topy — —— 7.
\/BWQk 1<4k3/2(k+1) 2k T | 2k+2)+a5,

Zka+2)

_|_

where ag is defined in Theorem 1.2.

In addition to the proof of the above conjecture (in case it is true), for application purpose, it is also
necessary to identify N2EAx up to the constant order, since the RHS is an order 1 random variable.
According to the definition of Ay in (1.1) and the rigidity in (2.5), one can cut the integral in (1.1) to the
domain t € [-1+ N~¢,1— N~¢]. Hence, roughly speaking, in order to identify N>EAx up to the constant
order, it would be enough to estimate E(Fx(t) — F(t))? for t € [-1+ N~¢,1 — N~¢], up to the order of
ﬁ. Write

E(Fn(t) — F(t))? = Var(Fn(t))? + (EFn(t) — F(t))%

Even in the case of GUE/GOE, only the first order term of Var(Fx(t))? is known ( see [23, 35]), which is
of order 13%21\7 in the bulk. The subleading order is not available so far. Starting from the representation in
(1.2), for N?EAy, one can also turn to identify N?E(\; — u;)? up to the constant order. However, again,
from the reference such as [23, 35], only the leading term of order log N is precisely available. It is worth
mentioning that in the recent work [31], a precise estimate on the constant order of N?(Var(\;(H)) —
Var(A;(GOE))) is obtained in the bulk, see Theorem 1.4 therein. Here A\;(H) means the i-th largest
eigenvalue of a general Wigner matrix H and \;(GOE) means the counterpart for a GOE. Unfortunately,

the constant order term of N2Var(\;(GOE)) itself is not available so far.

e Sample covariance matrices counterpart

We remark here that all the discussion and result of the current work for Wigner matrix can be adapted
to the sample covariance matrices. Considering the importance of covariance matrices in statistics theory,
the CvM statistic and the mesoscopic approximations are potentially useful in many hypothesis testing
problems. Especially, as we mentioned earlier, such a statistic has been used in [40] for testing the structure
of the covariance matrices. Specifically, for an analogue of the result in this paper for covariance matrix,
one needs to consider the expansion of the spectral distribution using the basis of the shifted Chebyshev
polynomials of the first kind. For instance, we refer to [12] for the fact that the shifted Chebyshev
polynomials diagonalize the covariance structure of the linear spectral statistics of the sample covariance
matrices. The detailed derivation for the counterpart of the current result for sample covariance matrices
and the discussion for its applications will be considered in a future work.

Acknowledgement: We would like to thank Jiang Hu for discussion and simulation. We would also
like to thank Yan Fyodorov, Gaultier Lambert, Dong Wang and Lun Zhang for reference and helpful
comments. Finally, we are grateful to the anonymous referee for useful remarks and comments.

APPENDIX A. A TOY MODEL: CUE

In this appendix, we consider a Cramér-von Mises type statistic for the Circular Unitary Ensemble
(CUE). Let U be a N-dimensional CUE, which is a Haar distributed unitary matrix. And we denote its
(unordered) eigenvalues by €% 1 < i < N. Let Fy(z) = #{i : 0 < 0; < x}/N,r € [0,27]. Since the
eigenvalues of CUE are on a unit circle and all the eigenvalues shall be regarded as “bulk” eigenvalues, we
shall modify the definition of Ay to avoid the accumulation of the fluctuation of the eigenvalues around
the origin. Hence, we choose the statistic

A% = [ 7 (et~ Fwe) - Y anay (A1)

™
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One can also consider the Rains’ statistic in [38], or the following Watson’s statistic

/ (FN(x) _ F(z) - / (Fx(t) — F(t))dF(t))QdF(x)

which is independent of the choice of the origin; see [39]. In the sequel, we discuss ASVE in (A.1) only.
Our result is stated as the following theorem.

Theorem A.1l. Let AGUP be as in (A.1). Let {Y;}32, be a collection of i.i.d. Nc(0,1), i.e. complex
standard Gaussian random variables with i.i.d. N (0, %) real and imaginary parts. We have

N? — 1
TARE — (g N+ +1) = Z;(\Yjﬁ —1),
j=1

where v is the Euler’s constant.

The proof of Theorem A.1 will be given at the end of this appendix, after we introduce some necessary
preliminary results.
Consider a square integrable function f : [0,27] — R. We denote the Fourier expansion of f(#) b

djez fe?, where

~ 1 [27 0
= — f)e~7d6.
f] 27_[_ o f( )e
It is elementary to check the following Fourier expansion of the indicator function
1 1 St efija _ e*ijﬁ - 1 i eijﬁ — eijo‘ ..
1 0) — — — — e ¥ 0<a< fp< 2.
) (6) = 5-(8 = )+2m]21 —= +2m; e a<B<2m

It is well known that the series on the RHS above converges to the indicator function pointwise except for
only two points a and . Therefore, for x < y, we have

0o . o i .
ijy el _ Gliw

- 1 e T —e , 1
Fr(y) = Fy(o) - L2 =3 U >

T Uj.
2w 2N 4 2N 4 '
J=1 J=1

Consequently, we have

1 27 Yy, X e—ijr _ eliy _
A?VUEz—W/O (/0 (Ze TrUJ+Z e )dm)d

j=1
4 X1 A4 1 4 1 N
:m Z GTI'UJTI'U = m Z GTI'UJ TI‘U -+ m Z ,*QTI‘U‘]TI'U
=17 =7 JoNG1

To study the expectation and fluctuation of AGVE, we need the following result from [11].

Theorem A.2 (Theorem 2.1, [11]). (a) Consider a = (a1,--- ,a) and b = (by,--- ,by) with a;,b; €
{0,1,---}. Let Y1,Ys,...,Yy be independent standard complex normal random variables. Then N >

(1 da) v (5 b)),
k k k
o( oy i) =5( [T V) = [T
=1 j=1 j=1

(b) For any j, k,
E(TrUjTrUk> = 0;1(j AN).
With the above facts, we now state our proof of Theorem A.1.

Proof of Theorem A.1. First, based on Theorem A.2, it is elementary to compute

1
EASVE = NQZ N > i logN—|—'y—|—1)+O( ) (A.2)
Jj= N+1
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Next, we need to identify the limiting distribution of A{VE after centering. We write

ACVE _ [ gCUE _4 S 1 TeUI TR — 4 N 1 T TeD — §
N N _NQij(r r j)+N2 Z ~2( 7)
j=1 j=M+1
+ % Z %(TrUjTrUj —N), (A.3)
j:N-‘,—lj

where we can choose M to be sufficiently large. Our aim is to show that the last two terms in (A.3) are
negligible in probability when M is large. It would be sufficient to show that their second moments are
negligible. To this end, we first recall the jpdf of the (unordered) eigenvalues {ei% }§v=1 of CUE (see e.g.

[17])

i i 1 i0; i0; |2 .
pN(eel,...,eaN):W H |eel—eei| , 0; €10,2x], i=1,...,N. (A4)
1<i<j<N

It is also well known that {e'®}) | is a determinantal point process with kernel (see e.g., [17])

, 1 jav—1ne=e) sin N(‘g;e/) 1= k(0—0")
2 k=0

More specifically, for any n € [1, N], the n-point correlation function of the point process {e!% }_, can
be written as

P (e, elfn) = / pn (e e)d0, - dOy
[0,27]N—n

N —n)! )
= % det(KN(Hi,Gj))lg,jgm 0; € [0,271’], i=1,...,n.

Apparently, in order to compute Cov <TrUj TrUj7 TrU kTrUk), it suffices to use the formula of pg\?) with
n < 4. Applying the explicit formula (A.5), it is elementary to check
Cov (TrUj TrUj, TeU kTrUk)
728k, it 1<j+hk<N
=< %6k +N—j—k, if j+k>N+1, jkE<N (A.6)
N?§jp — (N = [k =j|) VO, ifjork>N.

Then, using Theorem A.2, we can first conclude that {%’ITUj j]‘/il converges jointly to i.i.d. N¢(0,1)

variables for any large fixed M. Further, using (A.6) to the second and the third parts in (A.3), one can
easily check that these two part are negligible (in M) in probability when M is large. Similarly to the
discussions in (3.12) — (3.14), we can conclude that

N? ¢ cue CUE - 1 2
T (AR - BAG) = 3 S (%P - 1), (A7)
j=1
where Y;’s are i.i.d. N¢(0,1). Combining (A.2) with (A.7) we can complete the proof. O
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