arXiv:1407.8015v2 [math.PR] 1 Nov 2014

Edge Universality for Deformed Wigner Matrices

Ji Oon Lee^∗

KAIST jioon.lee@kaist.edu

Kevin Schnelli^†

IST Austria kevin.schnelli@ist.ac.at

We consider N × N random matrices of the form H = W + V where W is a real symmetric Wigner matrix and V a random or deterministic, real, diagonal matrix whose entries are independent of W . We assume subexponential decay for the matrix entries of W and we choose V so that the eigenvalues of W and V are typically of the same order. For a large class of diagonal matrices V we show that the rescaled distribution of the extremal eigenvalues is given by the Tracy-Widom distribution F1 in the limit of large N. Our proofs also apply to the complex Hermitian setting, i.e., when W is a complex Hermitian Wigner matrix.

AMS Subject Classification (2010): 15B52, 60B20, 82B44

Keywords: Random matrix, Edge Universality

1. Introduction

It is widely believed that the behavior of the extremal eigenvalues of many random matrix ensembles is universal. This edge universality has been established for a large class of Wigner matrices: Let μ_1 denote the largest eigenvalue of a Wigner matrix of size N. The limiting distribution of μ_1 was identified for the Gaussian ensembles by Tracy and Widom [40, 41]. They proved that lim N→∞ P(N^{2/3}(μ_1 − 2) ≤ s) = F_β (s) , (β ∈ {1, 2}) , (1.1)

s ∈ R, where the Tracy-Widom distribution functions F_β are described by Painlevé equations. The choice of β = 1, 2 corresponds to the Gaussian Orthogonal/Unitary ensemble (GUE/GOE). The edge universality can also be extended to the k largest eigenvalues, where the joint distribution of the k largest eigenvalues can be written in terms of the Airy kernel, as first shown for the GUE/GOE in [21]. These results also hold for the k smallest eigenvalues.

Edge universality for Wigner matrices was first proved in [34] (see also [33]) for real symmetric and complex Hermitian ensembles with symmetric distributions. The symmetry assumption on the entries’ distribution was partially removed in [29, 30]. Edge universality without any symmetry assumption was proved in [39] under the condition that the distribution of the matrix elements has subexponential decay and its first three moments match those of the Gaussian distribution, i.e., the third moment of the entries vanish. The vanishing third moment condition was removed in [19]. Recently, a necessary and sufficient condition on the entries’ distribution for the edge universality of Wigner matrices was given in [27].

∗Partially supported by National Research Foundation of Korea Grant 2011-0013474 and TJ Park Junior Faculty Fellowship. †Supported by ERC Advanced Grant RANMAT, No. 338804.

In the present paper, we establish edge universality for deformed Wigner matrices: A deformed Wigner matrix, H, is an N × N random matrix of the form

H = λV + W , (λ ∈ R) , (1.2)

where V is a real, diagonal, random or deterministic matrix and W is a real symmetric or complex Hermitian Wigner matrix independent of V . The matrices are normalized so that the eigenvalues of V and W are order one. The “coupling” constant λ ∈ R may depend on N, yet we will always assume that λ remains finite in the limit of large N. If the entries of V are random we may think of V as a “random potential”; if the entries of V are deterministic, matrices of the form (1.2) are sometimes referred to as “Wigner matrices with external source”. For W belonging to the GUE/GOE, the model (1.2) is often called the deformed GUE/GOE.

Assuming that the empirical eigenvalue distribution of V = diag(v_1, . . . , v_N ), ^ν := 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{vi} , (1.3)

converges weakly, respectively weakly in probability, to a non-random measure, ν, it was shown in [28] that the empirical distribution of the eigenvalues of H converges weakly in probability to a deterministic measure which we refer to as the deformed semicircle law, ρ_{f c}. The deformed semicircle law ρ_{f c} depends on ν and λ, and is thus in general distinct from Wigner’s semicircle law. For many choices of ν, however, the deformed semicircle law ρ_{f c} has compact support and, similar to the standard semicircle law, exhibits a square-root type behavior at the endpoints of its support (see Lemma 4.3 for the precise statement). This suggests that the typical eigenvalue spacing at the spectral edge is of order N^{−2/3} as in the Wigner case and that the edge universality holds in the following sense. We assume that V is such that all eigenvalues of H stick to the support of the measure ρ_{f c}, i.e., that there are no “outliers” in the limit of large N. We further assume for simplicity that ρ_{f c} is supported on a single interval. Then the edge universality for deformed Wigner matrices states that there are γ_0 ≡ γ_0(N) and ^E_+ ≡ ^E_+(N), such that the limiting distribution of the largest eigenvalue μ_1 of H satisfies lim N→∞ P(γ_0N^{2/3}(μ_1 − ^E_+) ≤ s) = F_β (s) , (1.4)

where γ_0 > 0 and ^E_+ ∈ R solely depend on ^ν ≡ ^ν(N) defined in (1.3) and the coupling constant λ. Further, ^E_+ converges in probability to the upper endpoint, E_+, of the deformed semicircle law ρ_{f c}. The scaling factor γ_0 is order one and guarantees that the typical eigenvalue spacings at the edge of the rescaled matrix γ_0H match those of the GOE/GUE up to negligible errors.

The deformed GUE for the special case when V has two eigenvalues ±a, each with equal multiplicity, has been treated in a series of papers [7, 2, 8]. In this setting the local eigenvalue statistics at the edge can be obtained via the solution to a Riemann-Hilbert problem; see also [11] for the case when V has equispaced eigenvalues. For general V , the joint distribution of the eigenvalues of the deformed GUE can be expressed explicitly by the Brezin-Hikami/Johansson formula that admits an asymptotic analysis of the distribution of the extremal eigenvalues for various choices of V and ranges of λ; see [22, 31, 9]. Once the edge universality has been established for the deformed GUE, it may be extended to complex Hermitian deformed Wigner matrices by appropriate modifications of the comparison methods introduced in [39] and in [19]. However, if the matrix W is real symmetric there is no explicit formula for the joint distribution of the eigenvalues available and the methods referred to above cannot be used to identify the Tracy-Widom distribution F_1 in the real symmetric setting.

In the present paper, we establish the edge universality for real symmetric deformed Wigner matrices for a large class of V and wide ranges of λ; see Theorem 2.8. In particular, we identify the Tracy-Widom distributions F_1 as the limiting distributions of the extremal eigenvalues. Our proof also applies with minor modifications to the complex Hermitian setting, i.e., when W is a complex Hermitian matrix.

For the special case when the entries of V are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables, for simplicity assumed to be bounded, we find that the limiting distribution of the largest rescaled eigenvalue of H is given by the convolution of the Tracy-Widom distribution and a centered Gaussian distribution with appropriately chosen variance depending on λ: The relative size of the Tracy-Widom part and the Gaussian part depends on the coupling constant λ; the Gaussian part is negligible when λ ≪ N^{−1/6}, whereas the Tracy-Widom component is dominated by the Gaussian if λ ≫ N^{−1/6}. The transition from the Tracy-Widom to the Gaussian occurs at λ ∼ N^{−1/6} as was pointed out first in [22] for the deformed GUE. Yet, the law of the eigenvalue spacing at the spectral edge is solely determined by the Tracy-Widom distribution for all finite λ. (See Theorem 2.11 for more detail.)

The main difficulty of the proof of our main results Theorem 2.8 and Theorem 2.11 lies in the proof of the Green function comparison theorem, Proposition 5.2. The Green function comparison method has shown to be very successful in proving the edge universality of Wigner matrices. However, the direct application of the conventional Green function comparison uses Lindeberg’s replacement strategy, which does not work for deformed Wigner matrices mainly due to the large diagonal elements. Simply put, as in the framework of the four-moment theorem in [38, 39], the usual method requires that the change of the averaged Green function from each replacement is o(N^{−2}), which is negligible since the number of such replacement is O(N^2). On the other hand, for the deformed Wigner matrices with λ ∼ 1, the replacement in the diagonal element causes an O(1) change in the averaged Green function, which is too large a change if the number of replacement steps is O(N).

The main novelty of the present paper is a new approach to the Green function comparison theorem via Dyson Brownian motion (DBM). We estimate the change of the Green function along the flow of the DBM, which interpolates between the deformed Wigner matrix and the corresponding Gaussian ensemble. In other words, instead of converting the given random matrix entry by entry, we change all entries simultaneously, continuously. (See Section 6 for more detail.) The continuity of the DBM was used in [6] to compare the local eigenvalue statistics along the flow of the DBM for very short times. In our proof we follow the flow of the Green function over a time interval of order log N during which it undergoes a change of order one. The continuous changes in the Green function can then be compensated by rescaling or “renormalizing” the matrix and the spectral parameter of the Green function. Such a proof of the Green function comparison requires, for λ ∼ 1, some non-trivial estimates on functions of Green functions as is explained in Section 7. (See, e.g., (7.8) for such an estimate referred to as an “optical theorem” below.) For λ = 0, the presented method also yields, based on estimates in [19], a streamlined proof of the edge universality for Wigner matrices. (See Section 6.) For brevity we carry out the proof for real symmetric deformed Wigner matrices only, but the proof also applies with minor modifications to complex Hermitian deformed Wigner matrices.

Edge universality for deformed Wigner matrices may alternatively be studied via the local ergodicity of the DBM [17, 18]. This approach has been followed in [5] to prove the edge universality for generalized Wigner matrices. A basic ingredient of that proof is a global entropy estimate whose analogue version has been established for deformed Wigner matrices in Proposition 5.3 of [26] for some choices of V . Relying on this estimate, one can prove edge universality for deformed Winger matrices following the lines of [5] (see Remark 2.9 in [26]). The advantage of the method presented in the present paper is that it is purely local: the only technical input is the local deformed semicircle law, i.e., estimates on the Green function on scale N^{−2/3}. (See Theorem 4.6 below.) Local laws for the deformed ensemble have been established in [24, 26]. However, in the proof presented in this paper these estimates are only needed at the edge of the spectrum and no further a priori control of the eigenvalues or Green function away from the edge is required. In particular, the method can also be used to study the extremal eigenvalues in a multi cut regime where the eigenvalues’ limiting distribution is supported on several disjoint intervals. In such a setting the corresponding global entropy estimates in Proposition 5.3 of [26] were rather difficult to obtain. Another advantage of the method of the present paper is that it does not require that the eigenvalues evolve autonomously under DBM, i.e., that the stochastic differential equations for the eigenvalue and the eigenvectors decouple under DBM. The method can therefore also be applied to matrix ensembles for which the eigenvalues do not evolve autonomously under DBM.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we define the model precisely and introduce the main results of the paper. In Sections 3 and 4, we collect the tools and known results we need in the proof of the main results. In Section 5, we prove the main theorems using the Green function comparison theorem. In Sections 6-8, we explain the proof of the Green function comparison theorem. While the main ideas of the proof are rather nice and pleasant, the details of the proof of the Green function theorem include long explicit, but elementary, computations that can be found in the Appendices.

Acknowledgements: We thank Horng-Tzer Yau for numerous helpful discussions and remarks. We are also grateful to Paul Bourgade and László Erdős for helpful comments. We are grateful to Thomas Spencer for hospitality at the IAS where a major part of this research was conducted.

2. Definition and Main Result

2.1. Definition of the model.

Definition 2.1. Let W be an N ×N random matrix, whose entries (w_{ij} ) are independent, up to the symmetry constraint w_{ij} = w_{ji}, centered real random variables. We assume that the random variables (w_{ij} ) have variance 1/N and have finite moments, uniformly in N, i and j. More precisely, we assume that for each p ∈ N there is a constant c_p such that

Ew_{ij} = 0 , Ew^2_{ij} =

1 + c_2δ_{ij} N , E|w_{ij} |^p ≤ c_p N^{p/2} , (p ≥ 3) . (2.1)

In case (w_{ij} ) are Gaussian random variables with c_2 = 1, W belongs to the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble (GOE).

Let V = diag(v_i) be an N × N diagonal, random or deterministic matrix, whose entries (v_i) are real-valued. We denote by ^ν the empirical eigenvalue distribution of the diagonal matrix V = diag(v_i), ^ν := 1 N N∑ i=1 δ_{vi} . (2.2)

Assumption 2.2. There is a (non-random) compactly supported probability measure ν and strictly positive constants α_0 and β_0 such that the following holds. For any compact set D ⊂ C^+ with dist(D, supp ν) > 0, there is C such that P ( max_{z∈D} | | | ∫ d^ν(v) v − z − ∫ dν(v) v − z | | | ≤ CN^{−α}0 ) ≥ 1 − N^{−β0} , (2.3)

for N sufficiently large.

Note that (2.3) implies that ^ν converges to ν in the weak sense as N → ∞. Also note that the condition (2.3) holds for any 0 < α_0 < 1/2 and any β_0 > 0 if (v_i) are i.i.d. random variables.

We define the deformed Wigner matrix ensemble as follows:

Definition 2.3. A deformed Wigner matrix of size N is an N ×N symmetric random matrix H that can be decomposed into H = (h_{ij} ) := λ_0V + W , (2.4) where W is a real symmetric Wigner matrix of size N and V = diag(v_i) is an N × N real diagonal matrix. The entries of V can be random or deterministic. In case V is random, we assume that (v_i) are independent of (w_{ij} ), yet (v_i) need not be independent among themselves. Finally, λ_0 ≥ 0 is a finite coupling constant.

Our second assumption on ^ν, ν and λ_0 guarantees that the limiting eigenvalue distribution of H is supported on a single interval and has a square root behavior at the two endpoints of the support. Sufficient conditions for this behavior have been presented in [32]. The assumption below also rules out the possibility that the matrix H has “outliers” in the limit of large N.

Assumption 2.4. Let I_ν be the smallest closed interval such that supp ν ⊆ I_ν . Then, there exists ϖ > 0, independent of N, such that inf_{x∈Iν} ∫ dν(v) (v − x)^2

≥ (1 + ϖ)λ^2_0 . (2.5)

Moreover, let I_{^ν} be the smallest closed interval such that supp ^ν ⊆ I_{^ν} . Then, we assume that there is a constant β_1 > 0, such that P ( inf_{x∈I^ν} ∫ d^ν(v) (v − x)^2

≥ (1 + ϖ)λ^2_0 ) ≥ 1 − N^{−β1} , (2.6)

for N sufficiently large.

Remark 2.5. The left side of (2.5) may be infinite. In this case (2.5) should be understood in the sense that λ_0 can be chosen as any finite positive number (independent of N). Note that if (2.5) is satisfied for some λ ≡ λ_0 and ν, then it is also satisfied for all λ_0 ∈ [0, λ] for this ν.

Remark 2.6. The coupling constant λ_0 can be chosen to depend on N, as long as it stays bounded and converges sufficiently fast in the limit of large N. To simplify the exposition we only consider the case λ_0 = σ_0N^{−δ}, for some constants δ ≥ 0 and σ_0 ≥ 0, below.

We give two examples for which Assumption 2.4 is satisfied: We choose (v_i) to be i.i.d. random variables with law ν.

(1) Choosing ν =^1_2 (δ_{−1} + δ_1), λ ≥ 0, we have I_ν = [−1, 1]. For λ < 1, one checks that there exist ϖ and β_1 > 0 such that (2.5) and (2.6) are satisfied and that the deformed semicircle law is supported on a single interval with a square root type behavior at the edges. However, in case λ > 1, the deformed semicircle law is supported on two disjoint intervals. For more details see [7, 2, 8].

(2) Let ν to be a centered Jacobi measure of the form

ν(v) = Z^{−1}(1 + v)^a(1 − v)^bd(v)1_{[−1,1]}(v) , (2.7)

where d ∈ C^1([−1, 1]), with d(v) > 0, −1 < a, b < ∞, and Z a normalization constant. Then for a, b < 1, there is, for any λ ≥ 0, ϖ ≡ ϖ(λ) > 0 and β_1 > 0 such that (2.5) and (2.6) are satisfied. However, if a > 1 or b > 1 then (2.4) may not be satisfied for λ_0 sufficiently large. In this setting the deformed semicircle law is still supported on a single interval, but the square root behavior at the edge may fail. We refer to [24, 25] for a detailed discussion.

2.2. Deformed semicircle law. The deformed semicircle law can be described in terms of the Stieltjes transform: For a (probability) measure ω on the real line we define its Stieltjes transform, m_ω, by

m_ω(z) := ∫ dω(v) v − z , (z ∈ C^+ ) . (2.8)

Note that m_ω is an analytic function in the upper half plane and that Im m_ω(z) ≥ 0, Im z > 0. Assuming that ω is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure, we can recover the density of ω from m_ω by the inversion formula

ω(E) = lim_{η↘0} 1 π Im m_ω(E + iη) , (E ∈ R) . (2.9)

We use the same symbols to denote measures and their densities.

Choosing ω to be the standard semicircular law ρ_{sc}, the Stieltjes transform m_{sc} ≡ m_{ρsc} can be computed explicitly and one checks that m_{sc} satisfies the relation m_{sc}(z) = −1 m_{sc}(z) + z , Im m_{sc}(z) ≥ 0 , (z ∈ C^+ ) . (2.10)

The deformed semicircle law is conveniently defined through its Stieltjes transform. Let ν be the limiting probability measure of Assumption 2.2. Then it is well-known [28] that the functional equation

m_{f c}(z) = ∫ dν(v) λ_0v − z − m_{f c}(z) , Im m_{f c}(z) ≥ 0 , (z ∈ C^+ ) , (2.11)

has a unique solution that satisfies lim sup_{η↘0} Im m(E + iη) < ∞, for all E ∈ R. The deformed semicircle law, denoted by ρ_{f c}, is then defined through its density

ρ_{f c}(E) := lim_{η↘0} 1 π Im m_{f c}(E + iη) , (E ∈ R) , (2.12)

where m_{f c} is the solution to (2.11). The measure ρ_{f c} has been studied in detail in [4]. For example, it was shown there that the density ρ_{f c} is an analytic function inside the support of the measure. For our analysis the following result from [32, 24] is relevant.

Lemma 2.7. Let ν and λ_0 satisfy (2.5) for some ϖ > 0. Then there are E_−, E_+ ∈ R, such that supp ρ_{f c} = [E_−, E_+]. Moreover, ρ_{f c} has a strictly positive density on (E_−, E_+).

The measure ρ_{f c} is also called the additive free convolution of the semicircular law and, up to the rescaling by λ_0, the measure ν. More generally, the additive free convolution of two (probability) measure ω_1 and ω_2, usually denoted by ω_1 ⊞ ω_2, is defined as the distribution of the sum of two freely independent non-commutative random variables, having distributions ω_1, ω_2 respectively; we refer to, e.g., [42, 1] for reviews. Similar to (2.11), the free convolution measure ω_1 ⊞ ω_2 can be described in terms of a set of functional equations for the Stieltjes transforms; see [10, 3].

2.3. Main result. Let μ^W_1 be the largest eigenvalue of the Wigner matrix W . The edge universality for Wigner matrices asserts that lim N→∞ P ( N^{2/3}(μ^W_1 − 2) ≤ s ) = F_1(s) , (2.13)

where F_1 is the Tracy-Widom distribution function for the Gaussian orthogonal ensembles. We remark that the Tracy- Widom distributions F_2 and F_4 arise as the limiting laws of the largest eigenvalues for the Gaussian unitary and Gaussian symplectic ensembles. Statement (2.13) holds true for the smallest eigenvalue μ^W_N as well. We henceforth focus on the largest eigenvalues, the smallest eigenvalues can be dealt with in exactly the same way.

The edge universality for deformed real symmetric Wigner matrices, the main result of this paper, is as follows.

Theorem 2.8. Let H = λ_0V + W be a deformed Wigner matrix of the form (2.4), where W is a real symmetric Wigner matrix satisfying the assumptions in Definition 2.1, V is a real diagonal random or deterministic matrix satisfying Assumption 2.2 that is independent of W . Further, assume that V and λ_0 ≥ 0 satisfy Assumption 2.4. Let μ_1 be the largest eigenvalue of H.

Then, there exists γ_0 ≡ γ_0(N) and ^E_+ ≡ ^E_+(N) depending only on λ_0 and ^ν such that the distribution of the rescaled largest eigenvalue converges to the Tracy-Widom distribution F_1, i.e., lim N→∞ P ( γ_0N^{2/3} ( μ_1 − ^E_+ ) ≤ s ) = F_1(s) . (2.14)

Moreover, ^E_+(N) converges in probability in the limit N → ∞ to E_+, the upper endpoint of the measure ρ_{f c}.

Remark 2.9. A precise definition of ^E_+ ≡ ^E_+(N) is given in (4.10) and (4.16). As mentioned above ^E_+ converges in probability to E_+, and we may replace ^E_+ by E_+ in (2.14) if the convergence is sufficiently fast. Note that the speed of convergence depends on the exponent α_0 in (2.3).

The normalization factor γ_0 ≡ γ_0(N) is given by

γ_0 = ( − ∫ d^ν(v) (λ_0v − ζ)^3 )_{−1/3} , (2.15)

where ζ = ^E_+ + m_{f c}( ^E_+); see (4.7). For any λ_0 such that Assumption 2.4 is satisfied, we have for some constant c, independent of N, that ζ − λ_0v > c > 0, for all v ∈ supp ^ν. In particular, γ_0 = O(1). It hence follows from Assumption 2.2 that we may replace γ_0 by the N-independent quantity ( − ∫ dν(v) (λ_0v − E_+ + m_{f c}(E_+))^3 )_{−1/3} (2.16)

in (2.14).

Remark 2.10. Theorem 2.8 can be extended to correlation functions of extreme eigenvalues as follows: For any fixed k, the joint distribution function of the first k rescaled eigenvalues converges to that of the GOE, i.e., if we denote by μ^{GOE}_1 ≥ μ^{GOE}_2 ≥ . . . ≥ μ^{GOE}_N the eigenvalues of a GOE matrix, then lim N→∞ P ( γ_0N^{2/3} ( μ_1 − ^E_+ ) ≤ s_1 , γ_0N^{2/3} ( μ_2 − ^E_+ ) ≤ s_2 , . . . , γ_0N^{2/3} ( μ_k − ^E_+ ) ≤ s_k )

= lim_{N→∞} P ( N^{2/3} ( μ^{GOE}_1 − 2 ) ≤ s_1 , N^{2/3} ( μ^{GOE}_2 − 2 ) ≤ s_2 , . . . , N^{2/3} ( μ^{GOE}_k − 2 ) ≤ s_k ) . (2.17)

Our second result classifies the fluctuation of the largest eigenvalues of H = λ_0V + W when the entries (v_i) of V are i.i.d. random variables that are independent of W .

Theorem 2.11. Let H = λ_0V + W be a deformed Wigner matrix of the form (2.4), where W is a real symmetric Wigner matrix satisfying the assumptions in Definition 2.1 and V is a real diagonal random matrix independent of W . Assume that the entries of V are i.i.d. random variables with distribution ν. Let m^{(k)}(ν) denote the k-th central moment of ν. (In particular, m^{(2)}(ν) is the variance of ν.) Let μ_1 be the largest eigenvalue of H.

Then, with E_+ in Lemma 2.7, which depends only on ν and λ_0, the following holds.

i. Let λ_0 = σ_0N^{−δ}, for two constants δ and σ_0 satisfying 1/6 < δ, σ_0 ≥ 0. Then the distribution of the rescaled largest eigenvalue converges to the Tracy-Widom distribution, i.e., lim N→∞ P ( N^{2/3} ( μ_1 − E_+ ) ≤ s ) = F_1(s) . (2.18)

ii. Let λ_0 = σ_0N^{−1/6} for some constant σ_0 > 0. Then the distribution of the rescaled largest eigenvalue converges to the convolution of the Tracy-Widom distribution and the Gaussian distribution, i.e., lim N→∞ P ( N^{2/3} ( μ_1 − E_+ ) ≤ s ) = P(X_F + X_Φ ≤ s) , (2.19)

where X_F and X_Φ are independent random variables whose cumulative distribution functions are F_1 and Φ_σ2 , respectively. Here, Φ_σ2 denotes the cumulative distribution function of a centered Gaussian distribution with variance σ^2 = σ^2_0 m^{(2)}(ν).

iii. Let λ_0 = σ_0N^{−δ}, for two constants δ and σ_0 satisfying 0 ≤ δ < 1/6, σ_0 > 0. Then the distribution of the rescaled largest eigenvalue converges to the Gaussian distribution, i.e., there exist constants E_+, σ > 0, depending only on λ_0 and ν, such that lim N→∞ P ( N^{1/2}λ^{−1}_0 ( μ_1 − E_+ ) ≤ s ) = Φ_σ2 (s) , (2.20)

where the standard deviation σ is of order O(1), satisfying

σ^2 = lim_{N→∞} λ^{−2}_0 (1 − m_{f c}(E_+)^2) . (2.21)

In particular, when δ > 0, we have σ = m^{(2)}(ν).

Finally, let m_1(ν) denote the mean of ν. Then, the point E_+ admits the asymptotic expansion

E_+ = 2 + λ_0m_1(ν) + λ^2_0m^{(2)}(ν) + λ^3_0m^{(3)}(ν) + λ^4_0 ( m^{(4)}(ν) −

9(m^{(2)}(ν))^2 4 ) + O(λ^5_0) , (2.22)

as λ_0 → 0.

Remark 2.12. For the deformed GUE with deterministic V , Theorem 2.8 with deterministic potential has been obtained in [32] for rather general V and λ = O(1). For the deformed GUE with random V , Theorem 2.8 has been established for some ranges of λ in [32]. The extension to all λ = O(1) was obtained in [9]. For random V with i.i.d. entries, statement ii of Theorem 2.11 at λ ∼ N^{−1/6} has been established in [22] for the deformed GUE. For the deformed GOE with random V , partial results on the linear statistics of the eigenvalues at the edge have been obtained in [37] for λ = o(1). Since very recently, there is a result [20] on bulk and edge universality for perturbations of Gaussian matrices under polynomials of matrices with an assumption on the asymptotic expansion of moments.

Remark 2.13. As remarked before, Assumption 2.4 insures that the deformed semicircle law ρ_{f c} has a square root decay at the edges. When Assumption 2.4 is not satisfied this may no longer be true and one expects a different edge behavior. Assuming that (v_i) are i.i.d. random variables with law given by a Jacobi measure as in (2.7) this has been studied in [25]. For example, when b > 1 then there exists 0 < λ_+ < ∞ such that if λ_0 < λ_+ then the Assumption 2.4 holds and the law of the rescaled largest eigenvalues converges to the Tracy-Widom distribution. When λ_0 > λ_+, the Assumption 2.4 is not satisfied, the deformed semicircle law ρ_{f c} does not have a square root behavior at the upper edge and the law of the rescaled largest eigenvalue converges to a Weibull distribution. Correspondingly, the eigenvectors associated to the largest eigenvalues are completely delocalized for λ_0 < λ_+ (see [24]), while they are (partially) localized for λ_0 > λ_+ (see [25]).

3. Preliminaries

3.1. Notations. We introduce a notation for high-probability estimates which is suited for our purposes. A slightly different form was first used in [16].

Definition 3.1. Let

X = (X^{(N)}(u) : N ∈ N , u ∈ U^{(N)}) , Y = (Y^{(N)}(u) : N ∈ N, u ∈ U^{(N)}) (3.1)

be two families of nonnegative random variables where U^{(N)} is a possibly N-dependent parameter set. We say that Y stochastically dominates X, uniformly in U, if for all (small) ϵ > 0 and (large) D > 0, sup u∈U^{(N )} P [ X^{(N)}(u) > N^ϵY^{(N)}(u) ] ≤ N^{−D} , (3.2)

for sufficiently large N ≥ N_0(ϵ, D). If Y stochastically dominates X, uniformly in u, we write X ≺ Y . If for some complex family X we have |X| ≺ Y we also write X = O(Y ). Further, if 1(Ξ)|X| ≺ Y for some possibly N-dependent event Ξ^{(N)} ≡ Ξ, we also write X = O_Ξ(Y ).

For example, we have from (2.1) and Chebyshevs’s inequality that |h_{ij} | ≺^{1√}_N . The relation ≺ is a partial ordering: it is transitive and it satisfies the arithmetic rules of an order relation, e.g., if X_1 ≺ Y_1 and X_2 ≺ Y_2 then X_1 +X_2 ≺ Y_1 +Y_2 and X_1X_2 ≺ Y_1Y_2.

We use the symbol O( · ) and o( · ) for the standard big-O and little-o notation. The notations O, o, ≪, ≫, refer to the limit N → ∞ unless stated otherwise. Here a ≪ b means a = o(b). We use c and C to denote positive constants that do not depend on N, usually with the convention c ≤ C. Their value may change from line to line. We write a ∼ b, if there is C ≥ 1 such that C^{−1}|b| ≤ |a| ≤ C|b|.

Finally, we use double brackets to denote index sets, i.e.,

�n_1, n_2� := [n_1, n_2] ∩ Z ,

for n_1, n_2 ∈ R.

3.2. Green function and minors. Let A be an N × N real symmetric matrix. The Green function or resolvent of A is defined as G_A(z) := (A − z)^{−1}, z ∈ C^+ , and the averaged Green function of A is defined as m_A(z) :=^1_N Tr G_A(z), z ∈ C^+ . Bellow we often drop the subscript A and the argument z in G_A(z) and m_A(z).

Let T ⊂ �1, N�. Then we define A^{(T)} as the (N − |T|) × (N − |T|) minor of A obtained by removing all columns and rows of A indexed by i ∈ T. We do not change the names of the indices of A when defining A^{(T)}. More specifically, we define an operation π_i, i ∈ �1, N�, on the probability space by

(π_i(A))_{kl} := 1(k ≠ i)1(l ≠ i)h_{kl} . (3.3)

Then, for T ⊂ �1, N�, we set π_T := ∏ i∈T π_i and define

A^{(T)} := ((π_T(A)_{ij} )_{i,j∉T} . (3.4)

The Green functions G^{(T)}, are defined in an obvious way using A^{(T)}. Moreover, we use the shorthand notations (T)∑ i := N∑ i=1 i∉T , (T)∑ i≠j := N∑ i=1, j=1 i≠j , i,j∉T , (3.5)

abbreviate (i) = ({i}), (Ti) = (T ∪ {i}). In Green function entries (G^{(T)}_{ij} ) we refer to {i, j} as lower indices and to T as upper indices.

Finally, we set

m^{(T)} := 1 N (T)∑ i G^{(T)}_{ii} . (3.6)

Here, we use the normalization N^{−1}, instead (N − |T|)^{−1}, since it is more convenient for our computations.

3.3. Resolvent identities. The next lemma collects the main identities between resolvent matrix elements of A and A^{(T)}.

Lemma 3.2. Let A = A^∗ be an N × N matrix. Consider the Green function G(z) := (A − z)^{−1}, z ∈ C^+ . Then, for i, j, k, l ∈ �1, N�, the following identities hold:

- Schur complement/Feshbach formula: For any i, G_{ii} = 1 a_{ii} − z − ∑_{(i)} k,l a_{ik}G^{(i)}_{kl} a_{li} . (3.7)

- For i, j ≠ k,

G_{ij} = G^{(k)}_{ij} + G_{ik} G_{kj} G_{kk} . (3.8)

- For i ≠ j, G_{ij} = −G_{ii} (i)∑ k a_{ik}G^{(i)}_{kj} = −G_{jj} (j)∑ k G^{(j)}_{ik} a_{kj} . (3.9)

- For i ≠ j, G_{ij} = −G_{ii}G^{(i)}_{jj} a_{ij} − (ij)∑

k,l a_{ik} G^{(ij)}_{kl} a_{lj} . (3.10)

For a proof we refer to, e.g., [13].

3.4. Large deviation estimates. Consider two families of random variables (X_i) and (Y_i), i ∈ �1, N�, satisfying

EZ_i = 0 , E|Z_i |^2 = 1 , E|Z_i |^p ≤ c_p , (p ≥ 3) , (3.11)

Z_i = X_i, Y_i, for all p ∈ N and some constants c_p, uniformly in i ∈ �1, N�. The following lemma, taken from [15], provides useful large deviation estimates.

Lemma 3.3. Let (X_i) and (Y_i) be independent families of random variables and let (a_{ij} ) and (b_i), i, j ∈ �1, N�, be collections of complex numbers. Suppose that all entries (X_i) and (Y_i) are independent and satisfy (3.11). Then we have the bounds: | | | | | ∑ i b_iX_i | | | | | ≺ ( ∑ i |b_i|^2 )_{1/2} , (3.12) | | | | | ∑ i ∑ j a_{ij} X_iY_j | | | | | ≺ ∑ i,j |a_{ij} |^2 1/2 , (3.13) | | | | | ∑ i≠j a_{ij} X_iX_j | | | | | ≺ ∑ i≠j |a_{ij} |^2 1/2 . (3.14)

If the coefficients (a_{ij} ) and (b_i) depend on an additional parameter u, then all of these estimates are uniform in u, i.e. the threshold N_0 = N_0(ϵ, D) in the definition of ≺ depends only on the family c_p from (3.11); in particular, N_0 does not depend on u.

4. Renormalization of the model

In this section, we rescale and “renormalize” the deformed Wigner matrix H = λ_0V + W in order to setup later computations.

4.1. Removal of the diagonal of W and fixing of V . To simply the notation in the upcoming sections, we replace the Wigner matrix W by W − diag(w_{11}, . . . , w_{NN} ) , (4.1)

i.e., we replace w_{ij} by w_{ij} − w_{ii}δ_{ij} . With this modification we have H = (h_{ij} ), h_{ii} = λ_0v_i , h_{ij} = w_{ij} , (i ≠ j) . (4.2)

By the next lemma, this replacement causes a negligible shift in the extremal eigenvalues of W or H = λ_0V + W and we thus not explicitly display this modification in our notation.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that λ_0, V , and W satisfy the assumptions in Theorem 2.8. Let H_1 = λ_0V + W and H_2 = H_1 + C_2 diag(w_{11}, . . . , w_{NN} ) for some constant C_2 independent of N. Further, let μ_1(H_1) and μ_1(H_2) be the largest eigenvalues of H_1 and H_2, respectively. Then, there exists a constant δ > 0 such that, for any s ∈ R, we have P ( N^{2/3}(μ_1(H_1) − ^E_+) ≤ s − N^{−δ} ) − N^{−δ} ≤ P ( N^{2/3}(μ_1(H_2) − ^E_+) ≤ s ) ≤ P ( N^{2/3}(μ_1(H_1) − ^E_+) ≤ s + N^{−δ} ) + N^{−δ} . (4.3)

The proof Lemma 4.1 follows almost verbatim from the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [27]. (See also Theorem 3.3 in [27]). We remark that the local deformed semicircle law for H_1 and H_2, which is the key ingredient of the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [27], is given in Theorem 4.6 below.

To conveniently cope with the cases when (v_i) are random, respectively deterministic, we introduce an event Ξ on which the random variables (v_i) exhibit “typical” behavior. Recall that we denote by m_{^ν} and m_ν the Stieltjes transforms of ^ν, respectively ν.

Definition 4.2. Let Ξ ≡ Ξ(N) be an event such that the following holds on it:

(1) There is a constant α_0 > 0 such that, for any compact set D ⊂ C^+ with dist(D, supp ν) > 0, there is C such that |m_{^ν} (z) − m_ν (z)| ≤ CN^{−α0} , (4.4) for N sufficiently large.

(2) Recall the constant ϖ > 0 and the intervals I_ν , I_{^ν} in Assumption 2.4. We have inf_{x∈I^ν} ∫ d^ν(v) (v − x)^2

≥ (1 + ϖ)λ^2_0 , inf_{x∈Iν} ∫ dν (v − x)^2

≥ (1 + ϖ)λ^2_0 , (4.5)

for N sufficiently large.

In case (v_i) are deterministic, Ξ has full probability for N sufficiently large by Assumptions 2.2. In the following we usually condition the random variables (v_i) on Ξ, i.e., we consider (v_i) as fixed and are such that (4.4) and (4.5) hold.

4.2. Rescaling of H. Let λ ∈ [0, λ_0]. In order to compare the local edge statistics of H = λV + W with the local GOE edge statistics, it is natural to rescale H in such a way that the typical size of the eigenvalue spacing at the upper edge of the rescaled matrix match those of W . Put slightly differently, we can find γ ∈ R, depending on λ_0, such that the eigenvalue gaps of ~H := γH typically agree for large N with the gaps predicted by the Tracy-Widom distribution.

The scaling factor γ may be constructed as follows. For any λ ∈ [0, λ_0], let ζ ≡ ζ(λ) be the largest solution to ∫ d^ν(v) (λv − ζ)^2 = 1 . (4.6)

We note that, for ^ν satisfying (4.5), such ζ exists for all λ ≤ λ_0. Note that ζ depends on λ and the measure ^ν. We then define the scaling factor γ by γ ≡ γ(λ) := ( − ∫ d^ν(v) (λv − ζ)^3 )_{−1/3} , γ_0 := γ(λ_0) . (4.7)

It follows from (4.6) and Hölder’s inequality that 0 < γ ≤ 1. Note that for λ = 0, we have ζ = 1 and γ = 1.

We now set ~H := γH = γ(λV + W ) , (4.8)

and define the Green function, respectively averaged Green function, of ~H by

G_{~H} (z) := 1 γ(λV + W ) − z , m_{~H} (z) := 1 N Tr G_{~H} (z) , (z ∈ C^+ ) .

Next, we define ^m_{f c} as the solution to the equation ^m_{f c}(z) = ∫ d^ν(v) λγv − z − γ^2 ^m_{f c}(z) , Im ^m_{f c}(z) ≥ 0 , (z ∈ C^+ ) . (4.9)

Following the arguments in Subsection 2.2, ^m_{f c}(z) defines a probability measure ^ρ_{f c} whose density is given by ^ρ_{f c}(E) = 1 π lim_{η↘0} Im ^ρ_{f c}(E + iη), E ∈ R. For simplicity, we omit the λ- and γ-dependences of ^m_{f c} and ^ρ_{f c} from the notation. Note that the measure ^ρ_{f c} depends on N through ^ν. However, this being the main point here, ^ρ_{f c} does not depend on the matrix W in any way. On the event Ξ of typical realizations of (v_i), ^ρ_{f c} enjoys the following properties:

Lemma 4.3. On Ξ the following holds. There exist ^L_−, ^L_+ ∈ R, with ^L_− < ^L_+, such that supp ^ρ_{f c} = [^L_−, ^L_+] . (4.10) Denoting by κ_E the distance to the endpoints of the support of ρ_{f c}, i.e., κ_E := min{|E − ^L_−|, |E − ^L_+|} , (4.11) we have C^{−1} √ κ_E ≤ ^ρ_{f c}(E) ≤ C √ κ_E , (E ∈ [^L_−, ^L_+]) , (4.12) for some constant C ≥ 1, which can be chosen uniformly in λ ∈ [0, λ_0]. In particular, we have ^ρ_{f c}(E) = 1 π √ κ_E (1 + O(κ_E )) , (4.13)

as E → ^L_+, E ≤ ^L_+.

Further, we have the following estimates for the imaginary part of ^m_{f c}:

(1) For z = ^L_+ − κ + iη, with 0 ≤ κ ≤ ^L_+ and 0 < η ≤ 2, there exists a constant C ≥ 1 such that C^{−1} √ κ_E + η ≤ Im ^m_{f c}(z) ≤ C √ κ_E + η . (4.14)

(2) For z = ^L_+ + κ + iη, with 0 ≤ κ ≤ 1 and 0 < η ≤ 2, there exists a constant C ≥ 1 such that C^{−1} η √ κ_E + η ≤ Im ^m_{f c}(z) ≤ C η √ κ_E + η

. (4.15)

Moreover, all constants can be chosen uniformly in λ ∈ [0, λ_0].

The proof of Lemma 4.3 can be found in [26]. Returning to the introductory remarks of this subsection, we emphasize (4.13): The scaling factor γ has been chosen such that (4.13) holds for all λ ∈ [0, λ_0], i.e., up to a global shift, the measure ^ρ^0_{f c} exhibits a square root decay at the upper edge with the same rate as the standard semicircle law ρ_{sc}.

Remark 4.4. Let ^m^0_{f c} be the solution to the equation

^m^0_{f c}(z) = ∫ d^ν(v) λv − z − ^m^0_{f c}(z) , Im ^m^0_{f c}(z) ≥ 0 , (z ∈ C^+ ) ,

and ^ρ^0_{f c} the probability measure whose density is given by ^ρ^0_{f c}(E) :=^1_π lim_{η↘0} Im ^ρ^0_{f c}(E + iη), E ∈ R. As in Lemma 4.3 we find that there are ^E_−, ^E_+ ∈ R such that supp ^ρ^0_{f c} = [ ^E_−, ^E_+] and that ^ρ^0_{f c} has a strictly positive density in ( ^E_−, ^E_+). By definition, it is obvious that ^E_+ = γ^{−1} ^L_+ . (4.16)

Remark 4.5. The scaling factor γ defined in (4.7) satisfies the relation γ = ( − ∫ d^ν(v) (λγv − τ)^3 )_{−1/6} , (4.17)

where τ = ^L_+ + γ^2m_{f c}(^L_+).

To see that (4.7) implies (4.17), we note that ^m^0_{f c}( ^E_+) = γ ^m_{f c}(^L_+), hence ζ in (4.6) satisfies ζ = ^E_+ + ^m^0_{f c}( ^E_+). This also shows that ∫ d^ν(v) ( λγv − ^L_+ − γ^2 ^m_{f c}(^L_+) )_2 = 1 γ^2 ∫ d^ν(v) ( λv − ^E_+ − ^m^0_{f c}( ^E_+)

)_2 = 1 γ^2 ∫ d^ν(v) (λv − ζ)^2 = 1 γ^2

. (4.18)

We define τ by τ = ^L_+ + γ^2 ^m_{f c}(^L_+) = γζ , (4.19) and find that ∫ d^ν(v) (λγv − τ)^3 = 1 γ^3 ∫ d^ν(v) (λv − ζ)^3 = − 1 γ^6 . This proves (4.17).

Next, we collect estimates on the Green function of ~H. Fix a small ξ > 0 and define the domain D_ξ := {z = E + iη ∈ C^+ : 0 ≤ |E| ≤ λ_0 + 1 , N^{−1+ξ} ≤ η ≤ 3} . (4.20) We also introduce the control parameter

Π(z) := √ Im ^m_{f c}(z) Nη + 1 Nη . (4.21)

The next theorem is the local deformed semicircle law for ~H, which was established in Theorem 3.3 of [26]. Theorem 4.6 (Local deformed semicircle law). On Ξ, the following holds true. For any small fixed ξ > 0, we have |m_{~H} (z) − ^m_{f c}(z)| ≺ 1 Nη , max_{i≠j} |(G_{~H} )_{ij} (z)| ≺ Π(z) , (4.22)

uniformly in z ∈ D_ξ and λ ∈ [0, λ_0]. Further, setting g_i(z) := (λγv_i − z − γ^2 ^m_{f c}(z))^{−1}, we also have max_i |(G_{~H} )_{ii}(z) − g_i(z)| ≺ Π(z) , (4.23)

uniformly in z ∈ D_ξ and λ ∈ [0, λ_0]. In particular, we have |(G_{~H} )_{ii}(z)| ≺ 1.

The following lemma gives a rigidity estimate on the eigenvalue location of ~H. We denote by ~μ_1 ≥ ~μ_2 ≥ · · · ≥ ~μ_N the eigenvalues of ~H in descending order. Define the “classical” location, γ_k, of the k-th eigenvalue of ~H by ∫_γ −∞ ^ρ_{f c}(x)dx = k N , (k ∈ �1, N�) . (4.24)

Lemma 4.7 (Rigidity of eigenvalues). On Ξ, we have |~μ_k − γ_k| ≺ N^{−2/3} ( 1 ^k )_{1/3} , (4.25)

uniformly in λ ∈ [0, λ_0], where we have set ^k := min{k, N − k}.

Lemma 4.7 follows from Theorem 4.6 by an application of the Helffer-Sjöstrand calculus. The proof of Lemma 5.1 in [19] for (generalized) Wigner matrices applies ad verbum to deformed Wigner matrices.

Alluding once more to the introductory remarks of the present subsection, we remark that the classical locations (γ_α) depend on λ. Yet, close to the upper edge, i.e., α ≪ N^{1/3}, the gaps γ_{α+1} − γ_α are essentially independent of λ as follow from (4.13). From Lemma 4.7, we can extend this conclusion to the eigenvalue gaps ~μ_{α+1} − ~μ_α at the upper edge on Ξ for N sufficiently large.

Remark 4.8. The local law in Theorem 4.6 and the rigidity result in Lemma 4.7 are stronger than the corresponding results in [24]. The improvement is based on fixing the diagonal element (v_i). See Theorem 2.12, Remark 2.12, and Remark 2.14 in [24] for more discussion. In fact, the estimates in Theorem 4.6 and Lemma 4.7 are essentially optimal up to corrections N^ϵ.

5. Proof of Main results 5.1. Density of states and the averaged Green function. We follow the proof of the edge universality in [19, 14]. Recall that ~μ_1 ≥ ~μ_2 ≥ . . . ≥ ~μ_N denote the eigenvalues of ~H and ^L_+ is the upper edge of supp ^ρ_{f c}. Recall the event Ξ in Definition 4.2. From Lemma 4.7, we find that |~μ_1 − ^L_+| ≺ N^{−2/3} , on Ξ. Thus, we may assume in (2.14) that s ≺ 1.

Fix E_∗ such that E_∗ − ^L_+ ≺ N^{−2/3}, 1(μ_1 − E_∗ > 0) ≺ 0 .

We note that the choice of E_∗ guarantees that the event μ_1 > E_∗ is negligible. For E satisfying |E − ^L_+| ≺ N^{−2/3} , (5.1) we let χ_E := 1_{[E,E∗]} .

We also define the Poisson kernel, θ_η , for η > 0, by

θ_η(x) := η π(x^2 + η^2) = 1 π Im 1 x − iη . Introduce a smooth cutoff function K : R → R satisfying K(x) = { 1 if x ≤ 1/9 , 0 if x ≥ 2/9 .

(5.2)

Let N (E_1, E_2) be the number of the eigenvalues in (E_1, E_2], i.e., N (E_1, E_2) := |{α : E_1 < ~μ_α ≤ E_2}| , and define the density of states in the interval [E_1, E_2] by

n(E_1, E_2) := 1 N N (E_1, E_2) .

In order to estimate P(~μ_1 ≤ E), we consider the following approximation: P(~μ_1 ≤ E) = EK(N (E, ∞)) ≃ EK(N (E, E_∗ )) ≃ EK ( N ∫_{E∗} E Im m(y + iη) dy ) , (5.3)

with η ∼ N^{−2/3−ϵ′} , for some small ϵ^′ > 0. The first approximation in (5.3) follows from Lemma 4.7, the rigidity of the eigenvalues, and the second from

N (E, E_∗) = Tr χ_E (H) ≃ Tr χ_E ∗ θ_η (H) = 1 π N ∫_{E∗} E Im m(y + iη) dy .

The following lemma shows that the approximations in (5.3) indeed hold.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that E satisfies (5.1). Let K be a smooth function satisfying (5.2). For ϵ > 0, let ℓ :=^1_2 N^{−2/3−ϵ} and η := N^{−2/3−9ϵ}. Then, for any sufficiently small ϵ > 0 and any (large) D > 0, we have Tr (χ_{E+ℓ} ∗ θ_η(H)) − N^{−ϵ} ≤ n(E, ∞) ≤ Tr (χ_{E−ℓ} ∗ θ_η (H)) + N^{−ϵ} (5.4) and EK (Tr (χ_{E−ℓ} ∗ θ_η(H))) ≤ P(~μ_1 ≤ E) ≤ EK (Tr (χ_{E+ℓ} ∗ θ_η(H))) + N^{−D} , (5.5) for any sufficiently large N ≥ N_0(ϵ, D).

Proof. We may follow the proof of Corollary 6.2 of [19]. (See also Lemma 6.5 of [14].) Note that the estimates on |m(E + iℓ) − m_{f c}(E + iℓ)| and Im m_{f c}(E − κ + iℓ), which replace similar estimates with respect to m_{sc} in the proof of Corollary 6.2 in [19], are already proved in Lemma 4.3 and Theorem 4.6. □

5.2. Green function comparison and proof of Theorem 2.8. We now prove the main result of the paper using the following proposition, which compares the right side of (5.3) and the corresponding expectation with respect to the Wigner matrix W . Recall that the averaged Green function of ~H is defined by

m_{~H} (z) := 1 N Tr( ~H − z)^{−1} , (z ∈ C^+ ) .

Let W^{GOE} be a standard GOE matrix which is independent of V and W . We define the averaged Green function of W^{GOE} by m^{GOE}(z) := 1 N Tr(W^{GOE} − z)^{−1}, (z ∈ C^+ ) .

Proposition 5.2 (Green function comparison). Let ϵ > 0 and set η = N^{−2/3−ϵ}. Let E_1, E_2 ∈ R satisfy

|E_1 − 2| ≤ N^{−2/3+ϵ} , |E_2 − 2| ≤ N^{−2/3+ϵ} . (5.6) Let F : R → R be a smooth function satisfying

max_x |F^{(ℓ)}(x)|(|x| + 1)^{−C} ≤ C , ℓ = 1, 2, 3, 4 . (5.7)

Then, there exists a constant C^′ > 0 such that, for any sufficiently large N and for any sufficiently small ϵ > 0, we have that, on Ξ, | | | |EF ( N ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m_{~H} (x + ^L_+ − 2 + iη) dx ) − EF ( N ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m^{GOE}(x + iη) dx )| | | ≤ N^{−1/6+C′ϵ} , (5.8) where the expectation E is with respect to W .

We prove Proposition 5.2 in the Section 6.

Remark 5.3. Proposition 5.2 can be extended as follows: Let ϵ > 0 and set η = N^{−2/3−ϵ}. Let E_0, E_1, . . . , E_k ∈ R satisfy |E_0 − 2| ≤ N^{−2/3+ϵ} , |E_1 − 2| ≤ N^{−2/3+ϵ} , . . . , |E_k − 2| ≤ N^{−2/3+ϵ} . Let F : R^k → R be a smooth function satisfying

max_x |F^{(ℓ)}(x)|(|x| + 1)^{−C} ≤ C , ℓ = 1, 2, 3, 4 .

Then, there exists a constant C^′ > 0 such that, for any sufficiently large N and for any sufficiently small ϵ > 0, we have on Ξ that | | | | EF ( N ∫_{E0} E_1

Im m_{~H} (x + ^L_+ − 2 + iη) dx , . . . , N ∫_{E0} E_k Im m_{~H} (x + ^L_+ − 2 + iη) dx )

− EF ( N ∫_{E0} E_1

Im m^{GOE}(x + iη) dx , . . . , N ∫_{E0} E_k Im m^{GOE}(x + iη) dx )| | | ≤ N^{−1/6+C′ϵ} . (5.9) The proof of (5.9) is similar to that of Proposition 5.2 and will be omitted. Assuming the validity of the proposition, we now prove the main result.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. Recall that we denote by μ^{GOE}_1 ≥ μ^{GOE}_2 ≥ · · · ≥ μ^{GOE}_N the eigenvalues of W^{GOE}. Since P(Ξ) → 1 as N → ∞ by assumption, we may assume that V is fixed and condition on Ξ. Thus, to prove (2.14), it suffices to establish P[N^{2/3}(μ^{GOE}_1 − 2) ≤ s] − N^{−ϕ} < P[N^{2/3} ( ~μ_1 − ^L_+ ) ≤ s] < P[N^{2/3}(μ^{GOE}_1 − 2) ≤ s] + N^{−ϕ} , (5.10) for some ϕ > 0.

Fix s ≺ 1 and let E := ^L_+ + sN^{−2/3}. Let ℓ :=^1_2 N^{−2/3−ϵ} and η := N^{−2/3−9ϵ}. For any sufficiently small ϵ > 0, we have from Lemma 5.1 that P(~μ_1 ≤ E) ≥ E [K (Tr (χ_{E−ℓ} ∗ θ_η (H)))] .

From Proposition 5.2, we find that

E [K (Tr (χ_{E−ℓ} ∗ θ_η (H)))] ≥ E [ K ( Tr ( χ_{E−(^L+−2)−ℓ} ∗ θ_η(W^{GOE}) ))] − N^{−ϕ} , for some ϕ > 0. Finally, we have from Corollary 6.2 of [19] that E [ K ( Tr ( χ_{E−(^L+−2)−ℓ} ∗ θ_η(W^{GOE}) ))] ≥ P ( μ^{GOE}_1 ≤ E − (^L_+ − 2) ) − N^{−ϕ} .

Altogether, we have shown that P(~μ_1 ≤ E) ≥ P ( μ^{GOE}_1 ≤ E − (^L_+ − 2) ) − 2N^{−ϕ} , which proves the first inequality of (5.10). The second inequality can be proved similarly.

To complete the proof of the desired theorem, we notice that it was proved in Lemma C.1 of [25] that there exists a random variable X ≡ X(N), which converges to the Gaussian random variable with mean 0 and variance N^{−1}(1 − (m_{f c}(E_+))^2), satisfying ^E_+ − E_+ = X + O(N^{−1}) , on Ξ. In the proof of Theorem 2.11, we will show that Var(X) ∼ N^{−1}λ^2_0, which implies that ^E_+ converges in probability to E_+. □

Using the general form of the Green function comparison as in (5.9), we can prove (2.10) in a similar manner.

5.3. Proof of Theorem 2.11. We next prove Theorem 2.11. Recall that ρ_{f c} denotes the deformed semicircle measure, whose Stieltjes transform is denoted by m_{f c}.

Proof of Theorem 2.11. For simplicity, assume that ν is centered; the proof is essentially the same even if ν is not centered. Recall that we denote by m^{(n)}(ν) the n-th central moment of ν. We notice that supp ρ_{f c} = [E_−, E_+], for some E_− < 0 < E_+; see Lemma 2.7. As pointed out in the proof of Theorem 2.8, there exists a random variable X, which converges to the Gaussian random variable with mean 0 and variance N^{−1}(1 − (m_{f c}(E_+))^2), satisfying ^E_+ − E_+ = X + O(N^{−1}) ,

on Ξ. Let ϑ := E_+ + m_{f c}(E_+) = E_+ + ∫ dν(v) λ_0v − ϑ . It was shown in [24] that ϑ is the solution to the equation ∫ dν(v) (λ_0v − ϑ)^2

= 1 , ϑ ≥ 0 , (5.11)

and that there exists a constant c > 0, independent of N, such that ϑ − λ_0v > c for any v ∈ supp ν.

We first consider the case λ_0 ≪ 1. Expanding (5.11) in terms of λ_0, we obtain 1 = ∫ dν(v) (λ_0v − ϑ)^2 = ∫ dν(v) ( 1 ϑ^2 + 2λ_0v ϑ^3 + 3λ^2_0v^2 ϑ^4

+ O(λ^3_0) ) = 1 ϑ^2 + 3λ^2_0m^{(2)}(ν) ϑ^4

+ O(λ^3_0) , (5.12)

where we used that ν is centered and has variance m^{(2)}(ν). We thus get ϑ^2 = 1 + O(λ^2_0) and, by putting it back into (5.12),

ϑ = 1 +

3λ^2_0m^{(2)}(ν) 2 + O(λ^3_0) .

We now have m_{f c}(E_+) = ∫ dν(v) λ_0v − ϑ = − 1 ϑ − λ^2_0m^{(2)}(ν)

ϑ^3

+ O(λ^3_0) = −1 + λ^2_0m^{(2)}(ν) 2 + O(λ^3_0) ,

and thus NVar(X) = 1 − (m_{f c}(E_+))^2 = λ^2_0m^{(2)}(ν) + O(λ^3_0) . (5.13) A similar computation yields, γ_0 = 1 + O(λ^2_0) , on Ξ.

Comparing | ^E_+ − E_+| and |μ_1 − ^E_+|, with Theorem 2.8 and Equation (5.13), we can establish the first part of Theorem 2.11, (2.18), and the second part, (2.19). Similarly, if N^{−1/6} ≪ λ_0 ≪ 1, we can also prove (2.20) by using Theorem 2.8 and (5.13), and in particular, σ = m^{(2)}(ν).

We next show that, for any λ_0 ≫ N^{−1/6}, (2.20) holds for some σ ∼ 1. We notice that, if λ_0 < ϵ for some sufficiently small constant ϵ > 0, independent of N, we can prove an estimate on the variance of X similar to (5.13), i.e., 1 2 N^{−1}λ^2_0 ≤ Var(X) ≤ 2N^{−1}λ^2_0 ,

which shows that σ ∼ 1 when λ_0 < ϵ. When λ_0 ≥ ϵ, it is obvious that

1 − (m_{f c}(E_+))^2 = ∫ dν(v) (λ_0v − ϑ)^2 − (∫ dν(v) λ_0v − ϑ )_2 > c > 0 , for some constant c > 0, hence Var(X) ∼ N^{−1} ∼ N^{−1}λ^2_0. Thus, we can conclude that σ ∼ 1 in any case. This show statement iii of Theorem 2.11. Since X is a Gaussian random variable with Var(X) ∼ N^{−1}, we see that ^E_+ → E_+ as N → ∞. It remains to prove (2.22). Expanding (5.12) further and solving it for ϑ, we find that

ϑ = 1 +

3λ^2_0m^{(2)}(ν) 2 + 2λ^3_0m^{(3)}(ν) + λ^4_0 ( 5m^{(4)}(ν) 2 − 45(m^{(2)}(ν))^2 4 ) + O(λ^5_0) .

Thus, we obtain that

E_+ = ϑ − m_{f c}(E_+) = ϑ − ∫ dν(v) λ_0v − ϑ = ϑ + 1 ϑ + λ^2_0m^{(2)}(ν)

ϑ^3 + λ^3_0m^{(3)}(ν)

ϑ^4 + λ^4_0m^{(4)}(ν) ϑ^5

+ O(λ^5_0)

= 2 + λ^2_0m^{(2)}(ν) + λ^3_0m^{(3)}(ν) + λ^4_0 ( m^{(4)}(ν) −

9(m^{(2)}(ν))^2 4 ) + O(λ^5_0) ,

proving (2.22). This completes the proof of Theorem 2.11. □

6. Dyson Brownian motion

In this section, we prove Proposition 5.2. The guiding idea of our proof is that Dyson’s Brownian motion (DBM) interpolates (in the sense of distributions) between the deformed Wigner matrix H and the GOE matrix W^{GOE}. Following the flow of the DBM we show that the expectations of the Green functions of H and W^{GOE} can be compared for appropriately chosen energies.

We first recapitulate Dyson’s Brownian motion [12] in Subsection 6.1.

6.1. Preliminaries. Let H_0 be the matrix H_0 = λ_0V + W , (6.1) where V = diag(v_i) is a diagonal matrix and W is a real symmetric Wigner matrix that satisfies the assumptions in Definition 2.1 and has vanishing diagonal entries (see Subsection 4.1). Here λ_0 and (v_i) are chosen to satisfy Assumption 2.4. We consider (v_i) to be fixed, in particular, if V is a random we consider them to be conditioned on the event Ξ introduced in Definition 4.2.

Let (β_{ij} (t)) be a real symmetric matrix, whose diagonal entries are zero and the off-diagonal entries are a collection of independent, up to the symmetry constraint, real standard Brownian motions, independent of H_0. More precisely, β_{ii}(t) = 0, t ≥ 0, while β_{ij} (t), i < j, t ≥ 0, is a standard Brownian motion starting at zero.

Let H(t) = (h_{ij} (t)), t ≥ 0, satisfy the stochastic differential equation, dh_{ii} = − 1 2 h_{ii} dt , dh_{ij} = dβ_{ij} √ N − 1 2 h_{ij} dt , (i ≠ j) , (6.2)

with initial condition H(t = 0) = H_0. In the following we usually write h_{ij} ≡ h_{ij} (t) and we refer to t as time. Note that we consider in (6.2) a matrix-valued Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process with a drift term which insures that the variances of h_{ij} (t) remain constant over time. In Dyson’s original work [12] this drift term was absent while the diagonal entries were also driven by Brownian motions. It is easy to check that the distribution of H(t) agrees with the distribution of the matrix λ_0e^{−t/2}V + e^{−t/2}W + (1 − e^{−t})^{1/2}W^{GOE} ,

where W^{GOE} is a GOE matrix independent of V and W , whose diagonal entries are set to zero. Thus the process defined by (6.2) indeed interpolates in the sense of distributions between the deformed ensemble and the GOE (with vanishing diagonal) which is invariant under the process defined in (6.2).

In the following we denote by E to expectation with respect to the off-diagonal random variables (h_{ij} ), i ≠ j, while we use the notation E_V for the expectation with respect the diagonal random variables (h_{ii}).

Recall the definition of the λ-dependent quantities ζ ≡ ζ(λ) and γ ≡ γ(λ) in (4.6) and (4.7). Setting λ(t) := λ_0e^{−t/2}, we may now view ζ, γ and λ as depending on t (and λ_0) by extending the definitions in (4.6) and (4.7) in the natural way. In the same way, we obtain a t-dependent measure ^ρ_{f c}(t) (whose density at E ∈ R is denote by ^ρ_{f c}(t, E)) by choosing γ and λ depending on t via λ ≡ λ_0e^{−t/2} in the defining equation (4.9) for ^m_{f c} ≡ ^m_{f c}(t). Note that the statements of Lemma 4.3 directly carry over to ^ρ_{f c}(t) and ^m_{f c}(t). We denote by ^L_+ ≡ ^L_+(t) the upper endpoint of the support of the measure ^ρ_{f c}(t).

We now consider the Green function of the rescaled random matrix ~H(t) := γ(t)H(t). To prove Proposition 5.2, we also have to choose the spectral parameter z as time dependent. Fix some small ϵ > 0 and define the domain, E_ϵ ≡ E_ϵ(t), of the spectral parameter z by E_ϵ(t) := {z = L_+(t) + y + iη ∈ C^+ : y ∈ [−N^{−2/3+ϵ}, N^{−2/3+ϵ}] , η = N^{−2/3−ϵ}} , (t ≥ 0) . (6.3) For z ≡ z(t) ∈ E_ϵ(t), we consider the Green functions G(t, z) := 1 γ(t)H(t) − z(t) , m(t, z) = 1 N Tr G(t, z) , (t ≥ 0) . Recalling Lemma 4.3 and Theorem 4.6 we obtain that, on Ξ, |m(t, z) − ^m_{f c}(t, z)| ≺ Ψ , max_{i≠j} |G_{ij} (t, z)| ≺ Ψ , max_i |G_{ii}(t, z)| ≺ 1 , (6.4) uniformly in E_ϵ(t), t ≥ 0, where we have set Ψ := N^{−1/3+C′ϵ} , (6.5) for some constant C^′ independent of N, ϵ and t. For simplicity, we abbreviate G ≡ G(t, z), m ≡ m(t, z) , ^L_+ ≡ ^L_+(t) , etc., in the following. Note that, for fixed t ≥ 0 and ϵ > 0, the spectral parameter z is a function of y ∈ R (with |y| ≤ N^{−2/3+ϵ}) and so are G and m.

6.2. Proof of Proposition 5.2. In this subsection we give the proof of Proposition 5.2.

Using Itō’s lemma we derive the stochastic differential equation for the matrix entries G_{ij} (t, z) in Subsection 6.3. Anticipating this computation and further calculations of the remaining sections, we next state the key result, Proposition 6.1 below, that directly leads to the proof of Proposition 5.2. Recall that we use the symbol E to denote the expectation with respect to the off-diagonal random variables (h_{ij} ), i ≠ j, while we use the notation E_V for the expectation with respect to the diagonal random variables (h_{ii}). Proposition 6.1. Let H ≡ H(t) be the solution of (6.2). Let

X := N ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m(^L_+ + x − 2 + iη) dx = N ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2

Im m(^L_+ + ~y + iη) d~y , (6.6)

where E_1 , E_2 satisfy (5.6). Let F : R → R be a smooth function satisfying (5.7). Then there exist a real-valued function (t, H) → Θ(t, H) ≡ Θ and a martingale t → M(t) with zero expectation such that dF (X) = Θ dt + dM . (6.7) On Ξ, Θ satisfies |E[Θ(t, H(t))]| ≤ CN^{1/2}Ψ^2 , (6.8) uniformly in t ≥ 0, where Ψ is given by (6.5).

Assuming that Proposition 6.1 holds, we can easily prove the desired result, Proposition 5.2. Proof of Proposition 5.2. Since |EΘ(t, H(t))| ≤ CN^{1/2}Ψ^2, integrating dF (X) from t = 0 to t = 4 log N and taking the expectation, we find from Proposition 6.1 that, on Ξ, | | | | E [ F ( N ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m(^L_+ + x − 2 + iη) | | t=0 dx )] − E [ F ( N ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m(^L_+ + x − 2 + iη) | | t=4 log N dx )]| | | ≤ N^{−1/6+C′ϵ} , (6.9) for some constant C^′ > 0, where we used (6.5).

At t = 4 log N, we have λ = λ_0N^{−2}, hence γ = 1 + O(N^{−2}) on Ξ. In particular, the distribution of ~H(t) with t = 4 log N agrees with the distribution of the matrix γ N^2

(λ_0V + W ) + γ ( 1 − 1 N^4 )_{1/2} W^{GOE} . (6.10)

Denoting by μ^{GOE}_1 ≥ μ^{GOE}_2 ≥ · · · ≥ μ^{GOE}_N the eigenvalues of W^{GOE}, and by ~μ_1 ≥ ~μ_2 ≥ · · · ≥ ~μ_N the eigenvalues of the matrix in (6.10), we have at t = 4 log N, |~μ_j − μ^{GOE}_j | = O_Ξ(N^{−2}) .

Thus, we have that m(z) = 1 N ∑ j 1 ~μ_j − z = 1 N ∑ j 1 μ^{GOE}_j − z

+ O(N^{−4/3+ϵ}) = m^{GOE}(z) + O_Ξ(N^{−4/3+ϵ}) ,

and, since ^L_+ − 2 = O(N^{−2}) on Ξ, we have ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m(x + ^L_+ − 2 + iη) | | |_{t=4 log N} dx − ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m^{GOE}(x + iη)dx = O_Ξ(N^{−2+Cϵ}) .

Hence| | | | | E [ F ( N ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m(x + ^L_+ − 2 + iη) | | |_{t=4 log N} dx )] − E [ F ( N ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m^{GOE}(x + iη)dx )]| | | | ≤ N^{−1+Cϵ} . Using the uniform boundedness of F , we obtain | | | | | E_V E [ F ( N ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m(^L_+ + x − 2 + iη) | | |_{t=0}dx )] − E_V E [ F ( N ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m^{GOE}(x + iη)dx )]| | | | ≤ CN^{−1/6+C′ϵ} + CN^{−ϵ′α} , where we used that P_V (Ξ) ≤ CN^{−ϵ′α} with α = min{β_0, β_1}, by Assumption 2.2 and Assumption 2.4. This completes the proof of Proposition 5.2 □ 6.3. Green function flow. Recall that we let dF (X) = Θdt + dM. To prove Proposition 6.1, we first describe Θ(t, H(t)), where H(t) is the solution to (6.2), in terms of the entries of G(t, z). Lemma 6.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition 6.1 we have E[Θ(t, H(t))] = ∑ i,a ( −∂_t(λγ)v_aE [ F^′(X) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 G_{ia}G_{ai}dy )] + ż E [ F^′(X) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 G_{ia}G_{ai}dy )])

+ 2γ̇γ N ∑ i ∑ a≠b ( E [ F^′(X) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 G_{ia}G_{ab}G_{bi}dy )] + E [ F^′(X) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{ai}dy )])

+ 2γ̇γ N ∑ i,j ∑ a≠b E [ F^{′′}(X) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 G_{ja}G_{bj} dy ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 G_{ia}G_{bi}dy )] + O_Ξ(N^{1/2}Ψ^2) , (6.11)

where we abbreviate G ≡ G(^L_+ + y + iη). Moreover, recalling that z ≡ z(t) = ^L_+(t) + y + iη ∈ E_ϵ(t), we have

ż(t) = −2γγ̇ ^m_{f c}(^L_+) + γ^2∂_t(λγ) 1 N N∑ i=1 v_i (λγv_i − τ)^2 , (6.12)

for t ≥ 0 on Ξ.

We prove Lemma 6.2 in Subsection 6.4. To illustrate the essence of the proof, we first consider the differentials dG_{ij} of the Green function G(t, z). Using Itō’s lemma, we compute

dG_{ij} = ∂G_{ij} ∂t dt + ∑ a≤b ∂G_{ij} ∂h_{ab} dh_{ab} + ∑ a≤b ∑ c≤d 1 2 ∂^2G_{ij} ∂h_{ab}∂h_{cd} d⟨h_{ab}, h_{cd}⟩_t

= ∂G_{ij} ∂t dt + ∑ a<b ∂G_{ij} ∂h_{ab} ( dβ_{ab} √ N − h_{ab} 2 dt ) − 1 2 ∑ a ∂G_{ij} ∂h_{aa} h_{aa}dt

+ ∑ a≤b ∑ c≤d 1 2 ∂^2G_{ij} ∂h_{ab}∂h_{cd} d⟨h_{ab}, h_{cd}⟩_t . (6.13) The cross-variance in (6.13) is explicitly given by ⟨h_{ab}, h_{ab}⟩_t = ⟨h_{ab}, h_{ba}⟩_t = {_1 N if a ≠ b , 0 if a = b ,

(6.14)

with ⟨h_{ab}, h_{cd}⟩_t = 0 if {a, b} ≠ {c, d}. Using (6.14) and the symmetries h_{ab} = h_{ba}, we obtain from (6.13) that dG_{ij} = ∂G^{ij} ∂t − 1 2 ∑ a ∂G_{ij} ∂h_{aa} h_{aa} − 1 4 ∑ a≠b ∂G_{ij} ∂h_{ab} h_{ab} + 1 4N ∑ a≠b ∂G^2_{ij} ∂h^2_{ab} dt + dM_{ij} , (6.15)

where we have introduced the martingale term

dM_{ij} := ∑ a<b ∂G_{ij} ∂h_{ab} dβ_{ab} √ N . (6.16)

Next, we compute the derivatives in (6.15). For the time derivative we obtain ∂G_{ij} ∂t = ∑ a (−γ̇ G_{ia}λv_aG_{aj} + ż G_{ia}G_{aj} ) − ∑ a≠b (γ̇ G_{ia}w_{ab}G_{bj} ) . For the first spatial derivate we obtain, for a ≠ b, − ∂G_{ij} ∂h_{aa} h_{aa} = λγv_aG_{ia}G_{aj} , − ∂G_{ij} ∂h_{ab} h_{ab} = 2γG_{ia}w_{ab}G_{bj} . For the second spatial derivatives we find, for a ≠ b, ∂^2G_{ii} ∂h^2_{ab} = 2γ^2 (G_{ia}G_{ab}G_{bj} + G_{ib}G_{ba}G_{aj} + G_{ib}G_{aa}G_{bj} + G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{aj} ) . Thus, using ∂_t(λγ) = −λγ/2 + γ̇λ, we can rewrite (6.15) as

dG_{ij} = ∑ a ( − ∂_t(γλ)v_aG_{ia}G_{aj} + ż G_{ia}G_{aj} ) dt + dM_{ij} + ∑ a≠b ( −γ̇ G_{ia}w_{ab}G_{bj} + γ 2 G_{ia}w_{ab}G_{bj} + γ^2 N G_{ia}G_{ab}G_{bj} + γ^2 N G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{aj} ) dt . (6.17)

Example 6.3. In the simple case where λ = λ_0 = 0 and γ = γ_0 = 1, we have ż = ∂_t ^L_+ = 0 and Equation (6.17) becomes

dG_{ij} = ∑ a,b ( 1 2 G_{ia}w_{ab}G_{bj} + 1 N G_{ia}G_{ab}G_{bj} + 1 N G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{aj} ) dt + dM_{ij} . (6.18)

Note that in this simple example H(t = 0) reduces to a real symmetric Wigner matrix (with vanishing diagonal) and we have ^m_{f c} ≡ m_{sc}, where m_{sc} is the Stieltjes transform of the standard semicircle law ρ_{sc}.

Eventually, we are going to take the expectation of (6.18). To compute the expectation of G_{ia}w_{ab}G_{bj} , we use the following lemma that was used in the context of random matrix theory before in [23], see also [37, 36]. For a function Q of the matrix entry h_{ab}, we denote ∂^m_{ab}Q ≡^{∂m}_{∂h}m_{ab} Q, m ∈ N.

Lemma 6.4. Assume that Q ∈ C^{M+1}(R) for some M ∈ N. Then, E∂_{ab} Q(h_{ab})h_{ab} = M∑ m=1 κ^{(m)}_{ab} (m − 1)!

E[∂^m_{ab} Q(h_{ab})] + O(‖∂^{M+1}_{ab} Q‖_∞κ^{(M+1)}_{ab} ) , (6.19)

where (κ^{(m)}_{ab} ), m ∈ N, are the cumulants of (h_{ab}).

Proof. By assumption it suffices to check (6.19) for monomials up to order M. For monomials (6.19) is a direct consequence of the moment-cumulant relation

κ^{(n)}_{ab} = M^{(n)}_{ab} − n−1∑ m=1 ( n − 1 m − 1 ) κ^{(n)}_{ab} M^{(n−m)} ab , where (M^{(n)}_{ab} ), (κ^{(n)}_{ab} ) are the moments, respectively cumulants of (h_{ab}). □

Note that we have, by Assumption 2.1 and the definition of the cumulants, for a ≠ b,

κ^{(1)}_{ab} = 0 , κ^{(2)}_{ab} = 1 N , κ^{(p)}_{ab} ≤ k_p N^{p/2} , (k ≥ 3) , for constants (k_p) independent of N.

Choosing Q ≡ G_{ij} , we get from Lemma 6.4, for a ≠ b, E ∂G_{ij} ∂h_{ab} h_{ab} = 1 N E ∂^2 G_{ij} ∂h^2_{ab} + 1 2 κ^{(3)}_{ab} E ∂^3 G_{ij} ∂h^3_{ab} + O(N^{−2}Ψ^2) . (6.20)

The first term on the right side of (6.20) can be handed with the following lemma whose proof appeared first in [19].

Lemma 6.5. For i ≠ a ≠ b ≠ j, we have | | |E ∂^3G_{ij} ∂h^3_{ab} | | | ≺ Ψ^3 . (6.21)

Proof. To show (6.21) it clearly suffices to control^{∂2}_{∂w2ab} (G_{ia}G_{bj} ). Observe that each term in this last expression contains at least three off-diagonal resolvent entries except G_{ia}G_{aa}G_{bb}G_{bj} and G_{ib}G_{aa}G_{bb}G_{aj} . We will focus on the former term, the latter can be treated in the very same way. Using |G_{aa} − m_{sc}| ≺ Ψ (see Theorem 4.6, with λ = 0, γ = 1) we get

E G_{ia} G_{aa}G_{bb}G_{bj} = m^2_{sc}E G_{ia} G_{bj} + O(Ψ^3) . (6.22)

Using the resolvent identity (3.10), we may write G_{ia} = −G_{aa}G^{(a)}_{ii} h_{ia} − (a)∑ p,q h_{ip}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} = m^2_{sc} h_{ia} − (a)∑ p,q h_{ip}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} + O(Ψ^2) ,

where we used once more the local law (4.23). Since the first term on the very right side has vanishing expectation, we obtain from (6.22) that |E G_{ia} G_{aa}G_{bb}G_{bj} | ≺ Ψ^3 which implies the claim. □

Returning to (6.20), we obtain, for i ≠ a ≠ b ≠ j, E ∂G_{ij} ∂w_{ab} w_{ab} = − 1 N EG_{ia} G_{ab}G_{bj} − 1 N EG_{ib} G_{ab}G_{aj} − 1 N EG_{ib} G_{aa}G_{bj} − 1 N EG_{ia} G_{bb}G_{aj} + O(N^{−3/2}Ψ^3) .

In sum, we have shown that ∑ a≠b EG_{ia} w_{ab}G_{bj} = − 2 N ∑ a≠b (EG_{ia} G_{ab}G_{bj} + EG_{ib} G_{aa}G_{bj} ) + O(N^{1/2}Ψ^3) ,

where we used |G_{ii}w_{ib}G_{bj} | , |G_{ia}w_{aj} G_{jj} | , |E_i G_{ii}w_{ij} G_{jj} | ≺ N^{−1/2}Ψ, to cope with the cases a = i, a ≠ b, etc.. This shows that (6.18) can be written as

EdG_{ij} (z, t) = O(N^{1/2}Ψ^3)dt + O(Ψ^2)dt + O(N^{−1/2}Ψ)dt = O(N^{1/2}Ψ^3)dt ,

(uniformly in t ≥ 0), where we used that the expectation of the martingale term defined in (6.16) vanishes. Integration over t from 0 to 4 log N, leads to E ( 1 W − z ) ij − E ( 1 W^{GOE} − z ) ij = O(N^{1/2}Ψ^3) ,

which is stronger an estimate than the trivial bound O(Ψ) obtained from the local laws in Theorem 4.6.

6.4. Computation of dF (X) and proof of Lemma 6.2. We now turn to the computation of the differential dF (X), where F is a smooth function satisfying (5.7) and where X is defined in (6.6). Choosing i = j in (6.17), we get

dG_{ii} = ∑ a ( − ∂_t(γλ)v_aG_{ia}G_{ai} + ż G_{ia}G_{ai} ) dt + dM_{ii} + ∑ a≠b ( −γ̇ G_{ia}w_{ab}G_{bi} + γ 2 G_{ia}w_{ab}G_{bi} + γ^2 N G_{ia}G_{ab}G_{bi} + γ^2 N G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{ai} ) dt . (6.23)

with the martingale term

dM_{ii} = ∑ a<b ∂G_{ii} ∂h_{ab} dβ_{ab} √ N = γ √ N ∑ a≠b G_{ia}G_{bi}dβ_{ab} .

Recalling the definitions of X in Proposition 6.1, we obtain from Itō’s lemma and (6.23),

dF (X) = F^′(X) ∑ i,a ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 dy ( − ∂_t(γλ) v_aG_{ia}G_{ai} + ż G_{ia}G_{ai} )) dt

+ F^′(X) ∑ i ∑ a≠b ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 dy ( (γ 2 − γ̇ ) G_{ia}w_{ab}G_{bi} + γ^2 N G_{ia}G_{ab}G_{bi} + γ^2 N G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{ai} ) ) dt

+ F^{′′}(X) γ^2 N ∑ i,j ∑ a≠b ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1 −2 dy G_{ia}G_{bi} ) ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 dy G_{ja}G_{bj} ) dt + dM , (6.24)

for some martingale M of vanishing expectation. Here, we use the notation G ≡ G(y + L_+ + iη). We remark that (6.24) gives rise to the definitions of Θ and M in dF (X) = Θdt + dM in Proposition 6.1.

Next, we take the expectation in (6.24). The resulting expression can be treated following the lines of Example 6.3: For a ≠ b, set R(w_{ab}) := F^′(X)G_{ia}G_{bi} . (6.25) The following lemma bounds R.

Lemma 6.6. Let R(w_{ab}) := F^′(X)G_{ia}G_{bi}. Then, for i ≠ a ≠ b ≠ i, we have E ∂^2R ∂w^2_{ab} = O_Ξ(Ψ^3) . (6.26)

Here Ξ denotes the event defined in Definition 4.2.

Lemma 6.6 is proven in the same way as Lemma 6.5, but its proof is lengthier due to more notation and is therefore postponed to the Appendix D.

From Lemma 6.6, with i ≠ a ≠ b ≠ i, we obtain E[R(w_{ab} )w_{ab}] = − γ N ( 2E [F^′(X)G_{ia}G_{ab}G_{bi}] + E [F^′(X)G_{ib}G_{aa}G_{bi}] + E [F^′(X)G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{ai}] )

− 2 γ N E F^{′′}(X) ∑ j ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 d~y ~G_{ja} ~G_{bj} ) G_{ia}G_{bi} + O_Ξ(N^{−3/2}Ψ^3) ,

where we use the notation ~G ≡ G(^L_+ + ~y + iη), respectively G ≡ G(^L_+ + y + iη). Altogether, we have that ∑ a≠b E[F^′ (X)G_{ia}w_{ab}G_{bi}] = − 2γ N ∑ a≠b ( E[F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{ab}G_{bi}] + E[F^′ (X)G_{ib}G_{aa}G_{bi}] )

− 2γ N ∑ j ∑ a≠b E [ F^{′′}(X) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 d~y ~G_{ja} ~G_{bj} ) G_{ia}G_{bi} ] + O_Ξ(N^{1/2}Ψ^3) , (6.27)

uniformly in t ≥ 0. Next we prove Lemma 6.2.

Proof of Lemma 6.2. Combining (6.27) with (6.24), we obtain (6.11). We remark that, after integrating over the interval [E_1 − 2, E_2 − 2] and summing over the index i, we get an additional factor NΨ^2. Thus, the error term of order O_Ξ(N^{1/2}Ψ^3) in (6.27) becomes O_Ξ(N^{3/2}Ψ^5), which is equivalent to O_Ξ(N^{1/2}Ψ^2).

It remains to prove (6.12). Recall the definition of τ in (4.19). Using that ^L_+ = τ − γ^2 ^m_{f c}(^L_+), we compute

∂_t ^L_+ = ∂_tτ − 2γγ̇ ^m_{f c}(^L_+) − γ^2∂_t ^m_{f c}(^L_+)

= ∂_tτ − 2γγ̇ ^m_{f c}(^L_+) + γ^2 1 N N∑ j=1 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 (∂_t(λγ)v_j − ∂_tτ) . From (4.18), we find 1 N N∑ j=1 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 = 1 γ^2 , which, after differentiation with respect to t, yields

∂_t ^L_+ = ∂_tτ − 2γγ̇ ^m_{f c}(^L_+) + γ^2∂_t(λγ) 1 N N∑ j=1 v_j (λγv_j − τ)^2 − ∂_tτ

= −2γγ̇ ^m_{f c}(^L_+) + γ^2∂_t(λγ) 1 N N∑ j=1 v_j (λγv_j − τ)^2 . This shows (6.12) and thus completes the proof of Lemma 6.2. □

To conclude this section, we return to Example 6.3, where we considered λ = λ_0 = 0 and γ = γ_0 = 1. Setting λ = γ̇ = ż = 0 in Equation (6.11), we find that E[Θ(t, H(t))] = O(N^{1/2}Ψ^2) ,

for all t ≥ 0. Integration of dF (X) = O(N^{1/2}Ψ^2)dt from t = 0 to t = 4 log N as in the proof of Proposition 6.2 yields now a simple proof of the fact that the distribution of the largest eigenvalue of Wigner matrix is given by the Tracy-Widom distribution.

If, however, λ_0 ≠ 0, γ_0 ≠ 1, and thus γ̇ ≠ 0, ż ≠ 0, the leading terms on the right side of (6.11) are a priori of order one. In the remaining sections, we are going to show that these terms cancel for our choices of γ and ż up to errors of order N^{1/2}Ψ^2. Since this cancellation mechanism in the Green function flow involves rather subtle computations, we first present the main ideas in Section 7 for the simple case λ_0 ≪ 1.

7. Green function flow - a simple case In this section, we assume that λ_0 = N^{−δ} for some δ > 0, i.e., we consider H = N^{−δ}V + W . For such small λ, we get from (4.7) that γ_0 = 1 + O(λ). As shown below, we may set γ_0 ≡ γ ≡ 1 for simplicity of the exposition since the error term of order λ is negligible. Furthermore, we let F^′ ≡ 1 so that the conclusion of Proposition 6.1 becomes

E[Θ] = 1 N ∑ i,a Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ( − λ̇v_aE[G_{ia} G_{ai}] + ż E[G_{ia} G_{ai}] ) dy + O_Ξ(N^{1/2}Ψ^3) . (7.1)

In this section we prove that Im ∑ a ( −λ̇v_aE[G_{ia} G_{ai}] + ż E[G_{ia} G_{ai}] ) = O_Ξ(N^{−δ}Ψ) , (7.2)

which also implies that E[Θ] = O_Ξ(N^{−δ+Cϵ}). We remark that the bound in (7.2) is non-trivial in the sense that the naive power-counting from the local law only yields a bound of O_Ξ(Ψ).

The main difficulty to overcome in the proof of (7.2) is that the index a appears in the deterministic part v_a as well as the random part G_{ia}G_{ai} in the first term. If we can “decouple” the index a from the resolvent entries in the sense that we can choose a (non-random) function f such that ∑ a λ̇v_aE[G_{ia} G_{ai}] = ( 1 N ∑ a f(v_a) )_N ∑ s=1 E[G_{is} G_{si}] + O_Ξ(N^{−δ} Ψ) ,

we can prove (7.2) by comparing the coefficient N^{−1} ∑ a f(v_a) with ż in the second term in (7.2). In Subsection 7.1 we illustrate the ideas behind this “decoupling mechanism” for the index a.

7.1. Expansion of E[G_{ia} G_{ai}]. We introduce a procedure that renders the indices of the random part G_{ia}G_{ai} free of the index a. We proceed in three steps:

Step 1. In a first step, we remove the index a in the lower indices of the resolvents. We begin by using the resolvent formulas in (3.9) that read G_{ia} = −G_{aa} (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa} , G_{ai} = −G_{aa} (a)∑ t h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} , where we assume a ≠ i at first. Later, we are going to add the term a = i, which in fact is negligible for the case at hand (λ_0 ≪ 1, γ = 1). We then have G_{ia}G_{ai} = G^2_{aa} (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} .

Using Schur’s complement formula (3.7), we rewrite this as G_{ia}G_{ai} = 1 (λv_a − z − ∑_{(a)} p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}pq h_{qa})^2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} . Let τ be the largest solution to the equation 1 N ∑ j 1 (λv_j − τ)^2

= 1 .

Then, from the large deviation estimates in Lemma 3.3 and the local laws in (6.4), we have z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ = O_Ξ(Ψ) , z + m^2 − τ = O_Ξ(Ψ) .

Thus, we get G_{ia}G_{ai} = 1 (λv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} + 2 (λv_a − τ)^3 z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) . (7.3) Note that the index a does not appear as an lower index of the resolvent terms on the right side, yet every resolvent term has a in the upper index. We remark that the terms of O_Ξ(Ψ^4) is negligible for λ_0 ≪ 1.

Step 2. In a second step, we integrate out the matrix entries labeled by the index a (i.e., h_{ax} and h_{ya}, for some x and y) on the right side of (7.3) by taking the partial expectation E_a with respect to the a-th column and row. More precisely, we consider E[G_{ia} G_{ai}] = E[E_a [G_{ia}G_{ai}]] = E 1 (λv_a − τ)^2 E_a (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ E 2 (λv_a − τ)^3 E_a z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) .

In the first term we have E_a (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} = 1 N (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} , and, similarly in the second term, we have E_a z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= (z + m^{(a)} − τ) 1 N (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} + 2 N^2 (a)∑ p,q,s G^{(a)}_{ip} G^{(a)}_{pq} G^{(a)}_{qi} + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) ,

where the first term comes from the case p = q and s = t, while the second term from p = s and q = t or p = t and q = s. Here we also used the fact that G is symmetric and that the contribution from the case p = q = s = t is negligible. We thus have E[G_{ia} G_{ai}] = 1 (λv_a − τ)^2 E 1 N (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} + 2 (λv_a − τ)^3 E (z + m^{(a)} − τ) 1 N (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

+ 4 (λv_a − τ)^3 E 1 N^2 (a)∑ p,q,s G^{(a)}_{ip} G^{(a)}_{pq} G^{(a)}_{qi} + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) . (7.4)

Note that, at the end of this second step, only resolvent terms remain. Also note that the index a appears now as an upper index.

Step 3. In a third step, we remove the upper index a in the resolvent entries by using the formula (3.8) that reads G^{(a)}_{is} = G_{is} − G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} . Recall that G_{ia}G_{as} = O_Ξ(Ψ^2), if a ≠ i, s.

We thus have for the first term in (7.4) that E 1 N (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} = 1 N (a)∑ s E [ G_{is}G_{si} − G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G^{(a)}_{si} − G_{is} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} ] . In the first term of the right side of the last equation, we notice that 1 N (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si} = 1 N ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} + O_Ξ(Ψ^5) .

Thus, we arrive at E[G_{ia} G_{ai}] = 1 (λv_a − τ)^2 E [ 1 N ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} ] − 1 (λv_a − τ)^2 E 1 N (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G^{(a)}_{si}

− 1 (λv_a − τ)^2 E 1 N (a)∑ s G_{is} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} + 2 (λv_a − τ)^3 E (z + m^{(a)} − τ) 1 N (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

+ 4 (λv_a − τ)^3 E 1 N^2 (a)∑ p,q,s G^{(a)}_{ip} G^{(a)}_{pq} G^{(a)}_{qi} + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) . (7.5)

Note that the first term on the right side of (7.5) neither has a as a lower nor an upper index.

After following Steps 1-3, we obtain a term we desire: the first term on the right side of (7.5). When a term contains a neither in the lower index nor in the upper index, as in the first term of (7.5), we call it fully expanded. For the other terms in (7.5), we repeat Steps 1-3 until every non-negligible term is fully expanded.

For example, we apply Step 1 to the second term in (7.5) to get 1 N (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G^{(a)}_{si} = 1 N (a)∑ s 1 G_{aa} G^2_{aa} (a)∑ k,m G^{(a)}_{ik} h_{ka}h_{am}G^{(a)}_{ms}G^{(a)}_{si}

= 1 λv_a − τ 1 N (a)∑ s,k,m G^{(a)}_{ik} h_{ka}h_{am}G^{(a)}_{ms}G^{(a)}_{si} + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) .

By taking the partial expectation, i.e., from Step 2, we find that E 1 N (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G^{(a)}_{si} = 1 λv_a − τ E 1 N^2 (a)∑ s,k G^{(a)}_{ik} G^{(a)}_{ks} G^{(a)}_{si} + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) .

Since G_{is} − G^{(a)}_{is} = O_Ξ(Ψ^2), we find after performing Step 3 that 1 (λv_a − τ)^2 E 1 N (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G^{(a)}_{si} = 1 (λv_a − τ)^3 E 1 N^2 (a)∑ s,k G^{(a)}_{ik} G^{(a)}_{ks} G^{(a)}_{si} + O_Ξ(Ψ^4)

= 1 (λv_a − τ)^3 E 1 N^2 ∑ s,k G_{ik} G_{ks}G_{si} + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) .

We go through the same procedure for the third term in (7.5). Since it contains G_{is}, which does not have a in the indices, we begin by 1 N (a)∑ s G_{is} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} = 1 N (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) .

Then, after following Steps 1-3 again, we obtain that 1 (λv_a − τ)^2 E 1 N (a)∑ s G_{is} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} = 1 (λv_a − τ)^3 E 1 N^2 ∑ s,k G_{ik} G_{ks}G_{si} + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) .

The fourth term and the fifth term in (7.5) require Step 3 only, and we can easily see that 2 (λv_a − τ)^3 E (z + m^{(a)} − τ) 1 N (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} = 2 (λv_a − τ)^3 E [ (z + m − τ) 1 N ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} ] + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) and 4 (λv_a − τ)^3 E 1 N^2 (a)∑ p,q,s G^{(a)}_{ip} G^{(a)}_{pq} G^{(a)}_{qi} = 4 (λv_a − τ)^3 E [ 1 N^2 ∑ p,q,s G_{ip}G_{pq} G_{qi} ] + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) .

Thus, we now have from (7.5) that E[G_{ia} G_{ai}] = 1 (λv_a − τ)^2 E [ 1 N ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} ] + 2 (λv_a − τ)^3 E 1 N^2 ∑ s,k G_{ik}G_{ks}G_{si}

+ 2 (λv_a − τ)^3 E [ (z + m − τ) 1 N ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} ] + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) , (7.6)

where every non-negligible term is fully expanded. We remark that the coefficients of the last two terms in (7.6), which are of O_Ξ(Ψ^3) by a naive power-counting, contain the same factor (λv_a − τ)^{−3}. This is not a mere coincidence but an intrinsic structure of the procedure.

7.2. Proof of Equation (7.2). From (7.6), we find that ∑ a ( −λ̇v_aE[G_{ia} G_{ai}] + ż E[G_{ia} G_{ai}] )

= −λ̇ ( 1 N ∑ a v_a (λv_a − τ)^2 ) E [ ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} ] + ż E [ ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} ] − λ̇v_i E[(G_{ii} )^2]

− λ̇ ( 1 N ∑ a 2v_a (λv_a − τ)^3 ) E (z + m − τ) ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} + 1 N ∑ s,k G_{ik}G_{ks}G_{si} + O_Ξ(N^{−δ}Ψ) , (7.7)

where we use that λ̇ = O(N^{−δ} ) and that the contribution from the case a = i in the summation is negligible.

From the explicit computation of ż (with γ ≡ 1) in (6.12), we see that the first two terms on the right side of (7.7) add up to zero. After taking the imaginary part of the third term, we find from the local law that

Im λ̇v_iE[G^2_{ii} ] = 2λ̇v_iE[Re G_{ii} · Im G_{ii}] = O_Ξ(N^{−δ}Ψ) .

Thus, in order to prove (7.2), it suffices to show that E (z + m − τ) ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} + 1 N ∑ s,k G_{ik} G_{ks}G_{si} = O_Ξ(Ψ) . (7.8)

We remark that the naive size of the left side of (7.8) obtained by power counting is O_Ξ(1), hence the estimate (7.8) is non-trivial. This type of estimate will be referred to as “optical theorem” in the sequel.

To prove (7.8), we go back to (7.6). After summing over a, we have E [ 1 N ∑ a G_{ia}G_{ai} ] = ( 1 N ∑ a 1 (λv_a − τ)^2 ) E [ 1 N ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} ]

+ ( 2 N ∑ a 1 (λv_a − τ)^3 ) E (z + m − τ) 1 N ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} + 1 N^2 ∑ s,k G_{ik} G_{ks}G_{si} + O_Ξ(Ψ^4) .

Recall that we have set γ = 1, hence 1 N ∑ a 1 (λv_a − τ)^2

= 1 , (7.9)

and we obtain the following non-trivial estimate, ( 2 N ∑ a 1 (λv_a − τ)^3 ) E (z + m − τ) 1 N ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} + 1 N^2 ∑ s,k G_{ik} G_{ks}G_{si} = O_Ξ(Ψ^4) . (7.10)

Since the coefficient N^{−1} ∑ a(λv_a − τ)^{−3} is bounded uniformly away from zero on Ξ, we find that the optical theorem (7.8) indeed holds. This completes the proof of Equation (7.2).

To conclude this section, we mention that the “optical theorem” is a consequence of the “sum rule” (7.9): In the expansion of ∑ a G_{ia}G_{ai}, for z close to the spectral edge, the leading terms cancel due to (7.9). In the bulk of the spectrum, the leading terms do not cancel but the expansion can be used to obtain optimal bounds on the average 1 N ∑ a G_{ia}G_{ai} in the bulk of the spectrum. This mechanism has been studied in details for banded Wigner matrices in [16].

8. Proof of Proposition 6.1 In this section, we prove Proposition 6.1 using the following result.

Lemma 8.1. For n ∈ N, let

A_n := 1 N N∑ j=1 1 (λγv_j − τ)^n , A^′_n := 1 N N∑ j=1 v_j (λγv_j − τ)^n . (8.1)

Let H(t) be the solution to (6.2) with initial condition H(0) = H_0; see (6.1). Let F be a smooth function satisfying (5.7) and let X be given by (6.6). Let Θ ≡ Θ(t, H(t)) denote the function in Proposition 6.1.

Then there exist random variables X_2 ≡ X_2(z) and X_3 ≡ X_3(z) with X_2 = O_Ξ(Ψ^2) and X_3 = O_Ξ(Ψ^3) such that

E[Θ] = N Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 E [ C_2NX_2 + C_3NX_3 + C_0F^′(X) + C^′_0F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ) ] dy + O_Ξ(N^{1/2}Ψ^2) , (8.2)

uniformly in t ≥ 0, where we use the notation z ≡ z(t) = ^L_+(t) + y + iη.

The coefficients C_2, C_3, C_0, C^′_0 in (8.2) are functions of t and ^ν only that are explicitly given by C_2 = −∂_t(λγ)γ^2A^′_2 + ż + 2γ̇γA_1 , (8.3)

C_3 = 2γ^2 ( −∂_t(λγ) ( A^′_3 −

A_3A^′_4 A_4 ) + γ̇γ^{−1} ( γ^{−2} − 2A^2_3 A_4 )) , (8.4)

C_0 = −∂_t(λγ) ( A^′_2 −

A_2A^′_4 A_4 ) − 2γ̇γ A_3 γ^2A_4

, (8.5)

C^′_0 = −∂_t(λγ) ( A^′_3 −

A_3A^′_4 A_4 ) + γ̇γ^{−1} ( γ^{−2} − 2A^2_3 A_4 ) , (8.6)

with ż = ∂_t ^L_+(t).

Remark 8.2. The random variable X_2 in Lemma 8.1 is defined by

X_2 := 1 N^2 ∑ i,s F^′(X)G_{is}G_{si} . The precise definition of X_3 is given in (C.2) below. (See also (A.3) and (A.4).)

Remark 8.3. By definition, we have for n ≥ 2 that λA^′_n − τA_n = A_{n−1} . We also have A_1 = ^m_{f c}(^L_+) , A_2 = γ^{−2} , A_3 = −γ^6 . (8.7) See Remark 4.5 for more details.

We prove Lemma 8.1 in the Appendix C by using the ideas demonstrated in Section 7 and estimates carried out in the Appendices A and B. Applying the three step expansion procedure of Section 7 to the right side of (6.11), we obtain the leading order term NX_2, which corresponds to the term ∑ a G_{ia}G_{ai} in Section 7. By power counting we have X_2 = O_Ξ(Ψ^2). Continuing the expansion procedure, we obtain the next order term X_3, with X_3 = O_Ξ(Ψ^3). We also compute the third order term, but it can be absorbed into X_3 by using a higher order “optical theorem”, i.e., an extension of (7.8). The next higher order terms are negligible. Finally, unlike as in the expansion in Section 7, the proof of Lemma 8.1 requires estimates on the diagonal terms corresponding to the terms from the case i = a in (7.7). These terms become the sub-leading, but not negligible, terms F^′(X) and F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ) in (8.2).

Proof of Proposition 6.1. Assuming the validity of (8.2), it suffices to show that C_2 = C_3 = C^′_0 = 0, since C_0 and F^′(X) are real, hence they vanish after taking the imaginary part.

In (6.12), we showed that

ż = ∂_t ^L_+ = −2γ̇γA_1 + ∂_t(λγ)γ^2A^′_2 ,

thus we find from (8.3) that C_2 = 0.

From the definition of A_2, we have

A_2 = 1 N ∑ a 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 = γ^{−2} .

Taking the partial derivative with respect to t, we obtain

∂_t(λγ)A^′_3 = τ̇ A_3 + γ^{−3}γ̇ . (8.8)

Similarly, from the definition of A_3 we obtain

∂_t(λγ)A^′_4 = τ̇A_4 −

Ȧ_3 3 . (8.9)

Thus, combining (8.4), (8.8) and (8.9) we get

C_3 = ( −∂_t(λγ) ( A^′_3 −

A_3A^′_4 A_4 ) + γ̇γ^{−1} ( γ^{−2} − 2A^2_3 A_4 ))

= −τ̇A_3 − γ̇γ^{−3} +

A_3 A_4 ( τ̇ A_4 −

Ȧ_3 3 ) + γ̇γ^{−1} ( γ^{−2} − 2A^2_3 A_4 )

= − A_3 3γA_4 (γȦ_3 + 6γ̇A_3) .

Since γ^{−6} = −A_3, we obtain C_3 = 0.

Similarly, one shows that C^′_0 = 0 as well. Therefore, we have shown that

E[Θ] = O_Ξ(N^{1/2}Ψ^2) ,

which completes the proof of Proposition 6.1. □

Remark 8.4. From the relation

−∂_t(λγ)A^′_2 + τ̇A_2 = Ȧ_1 = ∂_t ^m_{f c}(^L_+) ,

we conclude, together with (8.5) and the identity γ^{−6} = −A_3, that

C_0 = ∂_t ^m_{f c}(^L_+) − τ̇ A_2 +

A_2 A_4 ( τ̇A_4 −

Ȧ_3 3 ) − 2γ̇A_2A_3 γA_4 = ∂_t ^m_{f c}(^L_+) ,

as was to be expected.

The proof of Lemma 8.1 is divided into three steps. These steps are outlined in the Appendices A, B and C.

Appendix A.

In a first step of the proof of Lemma 8.1, we expand in this appendix the first term on the right side of (6.11). The aim of this expansion is to decouple the deterministic part v_a from the random resolvent part by deriving an approximation of the form

E[F^′ (X)G_{ia}(z)G_{ai}(z)] = ∑ k ∑ l f_{k,l}(v_a) E [Y_{k,l,i} (z)] + O_Ξ(Ψ^5) , (A.1)

for a finite family of deterministic functions (f_{k,l}) and a finite family of random variables (Y_{k,l,i}) ≡ (Y_{k,l,i}(z)), both indexed by natural numbers l, k and the index i such that Y_{k,l,i} = O_Ξ(Ψ^{k+1}) for all l and i. In (A.1), we have implicitly chosen z = ^L_+ + y + iη, y ∈ [−N^{−2/3+ϵ}, N^{−2/3+ϵ}] and we will do so hereafter. Later, we will see that it suffices to consider k = 1, 2, 3.

The purpose of the approximation in (A.1) is twofold. First, after multiplying (A.1) by v_a, we obtain the expression corresponding to (7.7). This enables us to estimate the right side of (6.11). Second, we can prove from (A.1) an optical theorem, which is essential in the proof of Lemma 8.1. (The corresponding result for small λ was given in (7.8).)

We remark that Y_{1,l,i} and Y_{2,l,i} can be written in terms of the z-dependent random variables

X_{22} := 1 N ∑ p G_{ip}G_{pi} , (A.2)

X_{32} := (z + γ^2m − τ) 1 N ∑ p G_{ip}G_{pi} , (A.3)

X_{33} := 1 N^2 ∑ p,q G_{ip}G_{pq} G_{qi} . (A.4) To simplify the notation slightly, we drop the subscript Ξ in O_Ξ, yet we always condition on Ξ.

From the local law in (6.4), it can be checked that z + γ^2m − τ = O(Ψ) .

Thus, we have the a priori bounds X_{22} = O(Ψ^2) , X_{32} = O(Ψ^3) , X_{33} = O(Ψ^3) .

In the expansion of (6.11), we will also use the following z-dependent random variables:

X_{42} := (z + γ^2m − τ)^2 1 N ∑ a G_{ia}G_{ai} , (A.5)

X_{43} := (z + γ^2m − τ) 1 N^2 ∑ a,b G_{ia}G_{ab}G_{bi} , (A.6) X_{44} := 1 N^3 ∑ a,b,c G_{ia}G_{ab}G_{bc}G_{ci} , (A.7) X^′_{44} := 1 N^3 ∑ a,b,c G_{ia}G_{ai}G_{bc}G_{cb} . (A.8) We remark that X_{42} , X_{43} , X_{44} , X^′_{44} = O(Ψ^4) . Let X^{(a)} := N ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m^{(a)}(^L_+ + x − 2 + iη) dx = N ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2

Im m^{(a)}(^L_+ + y + iη) dy . (A.9)

Since m(^L_+ + x − 2 + iη) − m^{(a)}(^L_+ + x − 2 + iη) = O(Ψ^2) , we have X − X^{(a)} = O(Ψ) , hence by a Taylor expansion

F^′(X) = F^′(X^{(a)}) + F^{′′}(X^{(a)})(X − X^{(a)}) +

F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) 2 (X − X^{(a)})^2 + O(Ψ^3) . (A.10)

In particular, F^′(X) − F^′(X^{(a)}) = O(Ψ) .

We consider first the case a ≠ i. (Later, we will add the term F^′(X)G^2_{ii} for the case a = i.) The general idea of the expansion is the same as in Section 7, and the ultimate goal of the expansion is to decouple the index a appearing as a lower or upper index of the resolvent entries from all other indices. In a first step, using the resolvent formula (3.9), we find G_{ia}G_{ai} = G^2_{aa} (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} = 1 (λγv_a − z − ∑_{(a)} p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}pq h_{qa})^2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} . Applying the large deviation estimates of Lemma 3.3 to the term ∑_{(a)} p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}pq h_{qa}, we find z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ = O(Ψ) . Thus, by expanding around (λγv_a − τ), we get G_{ia}G_{ai} = 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ 2 (λγv_a − τ)^3 z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ 3 (λγv_a − τ)^4 z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ 2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.11)

Using (A.10), we also find

F^′(X)G_{ia}G_{ai} =

F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} + F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) 2(λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)})^2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ 2F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ 2F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)}) z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ 3F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ 2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.12)

We notice that, after taking the partial expectation E_a , i.e., performing Step 2 of Section 7, the right side of (A.12) does no more contain a as a lower index. In the next step, Step 3, we remove the upper index a in the resolvent entries. After completing one cycle of Steps 1-3, we find that the index a in the leading order term is decoupled, hence the expansion for the leading term is finished. We will repeat the same procedure until we obtain an expansion where all non-negligible terms are fully expanded. In the rest of this section, we expand each term in (A.12) by following the procedure in Section 7.

A.1. Expansion of the first term in (A.12). We begin by taking the partial expectation E_a of the first term in (A.12). This corresponds to Step 2 in Section 7. From the relation G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} = G_{is}G_{si} − G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{si} − G^{(a)}_{is} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} , we have that

E_a F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} = γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

= γ^2 N F^′(X) (λγv_a − τ)^2 ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} − γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si}

− γ^2 2N F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)})^2 (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si}

− γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{si} − γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.13)

By the definition of X_{22} in (A.2), we have for the first term on the right side of (A.13) that

E [ γ^2 N F^′(X) (λγv_a − τ)^2 ∑ s G_{is}G_{si} ] = γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^2 E[F^′ (X)X_{22}] , (A.14)

and we stop expanding it since v_a is already decoupled from the random part. All the other terms in (A.13) need to be expanded further. For that purpose we repeat the same procedure again. We remark that we may take the partial expectation E_a as many times as we want, since for any random variable X,

EX = E E_a X = E E_a E_a X ,

and, although not written explicitly in (A.13), the object we expand is E[F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{ai}], which has the full expectation.

A.1.1. Expansion of the second term in (A.13). We now expand the second term in (A.13). We begin with

γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si}

= γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s ( G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} + G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{si} + G^{(a)}_{is} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} )

= γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} + γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s,p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq} G^{(a)}_{qs} G_{si}

+ γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s,p,q G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{sp} h_{pa}h_{aq} G^{(a)}_{qi} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.15)

By the definition of X and X^{(a)}, we have

X − X^{(a)} = Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ∑ j G_{ja}G_{aj} (^L_+ + ~y + iη)

G_{aa}(^L_+ + ~y + iη) d~y .

For simplicity, abbreviate ~G ≡ ~G(^L_+ + y + +iη), where ~y ∈ [E_1 − 2, E_2 − 2]. We then have

X − X^{(a)} = Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1 −2 ∑ j ~G_{ja} ~G_{aj} ~G_{aa} d~y , and X − X^{(a)} = O(Ψ). Following the procedure above, we consider ~G_{ja} ~G_{aj} ~G_{aa} = ~G_{aa} (a)∑ p,q ~G^{(a)}_{jp} h_{pa}h_{aq} ~G^{(a)}_{qj}

= 1 λγv_a − τ (a)∑ p,q ~G^{(a)}_{jp} h_{pa}h_{aq} ~G^{(a)}_{qj}

+ 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 z + (a)∑ r,s h_{ar} ~G^{(a)}_{rs} h_{sa} − τ (a)∑ p,q ~G^{(a)}_{jp} h_{pa}h_{aq} ~G^{(a)}_{qj} + O(Ψ^4) . (A.16)

Taking the partial expectation E_a , we find that

E_a ~G_{ja} ~G_{aj} ~G_{aa} = γ^2 λγv_a − τ 1 N (a)∑ p ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{pj} + γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^2 ( z + γ^2 ~m^{(a)} − τ ) 1 N (a)∑ p ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{pj}

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^2 1 N^2 (a)∑ p,q ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{pq} ~G^{(a)}_{qj} + O(Ψ^4) , (A.17)

where we let ~m := 1 N ∑ m ~G_{mm} , ~m^{(a)} := 1 N (a)∑ m ~G^{(a)}_{mm} .

We define

X_{22} := Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 1 N ∑ j,k ~G_{jk} ~G_{kj} d~y , (A.18)

X_{32} := Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2

(z + γ^2 ~m − τ) 1 N ∑ j,k ~G_{jk} ~G_{kj} d~y , (A.19)

X_{33} := Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 1 N^2 ∑ j,k,m ~G_{jk} ~G_{km} ~G_{mj} d~y , (A.20)

and similarly,

X^{(a)}_{22} := Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 1 N (a)∑ j,k ~G^{(a)}_{jk} ~G^{(a)}_{kj} d~y , (A.21)

X^{(a)}_{32} := Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2

(z + γ^2 ~m^{(a)} − τ) 1 N (a)∑ j,k ~G^{(a)}_{jk} ~G^{(a)}_{kj} d~y , (A.22)

X^{(a)}_{33} := Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 1 N^2 (a)∑ j,k,m ~G^{(a)}_{jk} ~G^{(a)}_{km} ~G^{(a)}_{mj} d~y . (A.23)

We notice that

X_{22}, X^{(a)}_{22} = O(Ψ) , X_{32}, X_{33}, X^{(a)}_{32} , X^{(a)}_{33} = O(Ψ^2) .

Thus, we have

E_a [X − X^{(a)}] = γ^2 λγv_a − τ X^{(a)}_{22} + γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^2 X^{(a)}_{32} +

2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^2 X^{(a)}_{33} + O(Ψ^3) , (A.24) which also yields E_a γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

= γ^4 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 X^{(a)}_{22} (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} + γ^4 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 X^{(a)}_{32} (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

+ 2γ^6 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 X^{(a)}_{33} (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.25)

We repeat the same procedure again for the first term in (A.25). We expand

γ^4 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 X^{(a)}_{22} (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

= γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 F^{′′}(X)X_{22}X_{22} − γ^4 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 X^{(a)}_{22} (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} − γ^4 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 X^{(a)}_{22} (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{si}

− γ^4 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X_{22} − X^{(a)}_{22} ) (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si} − γ^4 N F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)})X_{22} (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si} + O(Ψ^5) , (A.26)

where we used that

F^{′′}(X) = F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) + F^{′′′}(X^{(a)})(X − X^{(a)}) + O(Ψ^2)

and that

X_{22} − X^{(a)}_{22} = Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1 −2 1 N ∑ j,k ( ~G_{ja} ~G_{ak} ~G_{aa} ~G_{kj} + ~G^{(a)}_{jk} ~G_{ka} ~G_{aj} ~G_{aa} ) d~y = O(Ψ^2) .

The first term in (A.26) is fully expanded, i.e., v_a is decoupled from the random part. All the other terms in (A.26) are of O(Ψ^4). To a O(Ψ^4)-term we can freely add or remove the upper index (a) at the expense of an error term of O(Ψ^5), which is negligible in the calculation. For example, the second term in (A.26) satisfies E_a γ^4 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 X^{(a)}_{22} (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} = E_a γ^4 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 X^{(a)}_{22} G_{aa} (a)∑ s,p,q G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{sp} h_{pa}h_{aq} G^{(a)}_{qi}

= γ^6 N^2

F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 X^{(a)}_{22} (a)∑ s,p G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{sp} G^{(a)}_{pi} + O(Ψ^5) = γ^6 N^2

F^{′′}(X) (λγv_a − τ)^4 X_{22} ∑ s,p G_{is}G_{sp}G_{pi} + O(Ψ^5)

= γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 F^{′′}(X)X_{22}X_{33} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.27)

Similarly, for the third term in (A.26) we have E_a γ^4 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 X^{(a)}_{22} (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{si} = γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 F^{′′}(X)X_{22}X_{33} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.28)

In order to control the fourth term in (A.26), we first consider E_a (X_{22} − X^{(a)}_{22} ) as in (A.24) and get

E_a (X_{22} − X^{(a)}_{22} ) =

2γ^2 λγv_a − τ X_{33} + O(Ψ^3) . (A.29)

We then obtain that E_a γ^4 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X_{22} − X^{(a)}_{22} ) (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si} = 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 F^{′′}(X)X_{33}X_{22} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.30)

Finally, the last term in (A.26) becomes E_a γ^4 N F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)})X_{22} (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si} = γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 F^{′′′}(X)(X_{22})^2X_{22} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.31)

We thus have shown from (A.26), (A.27), (A.28), (A.30) and (A.31) that E γ^4 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 X^{(a)}_{22} (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

= γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{22}] −

2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] − 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{33}X_{22}] − γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′′} (X)(X_{22})^2X_{22}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.32)

We next return to the second and the third terms in (A.25). Since these are of O(Ψ^4), we observe that E γ^4 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 X^{(a)}_{32} (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} = γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{32}X_{22}] + O(Ψ^5) (A.33)

and that E 2γ^6 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 X^{(a)}_{33} (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} = 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{33}X_{22}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.34)

We then obtain from (A.25), (A.32), (A.33) and (A.34) that E γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

= γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{22}] + γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{32}X_{22}] − 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] − γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′′} (X)(X_{22})^2X_{22}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.35)

This finishes the expansion for the first term in (A.15).

We now return to the second term in (A.15). We note that

γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s,p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq} G^{(a)}_{qs} G_{si}

= γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ∑ j ~G_{ja} ~G_{aj} ~G_{aa} d~y (a)∑ s,p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq}G^{(a)}_{qs} G_{si}

= γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ∑ j (a)∑ r,s ~G^{(a)}_{jr} h_{ra}h_{as} ~G^{(a)}_{sj} d~y (a)∑ s,p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq}G^{(a)}_{qs} G^{(a)}_{si} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.36)

Taking the partial expectation E_a , we find E_a γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s,p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq}G^{(a)}_{qs} G_{si}

= γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 F^{′′}(X^{(a)})X_{22}X_{33} +

2γ^6 N^3

F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ∑ j (a)∑ r,t ~G^{(a)}_{jr} ~G^{(a)}_{tj} d~y (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{ir} G^{(a)}_{ts} G^{(a)}_{si} + O(Ψ^5) .

Thus, we obtain

E γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s,p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq} G^{(a)}_{qs} G_{si}

= γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}]

+ 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^3 ∑ j,r,t,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{ir} G_{ts}G_{si} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.37)

The third term in (A.15) can be dealt with in a similar manner, and we get

E γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s,p,q G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{sp} h_{pa}h_{aq} G^{(a)}_{qi} (A.38)

= γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] +

2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ j,r,t,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{ir}G_{ts}G_{si} + O(Ψ^5) .

So far, we have shown from (A.15), (A.35), (A.37) and (A.38) that

E γ^2 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si}

= γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{22}] + γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{32}X_{22}] − γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′′} (X)(X_{22})^2X_{22}]

+ 4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^3 ∑ j,r,t,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{ir}G_{ts}G_{si} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.39)

This completes the expansion of the second term in (A.13).

A.1.2. Expansion of the third term in (A.13). Recall that

X − X^{(a)} = Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ∑ j ~G_{ja} ~G_{aj} ~G_{aa} d~y (A.40)

and that X − X^{(a)} = O(Ψ). Let ^G ≡ G(^L_+ + ^y + iη), for ^y ∈ [E_1 − 2, E_2 − 2]. Then, we may write ( X − X^{(a)}

)_2 = Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ∑ j ~G_{ja} ~G_{aj} ~G_{aa} d~y ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1 −2 ∑ k ^G_{ka} ^G_{ak} ^G_{aa} d^y ) . (A.41)

Applying the resolvent formula (3.9) to both of the integrands, we find ( X − X^{(a)}

)_2

= Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{aa} ∑ j (a)∑ p,q ~G^{(a)}_{jp} h_{pa}h_{aq} ~G^{(a)}_{qj} d~y ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 ^G_{aa} ∑ k ∑ r,t ^G^{(a)}_{kr} h_{ra}h_{at} ^G^{(a)}_{tk} d^y )

= 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 ∑ j,k (a)∑ p,q,r,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{jp} h_{pa}h_{aq} ~G^{(a)}_{qj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ^G^{(a)}_{kr} h_{ra}h_{at} ^G^{(a)}_{tk} d^y ) .

Thus, by taking the partial expectation E_a , we get E_a ( X − X^{(a)}

)_2 = γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^2 1 N^2 ∑ j,k (a)∑ p,r ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{pj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ^G^{(a)}_{kr} ^G^{(a)}_{rk} d^y )

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^2 1 N^2 ∑ j,k (a)∑ r,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{jr} ~G^{(a)}_{tj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ^G^{(a)}_{kr} ^G^{(a)}_{tk} d^y ) + O(Ψ^3) ,

which implies E_a ( X − X^{(a)}

)_2 = γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^2 (X_{22})^2 + 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^2 1 N^2 ∑ j,k,r,t ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{tj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ^G_{kr} ^G_{tk}d^y ) + O(Ψ^3) .

We remark that the terms with the fourth or higher moments of the entries of H(t) have negligible contributions, hence we omit the details on those terms in the calculation. Thus returning to the third term in (A.13), we obtain E γ^2 2N F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)})^2 (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si}

= γ^6 2(λγv_a − τ)^4 E [ F^{′′′}(X)(X_{22})^2X_{22} ]

+ γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ j,k,r,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{tj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 ^G_{kr} ^G_{tk}d^y ) X_{22}

+ O(Ψ^5) . (A.42)

A.1.3. Expansion of the fourth term and the fifth term in (A.13). We first begin with the expansion

γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{si} = γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G^{(a)}_{si} + γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} . (A.43)

Expanding the first term in (A.43), we get

γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G^{(a)}_{si} = γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,r,t G^{(a)}_{ir} h_{ra}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ts} G^{(a)}_{si}

+ γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,r,t G^{(a)}_{ir} h_{ra}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ts} G^{(a)}_{si} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.44)

Taking the partial expectation E_a , we obtain E_a γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,r,t G^{(a)}_{ir} h_{ra}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ts} G^{(a)}_{si} = γ^4 N^2

F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,r G^{(a)}_{ir} G^{(a)}_{rs} G^{(a)}_{si}

= γ^4 N^2

F^′(X) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,r G_{ir} G_{rs}G_{si} − γ^4 N^2

F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,r G^{(a)}_{ir} G^{(a)}_{rs} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} − γ^4 N^2

F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,r G^{(a)}_{ir} G_{ra}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{si}

− γ^4 N^2

F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,r G_{ia}G_{ar} G_{aa} G_{rs}G_{si} − γ^4 N^2

F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s,r G_{ir} G_{rs}G_{si} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.45)

Taking the full expectation, the first term in (A.45) becomes E γ^4 N^2

F^′(X) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,r G_{ir}G_{rs}G_{si} = γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{33}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.46)

For the second term in (A.45), we have that E γ^4 N^2

F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,r G^{(a)}_{ir} G^{(a)}_{rs} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} = E γ^4 N^2

F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 (a)∑ s,r G^{(a)}_{ir} G^{(a)}_{rs} E_a (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{sp} h_{pa}h_{aq} G^{(a)}_{qi} + O(Ψ^5)

= γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.47)

Similarly, we can also obtain E γ^4 N^2

F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,r G^{(a)}_{ir} G_{ra}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{si} = γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) (A.48) and E γ^4 N^2

F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,r G_{ia}G_{ar} G_{aa} G_{rs}G_{si} = γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.49)

For the last term in (A.45), we use (A.24) to obtain that E γ^4 N^2

F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s,r G_{ir}G_{rs}G_{si} = γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.50)

Thus, from (A.45), (A.46), (A.47), (A.48), (A.49) and (A.50), we find that E γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,r,t G^{(a)}_{ir} h_{ra}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ts} G^{(a)}_{si}

= γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{33}] −

3γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] − γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.51)

The second term in (A.44) satisfies E_a γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,r,t G^{(a)}_{ir} h_{ra}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ts} G^{(a)}_{si}

= γ^4 N^2

F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 ( z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ

)^{(a)}∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{it} G^{(a)}_{ts} G^{(a)}_{si} +

2γ^6 N^3

F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 (a)∑ s,r,t G^{(a)}_{ir} G^{(a)}_{rt} G^{(a)}_{ts} G^{(a)}_{si} + O(Ψ^5) .

Thus, we get E γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,r,t G^{(a)}_{ir} h_{ra}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ts} G^{(a)}_{si}

= γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] +

2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.52)

We then have from (A.44), (A.51) and (A.52) that E γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G^{(a)}_{si}

= γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{33}] + γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] − γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] − γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.53)

Expanding the second term in (A.43), we have E γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa}

= E γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 (a)∑ s (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq}G^{(a)}_{qs} (a)∑ r,t G^{(a)}_{ir} h_{ra}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ts} + O(Ψ^5)

= E 2γ^6 N^3

F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 (a)∑ s,p,r G^{(a)}_{ip} G^{(a)}_{ps} G^{(a)}_{ir} G^{(a)}_{rs} + E γ^6 N^3

F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 (a)∑ s,r,t G^{(a)}_{ir} G^{(a)}_{ts} G^{(a)}_{ir} G^{(a)}_{ts}

+ O(Ψ^5)

= 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] + γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.54)

Thus, from (A.43), (A.53) and (A.54), we get E γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{si}

= γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{33}] + γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] + γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] + γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] − γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.55)

The fifth term in (A.13) can be expanded analogously to (A.53), and we find that E γ^2 N F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} = γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{33}] + γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] − γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] − γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.56)

This finishes the expansion of the fourth term and the fifth term in (A.13).

A.1.4. Expansion of the first term in (A.12). Combining (A.13), (A.14), (A.39), (A.42), (A.55) and (A.56), we conclude that E F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^2 E[F^′ (X)X_{22}] −

2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{33}] − γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{22}] − γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{32}X_{22}] + γ^6 2(λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′′} (X)(X_{22})^2X_{22}]

− 4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ j,r,t,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{ir}G_{ts}G_{si}

− γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ j,k,r,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{tj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ^G_{kr} ^G_{tk} d^y ) X_{22}

− 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] − γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] + γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.57)

This finishes the expansion of the first term in (A.12).

A.2. Expansion of the second term in (A.12). Following the expansion procedure for the first term in (A.12), we now expand the second term. By the definitions of X and X^{(a)}, we have

F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ∑ j ~G_{ja} ~G_{aj} ~G_{aa} d~y (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 (a)∑ j (a)∑ p,q ~G^{(a)}_{jp} h_{pa}h_{aq} ~G^{(a)}_{qj} d~y (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 ( z + (a)∑ k,m h_{ak} ~G^{(a)}_{km}h_{ma} − τ )_{(a)} ∑ j (a)∑ p,q ~G^{(a)}_{jp} h_{pa}h_{aq} ~G^{(a)}_{qj} d~y (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.58)

A.2.1. Expansion of the first term in (A.58). After taking the partial expectation E_a , the first term on the right side of (A.58) becomes

E_a F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 (a)∑ j (a)∑ p,q ~G^{(a)}_{jp} h_{pa}h_{aq} ~G^{(a)}_{qj} d~y (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= γ^4 N^2

F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 X^{(a)}_{22} (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} +

2γ^4 N^2

F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} ~G^{(a)}_{tj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{ti} . (A.59)

The expectation of the first term in (A.59) is calculated in (A.32), which is

E γ^4 N F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 X^{(a)}_{22} (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

= γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{22}] −

2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] − 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{33}X_{22}] − γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′′} (X)(X_{22})^2X_{22}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.60)

We now consider the second term in (A.59). We notice that

2γ^4 N^2

F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} ~G^{(a)}_{tj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{ti}

= 2γ^4 N^2

F^{′′}(X) (λγv_a − τ)^3 ∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

− 2γ^4 N^2

F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} ~G^{(a)}_{tj} d~y ) ( G^{(a)}_{is} G_{ta}G_{ai} G_{aa} + G_{ia}G_{si} G_{aa} G_{ti} )

− 2γ^4 N^2

F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ j,s,t [( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} ~G_{ta} ~G_{aj} ~G_{aa} d~y ) + ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ~G_{ja} ~G_{as} ~G_{aa} ~G_{tj} d~y )] G_{is}G_{ti}

− 2γ^4 N^2

F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} ~G^{(a)}_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.61)

We proceed as in the expansion of (A.60) to obtain

E 2γ^4 N^2

F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} ~G^{(a)}_{tj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{ti}

= 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^2 ∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

− 4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^3 ∑ j,s,t,r ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{tr}G_{ri}

− 4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^3 ∑ j,s,t,r ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{rs} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

− 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′′}(X)X_{22} 1 N^2 ∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.62)

A.2.2. Expansion of the second term in (A.58). We first notice that the second term in (A.58) is of O(Ψ^4). Taking the partial expectation E_a , we get

E_a Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 ( z + (a)∑ k,m h_{ak} ~G^{(a)}_{km}h_{ma} − τ )_{(a)} ∑ j (a)∑ p,q ~G^{(a)}_{jp} h_{pa}h_{aq} ~G^{(a)}_{qj} d~y (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= γ^4 N^2 (a)∑ j,p,s ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2

(z + γ^2 ~m^{(a)} − τ) ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{pj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

+ 2γ^6 N^3 (a)∑ j,p,q,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{pq} ~G^{(a)}_{qj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} +

2γ^6 N^3 (a)∑ j,p,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{st} ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{pj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ 2γ^4 N^2 (a)∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2

(z + γ^2 ~m^{(a)} − τ) ~G^{(a)}_{js} ~G^{(a)}_{tj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ 8γ^6 N^3 (a)∑ j,p,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1 −2 ~G^{(a)}_{ps} ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{tj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.63)

Thus, we have

E [ F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ( z + (a)∑ k,m h_{ak} ~G^{(a)}_{km}h_{ma} − τ )_{(a)} ∑ j (a)∑ p,q ~G^{(a)}_{jp} h_{pa}h_{aq} ~G^{(a)}_{qj} d~y (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} ]

= γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{32}X_{22}] +

2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{33}X_{22}]

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 (z + γ^2 ~m − τ) ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

+ 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ j,p,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{st} ~G_{jp} ~G_{pj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

+ 8γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ j,p,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{ps} ~G_{jp} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.64)

A.2.3. Expansion of the second term in (A.12). We have from (A.58), (A.59), (A.60), (A.62) and (A.64) that E F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{22}] −

2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] + γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′′} (X)X_{32}X_{22}] − γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′′} (X)(X_{22})^2X_{22}]

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^2 ∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^2 ∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 (z + γ^2 ~m − τ) ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

− 4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^3 ∑ j,s,t,r ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{tr}G_{ri}

+ 4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^3 ∑ j,s,t,r ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{rs} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

− 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′′}(X)X_{22} 1 N^2 ∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

+ 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^3 ∑ j,p,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{st} ~G_{jp} ~G_{pj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.65)

A.3. Expansion of the third term in (A.12). We first notice that the third term in (A.12) is of O(Ψ^4). Using (A.41) we get

F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) 2(λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)})^2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) 2(λγv_a − τ)^2 Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 ∑ j ~G_{ja} ~G_{aj} ~G_{aa} d~y ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ∑ k ^G_{ka} ^G_{ak} ^G_{aa} d^y )_{(a)} ∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} (A.66)

Taking the partial expectation E_a , we find E_a F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) 2(λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)})^2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) 2(λγv_a − τ)^4 γ^6 N^3 (a)∑ j,k,p,q ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{pj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ^G^{(a)}_{kq} ^G^{(a)}_{qk} d^y )_{(a)} ∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

+ F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 γ^6 N^3 (a)∑ j,k,p,q ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{qj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ^G^{(a)}_{kp} ^G^{(a)}_{qk} d^y )_{(a)} ∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

+ 2F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 γ^6 N^3 (a)∑ j,k,p,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{pj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ^G^{(a)}_{ks} ^G^{(a)}_{tk} d^y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ 4F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 γ^6 N^3 (a)∑ j,k,p,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{sj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ^G^{(a)}_{kp} ^G^{(a)}_{tk} d^y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.67)

Thus, after taking the full expectation, we obtain E F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) 2(λγv_a − τ)^2 (X − X^{(a)})^2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= γ^6 2(λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′′} (X)(X_{22})^2X_{22}]

+ γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ j,k,p,q ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jp} ~G_{qj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ^G_{kp} ^G_{qk} d^y ) X_{22}

+ 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′′}(X)X_{22} 1 N^2 ∑ k,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ~G_{kp} ~G_{qk} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

+ 4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ j,k,p,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jp} ~G_{sj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ^G_{kp} ^G_{tk} d^y ) G_{is}G_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.68)

A.4. Expansion of the fourth term in (A.12). We again begin by taking the partial expectation E_a . We have E_a 2F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= γ^2 N 2F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ) (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} + γ^4 N^2

4F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{st} G^{(a)}_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.69)

Following the procedure in (A.45) we expand (A.69). We first consider

γ^2 N 2F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ) (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

= γ^2 N 2F^′(X) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (z + γ^2m − τ) (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si} − γ^2 N 2F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ) (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} − γ^2 N 2F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ) (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{si} − γ^4 N 2F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (m − m^{(a)}) (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si}

− γ^2 N 2F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)})(z + γ^2m − τ) (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.70)

We stop expanding the first term and observe that E γ^2 N 2F^′(X) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (z + γ^2m − τ) (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si} = 2γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{32}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.71)

We notice that all other terms in (A.70) are of O(Ψ^4). As in the estimates (A.47) and (A.48), we find for the second and the third term of (A.70) that E γ^2 N 2F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ) (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G_{sa}G_{ai} G_{aa} = 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] + O(Ψ^5) , (A.72)

respectively, E γ^2 N 2F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ) (a)∑ s G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{si} = 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.73)

Since

m − m^{(a)} = 1 N ∑ r G_{ra}G_{ar} G_{aa} , we obtain for the fourth term in (A.70) that E γ^4 N 2F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (m − m^{(a)}) (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si} = 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.74)

Finally, similar to (A.50), we get for the last term in (A.70) that E γ^2 N 2F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)})(z + γ^2m − τ) (a)∑ s G_{is}G_{si} = 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{32}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.75)

Thus, from (A.70), (A.71), (A.72), (A.73), (A.74) and (A.75), we get E γ^2 N 2F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ) (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

= 2γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{32}] −

4γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] −

2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] − 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{32}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.76)

This completes the expansion of the first term in (A.69).

The expansion of the second term in (A.69) was already done in (A.45) and (A.51), which shows that E γ^4 N^2

4F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{st} G^{(a)}_{ti}

= 4γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{33}] −

12γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] −

4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.77)

We thus find from (A.69), (A.76) and (A.77) that E 2F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= 2γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{32}] +

4γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{33}] −

4γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] −

12γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] − 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] −

2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{32}] −

4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.78)

A.5. Expansion of the fifth term in (A.12). Recall that, by definition,

X − X^{(a)} = Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ∑ j ~G_{ja} ~G_{aj} ~G_{aa} d~y (A.79)

and that X − X^{(a)} = O(Ψ). We have

2F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)}) z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} (A.80)

= 2F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 (a)∑ j,r,m ~G^{(a)}_{jr} h_{ra}h_{am} ~G^{(a)}_{mj} d~y z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) .

As in (A.37), we take the partial expectation E_a to obtain

E_a 2F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)}) z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= 2F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 γ^4 N^2 (a)∑ j,r,s ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1 −2 ~G^{(a)}_{jr} ~G^{(a)}_{rj} d~y ) (z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ)G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si}

+ 4F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 γ^6 N^3 (a)∑ j,r,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{jr} ~G^{(a)}_{rj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{st} G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ 4F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 γ^4 N^2 (a)∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} ~G^{(a)}_{tj} d~y ) (z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ)G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ 4F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 γ^6 N^3 (a)∑ j,p,q,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{qj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{pq} G^{(a)}_{si}

+ 16F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 γ^6 N^3 (a)∑ j,p,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{jp} ~G^{(a)}_{sj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{pt} G^{(a)}_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.81)

We thus have for the fifth term in (A.12) that

E 2F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^3 (X − X^{(a)})(z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ) (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{32}] +

4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}]

+ 4γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) (z + γ^2m − τ)G_{is} G_{ti}

+ 4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ j,p,q ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jp} ~G_{qj} d~y ) G_{pq} X_{22}

+ 16γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ j,p,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jp} ~G_{sj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{pt}G_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.82)

A.6. Expansion of the sixth term in (A.12). We take the partial expectation E_a to get

E_a 3F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 (z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ)^2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= 3F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 γ^2 N (z + γ^2 ~m^{(a)} − τ)^2 (a)∑ s G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} +

12F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 γ^4 N^2

(z + γ^2 ~m^{(a)} − τ) (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{st} G^{(a)}_{ti}

+ 6F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 γ^6 N^3 (a)∑ p,q,s G^{(a)}_{pq} G^{(a)}_{qp} G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{si} +

24F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 γ^6 N^3 (a)∑ p,s,t G^{(a)}_{ps} G^{(a)}_{tp} G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (A.83)

We thus find for the sixth term in (A.12) that

E 3F^′(X^{(a)}) (λγv_a − τ)^4 (z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ)^2 (a)∑ s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{ti}

= 3γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{42}] +

12γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] +

6γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] + 24γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) . (A.84)

A.7. Expansion of (A.12). We now collect the results (A.57), (A.65), (A.68), (A.78), (A.82) and (A.84). We then find from (A.12) that, for a ≠ i,

E[F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{ai}] = γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^2 E [F^′(X)X_{22}] +

2γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{32}] +

2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{33}]

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

+ 3γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E [F^′ (X)X_{42}] +

6γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E [F^′ (X)X_{43}] + 3γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E [F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] +

12γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E [F^′ (X)X_{44}]

+ 8γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ j,r,t,s ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{ir} G_{ts}G_{si}

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 (z + γ^2 ~m − τ) ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

+ 4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ j,s,t,r ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{rs} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

+ 2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ j,p,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{st} ~G_{jp} ~G_{pj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

+ 4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ j,k,p,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jp} ~G_{sj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ^G_{kp} ^G_{tk} d^y ) G_{is}G_{ti}

+ 4γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) (z + γ^2m − τ)G_{is}G_{ti}

+ 4γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^4 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ j,p,q ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jp} ~G_{qj} d~y ) G_{pq} X_{22}

+ O(Ψ^5) . (A.85)

We remark that (A.85) is indeed of the form (A.1) claimed at the beginning of this appendix.

Appendix B.

In a second step of the proof of Lemma 8.1, we expand in this appendix the second to last term on the right side of (6.11). As before, we always work on the event Ξ and abbreviate O_Ξ ≡ O. We begin with the expansion 1 N ∑ a F^′(X)G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{ai}

= 1 N ∑ a 1 λγv_b − τ F^′(X)G_{ia}G_{ai} + 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G_{ia}G_{ai}

+ 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^3 F^′(X) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ 2 G_{ia}G_{ai} + O(Ψ^5) . (B.1)

Next, we decouple the indices a and b in (B.1) so that the index b appears in the deterministic part only. Since this is already fulfilled in the first term on the right side of (B.1), we keep the first term as it is, i.e., E [ 1 N ∑ a 1 λγv_b − τ F^′(X)G_{ia}G_{ai} ] = 1 λγv_b − τ E [F^′ (X)X_{22}] . (B.2)

Next, we expand the other two terms on the right side of (B.1) as in the Appendix A.

B.1. Expansion of the second term in (B.1). Since

F^′(X) = F^′(X^{(b)}) + F^{′′}(X^{(b)})(X − X^{(b)}) + O(Ψ^2) , (B.3)

we have 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G_{ia}G_{ai}

= 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)}) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G^{(b)}_{ia} G^{(b)}_{ai}

+ 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)}) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G^{(b)}_{ia} G^{ab}G^{bi} G_{bb}

+ 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)}) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G^{ib}G^{ba} G_{bb} G_{ai}

+ 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(b)})(X − X^{(b)}) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G_{ia}G_{ai} + O(Ψ^5) . (B.4)

Taking the partial expectation E_b , we find for the first term in (B.4) that E_b 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)}) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G^{(b)}_{ia} G^{(b)}_{ai}

= 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ)G_{ia}G_{ai} − 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)})(z + γ^2m^{(b)} − τ)G^{(b)}_{ia} G_{ab}G_{bi} G_{bb} − 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)})(z + γ^2m^{(b)} − τ) G_{ib}G_{ba} G_{bb} G_{ai} − 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)})(m − m^{(b)})G_{ia}G_{ai}G_{ai}

− 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(b)})(X − X^{(b)})(z + γ^2m^{(b)} − τ)G_{ia}G_{ai} + O(Ψ^5) . (B.5)

We stop expanding the first term and observe that E 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ)G_{ia}G_{ai} = 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 E[F^′ (X)X_{32}] + O(Ψ^5) . (B.6)

All other terms on the right side of (B.5) are of O(Ψ^4). Thus, continuing, we have E 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)})(z + γ^2m^{(b)} − τ)G^{(b)}_{ia} G_{ab}G_{bi} G_{bb} = γ^2 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] + O(Ψ^5) , (B.7)

which we know from (A.72). Similarly, we get E 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)})(z + γ^2m^{(b)} − τ) G_{ib}G_{ba} G_{bb} G_{ai} = γ^2 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] + O(Ψ^5) , (B.8)

E 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)})(m − m^{(b)})G_{ia}G_{ai}G_{ai} = γ^2 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) , (B.9)

and, from (A.75), E 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(b)})(X − X^{(b)})(z + γ^2m^{(b)} − τ)G_{ia}G_{ai} = γ^2 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{32}] + O(Ψ^5) . (B.10)

Thus, we find from (B.5), (B.6), (B.7), (B.8), (B.9) and (B.10) that E 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)}) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G^{(b)}_{ia} G^{(b)}_{ai}

= 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 E[F^′ (X)X_{32}] −

2γ^2 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] − γ^4 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] − γ^2 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{32}] + O(Ψ^5) . (B.11)

In order to expand the second term in (B.4), we first notice that 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)}) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G^{(b)}_{ia} G^{ab}G^{bi} G_{bb}

= 1 N 1 (λγv_b − τ)^3 F^′(X^{(b)}) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ (b)∑ a,p,q G^{(b)}_{ia} G^{(b)}_{ap} h_{pb}h_{bq} G^{(b)}_{qi} + O(Ψ^5) .

Then, using (A.52), we find that E 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)}) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G^{(b)}_{ia} G^{ab}G^{bi} G_{bb} = γ^2 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] +

2γ^4 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) . (B.12)

Similarly, we also have E 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(b)}) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G^{ib}G^{ba} G_{bb} G_{ai}

= γ^2 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] +

2γ^4 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) . (B.13)

Finally, for the last term in (B.4), we observe that 1 N (b)∑ a F^{′′}(X^{(b)}) (λγv_b − τ)^2 (X − X^{(b)}) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G_{ia}G_{ai}

= 1 N (b)∑ a F^{′′}(X^{(b)}) (λγv_b − τ)^3 Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 (b)∑ j,r,m ~G^{(b)}_{jr} h_{ra}h_{am} ~G^{(b)}_{mj} d~y z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G^{(b)}_{ia} G^{(b)}_{ai} + O(Ψ^5) .

Thus taking the partial expectation we find

E 1 N (b)∑ a F^{′′}(X^{(b)}) (λγv_b − τ)^2 (X − X^{(b)}) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G_{ia}G_{ai} (B.14)

= γ^2 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{32}] +

2γ^4 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ j,p,q ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jp} ~G_{qj} d~y ) G_{pq} X_{22}

+ O(Ψ^5) .

Combining (B.4), (B.11), (B.12), (B.13) and (B.14), we obtain

E 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 F^′(X) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ G_{ia}G_{ai}

= 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 E[F^′ (X)X_{32}] − γ^2 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] +

4γ^4 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}]

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^2 ∑ j,p,q ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jp} ~G_{qj} d~y ) G_{pq} X_{22}

+ O(Ψ^5) . (B.15)

This completes the expansion of the second term in (B.1).

B.2. Expansion of the third term in (B.1). We next focus on the third term in (B.1) which is of O(Ψ^4). We have

E_b 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^3 F^′(X) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ 2 G_{ia}G_{ai}

= E_b 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^3 F^′(X^{(b)}) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ 2 G^{(b)}_{ia} G^{(b)}_{ai} + O(Ψ^5)

= F^′(X^{(b)}) (λγv_b − τ)^3 1 N (b)∑ a (z + γ^2m^{(b)} − τ)^2G^{(b)}_{ia} G^{(b)}_{ai} +

F^′(X^{(b)}) (λγv_b − τ)^3 γ^4 N (b)∑ a,p,r G^{(b)}_{pr} G^{(b)}_{rp} G^{(b)}_{ia} G^{(b)}_{ai} + O(Ψ^5) . (B.16)

Thus, we get

E 1 N (b)∑ a 1 (λγv_b − τ)^3 F^′(X) z + (b)∑ p,q h_{bp}G^{(b)}_{pq} h_{qb} − τ 2 G_{ia}G_{ai}

= 1 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{42}] +

2γ^4 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) . (B.17)

B.3. Expansion of E[F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{ai}]. From (B.1), (B.2), (B.15) and (B.17), we obtain E [ 1 N ∑ a F^′(X)G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{ai} ]

= 1 λγv_b − τ E[F^′ (X)X_{22}] + 1 (λγv_b − τ)^2 E[F^′ (X)X_{32}] + 1 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{42}] + γ^4 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X^′_{44}]

+ 4γ^4 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{44}] +

2γ^4 (λγv_b − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^2 ∑ j,p,q ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jp} ~G_{qj} d~y ) G_{pq} X_{22}

+ O(Ψ^5) . (B.18)

Remark B.1. Choosing F^′ ≡ 1 we infer from (6.11), (A.85) and (B.18) that E dG_{ii} = −γ^2∂_t(λγ) ∑ j v_j (λγv_a − τ)^2 + ż + 2γ̇γ ∑ j 1 λγv_j − τ E [X_{22} ] dt

+ −2γ^2∂_t(λγ) ∑ j v_j (λγv_a − τ)^3 + 2γ̇γ^{−1}

E [X_{32} + γ^2X_{33}] dt

− 3γ^2∂_t(λγ) ∑ j v_j (λγv_a − τ)^4 E [ X_{42} + 2γ^2X_{43} + 4γ^4X_{44} + γ^4X^′_{44} ] dt

+ 2γ̇γ ∑ j 1 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [ X_{42} + 4γ^4X_{44} + γ^4X^′_{44} ] dt + E [G^2_{ii} ] dt + O(N^{1/2}Ψ^3) dt , (B.19)

where we used the sum rule ∑ j 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 = 1 γ^2

. (B.20)

Note that we have added the term G_{ii} at the end to account for the case a = i.

Appendix C.

In a third step of the proof of Lemma 8.1, we further simplify in this appendix the right side of (6.11), using (A.85) and (B.18). We always work on the event Ξ and abbreviate O_Ξ ≡ O. Let X_2 := 1 N ∑ i F^′(X)X_{22} (C.1) and X_3 := 1 N ∑ i F^′(X)X_{32} + γ^2F^′(X)X_{33} + F^{′′}(X) γ^2 N^2 ∑ j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{ti} . (C.2)

It is obvious that X_2 = O(Ψ^2) and X_3 = O(Ψ^3). Furthermore, for a ≠ i, we let X_4 be a random variable not containing a as a fixed index that satisfies 1 N ∑ i E[F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{ai}] = γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^2 EX_2 +

2γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^3 EX_3 + γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^4 EX_4 + O(Ψ^5) (C.3)

and X_4 = O(Ψ^4). We can easily check the existence of such an X_4 from (A.85).

Using the notations in (8.1), we have from (C.3) that, after summing over the index a,

NE [X_2 ] = Nγ^2A_2E [X_2 ] + 2Nγ^2A_3E [X_3 ] + Nγ^2A_4E [X_4 ] + 1 N ∑ i E [F^′ (X)G^2_{ii}] + O(Ψ^2) , (C.4)

which also implies

E [X_4 ] = −

2A_3 A_4

E [X_3 ] − 1 γ^2A_4N^2 ∑ i E [F^′ (X)G^2_{ii}] + O(Ψ^5) , (C.5)

where we used that A_2 = γ^{−2}.

C.1. Simplification of (A.85). We next consider the first term (6.11), where we have an additional factor v_a in the summand. Since v_a is considered fix, the addition of such a factor does not change the expansion results we have obtained so far. We hence get 1 N ∑ i,a v_aE [F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{ai}]

= ∑ a γ^2v_a (λγv_a − τ)^2 E X_2 + ∑ a 2γ^2v_a (λγv_a − τ)^3 E X_3 + ∑ a γ^2v_a (λγv_a − τ)^4 E X_4 + 1 N ∑ i E [v_i F^′(X)G^2_{ii}]

= Nγ^2A^′_2E X_2 + 2Nγ^2A^′_3E X_3 + Nγ^2A^′_4E X_4 + 1 N ∑ i E [v_i F^′(X)G^2_{ii}] + O(Ψ^2)

= Nγ^2A^′_2E X_2 + 2Nγ^2 ( A^′_3 −

A_3A^′_4 A_4 ) E X_3 −

A^′_4 A_4 1 N ∑ i E [F^′ (X)G^2_{ii}] + 1 N ∑ i E [v_i F^′(X)G^2_{ii}] + O(Ψ^2) . (C.6)

The last two terms on the right side of (C.6) can be further expanded using

F^′(X)G^2_{ii} = 1 (λγv_i − τ)^2 F^′(X) + 2 (λγv_i − τ)^3 z + (i)∑ p,q h_{ip}G^{(i)}_{pq} h_{qi} − τ F^′(X) + O(Ψ^2) .

We further observe that E_i z + (i)∑ p,q h_{ip}G^{(i)}_{pq} h_{qi} − τ F^′(X) = E_i z + (i)∑ p,q h_{ip}G^{(i)}_{pq} h_{qi} − τ F^′(X^{(i)})

+ O(Ψ^2)

= (z + γ^2m^{(i)} − τ)F^′(X^{(i)}) + O(Ψ^2) = (z + γ^2m − τ)F^′(X) + O(Ψ^2) , and we hence obtain

E [F^′ (X)G^2_{ii}] = 1 (λγv_i − τ)^2 E [F^′ (X)] + 2 (λγv_i − τ)^3 E [(z + γ^2m − τ)F^′(X)] + O(Ψ^2) .

We thus have 1 N ∑ i E [F^′ (X)G^2_{ii}] = A_2E [F^′ (X)] + 2A_3E [(z + γ^2m − τ)F^′(X)] + O(Ψ^2) (C.7)

and, similarly, 1 N ∑ i E [v_i F^′(X)G^2_{ii}] = A^′_2E [F^′ (X)] + 2A^′_3E [(z + γ^2m − τ)F^′(X)] + O(Ψ^2) . (C.8)

Putting (C.7) and (C.8) back into (C.6), we find 1 N ∑ i,a v_aE [F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{ai}] = Nγ^2A^′_2E [X_2 ] + 2Nγ^2 ( A^′_3 −

A_3A^′_4 A_4 ) E [X_3 ] + ( A^′_2 −

A_2A^′_4 A_4 ) E [F^′ (X)]

+ ( A^′_3 −

A_3A^′_4 A_4 ) E[(z + γ^2m − τ)F^′(X)] + O(Ψ^2) . (C.9)

We now go back to the other terms in (6.11). We have from (B.18) that 1 N^2 ∑ i,a,b ( E [F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{ab}G_{bi}] + E [F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{ai}] )

+ 1 N^2 ∑ i,a,b,j E [ F^{′′}(X) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 G^′_{ja}G^′_{bj} d~y ) G_{ia}G_{bi} ]

= NA_1E [X_2 ] + NA_2E [X_3 ] + A_3 ∑ i ( E [F^′ (X)X_{42}] + γ^4E [F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] + 4γ^4E [F^′ (X)X_{44}] )

+ 2γ^4A_3E

F^{′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ i,j,p,q,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ~G_{jp} ~G_{qj} d~y ) G_{pq} G_{is}G_{si} + O(Ψ^2) . (C.10)

We note that the right side of (C.10) contains several terms of O(Ψ) that are not directly related to X_4. In order to compare those terms with the terms in (C.9), we expand the terms in X_3 to find more “optical theorems”.

C.2. Optical theorem from X_{32}. For F^′(X)X_{32}, we consider

F^′(X)X_{32} =

F^′(X) N (z + γ^2m − τ) ∑ a G_{ia}G_{ai} = F^′(X) N (z + γ^2m − τ) G^2_{ii} + (i)∑ a G_{ia}G_{ai} (C.11)

and expand each term on the right side. We can easily see that the first term of (C.11) becomes F^′(X) N (z + γ^2m − τ)G^2_{ii} = 1 (λγv_i − τ)^2 F^′(X) N (z + γ^2m − τ) + O(Ψ^2) . (C.12)

We next expand the second term of (C.11) to find that, for a ≠ i, F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ)G_{ia}G_{ai} = 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ) (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq} G^{(a)}_{qi}

+ 2 (λγv_a − τ)^3 F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ) z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq}G^{(a)}_{qi} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.13)

Expanding further the first term in (C.13), we get 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ) (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq}G^{(a)}_{qi}

= 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(a)})(z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ) (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq}G^{(a)}_{qi}

+ γ^2 (λγv_i − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(a)})(m − m^{(a)}) (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq} G^{(a)}_{qi}

+ 1 (λγv_i − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)})(X − X^{(a)})(z + γ^2m − τ) (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq} G^{(a)}_{qi} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.14)

We then take the partial expectation E_a for each term in (C.14). The first term yields E_a 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(a)})(z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ) (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq}G^{(a)}_{qi}

= γ^2 N 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(a)})(z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ) (a)∑ p G^{(a)}_{ip} G^{(a)}_{pi} . (C.15)

Thus, taking the full expectation we obtain with (A.76) that E 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(a)})(z + γ^2m^{(a)} − τ) (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq}G^{(a)}_{qi}

= γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^2 E [F^′ (X)X_{32}] −

2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X_{43}] − γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] − γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{32}] + O(Ψ^5) . (C.16)

The second term in (C.14) can be expanded similarly, using the relation

m − m^{(a)} = 1 N ∑ r G_{ra}G_{ar} G_{aa} .

We then have E γ^2 (λγv_i − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(a)})(m − m^{(a)}) (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq} G^{(a)}_{qi}

= γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] +

2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) . (C.17)

Finally, we have for the third term in (C.14), from the relation

X − X^{(a)} = Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1 −2 ∑ j ~G_{ja} ~G_{aj} ~G_{aa} d~y , that E 1 (λγv_i − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)})(X − X^{(a)})(z + γ^2m − τ) (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq}G^{(a)}_{qi}

= γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X_{22}X_{32}] + 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [ F^{′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ r,p,q ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{rp} ~G_{qr} d~y ) (z + γ^2m − τ)G_{ip}G_{qi} ] + O(Ψ^5) . (C.18)

Thus, from (C.14), (C.16), (C.17) and (C.18), we get E 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ) (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq}G^{(a)}_{qi}

= γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^2 E [F^′ (X)X_{32}] −

2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X_{43}] +

2γ^6 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X_{44}] + 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [ F^{′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ r,p,q ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{rp} ~G_{qr} d~y ) (z + γ^2m − τ)G_{ip}G_{qi} ] + O(Ψ^5) , (C.19)

which completes the expansion of the first term in (C.13). The second term in (C.13) is of O(Ψ^2) and we observe that E 2 (λγv_a − τ)^3 F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ) z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ p,q G^{(a)}_{ip} h_{pa}h_{aq}G^{(a)}_{qi}

= 2γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{42}] +

4γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] + O(Ψ^5) . (C.20)

Combining (C.11), (C.12), (C.13), (C.19) and (C.20), we conclude that

E [F^′ (X)X_{32}] = E [F^′ (X)X_{32}] + 2A_3 ( γ^2E [F^′ (X)X_{42}] + γ^4E [F^′ (X)X_{43}] + γ^6E [F^′ (X)X_{44}] )

+ 2A_3γ^4E [ F^{′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ r,p,q ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{rp} ~G_{qr} d~y ) (z + γ^2m − τ)G_{ip}G_{qi} ]

+ 1 (λγv_i − τ)^2 1 N E [ F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ) ] + O(Ψ^5) , (C.21)

which implies the first “optical theorem” of this appendix,

E [F^′ (X)X_{42}] + γ^2E [F^′ (X)X_{43}] + γ^4E [F^′ (X)X_{44}] )

+ γ^2E [ F^{′′}(X) 1 N^2 ∑ r,p,q ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 ~G_{rp} ~G_{qr} d~y ) (z + γ^2m − τ)G_{ip}G_{qi} ]

= − 1 2γ^2A_3 1 (λγv_i − τ)^2 1 N E [ F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ) ] + O(Ψ^5) . (C.22)

C.3. Optical theorem from X_{33}. We perform a similar expansion for F^′(X)X_{33}. We first notice that

F^′(X) 1 N ∑ b G_{ia}G_{ab}G_{bi}

= 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X) N (a)∑ b,s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{tb} G_{bi}

+ 2 (λγv_a − τ)^3 F^′(X) N z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ b,s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{tb} G_{bi} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.23)

The first term in (C.23) can be written as 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X) N (a)∑ b,s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{tb} G_{bi}

= 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(a)}) N (a)∑ b,s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{tb} G^{(a)}_{bi} + 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(a)}) N (a)∑ b,s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{tb} G_{ba}G_{ai} G_{aa} .

+ 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ b,s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{tb} G_{bi} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.24)

The expectation of the first term in (C.24) has already been computed in (A.51), which gives us E 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(a)}) N (a)∑ b,s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{tb} G^{(a)}_{bi}

= γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^2 E [F^′ (X)X_{33}] −

3γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X_{44}] − γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] + O(Ψ^5) . (C.25)

The expansion of the second term in (C.24) is similar to the one in (A.54) and we get E 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X^{(a)}) N (a)∑ b,s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{tb} G_{ba}G_{ai} G_{aa} = γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] +

2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) . (C.26)

The third term in (C.24) yields, using (A.37), E 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ b,s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{tb} G_{bi} (C.27)

= γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^{′′} (X)X_{22}X_{33}] +

2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^3 ∑ j,r,t,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{ir}G_{ts}G_{si} + O(Ψ^5) .

Thus, we obtain from (C.24), (C.25), (C.26) and (C.27) that E 1 (λγv_a − τ)^2 F^′(X) N (a)∑ b,s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{tb} G_{bi}

= γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^2 E [F^′ (X)X_{33}] − γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X_{44}] + γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X^′_{44}]

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) 1

N^3 ∑ j,r,t,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{ir} G_{ts}G_{si} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.28)

The second term in (C.23) can be expanded as in (A.52) and we find that

E 2 (λγv_a − τ)^3 F^′(X) N z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ (a)∑ b,s,t G^{(a)}_{is} h_{sa}h_{at}G^{(a)}_{tb} G_{bi}

= 2γ^2 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X_{43}] +

4γ^4 (λγv_a − τ)^3 E [F^′ (X)X_{44}] + O(Ψ^5) . (C.29)

We thus now have from (C.23), (C.28) and (C.29) that

E[F^′ (X)X_{33}] = E [F^′ (X)X_{33}] + γ^2A_3 ( 2E[F^′ (X)X_{43}] + γ^4E [F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] + 3γ^4E [F^′ (X)X_{44}])

+ 2γ^4A_3E

F^{′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ j,r,t,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{ir} G_{ts}G_{si} + O(Ψ^5) ,

which implies the second “optical theorem” of this appendix,

2E [F^′ (X)X_{43}] + γ^4E [F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] + 3γ^4E [F^′ (X)X_{44}] + 2γ^2E

F^{′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ j,r,t,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jr} ~G_{tj} d~y ) G_{ir} G_{ts}G_{si} = O(Ψ^5) . (C.30)

C.4. Optical theorem from the other term in X_3. We next expand the term 1 N ∑ b,j F^{′′}(X) ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1 −2 G^′_{ja}G^′_{bj} d~y ) G_{ia}G_{bi}

= 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G_{bi}

+ 1 (λγv_j − τ)^3 F^{′′}(X) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap} ~G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G_{bj} d~y G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G_{bi}

+ 1 (λγv_j − τ)^3 F^{′′}(X) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G_{bj} d~y ) z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G_{bi} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.31)

We further expand the first term in (C.31) to find 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G_{bi}

= 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G^{(a)}_{bj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G^{(a)}_{bi}

+ 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G^{(a)}_{bj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta} G_{ba}G_{ai} G_{aa} + 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G_{ba}G_{aj} G_{aa} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G^{(a)}_{bi}

+ 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) N (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G^{(a)}_{bj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G^{(a)}_{bi} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.32)

Taking the partial expectation E_a , we obtain E_a 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G^{(a)}_{bj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G^{(a)}_{bi}

= γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N^2 (a)∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} ~G^{(a)}_{bj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G^{(a)}_{bi}

= γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X)

N^2 ∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi}

− γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N^2 (a)∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} ~G^{(a)}_{bj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{is} G_{ba}G_{ai} G_{aa} − γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N^2 (a)∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} ~G^{(a)}_{bj} d~y ) G_{ia}G_{as} G_{aa} G_{bi}

− γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N^2 (a)∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} ~G_{ba} ~G_{aj} ~G_{aa} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi}

− γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N^2 (a)∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{ja} ~G_{as} ~G_{aa} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi}

− γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) N^2

(X − X^{(a)}) ∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1 −2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.33)

Taking the full expectation, we find for the first term in (C.32) that E 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G^{(a)}_{bj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G^{(a)}_{bi}

= γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^2 E F^{′′}(X) N^2 ∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi}

− 2γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,p ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bp}G_{pi}

− 2γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,p ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bp} ~G_{pj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi}

− γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′′}(X) N^2

X_{22} ∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.34)

We expand the other terms in (C.32). The second term becomes E 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G^{(a)}_{bj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta} G_{ba}G_{ai} G_{aa}

= 2γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,p ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bp}G_{pi}

+ γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{it}G_{bs}G_{ti} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.35)

Similarly,

E 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X^{(a)}) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G_{ba}G_{aj} G_{aa} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G^{(a)}_{bi}

= 2γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,p ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bp} ~G_{pj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi}

+ γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bt} ~G_{sj} d~y ) G_{it}G_{bi} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.36)

Finally, the fourth term in (C.32) yields

E 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′′}(X^{(a)}) N (X − X^{(a)}) (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G^{(a)}_{bj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G^{(a)}_{bi}

= γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′′}(X) N^2

X_{22} ∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi}

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′′}(X) N^2 ∑ b,j,k,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ^G_{ks} ^G_{tk} d^y ) G_{is}G_{bi} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.37)

Thus, from (C.32), (C.34), (C.35), (C.36) and (C.37), we obtain

E 1 (λγv_j − τ)^2 F^{′′}(X) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G_{bi}

= γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^2 E F^{′′}(X) N^2 ∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi}

+ γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{it}G_{bs}G_{ti}

+ γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bt} ~G_{sj} d~y ) G_{it}G_{bi}

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′′}(X) N^2 ∑ b,j,k,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ^G_{ks} ^G_{tk} d^y ) G_{it}G_{bi} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.38)

The other terms in (C.31) are of O(Ψ^4) and we observe that

E 1 (λγv_j − τ)^3 F^{′′}(X) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap} ~G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G_{bj} d~y G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G_{bi}

= γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^2 ∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 (z + γ^2 ~m − τ) ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi}

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{st} ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{it}G_{bi} + O(Ψ^5) (C.39) and, similarly,

E 1 (λγv_j − τ)^3 F^{′′}(X) N (a)∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ~G^{(a)}_{js} h_{sa} ~G_{bj} d~y ) z + (a)∑ p,q h_{ap}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} − τ G^{(a)}_{it} h_{ta}G_{bi}

= γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^2 ∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) (z + γ^2m − τ)G_{is}G_{bi}

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{st}G_{it}G_{bi} + O(Ψ^5) . (C.40)

Thus, from (C.31), (C.38), (C.39) and (C.40), we conclude that

E 1 N ∑ b,j F^{′′}(X) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 G^′_{ja}G^′_{bj} d~y ) G_{ia}G_{bi}

= γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^2 E F^{′′}(X) N^2 ∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi}

+ γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{it}G_{bs}G_{ti}

+ γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bt} ~G_{sj} d~y ) G_{it}G_{bi}

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′′}(X) N^2 ∑ b,j,k,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ^G_{ks} ^G_{tk} d^y ) G_{it}G_{bi}

+ γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^2 ∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 (z + γ^2 ~m − τ) ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi}

+ γ^2 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^2 ∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1 −2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) (z + γ^2m − τ)G_{is}G_{bi}

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{st} ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{it}G_{bi}

+ 2γ^4 (λγv_j − τ)^3 E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{st}G_{it}G_{bi} + O(Ψ^5) , (C.41) which yields, after summing over the index j, the third “optical theorem” of this appendix,

γ^2E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{it}G_{bs}G_{ti}

+ γ^2E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bt} ~G_{sj} d~y ) G_{it}G_{bi}

+ 2γ^2E F^{′′′}(X) N^2 ∑ b,j,k,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ^G_{ks} ^G_{tk} d^y ) G_{it}G_{bi}

+ E F^{′′}(X) N^2 ∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 (z + γ^2 ~m − τ) ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{is}G_{bi}

+ E F^{′′}(X) N^2 ∑ b,j,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) (z + γ^2m − τ)G_{is}G_{bi}

+ 2γ^2E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{st} ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{it}G_{bi}

+ 2γ^2E F^{′′}(X) N^3 ∑ b,j,s,t ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{js} ~G_{bj} d~y ) G_{st}G_{it}G_{bi} = O(Ψ^5) . (C.42)

C.5. Simplification of (B.18) and Proof of Lemma 8.1. Recall that X_4 is the sum (over the index i) of the terms of order O(Ψ^4) given on the right side of (A.85). Subtracting twice (C.22) and (2γ^2)-times (C.30) and (C.42) from (C.5), we obtain ∑ i ( E [F^′ (X)X_{42}] + γ^4E [F^′ (X)X^′_{44}] + 4γ^4E [F^′ (X)X_{44}] )

+ 2γ^4E

F^{′′}(X) 1 N^3 ∑ i,j,p,q,s ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 ~G_{jp} ~G_{qj} d~y ) G_{pq} G_{is}G_{si}

= NE X_4 + 1 γ^2A_3 1 N ∑ i 1 (λγv_i − τ)^2 E [ F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ) ]

= − 2A_3 A_4 NE X_3 − 1 γ^2A_4 1 N ∑ i E [F^′ (X)G^2_{ii}] + 1 γ^4A_3 E [ F^′(X)(z + γ^2m − τ) ]

= − 2A_3 A_4 NE X_3 − A_2 γ^2A_4

E[F^′ (X)] + ( 1 γ^4A_3 − 2A_3 γ^2A_4 ) E [(z + γ^2m − τ)F^′(X)] , (C.43)

where we also used (C.7). Plugging (C.43) into (C.10), we conclude that 1 N^2 ∑ i,a,b ( E [F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{ab}G_{bi}] + E [F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{ai}] ) + 1 N^2 ∑ i,a,b,j E [ F^{′′}(X) ( Im ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2 G^′_{ja}G^′_{bj} d~y ) G_{ia}G_{bi} ]

= NA_1E [X_2 ] + ( γ^{−2} − 2A^2_3 A_4 ) NE [X_3 ] −

A_2A_3 γ^2A_4

E [F^′ (X)] + ( γ^{−4} − 2A^2_3 γ^2A_4 ) E [(z + γ^2m − τ)F^′(X)] + O(Ψ^2) . (C.44)

Finally, combining (C.9) and (C.44), we obtain the estimate (8.2). This completes the proof of Lemma 8.1.

Appendix D.

In this last appendix, we prove Lemma 6.6. Recall from (6.25) that we denote R(w_{ab}) = F^′(X)G_{ia}G_{bi} and that we assumed in Lemma 6.6 that i ≠ a ≠ b ≠ j. Proof of Lemma 6.6. In (6.6) we defined

X := N ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m(^L_+ + x − 2 + iη) dx = N ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2

Im m(^L_+ + ~y + iη) d~y .

Also recall that we have abbreviated ~G ≡ G(^L_+ + ~y + iη). From definition above we see that ∂X ∂w_{ab} = 2 Im ∑ j ∫_{E2 −2} E_1−2 ~G_{ja} ~G_{bj} d~y = O_Ξ(Ψ) .

Similarly, we can also show that^{∂2 X}_{∂w2ab} = O_Ξ(Ψ).

We next consider ∂^2R(w_{ab}) ∂w^2_{ab} = F^{′′′}(X) ( ∂X ∂w_{ab} )_2 G_{ia}G_{bi} + F^{′′}(X)

∂^2X ∂w^2_{ab} G_{ia}G_{bi} + F^{′′}(X) ∂X ∂w_{ab} ∂(G_{ia}G_{bi}) ∂w_{ab} + F^′(X)

∂^2(G_{ia}G_{bi}) ∂w^2_{ab} . (D.1)

Clearly the first two terms are of O_Ξ(Ψ^3). Since ∂(G_{ia}G_{bi}) ∂w_{ab} = 2G_{ia}G_{ba}G_{bi} + G_{ib}G_{aa}G_{bi} + G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{ai} = O_Ξ(Ψ^2) ,

the third term in (D.1) is also O_Ξ(Ψ^2). Finally, in (∂^2/∂w^2_{ab})(G_{ia}G_{bi}) every term contains at least three off-diagonal terms except G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{aa}G_{bi} and G_{ib}G_{aa}G_{bb}G_{ai}. We first observe that E [F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{bb}G_{aa}G_{bi}] = 1 λγv_a − τ 1 λγv_b − τ E [F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{bi}] + O_Ξ(Ψ^3) .

Using the resolvent formula (3.10), we find that G_{ia} = −G_{aa}G^{(a)}_{ii} h_{ia} − (a)∑ p,q h_{ip}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} = 1 λγv_a − τ 1 λγv_i − τ h_{ia} − (a)∑ p,q h_{ip}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa} + O_Ξ(Ψ^2) . Let X^{(a)} := N ∫_{E2} E_1

Im m^{(a)}(^L_+ + x − 2 + iη) dx = N ∫_{E2−2} E_1−2

Im m^{(a)}(^L_+ + y + iη) dy ,

and note that X − X^{(a)} = O_Ξ(Ψ). Thus, we obtain E_a [F^′(X)G_{ia}G_{bi}] = E_a [F^′(X^{(a)})G_{ia}G^{(a)}_{bi} ] + O_Ξ(Ψ^3) = 1 λγv_a − τ 1 λγv_i − τ E_a F^′(X^{(a)})G^{(a)}_{bi} (h_{ia} − (a)∑ p,q h_{ip}G^{(a)}_{pq} h_{qa}) + O_Ξ(Ψ^3) . (D.2)

Since i ≠ a, the first term on the right side of (D.2) vanishes. Therefore we have E [F^′ (X)G_{ia}G_{bi}] = E E_a [F^′(X)G_{ia}G_{bi}] = O_Ξ(Ψ^3) .

This completes the proof of the Lemma 6.6 and also concludes this last appendix. □

References

[1] Anderson, G. W., Guionnet, A., Zeitouni, O.: An Introduction to Random Matrices, Cambridge University Press (2010). [2] Aptekarev, A., Bleher, P, Kuijlaars, A.:Large n Limit of Gaussian Random Matrices with External Source, Part II, Commun. Math. Phys. 259, 367-389 (2005).

[3] Belinschi, S. T., Bercovici, H.: A New Approach to Subordination Results in Free Probability, J. Anal. Math. 101, 357-365 (2007). [4] Biane, P.: On the Free Convolution with a Semi-circular Distribution, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 46, 705-718 (1997). [5] Bourgade, P., Erdős, L., Yau, H.-T.: Edge Universality of Beta Ensembles, arXiv:1306.5728 (2013). [6] Bourgade, P., Yau, H.-T.: The Eigenvector Moment Flow and local Quantum Unique Ergodicity, arXiv:1312.1301 (2013). [7] Bleher, P., Kuijlaars, A.: Large n limit of Gaussian Random Matrices with External Source I, Commun. Math. Phys. 252, 4376 (2004). [8] Bleher, P., Kuijlaars, A.: Large n limit of Gaussian Random Matrices with External Source III. Double Scaling Limit, Commun. Math. Phys. 270, 481517 (2007).

[9] Capitaine, M., Péché, S.: Fluctuations at the Edges of the Spectrum of the Full Rank Deformed GUE, arXiv:1402.2262 (2014). [10] Chistyakov, G.P., Götze, F.: The Arithmetic of Distributions in Free Probability Theory, Cent. Euro. J. Math. 9, 997-1050, (2011). [11] Claeys, T., Wang, D.: Random Matrices with Equispaced External Source, arXiv:1212.3768 (2012). [12] Dyson, F.: A Brownian Motion Model for the Eigenvalues of a Random Matrix, J. Math. Phys. 3, 1191 (1962). [13] Erdős, L., Knowles, A., Yau, H.-T., Yin, J.: Spectral Statistics of Erdős-Rényi Graphs I: Local Semicircle Law, Ann. Probab. 41, 2279-2375 (2013).

[14] Erdős, L., Knowles, A., Yau, H.-T., Yin, J.: Spectral Statistics of Erdős-Rényi Graphs II: Eigenvalue Spacing and the Extreme Eigenvalues, Commun. Math. Phys. 314, 587-640 (2012).

[15] Erdős, L., Knowles, A., Yau, H.-T., Yin, J.: The Local Semicircle Law for a General Class of Random Matrices, Electr. J. Prob. 18, no.59, 1-58 (2013).

[16] Erdős, L., Knowles, A., Yau, H.-T.: Averaging Fluctuations in Resolvents of Random Band Matrices, Ann. Henri Poincar 14 no. 8, 1837-1926 (2013).

[17] Erdős, L., Schlein, B., Yau, H.-T.: Universality of Random Matrices and Local Relaxation flow, Invent. Math. 185, 75-119 (2011). [18] Erdős, L., Schlein, B., Yau, H.-T., Yin, J.: The Local Relaxation Flow Approach to Universality of the Local Statistics for Random Matrices, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Statist. 48, 1-46 (2012).

[19] Erdős, L., Yau, H.-T., Yin, J.: Rigidity of Eigenvalues of Generalized Wigner Matrices, Adv. Math. 229, 1435-1515 (2012). [20] Figalli, A., Guionnet, A.: Universality in Several-Matrix Models via Approximate Transport Maps, arXiv:1407.2759 (2014). [21] Forrester, P.: The Spectral Edge of Random Matrix Ensembles, Nucl. Phys. B 402, 709-728 (1993). [22] Johansson, K.: From Gumbel to Tracy-Widom, Probab. Theory Relat. Fields 138, 75-112 (2007).

[23] Khorunzhy, A., Khoruzhenko, B., Pastur, L.: Asymptotic Properties of Large Random Matrices with Independent Entries, J. Math. Phys. 37.10, 5033-5060 (1996).

[24] Lee, J. O., Schnelli, K.: Local Deformed Semicircle Law and Complete Delocalization for Wigner Matrices with Random Potential, J. Stat. Phys. 54, 103504 (2013).

[25] Lee, J. O., Schnelli, K.: Extremal Eigenvalues and Eigenvectors of Deformed Wigner Matrices, arXiv:1310.7057 (2013). [26] Lee, J. O., Schnelli, K., Stetler, B., Yau, H.-T.: Bulk Universality for Deformed Wigner Matrices, arXiv:1405.6634 (2014). [27] Lee, J. O., Yin, J.: A Necessary and Sufficient Condition for Edge Universality of Wigner Matrices, arXiv:1206.2251 (2012). [28] Pastur, L. A.: On the Spectrum of Random Matrices, Teor. Math. Phys. 10, 67-74 (1972).

[29] Péché, S., Soshnikov, A.: On the Lower Bound of the Spectral Norm of Symmetric Random Matrices with Independent Entries, Electron. Commun. Probab. 13, 280290 (2008).

[30] Péché, S., Soshnikov, A.: Wigner Random Matrices with Non-Symmetrically Distributed Entries, J. Stat. Phys. 129, 857884 (2007). [31] Shcherbina, T.: On universality of Bulk Local Regime of the Deformed Gaussian unitary ensemble, Math. Phys. Anal. Geom. 5, 396-433 (2009).

[32] Shcherbina, T.: On Universality of Local Edge Regime for the Deformed Gaussian Unitary Ensemble, J. Stat. Phys. 143, 455-481 (2011).

[33] Sinai, Y., Soshnikov, A.: A Refinement of Wigners Semicircle Law in a Neighborhood of the Spectrum Edge, Functional Anal. and Appl. 32, 114131 (1998).

[34] Soshnikov, A.: Universality at the Edge of the Spectrum in Wigner Random Matrices, Commun. Math. Phys. 207, 697-733 (1999). [35] Soshnikov, A.: Poisson Statistics for the Largest Eigenvalue of Wigner Random Matrices with Heavy Tails, Elect. Commun. in Probab. 9, 82-91 (2004).

[36] Soshnikov, A.: On resolvent identities in Gaussian ensembles at the edge of the spectrum, New Trends in Mathematical Physics, Springer Netherlands, 615-627 (2009).

[37] Su, Z.: Fluctuations of deformed Wigner random matrices, Frontiers of Mathematics in China 8.3, 609-641 (2013). [38] Tao, T., Vu, V.: Random Matrices: Universality of the Local Eigenvalue Statistics, Acta Math. 206, 127-204 (2011). [39] Tao, T., Vu, V.: Random Matrices: Universality of Local Eigenvalue Statistics up to the Edge, Commun. Math. Phys. 298, 549-572 (2010).

[40] Tracy, C., Widom, H.: Level-Spacing Distributions and the Airy Kernel, Commun. Math. Phys. 159, 151-174 (1994). [41] Tracy, C., Widom, H.: On Orthogonal and Symplectic Matrix Ensembles, Commun. Math. Phys. 177, 727-754 (1996). [42] Voiculescu, D., Dykema, K. J., Nica, A.: Free Random Variables: A Noncommutative Probability Approach to Free Products with Applications to Random Matrices, Operator Algebras and Harmonic Analysis on Free Groups, American Mathematical Society (1992). [43] Wigner, E. P.: Characteristic Vectors of Bordered Matrices with Infinite Dimensions, Ann. Math. 62, 548-564 (1955).