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Abstract

We consider eigenvectors of adjacency matrices of Erdés-Rényi graphs and study the variation of
their directions by resampling the entries randomly. Let v be the eigenvector associated with the second-
largest eigenvalue of the Erd6s-Rényi graphs. After choosing k entries of the given matrix randomly
and resampling them, we obtain another eigenvector w corresponding to the second-largest eigenvalue
of the matrix obtained from the resampling procedure. We prove that, in a certain sparsity regime, w is
“almost” orthogonal to v with high probability if & > N°/3. On the other hand, if k¥ < ¢>N?/3, where
q is the sparsity parameter, we observe that v and w are “almost” collinear. This extends the recent work
of Bordenave, Lugosi and Zhivotovskiy to the Erdés-Rényi model.

1 Introduction

Let X = (z;;) be a symmetric N x N matrix with positive integer N. The matrix X is said to be a
Wigner random matrix if it satisfies the following properties:

(i) For: < j, the x;; are independent random variables and centered. The other entries are automati-
cally defined by symmetry.

(ii) For some o > 0,

o? fori=j.

Exfj _ {1 fori < 7,

The class of Wigner matrices is one of the most important classes in random matrix theory. The spectrum
of a Wigner matrix has been deeply analyzed and many remarkable results have been proved thus far.
Eigenvectors of Wigner matrices have also attracted much attention. The joint distribution of the coordi-
nates, the size of the largest (or smallest) coordinate and the ¢P-norm are the main properties of interest.

Very recently, Bordenave, Lugosi and Zhivotovskiy investigated another aspect of eigenvectors, es-
pecially the fop eigenvector, the unit eigenvector corresponding to the largest eigenvalue [BLZ19]. They
studied how the direction of the top-eigenvector varies by resampling some entries of a given Wigner
matrix. In other words, their main interest is the noise sensitivity of the top eigenvector. For the notion of
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noise sensitivity, we refer to the seminal work of Benjamini, Kalai, and Schramm [BKS99].

The resampling procedure introduced in [BLZ19] is as follows. For a positive integer k£ <
let S, = {(i151), -, (ixjr)} be a random set of k distinct pairs of positive integers (with i,, < j,)
which is chosen uniformly from the family of all sets of & distinct pairs. In the resampling procedure, a
pair (4,,7m) is used to denote an index of a matrix entry.

N(N+1)
2 9

Definition 1.1 (Resampling procedure). Let X' = (w};) be an independent copy of X. Write the new
random matrix X¥ = (xy;]) generated from the given Wigner matrix X, by resampling entries. For

K

1 < 7, we define argj according to

zF = (1)

ij
zij (i) & Sk-

The remaining entries of X ¥ are determined by symmetry.

Let Ay > --- > Ay be the ordered eigenvalues of X and, let v; be the top eigenvector of X.
Similarly, we use the notation A[lk] > e > /\E@] and v[lk] for the ordered eigenvalues and the top

eigenvectors of X ¥,
Here we assume one additional property for the distribution of x;;:

(iii) There exists some constant ¥} > 0 such that, for all 7 < 7,
Elexp(|zy;|”)] <0~ )

Theorem 1.2 ([BLZI9] Theorem 1]). Let X be a Wigner matrix and assume (1)). Ler X %] be the matrix
obtained by the resampling procedure in Definition If k> N°/3, then

E ‘<V1,V[1k]>‘ =o(1) 3

According to Theorem we can say, roughly, that v; is almost orthogonal to v[lk} when more than
O(N®/3) entries are resampled. On the other hand, if & is much smaller than N°/? (precise description
below), the behavior of v[lk] is completely different. In such a case, it can be shown that v; and V[lk] lie

almost on the same line, i.e.,

[(va vl T) ~ 1. @)
Let us assume that v; and V[lk] has almost the same direction, and consider

vi = villoe. )

It is well known that unit eigenvectors of Wigner matrices delocalize, i.e. the co-norm is bounded above
by (log N)¢ N—1/2 for some C' > 0. Due to this delocalization result, it follows that

NC’
[k log

Vi — Vi oo & ——.
H 1 1 || N

We need a sharper bound than (6) in order to describe (@). This sharper bound is given in the next
theorem.

(6)



k< N°/3

Figure 1: An illustration for Theorem and Theorem On the left, the number k of resampled entries is much
larger than N°/3. Then, according to Theorem |1.2] v, are almost orthogonal to V[lk]. Contrarily, on the right, it is
observed that v; and v[lk] are almost on the same line when k is far less than N°/3. In that case, v; and v:[lk] have

almost the same direction or almost opposite directions. The latter is illustrated in this figure.

Theorem 1.3 ([BLZI9. Theorem 2]). Let X and X" be as in Theorem There exists a constant
C > 0 such that

max min V' N|jvy — sv[lk']”o(j
k<N5/3L-C se{£1}

converges to 0 in probability where L is a logarithmic control parameter defined by

L=Ly = (logN)*seN, N >3, )
As a result,
i L _
E L<k<nl\1f%3<3Lc Sg{litnl}Hvl svi'l2| = o(1). ®

where for N > 3
L= Ly := (log N)lglos N, 9)
(]

Combining Theorems and we can see a phase transition of v around k ~ N°/3, Now we
raise the following question.

» Can we get an analogous result for the class of sparse random matrices?

There are a lot of interesting classes of random matrices besides Wigner matrices. One of the most
important is the class of sparse random matrices. Roughly speaking, a given random matrix is said
to be sparse if it has many zero entries (see Remark [2.5] for more detailed description). The adjacency
matrix of a sparse Erdds-Rényi graph is one of the the typical examples. The Erd6s-Rényi graph is a
random graph connecting any two distinct nodes by an edge, independently, with probability p. Thus,
the adjacency matrix of an Erd6s-Rényi graph is a symmetric random matrix and its entries have the
Bernoulli distribution with parameter p.

Let A = Ay be the adjacency matrix of the Erdés-Rényi graph on IV vertices with edge density p.
The matrix A = (a;;) is an N x N symmetric matrix and all entries are independent up to symmetry.
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(a) N = 5000, k = | N'/6] (b) N = 5000, k = | N*/?|

realizations of inner product (v, v[lk]) gather around 0 as expected in Theorem On the right (b), the contrary case,

k = |N%/3| < N°/3,is described. The absolute value of (v1, v[lk]> tends to be close to 1, which is consistent with

Theorem @

Figure 2: Simulation for the Wigner random matrices. On the left (a), k = ﬁ”/ 6] > N®/3 so we observed the

The edge density p is replaced by a sparsity parameter ¢ = q(N) by setting ¢ = 1/pN. We assume the
sparsity parameter q satisfies

(log N)losle N « ¢ < VN. (10)
Under a normalization, each entry of the matrix A = (a;;)1<; j<n is distributed as follows. If ¢ < j,
¢/q with probability ¢*/N,
ai]’ =
0 with probability 1 — ¢%/N,
where
Ci=(1—g*/N)""/2 (1)

From the matrix A, we generate the new N x N matrix H = (h;;) by extracting the mean. Each entry
h;j is defined according to

hij = Qjj — Eaij, (12)
and satisfies the moment conditions
1
Elh;;|™ < W (m > 2). (13)

Many outstanding results have been achieved for the Erds-Rényi graph [BGBK19, BHY 17, EKYY12,
KYY13| . Especially, it is well-known that the unit eigenvectors of the adjacency matrices of
the Erd6s-Rényi graph delocalize under some general conditions. Furthermore, the top eigenvector con-
verges to

(L,---,1) (14)



N=Y2(1,--- 1) € CV in the £?>-sense with very high probability (see Lemma . This implies that
the direction of the top eigenvector is almost deterministic. Therefore the naive answer to the question
raised above would be “No” for sparse random matrices with nonzero mean.

However, it should be noted that the largest eigenvalue of sparse Erd6s-Rényi graphs behaves dif-
ferently when compared to that of Wigner matrices. In both of these classes of random matrices the
eigenvalue distribution converges to the semicircle distribution (see (33)), but in the case of Wigner
matrices, the largest eigenvalue sticks to the edge of the semicircle distribution. In contrast, the largest
eigenvalue of the sparse Erd6s-Rényi model stays far away from the support of the semicircle distri-
bution [EKY Y13} IKS03]]. In the sparse Erdés-Rényi model, the second largest eigenvalue is the largest
eigenvalue converging to the edge of the semicircle distribution [BGBK17, [EKY Y 13|]. Thus, one might
expect that the second top eigenvector, a unit eigenvector associated with the second largest eigenvalue,
shows the desired phase transition behavior.

When we consider an eigenvector not associated with the largest eigenvalue, there is one technical
difficulty. In [BLZ19], the authors explicitly use the fact that the top-eigenvector maximizes a quadratic
form to prove Theorem[I.2] in the following way. Let X and Y be a Wigner random matrix and the one
obtained from X by resampling a single entry. Let us say v is the top-eigenvector of X and w is that of
Y. Then, by definition, we have

(W, (X =Y)w) <(v,Xv) —(w,Yw) < (v, (X =Y)v) (15)

because v and w maximize (v, Xv) and (w, Y'w) respectively. Consequently, we need to develop some
way to circumvent this issue when considering the second top eigenvector. Actually, it can be done
using the fact that the largest eigenvalue is far from the second largest eigenvalue in the sparse Erdés-
Rényi model model.

Indeed, we prove that the second top eigenvector of sparse Erdés-Rényi graphs behaves exactly
like the top eigenvector of Wigner matrices under the resampling procedure, when we assume a certain
condition on the sparsity parameter. For the adjacency matrix of an Erd&s-Rényi graph, the sparsity
parameter is associated with the expected degree of each node. We shall specify why a certain condition
on the sparsity parameter is needed. Interestingly, this is related with the tail bound of the gap between
adjacent eigenvalues.

It should be noted that research on sparse random matrices have real-world applications. The Erd6s-
Rényi graph is a standard model for a random network. In terms of this random graph, resampling an
entry corresponds to creating or removing an edge with some probability. Thus, resampling in sparse
random matrices can be regarded as a perturbation of a random network. Moreover, when we analyze
data in matrix form, eigenvectors tend to have more information than their associated eigenvalues. Thus,
we hope that the above-described phase transition of second-top eigenvectors will find relevance in
network theory and the other information sciences.

2 Results

Consider the adjacency matrix A of an Erd8s-Rényi graph on N vertices with edge density p = ¢%/N.
We consistently assume

L<qg< VN (16)

where L is the logarithmic control parameter in (7). Let A’ = (a,’ij) be an independent copy of A. We

obtain AF = (ay;-]) from the adjacency matrix A by following Definition , the resampling procedure.
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Note that, for ¢ < j, the entry a;;" is defined according to

ot = (17

aij  (ij) & Sk
Let A\; > .-+ > Ay be the ordered eigenvalues of A and, let vy, - - , vy be associated unit eigenvec-
tors of A. Similarly, we use the notation )\[lk] >0 > )\[ ] and v[k] .- ,VKC,] for the ordered eigenvalues

and the associated unit eigenvectors of A1, Note that Luh and Vu recently showed that sparse random

matrices have simple spectrum [LV18]]. This implies A\; > --- > Ay a.s. for large N. As we already
discussed in the introduction, due to Lemma , v and v[lk] are almost collinear for any & and large N.
Thus, we deal with the second top eigenvector.

Theorem 2.1 (Excessive resampling). If g = N° withb € (§,3) and k = N™ with 7 € (3,2), then

E ‘<V27V[2k]>‘ =o(1).

Remark 2.2. The condition b € (97 2) comes from the tail bound for gaps between the adjacent eigen-
values. It can be improved if we can obtain a sharper estimate for the spacing between two adjacent
eigenvalues converging to the edge.

Theorem 2.3 (Small resampling). Suppose ¢ = N° withb € (3, 3) and 7 > 0. Assume
T < 2b+2/3. (18)
Then,

max min VN| vy —svg]HOo
k<NT se{£1}

converges to 0 in probability. As a result,

lim E]<v2,vgﬂ>] =1 (19)

N—o0

Remark 2.4. The available sparsity regime is determined by T < 2b + % This is due to Lemma an
estimate on the variation of resolvents according to the resampling.

Remark 2.5 (Sparse random matrices). Theorem [2.1] and Theorem [2.3| may be extended to the more
geneml class of sparse random matrices. Here we present the model studied in [EKYYI2| |[EKYYI3|]. Let
H = (h”) be N x N symmetric random matrices whose entries are real and independent up to the
symmetry. We assume that the elements of H satisfy the moment condition (13) forall 1 < i,j7 < N and
3 < m < L. We define

A:=H+ fle)(e], (20)
where f = f(N) is a deterministic number satisfying
L7lq < f < Lq, @1

and
1
—(1,
~ (

We call this A a sparse random matrix (with nonzero mean).

e=ey = D (22)
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Figure 3: Phase diagram for the Erdés-Rényi model. Note that the line b = % corresponds to the Wigner matrix case.
The rectangular domain in the upper right corner is for Theorem [2.1] The left quadrangle is the domain for Theorem
Note that the boundary between the “almost collinear” domain and the unknown one is the line 7 = 2b + 2/3
according to the condition (T8).
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(@) N = 5000, k = [N'"/|, g = N'7/36 (b) N = 5000, k = |[N*/?|, g = N'7/36

Figure 4: Simulation for the adjacency matrices of Erdds-Rényi-graphs. On the left (a), the condition N = 5000,
k = |[N'1/6| and ¢ = N'7/36 satisfies the assumption in Theorem [2.1| and it is observed that (v, vi¥)) is close

to 0. On the right (b), we also choose N, k and ¢ to satisfy the assumptions in Theorem [2.3] and it is observed that
[{(v1, v[lk]>| is close to 1.

2.1 Outline

In the next section, we shall cover some necessary tools used in the proof of the main results. In Section
[l we describe the top-level proofs of Theorem [2.1]and Theorem [2.3] In Section [5] we prove the mono-
tonicity lemma which is an ingredient to the proof of Theorem 2.1} The remaining sections, Section [§]
and Section[7] are devoted to the details, for Theorem 2.T]and Theorem 2.3] respectively.



2.2 Notation and convention

Weuse C' > 0, D > 0 and ¢ > 0 as universal constants whose values may change between occurrences.
In this paper, C' and D are used to denote some constants large enough whereas ¢ > 0 means a sufficiently
small constant. Sometimes we use subscript indices such as C1, ---, Dy, -+, c1, - - -, Whenever we
need to denote some fixed large or small constant specifically. Asymptotic notation is used under the
assumption N — oo. For function f and g of parameter N, we use the following notation as N — oc:
f 2 g if there exists C' > O such that C - f > g; f = O(g) if | f|/|g| is bounded from above; f = o(g)
if |f|/lg]| = 0; f = ©(g) if f = O(g) and g = O(f). Hilbert-Schmidt norm is denoted by ||-|| -

3 Preliminaries

In this section, we collect some necessary tools for the proof of main results. For any positive integer 7,
denote [i] = {1,---,i}. Let Xy, - , &}, be i.i.d. random variables taking values in R and let f : R"™
R be a measurable function. Consider the random vector X = (X7, --- , A},) (we shall replace n with
N(N +1)/2 later). Let X’ = (X],--- , X)) be an independent copy of X’. We shall use the following
notation,

X(Z) = (le"' 7Xi—1aXi,7‘)(i+17"' 7‘)(71) and X[Z] = (Xlla 7‘X;7Xi+17"' ;Xn), (23)

in particular, X% = X and X" = X”. More generally, for Z C N, we define X% = (X{,--- , &%)
by setting

X, ifi¢T,

P L (24)
X! ifiel.

Leto = (o(1),--- ,0(n)) be a random permutation sampled uniformly from the symmetric group S,

and let o([i]) denote {c(1),--- ,0(i)}. We assume o is independent of X and X”. Let j be an random

variable uniformly distributed on [n] and independent of X, X’ and . Let X’ be an independent copy of
X and be independent of other random variables. Let X (/)°7([i=1]) pe the vector obtained from X7 ([i—1)
by replacing j-th component of X7 (i=1D) with x j{’ , in particular,

X(j):(é\ﬁ,--- ,Xj—th,XjH,'“ LX), (25)
For example, suppose n = 5, and a realization of random elements ¢ and j is given by
c=(2,3,1,54) and j=3. (26)
If i = 3, we have o([i — 1]) = {2,3} and
XU = (0, X, X5, Xy, As) and X0 = () XY X, ). 27)
Lemma 3.1 (Variance and noise sensitivity [BLZ19, Lemma 3]). For any i € [n)], define I; by
Ii=E [(£(2) = FxV)) (Fxm @) - pertizm)) ] (28)

Then, we have for i € [n]

Iy,

IN

coem)

8



Lemma 3.2 (Monotonicity lemma). For any i € [n], define I; as in 28). Then, we have fori € [n — 1]
I > g (30)

Lemma[3.T]is shown in [BLZ19]. For the reader’s convenience, we provide its proof in the appendix,
with adding some additional details. In Section [5| we establish Lemma (3.2)), the monotonicity of {I;}.
This monotonicity lemma is required to prove Lemma [4.4] later. Next, we summarize some random
matrix results.

Definition 3.3 (Overwhelming probability). Let { Ex}nen, be a sequence of events. We say En holds
with overwhelming probability if for any C > 0, there exists a constant D > 0 such that for all N € N

P((En)¢) < DN™C. (31)

Let ; be the classical location of i-th eigenvalue which is defined by

1

sc\Viy = X 32
pse (73, 00) = (32)
where
1 2
Hsc 2 (4_$ )+ (33)
s

is the semicircle distribution.
Lemma 3.4 (Eigenvalue location [EKYY13, Theorem 2.13]). If ¢ = N® with b € (%, %) then there
exists C' > 0 such that we have with overwhelming probability fori € {2,--- N}
i — | < LE (N‘2/3 (min(i, N —i)) "% + q_z) . (34)
Remark 3.5. Using Lemmal3.4] we obtain for some C > 0
Var(\s) < O (LCN*4/3) . (35)

Lemma 3.6 (Location of the largest eigenvalue [EKYY 13| Theorem 6.2]). We have with overwhelming
probability

1
(q

Lemma 3.7 (Delocalization of eigenvectors [EKYY 13| Theorem 2.16]). Assume g = N bandb € (0, %)
There exists a constant C' > 0 such that

A = Cq+ — +o(1). (36)

log N)¢
max [vile < WEN) 37)

1<i<N - /N

holds with overwhelming probability. In particular, for the top eigenvector v1, we have with overwhelm-

ing probability
lvi —el2 <O(g™) (3%)
where
1
e=—(1,---, 1. 39
N RS (39)

Lemma 3.8 (Tail bounds for the gaps between eigenvalues [LLI19, Theorem 2.6]). Assume ¢ = N® and
be (0, %) There exists ¢ > 0 such that we have for any p > 0

sup P (N —Xiy1 <eN717P) =O(N"log N). (40)
1<i<N-—1



4 Top-level proof of the results

We adapt the method of proof in [BLZ19] by applying recent results for the sparse Erd6s-Rényi graph
model, in order to establish Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.3}

4.1 Top-level proof of Theorem [2.1]

Forany 1 <1 j < N, denote by B;;) the symmetric matrix obtained from A by replacing the entry a;;

and a;; with a -and a ; respectively. We obtain B([ J] from Al*] by the same operation. Denote by (st)
a random pair of 1ndlces chosen uniformly from {(ij) : 1 < i < j < N}. Note that

H(j):1<i<j< N} =N(N+1)/2 1)
Let 41 > --- > un be the ordered eigenvalues of B(St) and, let uy,--- ,uy be the associated unit
eigenvectors of By, . Similarly, we define ,u[lk] > > ME@] and u[lk], e [ | for ng]t) According to

Lemma/[3.1] we have

2Var(A2) N(N +1)+2
E[A— AM [’“]}< : 4
Using the next lemma, we can control Ay — po and )\[21@ ,u[Qk].
Lemma 4.1. Let us write vo = (vy,-+- ,uy) and ug = (uy,--- ,un). There exists C > 0and D > 0
such that with overwhelming probability
LP P
ZstustUy — W < A — o < Zgvsvy + W (43)
where
Zg = (ast —aly)(1+ 1(s # t)). (44)
Similarly, with overwhelming probability,
W 1 CL7 g e, OLY
ZyulPlug™ — AN? <Ay =y < ZgolF AN (45)
where V[Qk] (v:[Lk]7 e ,’UE\];]), u[zk] (u[lk]7 e 7”55]) and
i fla—al) 1+ 1 £0) i (st) £ S o
st T .
(afy —ag)(L+1(s # 1)) if (st) € Sk
We write
Tl = (Zstvsvt + 60)( st U )7 (4’7)
Ty := (Zsve + €0)(ZL] u[’“ — <o), (48)
Ty i= (Zgusuy — e0)(ZH0 My [’“ + ), (49)
Ty = (Zousue — e0)(ZHulMy [’“] —€). (50)
where
cLP
€ = #NZ on

10



Let us define the event &£ : for some D > 0

|z — 42| < LPN72/3 forall z € {)\Q,ug, 5 ,uQ]}, (52)
1 k(K]
y:CquaJro(l) forally € {Aq, p1, AV, 1y by (53)
max. (Vi lloos 113 oo V2 s [0]]00) < 2= (54)
1§i1,i2,i3,i4§N 21 1100 12 100 13 11007 14 10O/ — \/N’

Recall v is the second classical location defined by (32) and ¢ = (1 — ¢?/N)~/2. 1t follows from
Lemma[4.1]that on the event &

min(Tl, Tg, T’g7 T4) S ()\2 - /,LQ)(A[Q]C] - /,L[Qk]) S IIlaX(I’l7 TQ, Tg, T4) (55)

Lemma 4.2. Assume ¢ = N%and b € (%7 %) Let ugij ) be the second top eigenvector of B;jy. Then,
there exist p > 0 and 6 > 0 such that

~ ) T
P(lgl,?ste{lng,l}SV2 Uy ||eo > N2 > O(N~"logN) (56)

and
20+ p > 1. 57

Remark 4.3. Lemmad.2|provides us with the available sparsity regime: b € (%, %)

Next, let u;; and u@.) be the second top eigenvectors of B (#3) and B([fj]) We define the event & :
-4 (%] —5-5
| Jnax V2 = ugij)lloe < N72 andlgrg?gNllvz - u(mlloo <N (58)

According to Lemma(choosmg the &--phase properly for u;;) and u ) for some > 0 and p > 0,
we have P(€5) = O(N~*log N) and also ¢?N? >> LY N for any D > O Set the event £ := &; N &s.

On the event £, we observe that vsvtu[sk]uz[sk], usutvL ]vik] and usutugk]u)[fk] can be replaced with
LD
vsvtv[ Mo <N2+5> (59

Thus, on the event &, it follows that from Lemma -]

LD LD
g — po) N =y > 7, 280 w0 Mol 4 2, 210 ( > +0 () . (60)

N2+6 q4N‘5
We shall see
Lemma 4.4.
1
E {Zsth[,lz]vsvtva]vt[k]]lg] > WE Z V;00; k]vj[k] +0o(N73) 61)
1<i,j<n
and
E |2 = ) = pf) 1] = o(v ). 62)

11



Since E[\Zstny} || = O(N~1), the main estimate

1
E [()xg — )N — [k])} > N31E Z vivjolF v +o(N7?) (63)

1<i,5<n

follows from (61) and (62). Now we are ready to prove the main statement. From (33)), @2) and (63), it
is derived that

LDN5/3
E Z vzvjv[k]v[k] < —+40o(1) (64)

k
1<4,j<n

By Jensen’s inequality, we have

2
E Z vivjvz[k]vgk] > (E‘<V2,V[2k]>‘) . (65)

1<i,j<n

Since k > N°%/3LP, the desired conclusion follows. Lemmas and 4.4|are proved in Section @

4.2 Top-level proof of Theorem 2.3]

For z = E' +in withn > 0 and E € R, we introduce the resolvent matrices
R(z) = (A —2I)7!, (66)

where I denotes the identity matrix. We denote by RI¥!(2) the resolvent of A*l. Theorem [2.3is proved
by showing the lemma below. We write vo = (va 1, - ,v2, ) and vg I— (vgc]17 . ,vgklv)

Lemma 4.5. Suppose ¢ = N° with b € (3, 1)and k = N7 with T € (0,2). Assume 7 < 2b + % For
any € > 0, we have with probability at least 1 — €

1<r51§\§NN|vzzv2J—vzzv2]|— O(L™2). (67)

This lemma is proved in Sectionm Let us fix € > 0. From now on, we shall work on the event such
that the conclusions of Lemma 4.5 hold and we have for some C; > 0

k log N)¢1
max ([[v2lloc, V5l ) < (\/ﬁ)

According to Lemma[3.7]and Lemma[4.3] this event is of probability at least 1 — 2¢ for large N. For each

i, choose s; € {£1} so that sgn(s;ve ;) = sgn(vé 1) Using Lemma 5|with ¢ = j, we have

(68)

VN|siva; — vii| = O(L™Y). (69)
We want to choose a single s € {£1} such that we have foralli € {1,--- ,N}
\/N|S’U21—’02,L| =o(1). (70)

IfvN lvg | < L~1/3 then regardless of the choice of s, it follows that
ViNIsva,i = ol < VIV (Joal + o))
<L Y34 /N <|v2Z — 8;V24| + |v2,i|>
=O(L™Y3). (71)

12



Next, consider the other case \/N|v27i| > L~ Y/3 Forall1 <i,j < N, we claim
(1 — 8i8;)Nv2,v2 ;| = O(L™ (log N)“1). (72)

If s; = s, itis trivial so we assume s; # s;. For brevity, we only consider the case s; = 1 and s; = —1.
Furthermore, it is enough to check the case

K] (K]

2 >0, vh1>0, w;>0 and o)} <. (73)
The other cases can be dealt with similarly. Note that
VNJva,; — o3l = O(L7Y),  VNlvg; + 5% = O(L™Y), (74)
and
c
k) 0 < (og )T
ma oz oo, ol J51) < =2 (73)
As a result, it follows that
(1= sis;)N|v2,ive 5| = 2Nvz v,
< N Jvg 5025 — o3Il + Nolol + N, jus
< O(L™2) + N o) 4 Nuy vz (76)
where the last inequality is due to Lemma[4.5] Since
V2,iV2,j = (Uz,z‘ - ngi) v2,j + Ugcl (Uz,j + Uék;) - vgklvék; (77

we establish the claim (72).
Let us defineaset J := {1 <i < N: \/N|v21| > L‘1/3}. If J = (, there is nothing to prove so
we suppose J # (). Assuming this, we find that s; = s; for any 4, j € J. Otherwise, we have

(1 — SiSj)N|U27ﬂ}27j| = 2N|1}27i’02,j‘ Z 2L_2/3, (78)

which contradicts (72). Thus, we obtain (70) by choosing s = s; for some ¢ € .J (such a choice is
well-defined because s; is the same for all 7 € J).

5 Proof of the monotonicity lemma
First of all, we split I; into two parts.
I =E [(f(;() _ f(;(o))) (f(;((r([ifu)) _ f(me([H]))ﬂ
= E[(f(2) = 7(x)) (27 E0) = pax0ert=h)) ¢ j e o(fi - 1))]
+E[(£() - f(xD)) (fanGD) — gy g o(i-1)]  79)
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Let E, ;(-) be the conditional expectation with respect to o and j. We observe that
E[(#(2) = #(X0)) (£ =y 1)) ;g o(fi 1))
-1y ok, (1) = F29)) (p(aei=1) — p(a@erti-1))] <1>
S

n! n
oceSN
Jgo([i-1])

=5 [(7) - o) (s m) - paei)] (22021, 0)

n

According to [BLZ19, Lemma 2], we have for all i € [n — 1]
E[(£(2) - fe®)) (p(aetem) — p(aei))]
> E | (£(2) = fa700)) (£(7) — pla ey | 8D
Thus, it is enough to show that
E[(£(X) = @) (@) = pxeri=y) 5 e offi - 1))]
> E[(£(X) = (D)) (F@m@) = px0ery) ; j e o(li))] (82)

Fix o and take j € o([i — 1]). We claim that

E,, Kf(;() _ f(Xo))) (f<Xa<[i—1])) _ f(;((j)oam'—l]))”
> By [(£(2) = (X)) (f(270D) = pa@eati))] (83)
For brevity, we assume o is the identity, i.e., (k) = k for all k € [n], and j = 1. We want to show
Eog [(£(2) = (™)) (F01) = paemetin))]
> B,y [(£(2) = (X)) (#(x) = pa®et))). (84)
Note that X = (X}, Xy, --- , &,,). Let us use the following notation:

J = (XZu"' 7‘)(7;71)7
J' = (XQ/v T 7‘)(‘/—1)7

K2

K= (X1, X)) (85)
Since (X1, J) and (X7, J') are i.i.d., we have
Eoj [(f(X1, J, X, K) = f(X), J, X, K)) (f (X, ', X, K) — f(X], T, X, K)) | &), &, K]
= (Bo [(f(X0, ], % K) = f(A], 0,2, 1)) | X, X, K])” (86)
Similarly, it follows that

Eo i [(F(X0, ], %, K) = F(X]', 1, X, K)) (f(X], T, X, K) = f(X],.J', X, K))|X{, K]
= (Boy [(f(X1, ], 2, K) — f(X{, ], %, K)) | X]', K])?
= (Boj [Eoj [(F(X0, ], X5, K) — f(X],J, X, K)) | X], X, K] | X[, K))*
< Eoy [(Boy [(F(20, 1,20, K) = (2], J, X, ) 12, X, K1) X K (87)
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Therefore, we obtain that

By |(£(2) = F@O)) (£ = 1))

< Eoj [Eoy [(Boy [(F(X0, 1,8, K) = F(X], 0, X, K)) X, %, KD |27 K |

= E,; Kf()() _ f(;(m)) (f(;(om—u)) _ f(;(moo([i—ln))} ,

Remark 5.1. When we prove Lemma later, this monotonicity lemma, the inequality (30), is used to
deal with the case k > N2L~P. In other words, due to the monotonicity, it is enough to consider the

case k < N2L—P

6 Excessive resampling

6.1 Proof of Lemma 4.1]

By spectral theorem, we have

N

(1, Aug) = Ay [(uz, vi) [ + ) il (ug, vi) [ < (A1 = o) (g, vi)[* + (va, Ava).

=2

(88)

Recall the event & defined by (52)), (33)) and (54)). Note that £; holds with overwhelming probability due

to Lemma [3.4] [3.6] and [3.7] We write
Vi = aus + 8x
where x € span(uy, us,--- ,uy) and ||x|| = 1. Since
Bvi=Avi+(B—A)vi =A\1vi +(B—A)v;
and also
Bvy = augus + fBXx,
it follows that
A1v1 = apgus + fBx + (A — B)vy.

Then,

A = A (ug, vi) = (U, \ivi) = g + (ug, (A — B)vy).

Consequently, on the event &1, it follows that

cLP
|()‘1 - .[1“2)04 = |<u2; (A - B)V1>| < qT

Note that Ay ~ (g + (¢ q)*1 and ps < C on the event &;. Finally, on the event £, we obtain

| |<C[D
(6% =
= ¢2N’
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which implies

LD
<LI2, Au2> S 3N2 + <V27 AV2> (96)
Similarly, we have
LD
<V2, BV2> S W + <UQ, BUQ> (97)
As a result, it follows that on the event £;
CLP CcLP
<].127 (A — B)UQ> — W S )\2 — M2 < <V27 (A — B)V2> + q3N2. (98)
Using the same argument, we observe that on the event &;
D D
[k] ¢ 4lk Kyt CL k] _  [K] (K] ¢ 4k Hy lkly . CL
(uy?, (A% = BMuy’) — i < -t < (v (AN = B + o 09)
6.2 Proof of Lemma[4.2]
Let ugij ) > > u%j ) be the ordered eigenvalues of B(;;) and, let u(lij ), e ,ug\i,j ) be the associated

unit eigenvectors of B(;;). According to (96) and Lemma[3.7] we have with overwhelming probability

D
) L
Az > <u2 7Au2 > - q3N2
D
_ (i) (i) (i5) L
_:u’2] +<u2j a(A_B(ij))u2j >_q3N2
D
(i) (i5) |2 L
> py”” = 2(|agj| + [af;]) lus”’ |15 — PERE
o D
> g’ﬂ) _ Lf
qgN

Reversing the role of A and B("/), we also have with overwhelming probability

D
i) -y, _ L
Hao =2 =0y

Thus, it follows that with overwhelming probability

Ao — ps? | < 2
15%2}%' 2= i3 I_qN

Applying Lemma[3.8] we have for any p > 0
Ae — A3 >cN~177
with probability 1 — O(N " log N). Let N’ := [ N?]| with 0 < § < 1. We write
uf? = avi + Bva + x4,y

where x € span(vs, - ,Vn/),y € span(vyry1,---,vy) and ||x|| = ||y|| = 1. Since

Augij) = alivi + SAava + Y Ax + Ay
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and

AuS? = 2wl 4+ (u§7 — Ag)ul? 4 (A — Bjul, (109)
we can observe
2oul?) = adivi + Bhava + e Ax + 7y Ay + (s — 1)l + (B — Ayl (110)

Next, it follows that with probability 1 — O(N " log V)

A2V = A2 <X’ uéij)>

= (x, \ouy”))
= 7%, A%) + (2 = 157 )70 + (x, (B — A)ug?”)
LP c LP
<o — NPy + —— 4 %] - — - —= (111)
(% Pt oy Il o
where we use (T03), (T06) and Lemma[3.7] Note that
N’ N’
LP LPV/N'
[[x[loc < lem [V lloo < lem| < . (112)
2 Vw2 = TR
Then, we get with probability 1 — O(N~*log N)
LPNe/NT LD NPt6/2
7zl < < . (113)
q q
According to Lemma [3:4] the following inequality holds with overwhelming probability.
Ao — ¢(N)2BNT23 > Ay (114)
With overwhelming probability, it follows that
A2y = Aoy, uéij)>
= (v Aug”)
=7y, Ay) + (2 — 57 )y, + (y, (B — A)ul?)
1\2/3 AT—2/3 LP LP
< (A —¢(N N7y + — + —=. (115)
( 2 ( ) ) Y gN Q\/N
The above inequality implies that
LP(N' —2/3N1/6 LDN1/6—29/3
Iy < () < . (116)

q N q

Recall |a| < 2}; (see ([©3) in the proof ofLemma. Since |3| = \/1 —a?2-2—-92>1—|a| -
|Yz| = [7y] and ||y lleo < [lyll2 < 1, by setting s := 3/|3|, we obtain with probability 1 — O(N~"log N)

lsva = 1§ oo < lal[villoo + (1 = 1BDIIV2lloo + Pelllxlloo + |y

<lafl[villoo + (Il + el + 1y DlIValleo + [allIXlloo + ]
P P LD Npt0/2 LDN1/6—20/3 P
< R
- q2N3/2 + (qu q + q ) \/N
LPNPt0/2 [ D /N/ [DN1/6-20/3
+ : + . (117)
q VN q
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To get the desired result, it is enough to show that for some § > 0

LP Npt0-1/2 D pn1/6-26/3
max (

, ) < N7V29, (118)
q q

with g2N? > N. Recall ¢ = N°. We should find appropriate ranges of ¢, p and  satisfying

p +0 <D,
12 -1, (119)
2b +p>1.
If b > %, then we can find p > 0 and 0 < 6 < 1 satisfying the above condition (TT9).
6.3 Proof of Lemma 4.4
We split the expectation into two parts.
E {ZstZ[t]v vy ["]115} —E {ZstZ[t]v vy [’ﬂ _E [ZStZ!f]vsvtva]vt[k]]lgc} (120)

We consider the upper bound of the second part.
E [ZStZ£t]vsvtv[ ]vyc] ]lgc} =FE [ZStZ[t}vsvtv[k]v ]lglmgzc} +E [ZstZ£t]vsvtv[ ]vyd lglc} (121)

On the event &1, we bound v,v,0}" ]vt[ : using the delocalization. Since | Z; Zs[l,f] | = O(q72),and P(E5) =

O(N~*log N) with ¢2N* >> N by Lemma[4.2} we observe that

LD

E[Za 2B v,woltof e, nes] < B [|2028) 16,065 - ZLV—Z <y = o0 a2)
Since vy and V[Qk] are unit vectors,
E [Zstz[t]vsutv[k] [k ]150} — o(N3). (123)
It turns out that
E {ZstZi]vsvtva]vik]]lg} =E {ZstZi]vsthLk]vikq +o(N73). (124)

To get (]B_T[), it is enough to show the following lemma. From now on, we assume k = N7 with 7 < 2, so
that kLP < N? for any D > 0. We emphasize that this additional assumption on &k does not harm the
generality due to (30) in Lemma[3.1]

Lemma 6.1. Suppose k = N7 with T < 2.

8
E [ZstZ£];]vsvtva]v£k]} = mﬂi Z vzvjv[ ]vj[ I+ o(N73) (125)
1<ij<N

We postpone the proof of Lemmal6.1]to the appendix. What remains is to show (62).

E (e = m2) 08! — i 1ee] =B [0 = p) AT = 1)1y | + B [ o = 1) OFF — 1
(126)
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To control the first term, we recall (33) and (122). It follows that

LY LP
E [|(/\2 — p2) AT — M[zk])’]lfmfﬁ} <E “Zstng]lfmS;} Nz O <q4N3) =o(N7%). (127)

For the second term, it is enough to consider the Hilbert-Schmidt norm,

(A2 — ) AT — ) < (I Allis + 1Bl as) (1AM s + | B o), (128)

and the moment condition (T3) because P(Ef) decays very fast.
By the Cauchy—Schwarz, it follows that

E [0z = u2) (T = i) 1e ] = o(v9), (129)

and we obtain (62).

7 Small resampling

7.1 Proof of Lemma 4.5
Lemmaf4.3]is a consequence of the following two lemmas.

Lemma 7.1. Assume q = N with b > % and k = N7 with t < 2b + % For Cy > 0 and C; > 0, the
following event holds with overwhelming probability: for all z = E + in such that |E — 2| < N—2/31Co
andn = N~2/3[,~C1,

1

max  N7|R¥(2);; — R(2)ij| < —

1<i,j<N i < L2 (130)

Lemma 7.2. Let g = N® withb > % and T > 0. Assume T < 2b+ % For e > 0, there exist C1; > 0 such
that the following event holds for all N large enough with probability at least 1 — €: forall k < N7, we
have, with z = Ao +in and n = N—2/3[~C1,

max_ N[nImR(2)ij — v2,v2,| < L7% and  max N|nImR¥(z), vgklvgkh < L72 (13D

1<i,j<N 1<i,j<N

First of all, Choose C and C as in Lemma[7.T|and [7.2} Note that if ¢ and  satisfies the assumption
of Lemma we have & < N°/3L=P for all D > 0. According to Lemma there exist Cj such that
A2 — 2| < N~2/3LC for large N with overwhelming probability. Thus, we can apply Lemma with
2= Xy +inandn = N~2/3L=C1_ Since

02,502, — V5105 < Jva v, — IMR(2) 3] + nImR(2);; — ImRF (2) 4]
+ [mmRH (2);; — vloll)), (132)
the desired result follows from Lemma([7.1]and[7.2] The proof of these two lemmas is in the appendix.

In order to show Lemma([7.2] we need to estimate the effect of the resampling to \2. The following
proposition provide us the upper bound of the difference between Ay and )\[Qk].

Proposition 7.3. Let ¢ = N with b > % and T > 0. Assume T < 2b + % For C5 > 0, the following
holds with overwhelming probability: for all N large enough,

max Ay — | < N=2/3-C5, (133)
k<NT
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Proof. If Ay = )\[Qk], we are done. Thus, suppose )\[Qk] < Ag. Choose Cy > 0 as in Lemmaand set
= N~23[~F~Cs, (134)
According to Lemma[A.T] we can find 1 < ¢ < N such that

1 1 .
W < Np~7'ImR(A2 + in)4; (135)

By LemmalA.1] with over whelming probability, we have |Ay — 2| < LEN~2/3 and
-2
Ny~ mBH (A, + i)y < L0 (12“-2“ o = A D | (136)

Note that /\[1k] is close to f + % with overwhelming probability, which implies

min hg = AP = ag =2l (137)

Since k < N7 with 7 < 2b + %, we can apply Lemma Then, with overwhelming probability,

Ny~ 'ImR¥ (X, +in);; > Np~™! (ImR()\z +in)ii — ‘ImR[k]()\z +in)is — IMR(A2 + i)

)

(138)
1 1 1

> — — > —. 139
T2 L2 T 42 (139)

As a result, we obtain with overwhelming probability

1 c Gl
4—”2§L0,\2—A2‘ . (140)
In other words, with overwhelming probability,

’)\2 - A[j]’ < oN“2/3[~Cs (141)
O
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Appendix A Proof of some lemmas

A.1 Proof of Lemma[3.1]
According to [Cha035]], we have

Var(7(@) = 3 SUB [(#(0) — rx®)) (£l - )] (142)



Moreover, for a random permutation o which is uniformly distributed on S,,, it follows that

Var(f ZE {( F(xot ))) (f(xo([i—”)) - f(/‘\,’"([i])))} . (143)
In [BLZ19], it is also shown that
E [ (£(2) = (7)) (=) — p(ah) )|
> E[(£(2) = pe)) (p(ac) — paetmy)] - a4

fori € {1,---,n— 1} and

B[ (#(x) = f(a70)) (£(xo@=0) — paet))] > . (145)
Consequently, we have for each k € {1,--- ,n — 1}
2Var( f ZE [( f(xot ))) (f(;\go([i—l})> — f(XG([i])))}
> KE [(f(X) Fa) (Fam @) - pae))], (146)
which implies
B[(1(2) - s (pete-m) - paetny)] < 22UE) g

We split I; into two parts.

I,=FE Kf(;() F(xW ) (f(;(o([ —1)) f(Xu)oa(w—l]))ﬂ
= E [ (#(2) = 7(x)) (2o E0) = px0ert=h)) ¢ j € o(fi - 1))
+E [ (£(20) = f(x0)) (pr @) - gy g ai-))]  a48)

By recalling (80), we have

)
)

E [(f()() - f()((j))) (f(Xa([zel])) _ f(X(j)Oo([i—l]))> ¢ olli— 1})}
:E[(ﬂkﬁ—f@wwn)(ﬂkww—m)_jmxdmn)}(n—(r—n>.

n

Also, it follows that
EK Xm)(fxd[m XWWW”W);jEMU—Hﬂ

F(X) - (Xmo(ﬂxd[umﬁ) ﬂXm”W*W);jEMH—Hﬂ

E[(£(2) ~ FD)) (£rE=DN0) - e t=0)) e o(fi - 1))

::E[(ﬂxg Fam60)) (o) (Xowun>}<i—1>

n

|
=
&H

F(xw ) ( F(xe =1\ f(_)(U(['i—lD)) cjeol(i— 1])} ) (149)
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To finish the proof, we claim that for a fixed o € S,, and any j € o([i — 1]),
E[(£(X) = f(x0)) (F(x7 GG — par @) >0, iem+1.  (150)

If the claim holds, we can obtain

1< B [(£0) = 7)) (e -0) - pam))] ("—(Z—U>

n

B [(700) - et (et - )] () asn

n

By (147), it follows that

I, <

n ) 7 n

2Var(f(X)) (1 L= 1+ 1) _ 2Var(f(X)) (n+ 1) _ (152)

What remains is to show the claim (T30). For simplicity, we assume o is the identity, i.e., o(k) = k for
all k € [n], and j = 1. In this case,

I} =B [(f() = (D)) (PN = pali=))] (153)

Note that XYV = (X{', Xy, -+, X,). It is enough to show that I; > I/, and I, > 0. We shall use
the following notation:

J = (XZa T 7Xi—1)7
J = (XZI’ T 7‘)({—1))
K= (Xig1, -, X). (154)

We have

L =E[(f(X, ], X, K) = f(X], ], X, K)) (f(X, ], X, K) = f(X], J', X, K)) ], (155)
Iy =E[(f(X, ], X, K) — f(X], 1,4, K)) (f (X, T, XL K) — f(x], T, XL K))] . (156)
Next, we get
E [(f(le Ja XMK) - f(Xlllv J7 XZaK)) (f(Xla leXiaK) - f()(ll; leXi;K))|XlaXiaK} (157)
=E[f(X1, ], X, K) - f(X],J, X, K)| Xy, X, K], (158)
where we use (X[, J) and (X7, J’) i.i.d. in the last equality. Similarly,
E (f(Xh'LXl?K)_f(Xll/"]vaK))(f(Xl?J/ Xl ) f(Xll7J/7Xi/7K))’XhXiaXi/vK]
= E[f(XhJ X’MK) - f(Xll/a‘L XiaK>|X1>XiaK}
[ (Xh‘]/ XI ) f(Xllvjlv)(i/vK”XlaXivi]
=E [f(Xla J7 X’MK) - f(Xlua Ja X’MK)|X17X27K}
E [f(Xla ']7 le7K) - f(Xll/a J, Xivi”XhXi/aK] . (159)

Let us define A(-, -, -) by setting for any independent random variables x, y, z

hx,y,z) =E[f(x, J,y,2) — f(X], ],y,2)|z,y,2]. (160)
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Then, we observe I, | < I} because

Iz{+1 =E [h(X17 Xia K)h(‘Xl? X/ K)}
=E {E[h(?ﬁ, X;, K)h(X1, X/, K)| Ay, K}]
=E [E[h(X1, X;, K)| Xy, K]
<E [E[h(X), X;, K)?| X, K]| =E [h(X, X, K)?] = I.. (161)

Next, we will deal with I, ,

Iy = B [(F(X) = F20) (F(2N) — pat) ] (162)
We observe
E /() f(xtN)] = B [Elf () M) =B [ElF (X)) a63)
Let us denote the independence between random variables by the notation _|| . Since
xW g xENY g pl and M g (164)
we have
E[f(x®)f@Nh] = E[f(0)f(x)] = E [fxO) @) =E[FOF. 165)
Therefore, by Jensen’s inequality, we obtain

Iy = E [E[f(X)| X)) — E[f(X)) = E [E[f(X)|4]*] — E[E[f(X)|x1])> > 0. (166)

A.2 Proof of Lemma 6.1

Let E,; be the conditional expectation given (A, A’, A”, St). Under E, the random pair (st) is inte-
grated out.

E., [Zstzyu vevlkly “ﬂ Sz 2B (167)
1<¢<J<N ‘

Set Z;; = (aj; — a};)(1 + 1(i # j)). Then, the sum in the right-hand side of is split up into two
parts,

Z ZiiZi; vlvjv[k]v[k] Z szzvﬂ/ vk] (168)
(ij)ESk (i5)¢ Sk

where 1 < ¢ < 7 < N in the both sums. Note that

i 'f . ~7 § .f . .
E[2Z,7,] =4~ | 170 na E[z2]={V ! i# (169)
~ ifi=j, 2 ifi=j.
Next, we shall calculate
Y OE [Zijzllﬂ viogul o, (170)

1<i<j<N
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We deal with two cases, (ij) € Sy and (i5) §é Sk, separately.

Z E[Z; iZi; vzvjvk]v[k] Z vlvjv vk] Z vzvjv[k]v[k]

(i) €Sk (W)GSk (ZJ €Sk
i<j 1=J

2
E E [Zﬂ vzv]v U = Z v; ’UJ My N Z vivjvl[klvj[-k]
(7)€ Sk (1J)<¢SA (i5) ¢Sk
1<j i=j

[k

For brevity, we denote v;v;v; ]vj[-k] by V; j k. Combining above two equations, we obtain

Y E {Zijzi[ﬂ Viiw =

1<i<j<N

(171)

(172)

NZVJHNZV,M T Y ko y X V- w X Vi (7)

i<j (i5) €Sk (i) €Sk (5)¢ Sk
i<j i=j i=j

In fact, the last three sums of the above equation is negligible after taking expectation. The delocalization
result (Lemma [3.7) and the Cauchy—Schwarz is used. Recall the event £; defined previously. The delo-
calization occurs on & and P(EF) < N~ for an arbitrary K > 0. Since we assume |Si| = k = N7

with 7 < 2, we have

1 LY 1 1 .
2 Vigw (les +1eg)| S 7T+ iy b e = oV7:
(ZJ)GSk
1<
Using the similar argument, we get
1 LP 1 1 »
Z Viik SN-N-ﬁJrN-N.W:o(N )
(ij) €S
i=j

and

1 LP 1 1 4
Z Viik SN'N'W‘FN'N'W:O(N )-
(i) €S

=]

Since 23, Vijk = >4, Vi,jr by symmetry, it follows that
4
E| > E {Zisz[ﬂ Vije| = 5E Y Vigw| Fo(NT).
1<i<j<N 1<4,j<N
What remains is to show

E| > (ZU Zi) —E [ZijZi[f]D Vigk| =o(N7H).
1<i<j<N
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(175)

(176)

(177)

(178)



Let A" = (a;]) be a independent copy of A which is also independent of A’ and A”. As we set B,

and BE }), analogously define B(”) and B([ ]) by using a}] and a; instead of a; and aff;. Denote by

u;;) and uE ]) be the second top eigenvector of B(za) and B([ ]) respectively. To ease the notation, we

define
Ui gk = (), (865), (ﬁm))l (ﬁ@))J (179
and
Wiy = Zi; 2% —E {ZUZ};’?]} . (180)
We can find that
E [Wijﬁmk} =E[Wy]-E {Ui,j,k} =0 (181)

because Z;; and Zl[ ] only depend on X, X and X while ;5 and uE ]) is independent of X, X

and Xl’; Thus, it is enough to show
Bl Y Wi (Vigr—Uign) | = o(N7Y), (182)
1<i<j<N
Let us define the event &£7: for some D > 0

LD

s (%] ~ (K]
12%%}21\[(”"2”007 ”u(lj)HOOﬂ ||V2 HOO» ”u(ij)HOO) < \/N (183)
We also define the event &4:
_ (k] _ -6
Jax, [ve —ugjlle < N i and1£?§N||v2 u(mHoo <N (184)

On the event &' := &} N £}, we can use the bound

_ D
Viigk = Uijnl < jara (185)
On the event &] N ()¢, it follows that from the delocalization
. LP
Vi = Uigkl < 35 (186)
We shall compute the expectation on &’. Since E[Z;; Zi[?]] = O(N~1), we observe
~ , 1 LP
Bl > Wy (Vi,j,k - Uz‘,j,k) Ler| =0\ N" % 3o7a ) - (187)
1<i<j<N
On the event £] N (£5)°, we have
~ c L? 1 c L? 1
2 2
E Z Wu( i3,k Uz',j,k) Leineye| <N 'qj "NTN + N "N ONE N (188)

1<i<j<N
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for some k' > 0 given by Lemma We can verify that
E Z Wij <%7j7k - Ui,j,k) ]]-E{ﬁ(fé)c = O(Nil). (189)
1<i<j<N

Since |V; j & — Ui j.r| < 2, on the event (£])¢, we get

9 1

b =o(N71 (190)

E Z Wij (‘/;,j,k — Ui,j,k) ]].(gé)c < N2
1<i<j<N

by choosing K’ > 0 large enough. Therefore, we have the desired result.

A.3 Proof of Lemma [7.1

Lemma A.1. Forany 1 < k < N, there exists an integer 1 < ¢ < N such that for all E and n > 0

1
2(max(n, A — E'|))2

< Np~'ImR(E + in)s. (191)

Moreover, let 1 < k < L. There exists Cy > 0 such that with overwhelming probability, we have
|\ — 2| < LEOONT2/3 (192)

and for all integers 1 < i < N and all E satisfying |E — 2| < LE°N—2/3,

2
Vo~ (5 + im < £ (im0, ~ B1) (193)
Proof.
n(Vp(i))2
MRy = S —1Vel))” (194)
20, - BR

Note that v (i) > N—1/2 for some 1 < i < N. Since

N(vi(i))? > 1
e = B2+~ 2(max(n, |\ — BI)”

the first one follows.
Now we choose an integer 1 < k£ < L. By Lemma [3.4] with overwhelming probability, we have for
some constant Cy > 0

Mo = 2] < [k — ] + [ye — 2] < LOON2/3, (196)

which is the second result.

Next, we consider F satisfying |E—2| < LN —2/3 By Lemmaand Lemma for some constants
¢ > 0, the following event £ holds with overwhelming probability: we have £ — A\, > cp?/3N—2/3 for
all integer p > N’ := [ L3 |, and max; <;<n||v;||% < L/N. On the event &, we have for some C' > 0

)2
2 (AN(VE(Z)) 7S 3 g S OUNYTNY asm
p=N'+1"P
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and

% N(vp(@)?  _ LN’
= =B+ T (mingon [N — E))?

(198)

By Lemma we have CL(N’)~'/3N4/3 < LN’ (min;<j<y |\; — E|) "> with overwhelming prob-
ability, which implies the third result by adjusting the value of Cj. [

Lemma A.2. Let Cy, C1 > 0. There exists C' > 0 such that, with overwhelming probability, the follow-
ing event holds: for all z = E + in such that |E — 2| < L°°N~2/% and n = L~ N~2/3, we have for
]

|R(2)i5| < LENTY3 and |R(2)u| < C. (199)

Proof. We shall use the local law [EKYY13| Theorem 2.9]. Then, for ¢ # j, the following holds with
overwhelming probability:

|R(2)ij] <6 and |R(2)s —ms(2)] <6 (200)

where for some constant C’ > 0

1 Im mg(2) 1
5 =LY | =+ | ——Z+ — (201)
(q Nn Nn)

and my(z) is the Cauchy-Stieltjes transform of the semicircle distribution. According to [KY 13| Lemma
3.2],

VIE=2[+1n if|E| <2,
|msC(z)| =1 and Im mSC(Z) - ‘En2|+ if |E| > 2. (202)
VIE= n

Thus, for |E — 2| < LE N—2/3 and n= L=C1N—2/3 it follows for some C > 0
Im my.(z) < LENT3, (203)
Recall that we consider the regime ¢ = N’ b with b > % Therefore, for some C > 0, we obtain
§<LEN-3, (204)
The desired result follows. O

Proof of Lemma(7.1] For 0 < t < k, let F; be the o-algebra generated by the random variable A, Si
and (agsjs)lﬁsét' For1 <14,5 < N, we set

Tij ={1 <t <k:{ir,je} N {i,j} # 0} (205)

Since Fy contains o (Sy), the cardinality |T5;| is Fo-measurable. We write

N i—1
T35l = 1[(il) € Sk] + > 1[(li) € Syl
=1 =1
N j—1
+ G #4) | D[ € Skl + > 1[(l5) € Si] — 1 (206)
1=y =1
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Since Sy, is uniformly chosen at random, we have forany 1 < ¢ < j' < N

(N(N+1) _ 1)
2
k—1 2%
-/ .1 _ _
P((i'5') € Sk) = N T NV (207)
k
Thus, it follows that
2k(2N—1) .p. _ .
W lfl < 75
E|T;;| = (208)
2k . . .
m lf 1=7.
In other words,
k
E|T;;|=© (N) (209)
Next, we apply [Cha07, Proposition 1.1]. Then, for any v > 0, we have
u2
ij

which implies, with overwhelming probability,

5k’
maxi<;,j<n|Tij| < (211)
where k' = max (k, N(log N)?) (put u = k’/N). Let T be the event that (2TT)) holds. Denote by
E; € F; the event that T occurs and the conclusion of Lemma holds for Rl (with the convention
Al = A). If & holds, then for all z = E + in with |E — 2| < LN~2/3 andn = L1 N~2/3, we
have for some C' > 0,

mfx‘RE? (z)‘ < LEN-Y3 and max’RE? (z)‘ <C 212)
i#£] A

We define Ag I'as the symmetric matrix obtained from Al*l by setting to 0 the (4,7, )-entry and (ji;)-
entry. By construction, A([)t 1 is F,-measurable. We denote by Rot the resolvent of Aot . Recall the
following resolvent identity.

(X =z '=(Y —2D)'+ YV —2D) N Y - X)(X —2)7! (213)

Using the resolvent identity (213)), we get

2 l 3
YT =37 (RU(AY — AfT)) R+ (RUAY —af) G 219
=0

We set fori < j, B = eief + eje;fp]l(i = j) where e; denotes the canonical basis of R™ such that the
1-th entry is equal to 1 and the other entries are equal to 0. We have

t+1 t+1
Al — Ag I = ait+1jt+1Ez’t+1jt+1 and Al — A([) = a{it+1jt+1Eit+ljt+1 (215)
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Recall the fact that |a;;| < Cq~' and HREH_H | < n~!. From now on, we work on the event & with
fixing 2 = F + in satisfying |E — 2| < LY°N~2/3 andn = L~ N~2/3, For i # j, even if we assume

the worst case ¢t + 1 € Tj;, we have

’(Rgﬂ])ij SLONTYB 4 0qt +Cqg 2+ Cq Pyt

:LCN—1/3+Cq—1+Cq—2+CLclq—3N2/3
<LCN—1/3

where we use ¢ > N'/3 in the last inequality. For i = j, it is enough to consider
R([)t+1] — R0 | RIA(A1 _ A([)t+1])R[t] i (R[t] (Al — A([)lt+1])>2 Rgﬁﬂ_
Then, it follows that

(RYMul<c+cgt+ogt <
0

In sum,

max
i#]

iJ i

(R([)t+1])[t+1](z)‘ <ILEN-/3 and max‘(Rét+1])[t+l](z)‘ <C

Similarly, by the resolvent identity with RI**1] and R([)tH] ,

2
Rlt+1] — R([)tﬂ] n Rgf-i-l] (Agﬂ] - A[t+1])Rg+1] i (Rgﬁ-&-l] (Agtﬂ] _ A[t+1])) Rlt+1]

2 1 3
(R{f*” (Al A“Hl)) RITY 4 (R{f*” (Al A[t“])) RIt+1],
=0
we observe

mjx‘RE?(z)‘ <LEN~Y3 and maX‘RE}(z)’ < C.
i#£j i

Since RI'T! € F,. it follows from (ZZI) that

t+1 t+1 t+1 t+1
B [RE|A] = R — R )+ )
1
— (RS Ei 5,00 BY) B, )]

where 7’1[‘3‘] = (R([)t] Eitth([)t])ij and sg] = ((Rg} Eitjt)2R([)t])ij. We observe

‘((Rg-‘rl]EiHljwl)3R[t+1])ijE[(a;t+1jt+1)3}‘ < i

where
ap == LENT23¢730(t ¢ Tp;) + LONTYV3q71(t € Tyy) + Cq1({4, j} = {ir, ji})

We write the resolvent identity with R and R([Jt H],

2 1 3
Rl — Z <Rg:+1](Ag+1] _ A[t])) R([)t+1] + (R([Jtﬂ] (A[t] _ A([JtJrl])) R[t]7
1=0
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(217)

(218)

(219)

(220)

(221)

(222)

(223)

(224)

(225)

(226)



and we get
1 1 1 i

REZ] = (REH_ ])U - rz[§’+ ]aZH—lJH—l + S£§+ ](ait+1jt+1 )2 - ((Rg]Eitjt)SR[t])ij(ait+1jt+1)3' (227)
In other words,

(R[tJrl]) = R[t] + r[t+1]a"bt+1jt+1 - SE?LU (ait+1jt+1)2 + ((Rg] Eitjt)gR[t])ij (ait+1jt+1)3- (228)
Note that, as we show in (224), we can find

1
‘ ((]%([)tJr ]Eit+1jt+1 )3R[t+1]>ij (ait+1jt+1 )3] ‘ S Qi1 (229)

It follows from (223)) that

E [R%—H]’]:} R[t t+1] (ait+1jt+1 - ]E[ait+1jt+l]) - SEZ'—H] ((ait+ljt+l)2 - E[(ait+ljt+l)2])

+ ((Rg]Eitjt)SR[t])ij (ait+1jt+1)3 - ((Rg]Eitjt)3R[t+1])ijE[(ait+ljt+l)3]

(230)
Now we are ready to make the desired bound.
k—1 _
R ( Rlt+1) ) = (Rg}u _E [Rgg_ﬂ] ‘ftD tri—si oy (231)
t=0 t=0

where

k
:on[? aij, —Elaig]),  sij :fzs“] ai,;)? ~ El(ai,)?]) s ol <23 ar. (232)

t=1

We define

)

For any u > 0, we have
k
> U> <P (
t=1

g
=0
k k—1
<P ( > u) + ZIP((&})“). (234)
t=1 t=0

Since the event 7 and the conclusion of Lemma [A-2] hold with overwhelming probability, it is verified
that for any C' > 0

Ziir = (R[.t.“] ) [RE;“]’ED 1(&)). (233)

k—1

> (BT —E [REHF])

t=0

k—1
P((&)) = O(N~©). (235)
t=0
Observe that Z, € F; for all s < ¢,
ElZealF] = 1EE [ (RS - E (R R )| 7] =0, (236)

and, by the resolvent identity,

|Z4| < By (237)
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where
By = LEN~5q7'1(t ¢ Ty;) + LEN"3¢711(t € Tyy) + Cq*1({3, 5} = {iv, ji})- (238)

Next, we apply Azuma-Hoeffding inequality to bound Zle Z,; because each Z; has zero conditional
expectation and is bounded by ;. It follows that

p<_

k
>z
t=1

2
>u- (25_1@52)1/2) < 2exp (—1;) . (239)

By choosing u = log N, we obtain that with overwhelming probability

kz_:l (RZ-&-I] _E [R£§+l]‘Ft:|)

t=0

< (log N) - (X5, 82) . (240)

Now it is enough to show (Zle,b’f)l/2 < L=YN~1/3. Note that

& 1/2
; K
(Zﬁf) gLCN*2/3q*1\/E+LCN*%q*H/N+Cq*1. (241)
t=1
Let g = N® withb > 1/3 and k = N7. Then, it is required that

2 T 5 T 1 1

e D2 e T ) <2 242
max(?) +2’6+2’3’)<3 (242)

and it boils down to the relation

T<2b+ % (243)

which is the given assumption. From this relation, we can realize that 7 < % due to the assumption
b< 3.
In order to bound r;; and s;;, we introduce a backward filtration {F}}. Define F| as the o-algebra
generated by A’, Sy, and {a;; }1<i j<n\{ai.;. }1<s<:- Since Al € F/, the event & € F so the bounds
of the resolvents we found above, 212), (Z19) and (222), is still valid with overwhelming probability.
Thus, on the event &;, we have

(@i, — Elai,;,))| < Br. (244)

Define Z; := Tz[;](aitjt — Ela;,;,])1(&:). Note that Z, € F; for s > t. Since A[Ot] € F{, we observe

7“1[;] € F[,E[Z]|F]] = 0and | Z]| < (. According to the same argument we used in (234)), it is enough

to bound
]P> <

k
2%
t=1

By applying Azuma-Hoeffding inequality with v = log N, with overwhelming probability, it follows
that

> u- (zf_lﬂ?)”) (245)

Iri;| < (log N) - (XX, 82)/* < L-CN-1/3, (246)
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Similarly, we can bound |s;;| using the backward filtration and Azuma-Hoeffding inequality. Since we
have

s (@3, = Ellasi)?))| < a6, (247)
it follows that
|sij| < LTONTL3, (248)
Moreover, we can check
o < q 2By, (249)

which implies, under the relation (243),

k k
aj S2) o <2¢72 ) SLTONTYR (250)

t=1 t=1
As a final step, the desired result follows by a continuity argument. Since

|E— F|

|Rij(E +in) — Rij(E' +in)| < 2

) (251)

we split the interval {E : |E— 2| < L N~2/3} into many subintervals of length less than 2. We have,
with overwhelming probability, for every end point w of the subintervals,

1
K

1§r£17?%<N Nn|R! ](w)ij — R(w);4] < 7k (252)
By the continuity, the desired result also hold for all points inside every subintervals.. O
A.4 Proof of Lemma [7.2]
We write v, = (U1, , Um,n) and vkl = (viﬁl, e ,vlﬁ],N) form = 1,--- , N. By the spectral
theorem, we have

N772’Um,ivm,j

m=1

According to Lemma[3.4land Lemma|[3.7] for some ¢y > 0, it follows that with overwhelming probability

Ao —2| < LONT23 |vp|?, < LPN1 (254)

and, form > N’ := [L3%| and F satisfying |E — 2| < LN ~2/3,
E— My > cm?/3N2/3, (255)

Thus, we obtain with overwhelming probability that

N Nv,, iU 5
m,1¥m,] D —1/3 a74/3
Z (o < LP(N')"V3NY (256)
m=N’+1
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Fix € > 0. Applying [EKYY12, Theorem 2.7], we can find 6 > 0 such that
P (Ag g > 5N—2/3) >1—e (257)

As aresult, if |\y — E| < (6/4)N~2/3, the following event

N’

Ny, iU, 4LPN'N4/3
> o | S g (s8)
holds with probability at least 1 — €. If [\o — E| < nL~¢*, Lemmal[3.7)implies that
N1Pvs,iva,j D20
=) Nug jvg ;| < LP 729 259

holds with overwhelming probability. Also, since Ay ~ (g + 1/{q with overwhelming probability by
Lemmal[3.6] we can verify that

LD72C1N74/3

> pe

’ N'I]Q’UQJ”UQ’J'
(A1 = E)? +n?

(260)

holds with overwhelming probability (Lemma [3.7]is also used). Combining all of the above estimates
and choosing C; > 0 large enough, we conclude that for all E satisfying [\ — F| < nL =%

| Jmax INnImR(E + in);; — Nvg jva ;| < L2 (261)

with probability at least 1 — ¢. Now we repeat the above all argument with replacing R with R*/, which
provides us that for all E satisfying |/\[2k] —EB| <L~

W 4 imy. . — Nl R < =2
1§1%3%N|anmR (E+in)ij — Nvg vy ;| < L (262)

with probability at least 1 —e. According to Lemma we have | o — )\[Qk] | < nL~C* with overwhelming
probability. Therefore (T31) holds with probability at least 1 — 3e.
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