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Abstract

We consider the adjacency operator A of the Linial-Meshulam model X(d, n, p) for random d−dimensional

simplicial complexes on n vertices, where each d−cell is added independently with probability p ∈ [0, 1] to the

complete (d − 1)-skeleton. We consider sparse random matrices H, which are generalizations of the centered

and normalized adjacency matrix A := (np(1 − p))−1/2 · (A − E [A]), obtained by replacing the Bernoulli(p)

random variables used to construct A with arbitrary bounded distribution Z. We obtain bounds on the expected

Schatten norm of H, which allow us to prove results on eigenvalue confinement and in particular that ‖H‖2
converges to 2

√
d both in expectation and P−almost surely as n → ∞, provided that Var(Z) � logn

n
. The

main ingredient in the proof is a generalization of [LVHY18, Theorem 4.8] to the context of high-dimensional

simplicial complexes, which may be regarded as sparse random matrix models with dependent entries.

1 Introduction

The Erdős–Rényi graph ([ER59, ER61]) G (n, p), is a random graph on n vertices, where each edge is added

independently with probability p ∈ [0, 1] that might depend on n. The model and particularly the spectrum of

its adjacency matrix A has been extensively studied. For insteance, it follows from Wigner’s semicircle theorem

that the spectrum of (np(1 − p))−1/2(A − E[A]) converges weakly in probability to the semicircle law, provided

limn→∞ np(1 − p) = ∞, and it is shown in [FK81, Vu07] that under the assumption np � log4 (n) , namely

limn→∞(np)−1 log4 (n) = 0, one has

E
[
‖A− E [A]‖
√
np

]
≤ 2 (1 + o (1)) , as n→∞, (1.1)

which is a well-known result regarding the spectral gap of the adjacency matrix of the homogeneous Erdős–Rényi

graph. Recently, it was shown independently in [BGBK20] and [LVHY18] that (1.1) holds under the weaker

assumption np(1− p)� log (n), which by [BGBK20, BGBK19, ADK21] is the optimal regime.

The Linial-Meshulam model, c.f. [LM06, MW09], is a high-dimensional generalization of the Erdős–Rényi

model. Given n, d ∈ N such that n ≥ d + 1, and p ∈ [0, 1] that might depend on n, the Linial-Meshulam model

X ≡ X (d, n, p), is a random d-dimensional simplicial complex on n vertices with a complete (d − 1)-skeleton, in

which each d-cell is added to X independently with probability p. When d = 1, the model reduces to the Erdős–

Rényi random graph. Since its appearance the Linial-Meshulam model attracted much attention, see for example

[MW09, Koz10, BHK11, Wag11, HJ13, ALLuM13, CCFK16, GW16, LP16, KR17, HS17, PR17, HKP17, CDGKS18,

 LP18, LP19, HK19, FP20, LP22].

Let A be the adjacency operator associated with the Linial-Meshulam model X ≡ X(d, n, p), see Section 2 for

a precise definition. In this paper we consider a random matrix H which is a generalization of the centered and
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normalized adjacency matrix, defined by A := (np (1− p))−
1
2 (A− E [A]), where the Bernoulli(p) random variables

used to construct A are replaced with an arbitrary bounded distribution Z. The matrix H is a sparse self-adjoint

random matrix equipped with the same dependent structure as A, and in particular its entries are only independent

(up to the self-adjointness constraint) if and only if d = 1 (see [KR17] for further details).

Our main result is a generalization of (1.1) to random matrices of type H and in particular to the rescaled and

centered adjacency matrix A of random simplicial complexes X(d, n, p). Previous results related to the spectrum of

the adjacency matrix A for arbitrary d ∈ N were introduced in [KR17] and [GW16]. In [KR17, Theorem 5.1], the

authors assume np(1− p)� log4 (n) and at the cost of this stronger assumption (compared to np(1− p)� log (n))

establish (1.1), for all d ≥ 2 with the appropriate optimal bound in the right hand side of (1.1). On the other hand,

in [GW16, Theorem 2], it is shown that under the assumption np(1− p)� log (n), one can obtain an upper bound

on the left hand side of (1.1), which is not optimal. In [LVHY18], a key ingredient in problem the proof of (1.1) for

the Erdős–Rényi model, namely the case d = 1 is [LVHY18, Theorem 4.8], which assumes independent entries (up

to self-adjointness). Due to the dependent structure of the entries of H, one can not apply [LVHY18, Theorem 4.8]

whenever d > 1. In this paper, we generalize [LVHY18, Theorem 4.8] to random matrices of type H (see Theorem

2.1), which allows us to obtain bounds on the 2k−Schatten norm

E
[
‖H‖S2k

]
:= E

[
2k

√
Trace

(
|H|2k

)]
,

for all d ≥ 1, where |H| =
√
H∗H. Furthermore, we use this bound in order to show that limn→∞ E[‖H‖2] = 2

√
d,

provided Var (Z)� n−1 log n, which by [KR17] is the optimal bound. We thus derive the optimal bound achieved

in [KR17] under weaker assumptions, which coincide with those postulated in [GW16, LM06, MW09]. In addition

to the norm bound, we improve the bound on P(‖H‖2 > 2
√
d + ε) obtained in [KR17, Theorem 5.1] for ε > 0.

We conclude this section with a few words about the proof of Theorem 2.1. The proof is based on the simplicial

structure of the entries of H. Te structure allow us to translate the problem into a combinatorial one by associating

a simplicial complex with an embedded path with each of the elements in the sum defining Trace(|H|2k). The

simplicial structure brings into play new phenomena regarding the relation between the path and the simplicial

complexes that do not arise in the graph case, and in particular is not entirely local. Thus new ideas are required,

see Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.9 for further details.

2 Preliminaries and results

A finite simplicial complex X on a vertex set V is a finite collection of subsets of V that is closed under taking

subsets. Namely, if τ ∈ X and σ ⊆ τ , then σ ∈ X. The elements of X are called cells, and the dimension of a cell τ ,

is defined as dim(τ) := |τ | − 1. For j ≥ −1, Xj denotes the set of cells of dimension j, which we refer to as j-cells.

The dimension of the complex X, denoted by d, is defined as d := maxτ∈X dim(τ). For ` < d , the `-skeleton of

X is the simplicial complex that consists of all cells of dimension ≤ ` in X. The complex X is said to have a full

`-dimensional skeleton if its `-skeleton contains all subsets of X0 ⊂ V of size ≤ ` + 1. Throughout the paper we

assume that X has a full (d− 1)-skeleton and that X0 = V .

For j ≥ 1, every j-cell σ =
{
σ0, . . . , σj

}
has two possible orientations, corresponding to the possible orderings

of its vertices, up to an even permutation. Denote an oriented cell by square brackets, and a flip of orientation by

an overline. For example, one orientation of σ = {x, y, z} is [x, y, z] = [y, z, x] = [z, x, y]. The other orientation

is [x, y, z] = [y, x, z] = [x, z, y] = [z, y, x]. Denote by Xj
± the set of oriented j-cells (observe that |Xj

±| = 2
∣∣Xj

∣∣
for j ≥ 1) and set X0

± = X0. Given two oriented cells σ, σ′ ∈ Xd−1
± , let σ ∪ σ′ and σ ∩ σ′ denote the union and

intersection of the corresponding unoriented cells.

Define the boundary ∂σ of the (j + 1)-cell σ =
{
σ0, . . . , σj+1

}
∈ Xj+1 as the set of j−cells obtained by omitting
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the i-th vertex from σ, for every 0 ≤ i ≤ j + 1. Namely,

∂σ =
{{
σ0, . . . , σi−1, σi+1, . . . , σj+1

}
: 0 ≤ i ≤ j + 1

}
⊆ Xj .

An oriented (j + 1)-cell
[
σ0, . . . , σj+1

]
∈ Xj+1

± induces orientations on the j-cells in its boundary, as follows: the

cell
{
σ0, . . . , σi−1, σi+1, . . . , σj+1

}
is oriented as (−1)

i [
σ0, . . . , σi−1, σi+1, . . . , σj+1

]
, where −σ := σ. As introduced

in [PR17] one can define a neighboring relation on Xj
±, where σ, σ′ ∈ Xj

± are called neighbors, denoted σ ∼ σ′,

if there exists an oriented (j + 1)-cell, τ ∈ Xj+1
± , such that both σ and σ′ are in the boundary of τ as oriented

cells (see Figure 2.1 for illustration in the case d = 2). Observe that this definition guarantees that for each pair

(σ, σ′) ∈ Xj ×Xj satisfying σ ∪ σ′ ∈ Xj+1, either σ ∼ σ′ or σ ∼ σ′, but not both.

Figure 2.1: On the left: an oriented 2-cell and the orientation it induces on its boundary. On the right: an oriented
1-cell in a 2-cell together with its two oriented neighboring 1-cells.

Let Kd := K (d, n) be the complete d-complex with vertex set V = [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n}. That is to say that Kd

consists of all subsets of [n] of size ≤ d+ 1.

The Linial-Meshulam model X = X (d, n, p), with n, d ∈ N satisfying n ≥ d + 1 and p = p (n) ∈ [0, 1], is a

random d-dimensional simplicial complex on n vertices, with a complete (d− 1)-skeleton in which each d-cell of Kd

is added to X independently with probability p.

We fix an arbitrary choice of orientation of the (d− 1)-cells in the complete complex, and denote it as Kd−1
+ ⊂

Kd
±. Observe that this choice of orientation determine the orientation of the elements in Xd−1 since Xd−1 = Kd−1.

Note that there is a natural bijection between Kd−1
+ and Kd−1, and hence also between Xd−1

+ and Xd−1.

The adjacency matrix A, associated to the random complex X, is a |Xd−1
+ |× |Xd−1

+ | random matrix, defined via

Aσσ′ =


1 if σ

X∼ σ′

−1 if σ
X∼ σ′

0 otherwise

, ∀σ, σ′ ∈ Xd−1
+ .

Our main result concerns a natural generalization of the centered and normalized adjacency matrix of A, defined

by

Hσσ′ :=


Zτ−E[Z]√
nVar(Z)

if σ
Kd

∼ σ′ and σ ∪ σ′ = τ

− Zτ−E[Z]√
nVar(Z)

if σ
Kd

∼ σ′ and σ ∪ σ′ = τ

0 otherwise

, ∀σ, σ′ ∈ Xd−1
+ ,

where Z is a bounded random variable with positive variance and (Zτ )τ∈Kd are i.i.d. copies of it.
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Remark. The results stated below for the matrix H hold also for the unsigned version of the matrix

H̃σσ′ =


Zσ∪σ′−E[Z]√

nVar(Z)
if σ ∪ σ′ ∈ Xd

0 otherwise
, ∀σ, σ′ ∈ Xd−1

+ . (2.1)

Observe that by choosing Z to be a Bernoulli random variable with parameter p, the matrix H reduces to the

centered and normalized adjacency matrix of X, defined by

A :=
1
√
nq

(A− E [A]) ,

where

q := q(n) = p(1− p).

Recall that for a square matrix M ∈ Rn×n and p ≥ 1, the p−Schatten norm of M is defined via

‖M‖Sp = p

√
Trace (|M |p),

where |M | =
√
MM∗.

We now state our main result.

Theorem 2.1. For every d ∈ N, there exist constants Cd, cd ∈ (0,∞) depending only on d, such that for every

n ≥ d+ 1 and any integer k := k (n) ≥ d

2k

√
E
[
‖H‖2kS2k

]
≤ Φ (θk, θ

∗
k) ,

where

θk :=

√
n− d
n

(
n

d

) 1
2k

, θ∗k := ‖Zτ − E [Z]‖∞

((
n

d

)
· d (n− d)

(nVar (Z))
k

) 1
2k

,

and

Φ (x, y) :=
2k
√
d!d · y

(
x

y
+ 2
√
k

) d−1
k

(
2
√
d

(
x

y
+ 2
√
k

)
+ Cd

(
x

y
+ 2
√
k

) 2
3 (

log

(
x

y
+ 2
√
k

))2/3
+ cd
√
k

)
.

Theorem 2.1 allows us to control the operator norm of H.

Corollary 2.2. For every d ∈ N, if nVar (Z)� log (n), namely limn→∞
log(n)
nVar(Z) = 0, then

lim
n→∞

E [‖H‖2] = 2
√
d.

Furthermore, it provides an upper bound on the probability that the operator norm of H is bigger than 2
√
d.

Corollary 2.3. For every d ∈ N, there exists a constant Cd ∈ (0,∞), depending only on d, such that if nVar (Z)�
log (n), then for all ε > 0 and all large enough n (depending only on ε and d)

P
(
‖H‖2 ≥ 2

√
d+ ε

)
≤ e−CdnVar(Z)ε2 ,

and hence

lim
n→∞

‖H‖2 = 2
√
d, P-a.s.
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Finally, following the argument in [KR17, Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.3] and using Corollary 2.3 allow us to

extend the spectral gap result obtained in [KR17] for the matrix A in the regime nq � log4(n), to the regime

nq � log(n).

Theorem 2.4 (Eigenvalue confinement). For every d ≥ 2, there exists a positive constant C > 0 depending only on

d, such that the following holds with probability at least 1− n−D for all D > 0, provided nq � log (n).

1. For every ξ > 0, and all large enough n (depending on D, ξ and d), the
(
n−1
d

)
smallest eigenvalues of the

matrix A are within the interval
√
dnq [−2− ξ, 2 + ξ] .

2. If q log6 (n) ≤ 1
C(1+D)6

, then for all large enough n (depending on D and d), the remaining
(
n−1
d−1
)

eigenvalues

of A lie in the interval nq + [−7d, 7d].

As an immediate corollary from the last theorem we obtain

Corollary 2.5 (Spectral gap). For every d ≥ 2, there exists a positive constant C > 0 depending only on d such that

for all ξ > 0, D > 0 satisfying nq � log (n) and q log6 (n) ≤ 1
C(1+D)6

, we have for all n large enough (depending

on d, D and ξ)

λ(n−1
d )+1 − λ(n−1

d ) = nq − 2
√
dnq (1 +O (ξ)) ,

with probability at least 1− n−D.

Conventions. Throughout the rest of the paper we use C to denote a generic large positive constant, which may

depend on some fixed parameters and whose value may change from one expression to the next. If C depends on some

parameter k, we sometimes emphasize this dependence by writing Ck instead of C. The letters d, i, j, k, l,m, n, r, s,N

are always used to denote an element in N := {0, 1, 2, . . .}. From now on, we consistently use σ for (oriented or

non-oriented) (d− 1)-cells, and τ for (oriented or non-oriented) d-cells.

3 Norm bounds for the unsigned adjacency matrix

In this section we introduce two useful bounds, having a significant role in the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Let r ≥ d + 1 and p0 ∈ (0, 1) a fixed number which does not depend on r. Denote by Y(rd)×(rd)
the matrix

obtained from (2.1) by taking Ber(p0) distribution, that is, Y is the unoriented normalized adjacency matrix arising

from X(d, r, p0), given by

Yσσ′ =


χσ∪σ′−p0√

q0
if σ ∪ σ′ ∈ Xd

0 otherwise
, ∀σ, σ′ ∈ Xd−1

+ ,

where q0 := p0 (1− p0) and (χτ )τ∈Xd are i.i.d. Ber(p0) random variables. With a slight abuse of notation, we use

‖·‖2 to denote both the Euclidean norm when applied to a vector v ∈ Rm, and the operator norm when applied to

a real matrix.

3.1 Bounding the expected value of the norm of Y

Proposition 3.1. For every p0 ∈ (0, 1) there exists a constant C = Cd,q0 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all r ≥ d+ 1

E [‖Y ‖2] ≤ 2
√
dr + Cd,q0r

1/3 log2/3 r.

Proof. We first prove the inequality holds for all sufficiently large r (depending only on d and q0). Using the CDF

formula for calculating expectation gives for every α > 0
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E [‖Y ‖2] =

∫ ∞
0

P (‖Y ‖2 > t) dt

≤ 2
√
dr + αr1/3 log2/3 r +

√
r

∫ ∞
αr−1/6 log2/3 r

P
(
‖Y ‖2 > 2

√
dr + u

√
r
)
du. (3.1)

By [KR17, Theorem 5.1]1, assuming rq0 ≥ 2, for every u > 0

P
(
‖Y ‖2 > 2

√
dr + u

√
r
)
≤ 2

(d− 1)!
ξ(d, r, u)

:=
2
(

1 + u
2
√
d

)2
(d− 1)!

exp

(
d log (r)−

(
2

3
log

(
1 +

u

2
√
d

))3/2 (rq0
d

)1/4)
,

and thus

E [‖Y ‖2] ≤ 2
√
dr + αr1/3 log2/3 r+

2
√
r

(d− 1)!

∫ ∞
αr−1/6 log2/3 r

ξ(d, r, u)du. (3.2)

Given ε > 0, by choosing α > 2d4/3q
−1/6
0 ε−2/3, one can verify that for all u ≥ αr−1/6 log2/3 r and all sufficiently

large r (depending only on d and q0 and the choice of α)

d log(r)

log3/2
(

1 + u
2
√
d

) (
rq0
d

)1/4 ≤ ε.
In particular, taking ε =

(
2
3

)3/2− ( 13)3/2 and choosing an appropriate α, for all sufficiently large r (depending only

on d and q0)

ξ(d, r, u) ≤
(

1 +
u

2
√
d

)2

exp

(
−
(

1

3

(rq0
d

)1/6
log

(
1 +

u

2
√
d

))3/2
)
.

Consequently, for all r satisfying 1
33/2

(
rq0
d

)1/4 ≥ 1

∫ ∞
αr−1/6 log2/3 r

ξ(d, r, u)du ≤
∫ ∞
1+ 1

2αd
−1/2r−1/6 log2/3 r

s2 exp

(
−
(

1

3

(rq0
d

)1/6
log s

)3/2
)
ds

≤
∫ ∞
1+ 1

2αd
−1/2r−1/6 log2/3 r

s2 exp

(
−1

3

(rq0
d

)1/6
log s

)
ds

≤
∫ ∞
1

s2 exp

(
−1

3

(rq0
d

)1/6
log s

)
ds

=

∫ ∞
1

s2−
1
3 ( rq0d )

1/6

ds =
1

1
3

(
rq0
d

)1/6 − 3
,

where in the second inequality we used the fact that 1
3

(
rq0
d

)1/6
log
(

1 + u
2
√
d

)
≥ 1 for all u ≥ 1+ 1

2αd
−1/2r−1/6 log2/3 r

provided r is sufficiently large (depending only on d and q0). Combining the last estimation with (3.2) and (3.1),

gives

E [‖Y ‖2] ≤ 2
√
dr + αr1/3 log2/3 r +

2
√
r

(d− 1)!

1

1
3

(
rq0
d

)1/6 − 3
≤ 2
√
dr + Cd,q0r

1/3 log2/3 r.

1Note that in [KR17] the authors consider the oriented adjacency matrix of the complex X (d, n, p) (denoted by A), which takes into
account the orientation of each (d− 1)−cell. However, going over the proof of Theorem 5.1, one can verify that it remains valid for the
matrix Y .
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In order to obtain the result for all r ≥ d+ 1, we note that by increasing the value of Cd,q0 even further it follows

that the last inequality holds for any r ≥ d+ 1, thus concluding the proof of Proposition 3.1.

3.2 Bounding the expected value of powers of the norm of Y

Proposition 3.2. For every p0 ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant Cd,q0 ∈ (0,∞) (depending only on d and q0), such

that for all k ∈ N and all r ≥ d+ 1

(
E
[
‖Y ‖2k2

]) 1
2k ≤ E [‖Y ‖2] + Cd,q0

√
k.

The proof of Proposition 3.2 is based on the following concentration result.

Lemma 3.3. For every p0 ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant cd,q0 ∈ (0,∞), depending only on d and q0, such that for

any t > 0 and r ≥ d+ 1

P (‖Y ‖2 ≥ E [‖Y ‖2] + t) ≤ e−cd,q0 t
2

.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. The inequality follows from Talagrand’s concentration inequality [BLM13, Theorem 6.10]

using the fact that the function fp0,r : [0, 1]|K
d| → R, defined by

fp0,r((xτ )τ∈Kd) =

√
q0

d (d+ 1)
‖A((xτ )τ∈Kd)‖2,

where A((xτ )τ∈Kd) is a |Xd−1
+ | × |Xd−1

+ | matrix defined by

Aσσ′ ((xτ )τ∈Kd) =

0 if σ ∪ σ′ /∈ Kd

xτ−p0√
p0

if σ ∪ σ′ = τ ∈ Kd
, ∀σ, σ′ ∈ Xd−1

+

is a convex 1-Lipschitz function, and therefore, for any t > 0

P (‖Y ‖2 ≥ E [‖Y ‖2] + t)

=P
(
fp0,r

(
(χτ )τ∈Kd

)
≥ E

[
fp0,r

(
(χτ )τ∈Kd

)]
+

√
q0

d (d+ 1)
t

)
≤ e−cd,q0 t

2

, (3.3)

where cd,q0 := q0
2d(d+1) .

Proof of Proposition 3.2. We strive towards estimating E
[
‖Y ‖2k2

]
. Using the CDF formula for expectation gives

E[‖Y ‖2k2 ] =

∫ ∞
0

P
(
‖Y ‖2k2 > t

)
dt

=

∫ (E[‖Y ‖2])
2k

0

P
(
‖Y ‖2k2 > t

)
dt+

∫ ∞
(E[‖Y ‖2])

2k
P
(
‖Y ‖2k2 > t

)
dt

≤ (E [‖Y ‖2])
2k

+ 2k

∫ ∞
0

(E [‖Y ‖2] + η)
2k−1

e−cd,q0η
2

dη, (3.4)

where in the second integral we used the change of variable t = (E [‖Y ‖2] + η)
2k

together with Lemma 3.3. Using

7



the binomial formula, the integral in (3.4) gives

E[‖Y ‖2k2 ] ≤ (E [‖Y ‖2])
2k

+ 2k

2k−1∑
j=0

(E [‖Y ‖2])
j

(
2k − 1

j

)∫ ∞
0

η2k−1−je−cd,q0η
2

dη

(1)
= (E [‖Y ‖2])

2k
+

2k−1∑
j=0

(2k − j)
(

2k

j

)
(E [‖Y ‖2])

j 1

(2cd,q0)
2k−j

2

∫ ∞
0

t2k−1−je−
t2

2 dt

(2)
= (E [‖Y ‖2])

2k
+

2k−1∑
j=0

(2k − j)
(

2k

j

)
(E [‖Y ‖2])

j 1

(2cd,q0)
2k−j

2

√
π

2

∫ ∞
−∞

1√
2π
|t|2k−1−j e− t

2

2 dt

(3)

≤ (E [‖Y ‖2])
2k

+

2k−1∑
j=0

(2k − j)
(

2k

j

)
(E [‖Y ‖2])

j 1

(2cd,q0)
2k−j

2

√
π

2
(2k − 1− j)!!

≤ (E [‖Y ‖2])
2k

+

√
π

cd,q0
k (E [‖Y ‖2])

2k−1
+

2k−2∑
j=0

(2k − j)
(

2k

j

)
(E [‖Y ‖2])

j 2

(2cd,q0)
2k−j

2

e(
2k−j

2 ) log((2k−1−j)),

(3.5)

where in (1) we used the change of variables η = (2cd,q0)−1/2t, (2) holds since the integrand is an even function and

(3) is due to the central absolute moment formula of a standard normal random variable.

We wish to show that the expression in (3.5) is bounded from above by
(
E [‖Y ‖2] + Cd,q0

√
k
)2k

, for an appropri-

ate choice of positive constant Cd,q0 , which depends only on d and q0. We will show this for Cd,q0 =
√

e4

cd,q0
by show-

ing that each term in (3.5) is bounded from above by the corresponding term in
∑2k
j=0

(
2k
j

)
(E [‖Y ‖2])

j
(
Cd,q0

√
k
)2k−j

(which by the binomial formula equals
(
E [‖Y ‖2] + Cd,q0

√
k
)2k

). For j = 2k both summands are equal. As

for j = 2k − 1 note that in (3.5) we obtain
√

π
cd,q0

k (E [‖Y ‖2])
2k−1

, while in the Binomial formula we obtain

2k (E [‖Y ‖2])
2k−1

Cd,q0
√
k. Thus, the result trivially holds by taking Cd,q0 ≥ 1

2

√
π

cd,q0
. Finally for 0 ≤ j ≤ 2k − 2,

we observe the following equivalent statements:

(2k − j)
(

2k

j

)
(E [‖Y ‖2])

j 2

(2cd,q0)
2k−j

2

e(
2k−j

2 ) log(2k−1−j) ≤
(

2k

j

)
(E [‖Y ‖2])

j
(
Cd,q0

√
k
)2k−j

⇔ (2k − j) 2

(2cd,q0)
2k−j

2

e(
2k−j

2 ) log(2k−1−j) ≤
(
Cd,q0

√
k
)2k−j

⇔ 2

2k − j
log (4k − 2j) + log

(
2k − 1− j

2cd,q0

)
≤ log

(
C2
d,q0k

)
(3.6)

The LHS of (3.6) is bounded from above by

2

2k − j
log (4k − 2j) + log

(
k

cd,q0

)
≤ log

(
k

cd,q0

)
+ 4 = log

(
e4k

cd,q0

)
,

which is the expression on the right hand side of (3.6). Together with (3.4) and (3.5) we obtain

E[‖Y ‖2k2 ] ≤
2k∑
j=0

(
2k

j

)
(E [‖Y ‖2])

j
(
Cd,q0

√
k
)2k−j

=
(
E [‖Y ‖2] + Cd,q0

√
k
)2k

,

which concludes the proof of Proposition 3.2.
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4 Bounding the 2k-Schatten norm of H

4.1 Proof of Theorem 2.1

Let us start with several definitions that are used throughout the proof. See Example 4.4 for an illustration.

Definition 4.1. (Word) A letter is an element of Xd−1
+ . A word of length m ∈ N, is a finite sequence σ1σ2 . . . σm of

letters, at least one letter long, such that σi ∪ σi+1 ∈ Xd for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1. A word is called closed if its first

and last letters are the same, namely σ1 = σm. Two words of the same length w = σ1 . . . σm and w′ = σ′1 . . . σ
′
m

are called equivalent, denoted as w ∼ w′, if there exists a permutation π on V = X0 = [n] such that π (σi) = σ′i for

every 1 ≤ i ≤ m, where for σ =
[
σ0, σ1, · · · , σd−1

]
∈ Xd−1

± we write π (σi) =
[
π
(
σ0
)
, π
(
σ1
)
, · · · , π

(
σd−1

)]
.

Definition 4.2. (Support) For a word w = σ1 . . . σm, we define its support by supp0 (w) =
⋃m
i=1 σi ⊆ V , and its

d−cell support by suppd (w) = {σi ∪ σi+1; 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1} ⊆ Kd.

Definition 4.3. (Graph of a word). Given a word w = σ1 . . . σm, define Gw = (Vw, Ew) to be the graph with

vertex set Vw = {σi; 1 ≤ i ≤ m} ⊆ Xd−1
+ and edge set Ew = {{σi, σi+1} ; 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1} ⊆ Kd. Let G denote the

collection of all labeled, undirected graphs induced from words. Namely, G := {Gw : w is a word} . The graph Gw

comes with a path, given by the word w, that goes through all of its vertices and edges. We call each step along the

path, i.e., σiσi+1 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1, a crossing of the edge {σi, σi+1} and a crossing of the d-cell σi ∪ σi+1.

For an edge e ∈ Ew, define Nw (e) to be the number of times the edge e is crossed along the path generated by w

in the graph Gw. For a d−cell τ ∈ suppd (w), let Ew (τ) := {{σ, σ′} ∈ Ew;σ ∪ σ′ = τ} and define

Nw (τ) =
∑

e∈Ew(τ)

Nw (e)

to be the total number of times the d−cell is crossed along the path generated by the word w.

Example 4.4. In the case d = 2, for w1 = [6, 5] [6, 7] [6, 5] and w2 = [2, 1] [3, 1] [2, 1], we have w1 ∼ w2 via any

permutation on [n] satisfying 6 ↔ 1, 5 ↔ 2, 7 ↔ 3 (see Figure 4.1). Furthermore, the support of the word

Figure 4.1: Left: The path generated from the word w1. Right: The path generated from the word w2 which is
equivalent to w1.

w = [5, 6] [6, 7] [5, 6][5, 8] is given by supp0 (w) = {5, 6, 7, 8} and its 2-cell support by supp2 (w) = {{5, 6, 7}, {6, 5, 8}}.
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Let B :=
√
nVar (Z)H. Since H is symmetric, for every k ∈ N,

E[‖H‖2kS2k
] = E

[
Tr
(
H2k

)]
= E

[
Tr

((
(nVar (Z))−1/2B

)2k)]
=

1

(nVar (Z))
k
E
[
Tr
(
B2k

)]
=

1

(nVar (Z))
k

∑
σ1,...,σ2k∈Xd−1

+

E [Bσ1σ2Bσ2σ3 · · ·Bσ2kσ1 ] . (4.1)

Each term in the sum, Bσ1σ2
Bσ2σ3

· · ·Bσ2kσ1
, can be associated with a string of letters σ1σ2 . . . σ2k. Since Bσσ′ = 0

whenever σ ∪ σ′ /∈ Xd, it follows that the list of letters which contribute to the sum in (4.1) are the set of closed

words of length 2k + 1. Using the independent structure of H for different d−cells and the definition of Nw (τ) we

then have

E[‖H‖2kS2k
] =

1

(nVar (Z))
k

∑
w a closed word

of length 2k + 1

∏
τ∈Kd

E
[
BNw(τ)
τ

]

≤ 1

(nVar (Z))
k

∑
w a closed word

of length 2k + 1

∏
τ∈Kd

∣∣∣E [BNw(τ)
τ

]∣∣∣ ,

where Bτ := Bσσ′ for some σ, σ′ ∈ Xd−1
+ with σ ∪ σ′ = τ (observe that the value of

∣∣∣E [BNw(τ)
τ

]∣∣∣ for any pair

(σ, σ′) ∈ Xd−1
+ with σ ∪ σ′ = τ , is the same, hence the last expression is well defined).

Note that if Nw (τ) = 1, then

E
[
BNw(τ)
τ

]
= E [Bτ ] = E [Zτ − E [Z]] = 0,

and hence we only need to address closed words of length 2k + 1 such that

Nw (τ) ≥ 2, ∀τ ∈ suppd (w) . (4.2)

Denote by W2k+1 a set of representatives for the equivalence classes of closed words of length 2k + 1 with

Nw (τ) ≥ 2 for all τ ∈ suppd (w). As a consequence of the above remark we obtain

E
[
‖H‖2kS2k

]
≤ 1

(nVar (Z))
k

∑
w∈W2k+1

∑
u∼w

∏
τ∈suppd(u)

E
[
|Bτ |Nu(τ)

]
.

For τ ∈ Kd and m ∈ N, define

b(m)
τ := E [|Bτ |m] , (4.3)

and note that despite the notation b
(m)
τ is independent of τ , since all none zero entries ofB have the same distribution.

Moreover, |suppd (u)| = |suppd (w)| for any two equivalent words u and w. Consequently

E
[
‖H‖2kS2k

]
≤ 1

(nVar (Z))
k

∑
w∈W2k+1

∑
u∼w

∏
τ∈suppd(w)

b(Nw(τ))
τ

=
1

(nVar (Z))
k

∑
w∈W2k+1

∏
τ∈suppd(w)

b(Nw(τ))
τ |{u : u is a word such that u ∼ w}| ,
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Throughout the rest of the argument we work with the following set of representatives: Each equivalence class

[w] contains a unique word u with supp0(u) = {1, 2, . . . , |supp0(u)|}and such that the appearance of the 0-cells

along the word u, is in increasing order. We choose this word as the unique representative of the equivalence class.

Note that given such a representative u for the equivalence class, the remaining elements in the equivalence class

are given via a permutation v ∈ [n]|supp0(u)|, taking the word u to the word v(u) = v(u1)v(u2) · · ·v(u|supp0(u)|),

where we recall that for a cell σ = [σ0, σ1, . . . , σd−1] in Xd−1, we define v(σ) = [v(σ0),v(σ1), . . . ,v(σd−1)]. With a

slight abuse of notation, we use [n]
m

, for m ∈ N, to denote all vectors of length m, whose components are distinct

and belong to the set [n].

Example 4.5. For d = 2 and n = 8, consider the word w = [5, 6] [6, 7] [5, 6][6, 1] [1, 2]. The unique representative in

the equivalence class of w is u = [1, 2][2, 3][1, 2][2, 4][4, 5]. Taking the permutation v = (6, 4, 8, 1, 5) ∈ [8]
5

, gives the

equivalent word v(u) = [6, 4][4, 8][6, 4][4, 1][1, 5].

Let w be a representative of an equivalence class. Observe that each closed word u satisfying u ∼ w, arises from

a unique permutation vu ∈ [n]|supp0(w)|. Hence,

|{u : u a closed word such that u ∼ w}| ≤
∣∣∣[n]|supp0(w)|

∣∣∣ .
Consequently,

E
[
‖H‖2kS2k

]
≤ 1

(nVar (Z))
k

∑
w∈W2k+1

∏
τ∈suppd(w)

b(Nw(τ))
τ

∣∣∣[n]|supp0(w)|
∣∣∣

=
1

(nVar (Z))
k

∑
w∈W2k+1

∑
v∈[n]|supp0(w)|

∏
τ∈suppd(w)

b(Nw(τ))
τ

=
1

(nVar (Z))
k

∑
w∈W2k+1

∑
v∈[n]|supp0(w)|

∏
τ∈suppd(w)

b
(Nw(τ))
v(τ) , (4.4)

where in the last equality we used the fact that
∣∣Bv(τ)

∣∣ law= |Bτ |, and thus b
(Nw(τ))
τ = b

(Nw(τ))
v(τ) .

Notation 4.6. Given G = (VG, EG) ∈ G we define

Sd (G) :=
{
τ ∈ Xd : ∃ {σ, σ′} ∈ EG such that σ ∪ σ′ = τ

}
,

and

S0 (G) = {i ∈ [n] : ∃σ ∈ VG such that i ∈ σ} .

Note that for a word u, Sd (Gu) = suppd (u) and S0 (Gu) = supp0 (u).

Denote by NG = (NG (e))e∈EG a family of positive weights for the edges in G. For τ ∈ Sd (G) define NG (τ) :=∑
{σ,σ′}∈EG
σ∪σ′=τ

NG ({σ, σ′}) .

Notation 4.7. For a graph G ∈ G and weights NG = (NG (τ))τ∈Sd(G), denote

G (G;NG) =
∑

v∈[n]|S0(G)|

∏
τ∈Sd(G)

b
(NG(τ))
v(τ) .

Note that G (G;NG) equals |S0 (G)|! ·
(

n
|S0(G)|

)∏
τ∈Sd(G) b

(NG(τ))
τ , as b

(NG(τ))
v(τ) does not depend on the choice of

v. Nevertheless, we keep the original notation including the sum in order to apply later on Hölder’s inequality on

it.
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Using Notations 4.6 and 4.7 , we can write inequality (4.4) as follows

E
[
‖H‖2kS2k

]
≤ 1

(nVar (Z))
k

∑
w∈W2k+1

G (Gw;NGw) , (4.5)

where the weights NGw = (Nw (τ))τ∈suppd(w), are taken to be the crossing numbers.

4.1.1 Reduction to the case of trees

The following result is a generalization of [LVHY18, Lemma 2.9], showing that among all graphs G ∈ G, the value

G (G;NG) is maximized by trees. This will enable us to restrict attention to trees in the rest of the proof. The

main difference is that for d ≥ 2, there is more than one way that a cycle in the induced graph can traversed a d-cell

(see Figures 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4 ), whereas for d = 1 such a crossing is unique. In particular, the number of d−cells

which are crossed by a cycle of length ` in d = 1 is always `, while for d ≥ 2 it is only bounded from above by

`, and in many cases it is strictly smaller. The analysis corresponding to the only available situation in the graph

case, namely Figure 4.4, is similar to that in [LVHY18, Lemma 2.9]. However, new arguments are needed in order

to deal with the new cases that does not exist in the one-dimensional case.

Lemma 4.8. For every word w ∈ W2k+1 and every family of labelings NGw = (NGw (e))e∈E(Gw) for the associated

graph Gw, there exist a graph T ∈ G and labelings NT = (NT (τ))τ∈Sd(T ) (depending on NGw), such that the

following holds:

1. T is a tree.

2. Sd (T ) ⊆ Sd (Gw) .

3. S0 (T ) = S0 (Gw).

4. NT (τ) ≥ NGw (τ) ,∀τ ∈ Sd (T ).

5.
∑
τ∈Sd(Gw)NGw (τ) =

∑
τ∈Sd(T )NT (τ).

6. G (Gw;NGw) ≤ G (T ;NT ).

Proof. If Gw is a tree, then by setting T := Gw and NT (τ) = NGw (τ) for every τ ∈ Sd (G) we are done. Next,

assume Gw is not a tree, namely it contains a cycle. Denote such a cycle by e1e2 . . . eje1, where ei ∈ EGw for all

1 ≤ i ≤ j. There are three possible cases:

• Case 1.1: The cycle is contained inside a d-cell. In this case, we define a new graph, induced from Gw, by

omitting the edge e1, and defining its new labeling via

Nnew(e) =

NGw(e) e /∈ {e1, ej}

NGw(e1) +NGw(ej) e = ej
.

See Figure 4.2 for an illustration in the case d = 2.

• Case 1.2: The cycle is not contained in a d-cell. We observe two possible sub-cases:

– Case 1.2.1: ∃τ ∈ Sd (Gw) and ∃i1, i2 ∈ [j] distinct such that ei1 , ei2 cross τ . We define a new graph,

induced from Gw, by omitting the edge ei1 , and defining its new labeling via

Nnew (e) :=

NGw (e) e /∈ {ei1 , ei2}

NGw (ei1) +NGw (ei2) e = ei2

,

12



Figure 4.2: Left: A cycle inside a 2−cell in the initial graph Gw. Right: The transition of Gw into a new graph,
with its new labelings, which does not contain the cycle

see Figure 4.3 for an illustration in the case d = 2.

Figure 4.3: Left: A 2−cell crossed by two edges of a cycle in Gw. Right: The transition of Gw into a new graph,
with its new labelings, which does not contain the cycle.
Remark: Note that for d ≥ 3, ei1 and ei2 not necessarily have a common vertex, but this does not alter the proof.

– Case 1.2.2: For any d−cell τ ∈ Sd (Gw), crossed by the cycle, there exists a unique iτ ∈ [j], such that eiτ

crosses τ . Let τ1, τ2 be two distinct d−cells that are both traversed by the cycle (the existence of such

cells is guaranteed by the above assumption), with a common (d− 1)−cell. Denote by eiτ1 and eiτ2 , with

iτ1 , iτ2 ⊂ [j], the unique edges of the cycle, crossing τ1 and τ2 respectively. Then by Jensen’s inequality

G (Gw;NGw) =
∑

v∈[n]|S0(w)|

2∏
i=1

b
(NGw (τi))

v(τi)

∏
τ∈Sd(Gw)\{τ1,τ2}

b
(NGw (τ))

v(τ)

≤
∑

v∈[n]|S0(w)|

2∏
i=1

(
b
(
∑2
j=1NGw (τj))

v(τi)

) NGw (τi)∑2
j=1
NGw (τj) ∏

τ∈Sd(Gw)\{τ1,τ2}

b
(NGw (τ))

v(τ)

=
∑

v∈[n]|S0(w)|

2∏
i=1

b(∑2
j=1NGw (τj))

v(τi)
·

∏
τ∈Sd(Gw)\{τ1,τ2}

b
(NGw (τ))

v(τ)


NGw (τi)∑2
j=1
NGw (τj)
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Since b
(α)
τ = b

(α)
τ ′ for all τ, τ ′ ∈ Kd, it follows from Hölder’s inequality that

G (Gw;NGw) ≤
2∏
i=1

 ∑
v∈[n]|S0(w)|

b
(
∑2
j=1NGw (τj))

v(τi)
·

∏
τ∈Sd(Gw)\{τ1,τ2}

b
(NGw (τ))

v(τ)


NGw (τi)∑2
j=1
NGw (τj)

=

2∏
i=1

 ∑
v∈[n]|S0(w)|

b
(
∑2
j=1NGw (τj))

v(τ1)
·

∏
τ∈Sd(Gw)\{τ1,τ2}

b
(NGw (τ))

v(τ)


NGw (τi)∑2
j=1
NGw (τj)

=
∑

v∈[n]|S0(w)|

b
(
∑2
j=1NGw (τj))

v(τ1)
·

∏
τ∈Sd(Gw)\{τ1,τ2}

b
(NGw (τ))

v(τ) ,

Therefore we can define a new graph G(new) by omitting the unique edge which crosses τ2, namely eiτ2 ,

and define the graph labelings via

Nnew (e) :=

NGw (e) e /∈
{
eiτ1 , eiτ2

}
NGw

(
eiτ1
)

+NGw
(
eiτ2
)

e = eiτ1

.

The above computation shows that the new graph together with its new labeling, satisfies all the require-

ments described in Lemma 4.8. See Figure 4.4 for an illustration in the case d = 2.

Figure 4.4: Left: A cycle in Gw whose traversed d−cells are crossed by exactly one edge. Right: The transition of
Gw into a new graph, with its new labelings, which does not contain the cycle.

Note that in all cases, the new graph attained has the same set of vertices as Gw, and so S0 (Gw) = S0

(
G(new)

)
.

Moreover, since we merely omit edges which are part of a cycle, the new graph remains connected. Yet, the new

graph contains one less cycles than the original graph.

We repeat the above procedure on the graph G(new) repeatedly until there are no cycles left. Denote by T a

graph attained via this process, and by NT := (NT (τ))τ∈Sd(T ) the resulting labelings of Sd (T ) .

Since T is connected and does not contain any cycle, it is a tree and belongs to G: denote VT :={σi}Ni=1 . Since

T is connected, between any i 6= j there is a path, and thus a word which generates it, denoted by wi,j . Assigning

all words w1,2w2,3 . . . wN−1,N gives a new word which induces the graph T . Furthermore, it is clear from the

construction of T that condition (2)− (6) are satisfied, thus concluding the proof.

The following lemma is a generalization of [LVHY18, Lemma 2.10]. As in [LVHY18, Lemma 2.10], we address

the leaves of the tree, and use similar ideas in order to apply Hölder’s inequality recursively. The main difference

is that for d = 1, the authors in [LVHY18, Lemma 2.10] used the following property, which is no longer true for

d ≥ 2: A crossing of a 1-cell is in bijection with the pair of vertices in its boundary. Namely, given a tree T, and
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a leaf σ = {i}, there exists a unique 1−cell τ = {i, j} that contains i and the only possible crossing from i to the

remainder of the tree is the cross from i to j. To overcome the new phenomena in the high-dimensional setting, we

use additional combinatorial arguments which allow us to complete the argument similarly to [LVHY18, Lemma

2.10].

Lemma 4.9. For any word u such that Gu is a tree and every labelings of its edges NGu = (NGu (e))e∈E(Gu)
, there

exists S ⊆ Sd (Gu) and (M (τ))τ∈S such that the following holds:

1. |S| = |S0 (Gu)| − d.

2. M (τ) ≥ NGu (τ) for all τ ∈ S.

3.
∑
τ∈SM (τ) =

∑
τ∈Sd(Gu)NGu (τ).

Furthermore, given any (pτ )τ∈S ⊂ (0, 1] such that
∑
τ∈S

1
pτ

= 1

G (Gu;NGu) ≤ d!
∏
τ∈S

 ∑
σ∈Xd−1

+

 ∑
i∈[n],i/∈σ

b
(M(τ))

σω(σ,i)

pτ


1
pτ

, (4.6)

where ω(σ,i) ∈ Σσ,i :=

{
σ′ ∈ Xd−1

+

∣∣ i ∈ σ′ and σ
Kd

∼ σ′ or σ
Kd

∼ σ′
}

.

Remark. The expression on the right hand side of (4.6) is independent of the choice of ω(σ,i), since b
(M(τ))
σσ′ = b

(M(τ))
σσ′′

for any σ′,σ′′ ∈ Σσ,i.

Proof. The proof proceeds by induction on |S0 (Gu)|. We operate a procedure on the graph Gu in order to obtain

a new graph which is still a tree, by omitting 0-cells from the original graph. This allows us to use the induction

hypothesis on the smaller graph. We describe how the omitted 0-cell is chosen, and we show there is a 1-1

correspondence between an omitted 0-cell and an omitted d-cell. The set S is the set of all omitted d-cells according

to this correspondence. We simultaneously prove inequality (4.6), by an additional induction, where in each step

we have an omitted d-cell τ , and we attach to it a number pτ ∈ (0, 1]. Observe that the set S, which is determined

using the mentioned procedure, is independent with the proof of inequality (4.6), and we do it together for the sake

of simplicity and coherence.

For the initial case, if |S0 (Gu)| = d+ 1, then |Sd (Gu)| = 1, namely Sd (Gu) = {τ0} for some τ0 ∈ Xd, and the

result follows readily by setting S = {τ0} and M (τ0) := NGu (τ0). Indeed, it is clear that conditions (1)− (3) are

satisfied. Furthermore, given pτ > 0 with
∑
τ∈S

1
pτ

= 1, since S = {τ0} it follows that pτ0 = 1, and therefore

G (Gu;NGu) =
∑

v∈[n]|S0(Gu)|

∏
τ∈Sd(Gu)

b
(NGu (τ))
v(τ) =

∑
v∈[n]d+1

b
(M(τ0))
v(τ0)

=
∑

v∈[n]d

∑
i∈[n]\v(σ0)

b
(M(τ0))
i∪v(σ0)

(1)
= d!

∑
σ∈Xd−1

+

 ∑
i∈[n],i/∈σ

b
(M(τ0))

σω(σ,i)

 ,

where (1) follows because each σ ∈ Xd−1
+ is attained by d! different v ∈ [n]d (up to reordering of its entries). This

concludes the proof in the case |S0 (Gu)| = d+ 1.

Let us now describe the induction step. Suppose we have shown that for some r ∈ N, whenever Gu is a tree

with |S0(Gu)| > d + r, one can find S = {τs}rs=1 ⊆ Sd (Gu), weights (M (τs))
r
s=1, a graph G ∈ G and weights
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(NG (τ))τ∈Sd(G) , such that

G (Gu;NGu) ≤
|S|∏
s=1

 ∑
v∈[n]|S0(G)|

 ∑
i/∈v(σ1)

b
(M(τs))
i∪v(σ1)

qs ∏
τ∈Sd(G)

b
(NG(τ))
v(τ)


1
αs

, (4.7)

where

1. G is a tree with

(a) σ1 ∈ Xd−1
+ satisfies σ1 ∈ E (G).

(b) Sd (G) ⊆ Sd (Gu).

(c) S0 (G) ⊆ S0 (Gu) with |S0 (G)| = |S0 (Gu)| − r.

2. The weights satisfy

(a) M (τ) ≥ NGu (τ) for all τ ∈ S.

(b)
∑
τ∈SM (τ) =

∑
τ∈Sd(Gu)NGu (τ).

(c) NG (τ) ≥ NGu (τ) for any τ ∈ Sd (G).

(d)
∑
τ∈Sd(Gu)

NGu (τ) =
∑r
s=1M (τs) +

∑
τ∈Sd(G)NG (τ).

3. The numbers qs satisfy

(a) qs =
∑r
j=1

pτs
pτj

for all 1 ≤ s ≤ r, where (pτ )τ∈S ⊂ (0, 1].

4. The right-hand side of (4.7) is 1-homogeneous in all variables
{
b(N (τ))

}
which determine the value of αs.

By the induction hypothesis G is a tree and thus must contain a leaf, i.e., vertex of degree one. Denote by σ` such

a leaf and by σ′` the unique (d− 1)−cell such that {σ`, σ′`} is an edge. Set τ` := σ` ∪ σ′` and let i` ∈ S0 (G) be the

unique vertex (0−cell) in G such that τ` = σ′` ∪ {i`}. Denote by Ĝ a subset of G which contains merely elements

from G which are trees, and

Ψ =

(nd)⋃
k=1

{
(mj)j∈I ; |I| = k, mj ∈ N

}
,

and define the function f : Ĝ×Ψ→ Ĝ×Ψ (corresponds to a tree G and the labelings of its edges (NG (e))e∈E(G))

according to the following three possible cases

• Case 2.1: τ` is traversed only by the edge {σ`, σi`} and {τ ∈ Sd (Gu) |i` ∈ τ} = {τ`} (namely, the 0−cell i` is

contained only in τ`). In this case f ((G,NG)) = (G,NG) (namely no changes are done in G and its labelings).

See Figure 4.5 for an illustration in the case d = 2.

• Case 2.2: τ` is traversed by an edge, {σj , σm}, distinct from {σ`, σi`}. In this case f ((G,NG)) = (G1,NG1),

where G1 is the graph obtained from G by omitting the edge {σ`, σi`}, and labelings for its edges NG1 =

(NG1 (e))e∈E(G)\{σ`,σi`}, defined via:

NG1
(e) :=

NG (e) e /∈ {{σj , σm} , {σ`, σi`}}

NG ({σ`, σi`}) +NG ({σj , σm}) e = {σj , σm}
,

See Figure 4.6 for an illustration in the case d = 2.
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Figure 4.5: A leaf σ`, in a 2−cell τ`, such that i` is contained only in the 2−cell τ` and {σ`, σi`} is the unique edge
which crosses τ`.

Figure 4.6: Left: A leaf σ`, in a 2−cell τ`, such that τ` is crossed by more than one edge ({σ`, σi`} and {σj , σm}
where m = i`). Right: The transition of G under f into a new graph, G1 , with new labelings for its edges.

– Case 2.3: τ` is traversed only by the edge {σ`, σi`}, and i` is contained in a d−cell, τ ∈ Sd (Gu),

distinct from τ`. This case guarantees the existence of a σ ∈ Xd−1
+ , such that {σi` , σ} ∈ E (Gu) and

σi` ∪ σ = τ ′ ∈ Xd, where τ ′ 6= τ` (otherwise G would have at least two connected components, in

contradiction to its connectivity). If there is more then one σ ∈ Xd−1
+ satisfying this condition, we

choose one in a deterministic way and define f ((G,NG)) = (G2,NG2
), where G2 is the graph obtained

from G by omitting the edge {σ`, σi`}, and we equip G2 with new labelings for its edges, NG2
=

(NG2
(e))e∈E(G)\{σ`,σi`}, defined via:

NG2 (e) :=

NG (e) e /∈ {{σ, σi`} , {σ`, σi`}}

NG ({σ`, σi`}) +NG ({σ, σi`}) e = {σ, σi`}
,

See Figure 4.7 for illustration in the case d = 2.

It is clear that G (G;NG) = G (G1;NG1
) since S0 (G) = S0 (G1), Sd (G) = Sd (G1) and the labelings of each

τ ∈ Sd (G) are the same as those of G1. The inequality G (G;NG) ≤ G (G2;NG2
) follows from the same

arguments which were introduced in Lemma (4.8), Case 1.2.2. Observe that for i ∈ {1, 2}, S0 (G) = S0 (Gi)
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Figure 4.7: Left: A leaf σ` in a 2−cell τ` such that τ` is crossed uniquely by the edge {σ`, σi`}, and i` is contained
in τ ∈ Sd (Gu) such that τ 6= τ`. Right: The transition of G under f into a new graph, G2 , with the new labelings
for its edges.

and Gi is itself a tree since it is obtained by omitting a leaf from a tree. Thus Gi ∈ G for i ∈ {1, 2, }
and f is well defined. We may therefore apply f repeatedly. Since |G| < ∞, there exists m0 > `0 ∈
N ∪ {0} for which fm0 ((G,NG)) = f `0 ((G,NG)). Denote (Gnew,NGnew) := f `0 ((G,NG)) ∈ G × Ψ, then

fm0−`0 ((Gnew,NGnew)) = (Gnew,NGnew) which means that Gnew is a tree with a leaf as in Case 2.1, which

we denote again by σ`. As we have already explained

G (G;NG) ≤ G (Gnew;NGnew
) , (4.8)

and S0 (G) = S0 (Gnew ). Inequality (4.8) together with the induction hypothesis (4.7) yields the following

bound

G (Gu;NGu) ≤
|S′|∏
s=1

 ∑
v∈[n]|S0(Gnew)|

 ∑
i/∈v(σs)

b
(M(τs))
i∪v(σs)

qs ∏
τ∈Sd(Gnew)

b
(NGnew (τ))

v(τ)


1
αs

,

where S′ is the set of d-cells removed so far.

We are now turning to bound from above each term in the above multiplication. Fix 1 ≤ s ≤ |S′|

∑
v∈[n]|S0(Gnew)|

 ∑
i/∈v(σ1)

b
(M(τs))
i∪v(σ1)

qs ∏
τ∈Sd(Gnew)

b
(NGnew (τ))

v(τ)

=
∑

v∈[n]|S0(Gnew)|

 ∑
i/∈v(σ1)

b
(M(τs))
i∪v(σ1)

qs

b
(NGnew (τ`))

v(τ`)

∏
τ∈Sd(Gnew)\{τ`}

b
(NGnew (τ))

v(τ)

(1)
=

∑
v∈[n]|S0(Gnew)|

 ∑
i/∈v(σi`)

b
(M(τs))

i∪v(σi`)


qs

b
(NGnew (τ`))

v(τ`)

∏
τ∈Sd(Gnew)\{τ`}

b
(NGnew (τ))

v(τ) , (4.9)

where (1) follows since b
(M(τs))
τ does not depend on the d-cell τ .

We define a new graph induced from Gnew, denoted as G′, by omitting the 0−cell i`. Thus S0 (G′) =
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S0 (Gnew) \ {i`} and Sd (G′) = Sd (Gnew) \ {τ`} . Moreover, for any τ ∈ Sd (G′), define

NG′ (τ) := NGnew
(τ) . (4.10)

For any n ≥ m > d

|[n]
m| = n!

(n−m)!
= (n−m+ 1)

n!

(n−m+ 1)!
= (n−m+ 1)

∣∣∣[n]
m−1

∣∣∣
< (n− d)

∣∣∣[n]
m−1

∣∣∣ . (4.11)

By the induction hypothesis |S0 (Gnew)| = |S0 (G)| ≥ d + 1 and |S0 (G′)| = |S0 (Gnew)| − 1, thus we may

conclude from (4.11) and (4.9) that G (Gu;NGu) is bounded from above by

∑
v∈[n]|S0(G′)|

 ∑
i/∈v(σi`)

b
(M(τs))

i∪v(σi`)


qs  ∑

i/∈v(σi`)

b
(NGnew (τ`))

i∪v(σi`)

 ∏
τ∈Sd(G′)

b
(NG′ (τ))
v(τ) , (4.12)

where v (σi`) is well defined since i` /∈ σi` ⊆ S0 (G′). Since,

(4.12) =
∑

v∈[n]|S0(G)|

(( ∑
i/∈v(σi`)

b(M(τs))

i∪v(σi`)

)q′s ∏
τ∈Sd(G′)

b
(NG′ (τ))

v(τ)

) qs
q′s
(( ∑

i/∈v(σi`)

b
(NGnew (τ`))
i∪v(σi`)

)q` ∏
τ∈Sd(G′)

b
(NG′ (τ))

v(τ)

) 1
q`

,

where q′s =
∑
τ∈S′∪{τ`}

pτs
pτ

, q` =
∑
τ∈S′∪{τ`}

pτ`
pτ

, and one can readily verify that qs
q′s

+ 1
q`

= 1,it follows from

Hölder’s inequality that (4.12) is bounded from above by

[ ∑
v∈[n]|S0(G)|

( ∑
i/∈v(σi`)

b(M(τs))

i∪v(σi`)

)q′s ∏
τ∈Sd(G′)

b
(NG′ (τ))

v(τ)

] qs
q′s
[( ∑

v∈[n]|S0(G)|

( ∑
i/∈v(σi`)

b
(NGnew (τ`))
i∪v(σi`)

)q` ∏
τ∈Sd(G′)

b
(NG′ (τ))

v(τ)

)] 1
q`

,

(4.13)

with the same degree of homogeneity in each variable
{
b(N (τ))

}
as of those in term (4.12).

Denoting τr+1 := τ` and S = S′ ∪ {τr+1}, and replacing every term in the induction hypothesis (4.7) by the

upper bound in (4.13), gives

G (Gu;NGu) ≤
|S|∏
s=1

 ∑
v∈[n]|S0(G′)|

 ∑
i/∈v(σi`)

b
(M(τs))

i∪v(σi`)


q̂s ∏
τ∈Sd(G′)

b
(NG′ (τ))
v(τ)


1
α̂s

, (4.14)

where

q̂s :=

q′s for 1 ≤ s ≤ r

q` for s = r + 1
, M (τs) :=

M (τs) for 1 ≤ s ≤ r

NGnew (τ`) for s = r + 1
, α̂s :=


αsq
′
s

qs
for 1 ≤ s ≤ r

q`∑r
j=1

1
αs

for s = r + 1
.

Following the above construction, it is clear that all conditions besides 2(d) are satisfied by the relative
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parameters in (4.14), where for 2(d) we observe that by the induction hypothesis

∑
τ∈Sd(Gu)

NGu (τ) =

r∑
s=1

M (τs) +
∑

τ∈Sd(G)

NG (τ)

(1)
=

r∑
s=1

M (τs) +
∑

τ∈Sd(Gnew)

NGnew
(τ)

=

r∑
s=1

M (τs) +NGnew (τ`) +
∑

τ∈Sd(Gnew)\{τ`}

NGnew (τ)

(2)
=

r+1∑
s=1

M (τs) +
∑

τ∈Sd(G′)

NG′ (τ) ,

where (1) follows by the construction of Gnew using the function f and (2) follows from our definition in

(4.10). This proves the induction step, r → r + 1.

The above induction guarantees the validity of the induction hypothesis for r = |S0 (Gu)| − d , that is, we

have proved the following bound

G (Gu;NGu) ≤
|S|∏
s=1

 ∑
v∈[n]d

 ∑
i/∈v(σ0)

b
(M(τs))
i∪v(σ0)


∑
τ∈SGu

pτs
pτ


1
αs

,

where σ0 = [1, 2, . . . , d] ∈ Xd−1
± and S ⊆ Sd (Gu) with |S| = |S0 (Gu)| − d is the set of d-cells removed in the

process. Recall that we assume
∑
τ∈S

1
pτ

= 1, hence we conclude that G (Gu;NGu) is bounded from above by

|S|∏
s=1

 ∑
v∈[n]d

 ∑
i/∈v(σ0)

b
(M(τs))
i∪v(σ0)

pτs


1
αs

. (4.15)

The induction argument guarantees that the term in equation (4.15) is 1-homogeneous in all variables b(M(τs)).

It must therefore necessarily be the case that αs = pτs . Consequently

G (Gu;NGu) ≤
|S|∏
s=1

 ∑
v∈[n]d

 ∑
i/∈v(σ0)

b
(M(τs))
i∪v(σ0)

pτs


1
pτs

(1)
=
∏
τ∈S

d!
∑

σ∈Xd−1
+

 ∑
i∈[n],i/∈σ

b
(M(τ))

σω(σ,i)

pτ


1
pτ

(2)
= d!

∏
τ∈S

 ∑
σ∈Xd−1

+

 ∑
i∈[n],i/∈σ

b
(M(τ))

σω(σ,i)

pτ


1
pτ

,

where ω(σ,i) ∈ Σσ,i , (1) follows from the same arguments which were stated in the initial step and (2) follows

because
∑
τ∈S

1
pτ

= 1. This concludes the proof of Lemma 4.9.
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4.1.2 Back to the proof of Theorem 2.1

Let w ∈ W2k+1 and NGw = (Nw (e))e∈Ew . This choice of labeling implies that NGw (τ) = Nw (τ) for all τ ∈
suppd (w) . Let T be the graph obtained from Lemma 4.8, and apply Lemma 4.9 to it and its labeling (NT (τ))τ∈Sd(T ),

using pτ = 2k
M(τ) for τ ∈ S, where (M (τ))τ∈S is the vector from Lemma 4.9. Note that this is a valid choice for

(pτ )τ∈S since:

∑
τ∈ST

1

pτ
=

∑
τ∈SM (τ)

2k

(1)
=

∑
τ∈Sd(T )NT (τ)

2k

(2)
=

∑
τ∈Sd(Gw)NGw (τ)

2k
=

∑
τ∈Sd(Gw)Nw (τ)

2k

(3)
=

2k

2k
= 1,

where (1) follows from Lemma 4.9, (2) follows from Lemma 4.8, (3) follows since w ∈ W2k+1.

Hence, by Lemma 4.9

G (T ;NT ) ≤ d! ·
∏
τ∈S

 ∑
σ∈Xd−1

+

 ∑
i∈[n],i/∈σ

b
(M(τ))

σω(σ,i)

 2k
M(τ)


M(τ)
2k

. (4.16)

Recall that for k ∈ N, we defined

θk :=

√
n− d
n

(
n

d

) 1
2k

, θ∗k := ‖Zτ − E [Z]‖∞

((
n

d

)
· d (n− d)

(nVar (Z))
k

) 1
2k

,

which one can verify equal to

θk :=

 ∑
σ∈Xd−1

+

 ∑
i∈[n],i/∈σ

E
[
|Hσω(σ,i) |2

]k


1
2k

and θ∗k :=

 ∑
σ,σ′∈Xd−1

+

‖Hσσ′‖2k∞


1
2k

,

where ω(i) ∈ Σσ,i is arbitrary. Observe the product term on (4.16) and note that

∑
σ∈Xd−1

+

 ∑
i∈[n],i/∈σ

b
(M(τ))

σω(σ,i)

 2k
M(τ)

=
∑

σ∈Xd−1
+

 ∑
i∈[n],i/∈σ

E
[
|Bσω(σ,i) |M(τ)

] 2k
M(τ)

. (4.17)

Since Lemma 4.9, Lemma 4.8 and the choice of NGw together with (4.2) implies

M (τ) ≥ NT (τ) ≥ NGw (τ) = Nw (τ) ≥ 2,

it follows that

LHS of (4.17) =
∑

σ∈Xd−1
+

 ∑
i∈[n],i/∈σ

E
[
|Bσω(σ,i) |2 |Bσω(σ,i) |M(τ)−2

] 2k
M(τ)

≤
∑

σ∈Xd−1
+


 ∑
i∈[n],i/∈σ

E
[
|Bσω(σ,i) |2

] 2k
M(τ)

· max
σ′∈Xd−1

+

‖Bσσ′‖
2k(M(τ)−2)
M(τ)

∞

 .
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Applying Hölder’s inequality with 2
M(τ) + M(τ)−2

M(τ) = 1, the last expression is bounded from above by

 ∑
σ∈Xd−1

+

 ∑
i∈[n],i/∈σ

E
[
|Bσω(σ,i) |2

]k


2
M(τ)

·

 ∑
σ∈Xd−1

+

max
σ′∈Xd−1

+

‖Bσσ′‖2k∞


M(τ)−2
M(τ)

≤

 ∑
σ∈Xd−1

+

 ∑
i∈[n],i/∈σ

E
[
|Bσω(σ,i) |2

]k


2
M(τ)

·

 ∑
σ,σ′∈Xd−1

+

‖Bσσ′‖2k∞


M(τ)−2
M(τ)

= (nVar (Z))
k
θ

4k
M(τ)

k · (θ∗k)
2k(M(τ)−2)
M(τ) .

Combining all of the above gives

G (T ;NT ) ≤ d! ·
∏
τ∈S

[
(nVar (Z))

k
θ

4k
M(τ)

k · (θ∗k)
2k(M(τ)−2)
M(τ)

]M(τ)
2k

= d! · (nVar (Z))

∑
τ∈SM(τ)

2 θ
2|S|
k · (θ∗k)(

∑
τ∈SM(τ))−2|S| . (4.18)

We turn to estimate the powers in (4.18). Using once more Lemma 4.9, Lemma 4.8, the choice of NGw and that

w ∈ W2k+1 gives ∑
τ∈S
M (τ) =

∑
τ∈Sd(T )

NT (τ) =
∑

τ∈Sd(Gw)

NGw (τ) =
∑

τ∈suppd(w)

Nw (τ) = 2k

and

|S| = |S0 (T )| − d = |S0 (Gw)| − d.

Hence, by Lemma 4.8

G (Gw;NGw) ≤ G (T ;NT ) ≤ d! · (nVar (Z))
k · θ2(|S0(Gw)|−d)

k · (θ∗k)
2k−2(|S0(Gw)|−d)

.

Using (4.5), we conclude

E
[
‖H‖2kS2k

]
≤ d! ·

∑
w∈W2k+1

θ
2(|S0(Gw)|−d)
k · (θ∗k)

2k−2(|S0(Gw)|−d)
.

By rescaling the matrix H, we may assume without loss of generality that θ∗k = 1. Consequently,

E
[
‖H‖2kS2k

]
≤ d!

∑
w∈W2k+1

θ
2(|S0(Gw)|−d)
k = d!

∑
w∈W2k+1

θ
2(|supp0(w)|−d)
k (4.19)

We will now show that the right hand side of (4.19) is bounded from above by a function depending on
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E
[
‖Y ‖2kS2k

]
, where Y is the matrix from Section 3 with p0 = 1

4 . As we have already shown

E
[
‖Y ‖2kS2k

]
=

∑
w∈W2k+1

∑
u∼w

∏
τ∈suppd(u)

E
[
Y Nu(τ)τ

]
(1)

≥
∑

w∈W2k+1

∑
u∼w

1

=
∑

w∈W2k+1

# {u ; u is a word with u ∼ w} , (4.20)

where (1) follows since E [Y mτ ] ≥ 1 for all m ≥ 2, and E [Y mτ ] = 0 for m = 1. We turn to estimate the sum in (4.20)

showing that

# {u a word ; u ∼ w} ≥ (r − d+ 1)!

(r − |supp0 (w)|)!
.

Indeed, fix w ∈ W2k+1, with w = σ1 · · ·σ2kσ1, and σ1 =
[
σ0
1 , . . . , σ

d−1
1

]
. Define a set of permutations on [r], denoted

Ψ, for which each permutation π fixes
(
σi1
)d−1
i=1

, takes σ0
1 to some number in the set [r] \

{
σj1

}d−1
j=1

, and each new

appearance of 0−cell, takes to some number in [r] which did not appear earlier. Each permutation in the above set,

induces a new word which is equivalent to w. Observe that each choice on the image of σ0
1 defines a different word,

since the image of σ1 would be different (because
(
σi1
)d−1
i=1

are fixed). Consequently,

# {u a word ; u ∼ w} ≥ |Ψ| = (r − (d− 1)) (r − d) · · · (r − (supp0 (w)− 1)) =
(r − d+ 1)!

(r − |supp0 (w)|)!
.

Using the above estimation in (4.20) gives

E
[
‖Y ‖2kS2k

]
≥

∑
w∈W2k+1

(r − d+ 1)!

(r − |supp0 (w)|)!
. (4.21)

From (4.2) we know that |suppd (w)| < k+1 and since |supp0 (w)| ≤ |suppd (w)|+d, we obtain |supp0 (w)| < k+d+1.

Set r =
[
θ2k
]
+k+d+1. For `0 := r−d+1 and m0 := |supp0 (w)|−d+1, we observe that |supp0 (w)| < k+d+1 ≤ r

implies m0 < `0. As (`−1)!
(`−m)! ≥ (`−m+ 1)

m−1
for any ` ≥ m and thus

(r − d)!

(r − |supp0 (w)|)!
≥ (r − |supp0 (w)|+ 1)

|supp0(w)|−d

=
([
θ2k
]

+ k + d+ 1− |supp0 (w)|+ 1
)|supp0(w)|−d

≥
([
θ2k
]

+ 1
)|supp0(w)|−d

≥ θ2(|supp0(w)|−d)
k .

The last bound, when applied to (4.21) yields

E
[
‖Y ‖2kS2k

]
≥ (r − d+ 1)

∑
w∈W2k+1

θ
2(|supp0(w)|−d)
k ,

which then by (4.19) gives
1

d!
E
[
‖H‖2kS2k

]
≤ 1

(r − d+ 1)
E
[
‖Y ‖2kS2k

]
,

and hence

E
[
‖H‖2kS2k

]
≤ d!

r − d+ 1
E
[
‖Y ‖2kS2k

]
≤

(
r
d

)
d!

r − d+ 1
E
[
‖Y ‖2k2

]
.
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Applying Proposition (3.1) and Proposition (3.2) to the matrix Y , we conclude that

2k

√
E
[
‖H‖2kS2k

]
≤ 2k

√
d!

r − d+ 1

(
r

d

)(
2
√
dr + Cdr

1/3 log2/3 r + cd
√
k
)

≤ 2k

√
d!

1− d−1
r

(
2
√
d
(√
r
)1+ d−1

k + Cd
(√
r
) 2

3+
d−1
k log2/3 r + cd

(√
r
) d−1

k
√
k

)
,

where Cd and cd are positive constants depending only on d.

Because r =
[
θ2k
]

+ k+ d+ 1, it follows that
√
r ≤ θk +

√
k + d , which together with the assumption k ≥ d and

the choice of normalization θ∗k = 1 gives

2k

√
E
[
‖H‖2kS2k

]
≤ Φ (θk, θ

∗
k) . (4.22)

This concludes the proof of Theorem (2.1).

5 The asymptotic behavior of the norm of H

5.1 Proof of Corollary 2.2

For every C > 0 and k = k (n) ≥ C log (n), one can readily verify that for all n large enough (depending only on

C and d) θk ≤
√
k. Thus, using (4.22) we obtain that for any C > 0, all large enough n and any integer k = k (n)

such that k ≥ C log (n)

2k

√
E
[
‖H‖2kS2k

]
≤ 2k
√
d!d ·

(
2θ∗k
√
d

(
θk
θ∗k

+ 2
√
k

)1+ d−1
k

+ Cdθ
∗
k

(√
k
)1+ d−1

k

)
. (5.1)

We now turn to show that for an appropriate choice of k := k (n) growing to infinity with n

lim sup
n→∞

θ∗k

(
θk
θ∗k

+ 2
√
k

)1+ d−1
k

≤ 1 and lim
n→∞

θ∗k

(√
k
)1+ d−1

k

= 0,

thus proving that

lim sup
n→∞

2k

√
E
[
‖H‖2kS2k

]
≤ 2
√
d. (5.2)

From the definition of θk and θ∗k

θk
θ∗k

=

√
n− d
n
· 1

‖Zτ − E [Z]‖∞

(
(nVar (Z))

k

d (n− d)

) 1
2k

.

As for the first limit, observe that

θ∗k

(
θk
θ∗k

+ 2
√
k

)1+ d−1
k

≤ n d
2k

(
1− d

n

) 1
2k

((
1− d

n

) 1
2−

1
2k

+ 2 (dn)
1
2k ‖Zτ − E [Z]‖∞

√
k

nVar (z)

)1+ d−1
k

. (5.3)

As for the second limit, note that

θ∗k

(√
k
)1+ d−1

k ≤ n
d+1
2k ‖Zτ − E [Z]‖∞

√
k

nVar (Z)

(
d

(
1− d

n

)) 1
2k

k
d−1
2k (5.4)
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Choose k0 := k0 (n) =
⌈√

nVar (Z) log (n)
⌉
. Observe that k0 ≥ C log (n) and thus (5.1) holds for all large enough

n. Under the restriction nVar (Z)� log (n), taking n→∞ we derive from (5.3) lim supn→∞ θ∗k

(
θk
θ∗k

+ 2
√
k
)1+ d−1

k ≤

1, and from (5.4) limn→∞ θ∗k

(√
k
)1+ d−1

k

= 0.

In order to complete the proof, we further note that ‖H‖2 ≤ ‖H‖S2k
and thus by Jensen’s inequality

E [‖H‖2] ≤ E
[
‖H‖2k2

] 1
2k ≤ E

[
‖H‖2kS2k

] 1
2k

.

By taking k0 as above we conclude that

lim sup
n→∞

E [‖H‖2] ≤ lim sup
n→∞

2k0

√
E
[
‖H‖2k0S2k0

]
≤︸︷︷︸

by (5.2)

2
√
d. (5.5)

Note that under the assumption nVar (Z) � log (n) we have nVar (Z) −→
n→∞

∞, hence by [KR17, Remark 5.2]2 we

have lim infn→∞ ‖H‖2 ≥ 2
√
d, P−almost surely. Using Fatou’s lemma we deduce

lim inf
n→∞

E [‖H‖2] ≥ 2
√
d. (5.6)

By (5.5) and (5.6) we obtain that under the assumption nVar (Z)� log (n), we have

lim
n→∞

E [‖H‖2] = 2
√
d,

which concludes the proof of Corollary 2.2.

5.2 Proof of Corollary 2.3

For a fixed C ∈ (0,∞) and for an integer k ≥ C log (n), we define the function gk,n,Z : [0, 1]|K
d| → R via

gk,n,Z((xτ )τ∈Kd) =

√
nVar (Z)

e
d

2C (d+ 1)
‖B((xτ )τ∈Kd)‖S2k

,

where B((xτ )τ∈Kd) is a |Kd−1
+ | × |Kd−1

+ | matrix defined by

B((xτ )τ∈Kd)σ,σ′∈Kd−1
+
≡


xτ−E[Z]√
nVar(Z)

if σ
K∼ σ′ and σ ∪ σ′ = τ .

− xτ−E[Z]√
nVar(Z)

if σ
K∼ σ′ and σ ∪ σ′ = τ

0 otherwise

Note that H = B((Zτ )τ∈Kd). The inequality follows from Talagrand’s concentration inequality, c.f. [BLM13,

Theorem 6.10], using the fact that the function gk,n,Z is convex and 1-Lipschitz, and thus for any t > 0

P
(
‖H‖S2k

≥ E
[
‖H‖S2k

]
+ t
)

=P

(
gk,n,Z

(
(Zτ )τ∈Xd

)
≥ E

[
gk,n,Z

(
(Zτ )τ∈Xd

)]
+

√
nVar (Z)

e
d

2C (d+ 1)
t

)
≤ e−βdnVar(Z)t2 , (5.7)

where βd is a positive constant depending only on d and C.

2This remark relates to [KR17, Theorem 3.1], which is stated for the matrix A and not H. However, the generalization of Theorem
3.1 for the matrix H follows readily from the proof presented in [KR17], and we will not present it here.
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We infer that for all C > 0, all n large enough (depending on d and C) and any integer function k (n) satisfying

k (n) ≥ C log(n)

P
(
‖H‖S2k(n)

≥ Φ
(
σk(n), σ

∗
k(n)

)
+ t
) (1)

≤ P

(
‖H‖S2k(n)

≥ 2k(n)

√
E
[
‖H‖2k(n)S2k(n)

]
+ t

)
(2)

≤ P
(
‖H‖S2k(n)

≥ E
[
‖H‖S2k(n)

]
+ t
)

(3)

≤ e−βdnVar(Z)t2 , (5.8)

where (1) follows from equation (4.22), (2) follows from Jensen’s inequality and (3) follows from equation (5.7).

Fix ε > 0. The proof of Corollary 2.2, along with the assumption nVar (Z)� log (n) imply lim supn→∞ Φ
(
θk0 , θ

∗
k0

)
≤

2
√
d, for k0 := k0 (n) =

⌈√
nVar (Z) log (n)

⌉
. Therefore there exists Nε ∈ N such that Φ

(
θk0 , θ

∗
k0

)
< 2
√
d + 1

2ε,

for all n > Nε. The last bound, together with the upper bound in (5.8) and the fact that ‖H‖2 ≤ ‖H‖S2k
for any

k ∈ N, imply that for all large enough n (depending on ε and d )

P
(
‖H‖2 ≥ 2

√
d+ ε

)
≤ P

(
‖H‖S2k0

≥ 2
√
d+ ε

)
≤ P

(
‖H‖S2k0

≥ Φ
(
θk0 , θ

∗
k0

)
+

1

2
ε

)
≤ e− 1

4βdnVar(Z)ε2 . (5.9)

Our postulation nVar (Z)� log (n) implies that all large enough n (depending on βd and ε ) obeys

8

βdε2
log (n) < nVar (Z) ,

and hence

P
(
‖H‖2 ≥ 2

√
d+ ε

)
≤ n−2.

By the Borel-Cantelli we have almost surely lim supn→∞ ‖H‖2 ≤ 2
√
d+ ε. Since ε was arbitrary, we conclude that

lim supn→∞ ‖H‖2 ≤ 2
√
d almost surely. Since lim infn→∞ ‖H‖ ≥ 2

√
d almost surely (see [KR17, Remark 5.2]) it

thus follows that limn→∞ ‖H‖2 = 2
√
d almost surely, which concludes the proof of Corollary 2.3.

5.3 Proof of Theorem 2.4

One can observe in the proof of [KR17, Theorem 6.1], that the result is valid whenever one replaces the function

E (ξ) with any upper bound on P
(
‖H‖ > 2

√
d+ ξ

)
. Using Corollary 2.3 together with the last observation, we

infer

Corollary 5.1. Assume d ≥ 2 and nq � log (n), then for all large enough n (depending on d)

1. For every ξ > 0, the
(
n−1
d

)
smallest eigenvalues of the matrix A are within the interval −pd+

√
nq
[
−2
√
d− ξ, 2

√
d+ ξ

]
with probability at least 1− e− 1

4βdnqξ
2

.

2. For every ξ > 0 and ξ′ > 0, if nq ≥ d(2d+2ξ′)
6
log6(n)

n , then the remaining
(
n−1
d−1
)

eigenvalues of A are inside

the interval nq + [−Γ (ξ, ξ′, n) ,Γ (ξ, ξ′, n)] with probability at least 1− e− 1
4βdnqξ

2 − E (ξ′), where

Γ (ξ, ξ′, n) = pd+

(
2
√
d+ ξ

)2√
nq

√
nq − 4

(
2
√
d+ ξ

) + 100d
7
2 (d+ ξ′)

3√
q log3 (n) ,
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and

E (ξ) =
4e3d

5
2

(d− 1)!
exp (5 log (2d+ 2ξ) + 5 log (log (n))− ξ log (n)) .

Note that if nq � log (n) then for all D > 0 and all ξ > 0 we have for all large enough n (depending only on D,

ξ and d)

nq ≥ 4D

Cd

(√
d ξ2

)2 log (n) , (5.10)

Moreover, since nq � log (n) we have for all large enough n (depending on d and ξ)

pd ≤ 1

4
n (1− p) ξ2,

thus

− pd+
√
dnq

[
−2− ξ

2
, 2 +

ξ

2

]
⊆
√
dnq [−2− ξ, 2 + ξ] . (5.11)

Using the first part of the following Corollary, together with (5.10) and (5.11), we infer that for every D > 0, every

ξ > 0 and all large enough n (depending on D, ξ and d), the
(
n−1
d

)
smallest eigenvalues of the matrix A are within

the interval
√
dnq [−2− ξ, 2 + ξ] with probability at least 1− n−D.

Turning to confine the remaining eigenvalues, using [KR17, Theorem 6.1], it follows that E (ξD) ≤ n−D

2 for an

appropriate choice of ξD = C ′(D + 1) > 0, with C ′ depending only on d. Recalling our assumption nq � log (n),

which implies nq ≥ log (n) for all large enough n, it follows that for all large enough n (depending on D and d),

nq ≥ d(2d+2ξD)6 log6(n)
n . We may therefore apply part (2) of Corollary 5.1, which together with (5.10), shows that

for all large enough n (depending on D, ξ and d), the remaining
(
n−1
d−1
)

eigenvalues of A are inside the interval

nq + [−Γ (ξ, ξD, n) ,Γ (ξ, ξD, n)] with probability at least 1− n−D.
Taking ξ0 :=

(√
5− 2

)√
d and ξ′ = ξD, and can verify that

Γ (ξ0, ξD, n) ≤ 13

2
d+ 100d

7
2 (d+ C ′(D + 1))

3√
q log3 (n) .

We may therefore conclude that for any D > 0 and all large enough n (depending on d), the remaining
(
n−1
d−1
)

eigenvalues of A are inside the interval

nq +
[13

2
d+ 100d

7
2 (d+ C ′(D + 1))

3√
q log3 (n)

]
· [−1, 1]

with probability at least 1 − n−D. Since by assumption q log6 (n) ≤ 1
C(1+D)6

, it follows that the eigenvalues are

within the interval

nq + 7d · [−1, 1],

provided C > 0 is chosen large enough (depending only on d).

6 Discussion and open questions

The study of spectrum and in particular the spectral gap raises many open questions.

• Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.5 provides bounds on the spectral gap in the regime nq � log n. In [BGBK20,

BGBK19] it was shown that for the Erdős–Rényi model, namely the case d = 1, this is the optimal regime.

Can one prove a similar result in the case d ≥ 2?

• An interesting question that can be asked is regarding the asymptotic behavior of ‖H‖S2k
and ‖H‖2 in the
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regime where d := d (n). Namely, to consider the random simplicial complex X (d, n, p), under the assumption

that dim (X) is a function of n.

• The tail bound obtained in Corollary 2.3 is not likely to be optimal in the power of ε. One can wonder what

is the best power of ε that can be achieved. A more difficult question is to prove the existence of a limiting

distribution Ψ(t) = limn→∞ P(‖H‖2 ≥ 2
√
d+ t) and calculate it.

• Our work focuses on a specific model of random simplicial complexes, namely the Linial-Meshulam model.

One can consider different models of random simplicial complexes, and perhaps use similar tools in order to

establish analogous results. One example of such model is the multi-parameter random simplicial complex

model [CF16, Fow19]. Another interesting model to study is the high dimensional analogue of random regular

graph called random Steiner systems, see [LLR19, RT20].
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