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ELLIPTIC LAW FOR REAL RANDOM MATRICES
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ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider ensemble of random matrices X,, with
independent identically distributed vectors (Xij, Xji)ix; of entries. Under
assumption of finite fourth moment of matrix entries it is proved that empir-
ical spectral distribution of eigenvalues converges in probability to a uniform
distribution on the ellipse. The axis of the ellipse are determined by cor-
relation between Xi2 and Xsi. This result is called Elliptic Law. Limit
distribution doesn’t depend on distribution of matrix elements and the re-
sult in this sence is universal.
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2 A. NAUMOV

1. INTRODUCTION

Let us consider real random matrix X, (w) = {X;;j(w)}}';—; and assume that
the following conditions (C0) hold

a) Pairs (X;;, Xj;), 1 # j are independent identically distributed (i.i.d.) random
vectors;

b) EXlg = EX21 = 0,EX%2 = EX221 =1 and maX(IE ’X12‘4,E |X21‘4) S M4;
¢) E(X12Xo1) = p, [p| < 1

d) The diagonal entries X;; are ii.d. random variables, independent of off-
diagonal entries, E X717 = 0 and E X7 < 0.

Denote by A1, ..., A, the eigenvalues of the matrix n~*/2X,, and define empirical
spectral measure by

in(B) = ~#{1<i<n:\cB), BecB(C),

o
where B(C) is a Borel o-algebra of C.

We say that the sequence of random probability measures m,(-) converges
weakly in probability to probability measure m(-) if for all continues and bounded
functions f: C - C and all e > 0

> 5) =0.

Tim P( L t@mata) - [ famiaz)

We denote weak convergence by symbol ‘weak,

A fundamental problem in the theory of random matrices is to determine the
limiting distribution of u, as the size of the random matrix tends to infinity.
The main result of this paper is the following

Theorem 1.1. (Elliptic Law) Let X,, satisfies condition (CO) and |p| < 1.
Then iy ‘weak, win probability, and u has a density g:

1
T(1—=0p2)" SU,yEE,

z,y) = { "1=p7)
9(zy) {0, otherwise,

where

{ 2 y?
E=<zx,yeR: + gl}.
1+p)?  (1—p)?

Theorem asserts that under assumption of finite fourth moment empirical
distribution weakly converges in probability to uniform distribution on the el-
lipse. The axis of the ellipse are determined by correlation between X2 and
Xo1. This result was called by Girko “Elliptic Law”. Limit distribution doesn’t
depend on distribution of matrix elements and the result in this sense is uni-
versal.

Figure [1] illustates Elliptic law for p = 0.5 and Figure 2| - for p = —0.5.
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FIGURE 1. Eigenvalues of matrix n~/2X for n = 3000 and p =
0.5. On the left, each entry is an iid Gaussian normal random
variable. On the right, each entry is an iid Bernoulli random
variable, taking the values +1 and —1 each with probability 1/2.
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FIGURE 2. Eigenvalues of matrix n~/2X for n = 3000 and p =
—0.5. On the left, each entry is an iid Gaussian normal random
variable. On the right, each entry is an iid Bernoulli random
variable, taking the values +1 and —1 each with probability 1/2.

In 1985 Girko proved elliptic law for rather general ensembles of random ma-
trices under assumption that matrix elements have a density, see |7] and [8].
Girko used method of characteristic functions. Using V-transform he reduced
problem to the problem for Hermitian matrices (n~'/2X,, — 2I)*(n~1/2X,, — 21)
and established convergence of empirical spectral distribution of singular values

of n=1/2X,, — 21 to the limit which determines the elliptic law.

Let elements of real asymmetric random matrix X have Gaussian distribution

with zero mean and correlations

EX}=1land EX;X;j=p, i#j, |pl <1l

The ensemble of such matrices can be specified by the probability measure

P(dX) ~ exp |— Tr(XXT - pX?)|.

2(1-p?)
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It was proved that p, ‘weak, i, where p has a density from Theorem see [14].
We will use this result to prove Theorem [I.I]in the general case.

Remark 1.2. This result can be generalized to an ensemble of Gaussian com-
plex asymmetric matrices. In this case, the invariant measure is

n
1—1pl?
and B|X;;? = 1,EX;; X = |ple®® for i # j. Then the limit measure has a
uniform density inside an ellipse which is centered at zero and has semiazes
1+ |p| in the direction 0 and 1 — |p| in the direction 6 + 7/2.

P(dX) ~ exp |— Tr(XXT — 2Re pxﬂ

For the discussion of elliptic law in Gaussian case see also [6], [1, Chapter 18]
and [10].

We repeat physical motivation of models of random matrices which satisfy con-
dition (CO) from [14): ”The statistical properties of random asymmetric matri-
ces may be important in the understanding of the behavior of certain dynamical
systems far from equilibrium. One example is the dynamics of neural networks.
A simple dynamic model of neural network consists of n continues ”scalar”
degrees of freedom(”neurons”) obeying coupled nonlinear differential equations
("circuit equations”). The coupling between the neurons is given by a synap-
tic matrix X which, in general, is asymmetric and has a substantial degree of
disorder. In this case, the eigenstates of the synaptic matrixz play an important
role in the dynamics particulary when the neuron nonlinearity is not big”.

It will be interesting to prove Theorem [I.I] only under assumption of finite
second moment and prove sparse analogs. It is the direction of our further
research.

If p = 0 we assume that all entries of X,, are independent random variables and
Circular law holds (see [2], [16], [9]):
Theorem 1.3. (Circular law) Let X,, be a random matriz with independent

identically distributed entries, E X;; = 0 and EXZ?J» = 1. Then u, weak, Woin
probability, and p has uniform density on the unit circular.

See Figure [3] for illustration of Circulaw law.

If p = 1 then matrix X,, is symmetric and its eigenvalues are real numbers. In
this case the next theorem is known as a Wigner’s semi-circular law (see [2]):

Theorem 1.4. (Semi-circular law) Let X,, be a symmetric random matric
with independent identically distributed entries for i > j, EX;; =0, EXZ?]. =1.

Then py, ‘weak, win probability, and p has a density g:

o(o) = {21\/4—1;2, o< <2,

™
0, otherwise.
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FIGURE 3. Eigenvalues of matrix n~%/2X for n = 3000 and p =
0. On the left, each entry is an iid Gaussian normal random
variable. On the right, each entry is an iid Bernoulli random
variable, taking the values +1 and —1 each with probability 1/2.

Throughout this paper we assume that all random variables are defined on
common probability space (Q,F,P) and we will write almost surely (a.s) in-
stead of P-almost surely. By Tr(A) and rk(A) we mean trace and rank of
the matrix A respectively. We denote singular values of matrix A by s;(A)
and s1(A) > s3(A) > ... > s,(A). For vector x = (z1,...,x,) we introduce
|||z := (320, #2)Y2 and ||z]|3 :== (322, |i]®)"/3. We denote unit sphere and
unit ball by S~ ! := {x : ||z||]s = 1} and B := {z : ||z||2 < 1} respectively.
For matrix A define spectral norm by [[A|[ := supg,|z(,=1 ||Az[|2 and Hilbert-
Schmidt norm by ||A||gs := (Tr(A*A))Y/2. By [n] we mean the set {1,...,n}.
We denote by B(T) - Borel o-algebra of T, where T =R or C.

2. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

Further we will need the definition of logarithmic potential (see [12]) and uni-
form integrability of function with respect to the sequence of probability mea-
sures.

Definition 2.1. The logarithmic potential Uy, of measure m(-) is a function
Un : C — (=00, +00] defined for all z € C by

Un(z) = —/Clog |z — wm(dw).

Definition 2.2. The function f : T — R, where T = C or T = R, is uni-
formly integrable in probability with respect to the sequence of random measures
{mn}n>1 on (T,B(T)) if for all e > 0:

lim Tim P / (@) [mn(dz) > e | = 0.
e

t—oon—oo
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Let s1(n~12X — 2I) > sy(n~/2X — 2I) > ... > s,(n~'/2X — zI) be singular
values of n_l/QXn — zI and

Vn(z,B) = %#{z’ >1:5(n Y?X -21)e B}, BeBR)-

empirical spectral measure of singular values. We will omit argument z in
notation of measure v,(z, B) if it doesn’t confuse.

The convergence in the Theorem will be proved via convergence of logarith-
mic potential of u, to the logarithmic potential of z. We can rewrite logarithmic
potential of u, via the logarithmic moments of measure v, by

1 1
Up,(2) = —/Clog |z — w|pn (dw) = —ﬁlog det (\/ﬁXn - zI)‘

1 1 1 o
=5, log det (\/ﬁXn — zI) <\/ﬁXn — zI) = —/0 log zvy, (dx).

This allows us to consider Hermitian matrix (n~1/2X,, — zI)*(n~Y/2X,, — 2I)
instead of asymmetric n~*/2X. To prove Theorem we need the following

Lemma 2.3. Let (X,,)p>1 be a sequence of n x n random matrices. Suppose
that for a.a. z € C there exists a probability measure v, on [0,00) such that

weak . .
a) v, —— v, as n — oo in probability
b) log is uniformly integrable in probability with respect to {vp}n>1.
Then there exists a probability measure u such that

weak . .
a) by, — [ as n — oo in probability
b) for a.a. z € C

Uu(z) = —/0 log zv,(dx).
Proof. See |3, Lemma 4.3] for the proof. O

Proof. (Proof of Theorem [L.1]) Our aim is to prove convergence of v, to v, uni-
form integrability of log(-) with respect to {vy, }r>1 and show that v, determines
elliptic law.

From Theorem we can conclude uniform integrability of log(-). The proof
of Theorem [£1] is based on Theorem [3.3] and some additional results.

In Theorem it is proved that v, ‘weak, v, in probability, where v, is some
probability measure, which doesn’t depend on distribution of elements of matrix
X.

If matrix X has Gaussian elements we redenote p, by fiy.

weak A

By Lemma there exists probability measure ji such that g, —— [ in
probability and Up(z) = — [ log zv;(dz). But in Gaussian case i, weak, i in
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probability and Uy, (z) = — [ log zv.(dz). We know that v, is the same for all
matrices which satisfy condition (CO0) and we have

Up(z) = _/000 log zv,(dz) = U,(2).

From unicity of logarithmic potential we conclude that & = u. O

3. LEAST SINGULAR VALUE

From properties of the largest and the smallest singular values

si(A) =[|All = sup [[Azlly, sn(A)= inf [[Az].
a:[|z|l2=1 a:|z]|2=1
To prove uniform integrability of log(-) we need to estimate probability of the
event {s,(A) < en Y2 ||X|| < K+\/n}, where A = X — zI. We can assume that
en~ Y2 < Kn'/2. If |z| > 2K\/n then probability of the event is automatically
zero. So we can consider the case when |z| < 2Kn'/2. We have [|A|| < ||X]| +
|z| < 3Kn'/2. In this section we prove theorem

Theorem 3.1. Let A = X — zI, where X is n X n random matriz satisfying
(CO). Let K > 1. Then for every € > 0 one has

P(sn(A) < en 2 [|A|| < 3K V/n) < Cp)e'/® + Ca(p)n™ /%,
where C(p), C1(p) are some constants which can depend only on p, K and M.

Remark 3.2. Mark Rudelson and Roman Vershynin in [11] and Roman Ver-
shynin in [17] found bounds for the least singular value of matrices with in-
dependent entries and symmetric matrices respectively. In this section we will
follow their ideas.

3.1. The small ball probability via central limit theorem. We recall
definition of Levy concentration function

Definition 3.3. Levy concentration function of random variable Z with values
from R? is a function

L(Z,e) = sup P(||Z —v||2 < &).
veRd

The next statement gives the bound for Levy concentration function of sum of
independent random variables in R.

Statement 3.4. Let {a;& + bin;i}i>1 be independent random variables, E&; =
En =0, E¢ > 1,En? > 1, E&ns = p, max(E&LEnf) < My, a;'b = O(1).
We assume that 7(2n)~Y2 < |a;| < (6n)~Y/2, where §,7 are some constants.
Then

" Ce Gy
L <Z(ai£i + bﬂ%)ﬁ) = (1= p2)i2 + (1— p2)3/2p1/2

=1
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Proof. Set 0?1 = IE&Z-Q and 01-22 = Enf. It is easy to see that

o’ = E(zn: Z;)? =
i=1

n n
=D lail (07 + 200u0i2a; by + oh(a; '0)*) = (1= p) Y ol
i—1 i=1
and
n n
D Ela&i + bl <D |ail B & + a; bl < C'My] a3,
i=1 i=1

where we have used the fact a; 'b; = O(1). By Central Limit Theorem for
arbitrary vector v € R

'

where ¢’ has gaussian distribution with zero mean and variance 2. The density
of ¢’ is uniformly bounded by 1/v2mc2. We have

- Ce C
P (\ > (@i +bim) —v| < E) < A=) + A= 2

=1

n

> (i + bimi) — v

=1

)

n N m.|3

o3

We can take maximum and conclude the statement. OJ

Remark 3.5. Let us consider the case b; = 0 for all i > 1. It is easy to show

that
L (Z aiﬁi,es) <Cle+ n_1/2).
i=1

3.2. Decomposition of the sphere and invertibility. To prove Theorem|3.1
we shall partition the unit sphere S"~! into the two sets of compressible and
incompressible vectors, and show the invertibility of A on each set separately.

Definition 3.6. (Compressible and incompressible vectors) Let 6,7 € (0,1). A
vector x € R™ is called sparse if |supp(x)| < on. A vector x € S"~! is called
compressible if x is within Euclidian distance T from the set of all sparse vectors.
A wector x € S"! is called incompressible if it is not compressible. The sets
of sparse, compressible and incompressible vectors will be denoted by Sparse =
Sparse (§), Comp = Comp (6,7) and Incomp = Incomp(d,T) respectively.

We first estimate ||Az|| for a fixed vector € S"~1. The next statement can
be found in [17]

Lemma 3.7. Let A be a matriz from Theorem and let K > 1. There
exist constants 6, 7,c € (0,1) that depend only on K and My and such that the
following holds. For every u € R™, one has

mec‘omp(é,fr)

(3.1) P ( inf  ||Az — ulla/||z]]2 < cav/m, ||A]] < BK\/ﬁ> < 2¢7m,
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Proof. See |17, Statement 4.2]. The proof of this result for matrices which
satisfy condition (CO) can be carried out by similar arguments. O

For the incompressible vectors, we shall reduce the invertibility problem to a
lower bound on the distance between a random vector and a random hyperplane.
For this aim we recall Lemma 3.5 from [11]

Lemma 3.8. Let A be a random matriz from theorem. Let Ay, ..., A, denote
the column vectors of A, and let Hy denote the span of all columns except the
k-th. Then for every 6,7 € (0,1) and every € > 0, one has

1 n
(32)  P( inf ||Az|la<en”!) < - > P(dist(Ag, He) <7 'e).

x€Incomp(d,T) =1

Lemma [3.8| reduces the invertibility problem to a lower bound on the distance
between a random vector and a random hyperplane.

We decompose matrix A = X — zI into the blocks

all VT
5 (o 1)
where B is (n — 1) x (n — 1) matrix, U,V € R*~L.

Let h be any unit vector orthogonal to As, ..., A,. It follows that

v\ "
0—<B> h=hV+Bly,

where h = (hy, g), and
g=-mBTV
From definition of h
= |[All3 = > + llgll3 = [ha|* + [ha [P BT V3
Using this equations we estimate distance
— (BT

dist(Ar, H) > |(Ag, b)| = (o — BV U]

V1I+IBTTVI3

It is easy to show that ||B|| < ||A||. Let vector e; € S" 2 be such that
|IB|| = ||Bei1l|l2. Then we can take vector e = (0,e1)? € S" ! and for this
vector

IA]] > |[Aell2 = [I(VTer, Ber)"[l2 > ||Bex |2 = [|BJ.

The bound for right hand sand of (3.2) will follow from the
Lemma 3.9. Let matriz A be from Theorem[3.1 Then for all e > 0

T _
(3.4) supP <|(B V.U) —l e,||IBJ| < 3K\/ﬁ> < C(p)et/® 4+ C'(p)yn~ /8,

veR 1+|B-TV||5 —
where B, U,V are determined by (3.3) and C(p), C1(p) are some constants which
can depend only on p, K and My.
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To get this bound we need several statements. We introduce matrix
B 0,1 BT B U

(35) Q - <B1 On—l W = V)’

where O,,_1 is (n—1) x (n—1) matrix with zero entries. Scalar product in (3.4])
can be rewritten using definition of Q:

[(QW, W) —v|
3.6 P 2e | .
(39) veh ( T IB VR 6)

Introduce vectors

(3.7) W' = (gi) Z = (5) )

where U’, U’ are independent copies of U, V respectively. We need the following

Statement 3.10.
sug]P’W ((QW, W) —v| < 2¢) < Py (|(QP (W — W), P;W) —u| < 2¢),

ve
where u doesn’t depend on P ;W = (P ;U P;V)T.

Proof. Let us fix v and denote
p=P((QW, W) —v| < 2¢).

We can decompose the set [n] into union [n] = J U J¢ We can take U; =
P,;U, Uy =P ;U Vi =P;V and Vo = P V. By Lemma [A.2]
(3-8) p* <P((QW, W) —v| < 2¢,|(QZ, Z) — 0| < 2¢)

<SPQW, W) —(QZ, Z)| < 4e).

Let us rewrite B~ in the block form
r_ (E F
pro (B 5.
We have

(QW, W) = (EV1,Uh) + (FVa,U1) + (GV1,Us) + (HV2,Uz)
+ (ETUL W) + (GTU, Vi) + (FTUL, W) + (H Uy, T2)
(QZ,7) = (EVy,Uh) + (FV4,Uy) + (GV4,US) + (HVy, UY)
+ (E'U, 1) + (GTUL V) + (FTUL, V) + (HTUS, V3)
and
(39)  (QW.W)—(QZ.2) = 2(F(V2 - V5),U1) + 2(G" (U2 = U3), V1)
+ 2(HV,, Vo) — 2(HVy, V7).
The last two terms in depend only on Us, U}, Va, Vj and we conclude that
pi <P ([(QPse(W = W'), P;W) —u| < 2¢),
where u = u(Us, Vo, UL, Vi, F, G, H). O
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Statement 3.11. For all u € R*!

P (B_TU € Comp(d,7) and ||B|| < 3Kn1/2) < 2e” M.
B~ ull

Proof. Let x = B~ Tu. It is easy to see that

{ B U comp(s )}C{a T _ ¢ Comp(s,7) and BT }
—_— omp(d,7) p S < dx: omp(6, T r=1u
IB~Tull2 ||2]|2

Replacing matrix A with B” one can easily check that the proof of Lemma
remains valid for B” as well as for A. 0

Remark 3.12. The Statement holds true for B~ replaced with BT,

Statement 3.13. Let A satisfies condition (CO) and B be a matrixz from de-
composition (3.3)). Assume that ||B|| < 3K+/n. Then with probability at least

1 —e=" matrix B has the following properties:
a) [|B~TV||2 > C with probability 1 — e~ in W,
b) [|IB=TV||2 < e=V2||B~T||ys with probability 1 — e in V,

¢) [|QW||e > ¢||B~7||gs with probability 1 — C'(e +n~2) in W.

Proof. Let {e}}_, be a standard basis in R". For all 1 <k < n define vectors
by

B_lek
1B~ ek|l2

By Statement vector xj is incompressible with probability 1 — e~“". We
fix matrix B with such property.

a) By norm inequality ||V||s < ||B||[|B~TV|]2. We know that |[B|| < 3K/n.
By Lemma and Lemma @ [[V]|l2 > v/n. So we have that ||[B~1V||s > C
with probability 1 — e=¢".

b) By definition

T =

n

BTTVIE=) (B er, V)= B esl3an, V)™,
=1

i=1
It is easy to see that E(V,z;)% = 1. So
n
E[BV|E =Y 1B eill3 =B is.
i=1
By Markov inequality
P([[B V|2 > e ?|B™!||us) < e
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¢) By Lemma Lemma Lemma and Remark
P(|QW |z < €| B™Yms) < P(IB™'V|2 < el B~ ||ms)

=P(I[BVI < lB7[is) = BOQ_ 1B eilla(ai, V)? < €[B! |IEs)
i=1

=P pi(z:,V)? <) <2 piP((xi, V) < V2) < C'(e +n7/2).
i=1 i=1
[l

Proof. (proof of Lemma Let &, ...,&, be i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables
with E& = ¢o/2. We define J := {i : § = 0} and Eg := {|J¢| < ¢on}. From
large deviation inequality we may conclude that P(Ey) > 1 — 2exp(—c3n/2).
Introduce event

By = {e/*\/1+[B-TVI3 < IB Y |ns < &5 IQPse(W — W)]|2},

where ¢¢ will be choosen later.

From Statement we can conclude that

Pgww,s(E1 U||B|| > 3Ky/n) >1—C'(go +n12) — 2™,
Consider the random vector

B 1 B TP;(V-V")\ _[a
PTIQP (W = W)l (BIPJC(U— U')> a <b> '
By Statement it follows that the event Ey := {a € incomp(d, )} holds
with probability
Pe(E2 U|[Bl| > 3Kv/n|W, W', J) > 1 — 2exp(—cn).

Combining these probabilities we have

Peww,(Eo, E1, E2U|B|| > 3K/n)

>1—2e %2 — C'(eg+n12) — 27" — 267" 1= 1 — py.
We may fix J that satisfies |J¢| < ¢y and

Pg,ww (E1, B2 U|B|| > 3Kvn) >1—po.

By Fubini’s theorem B has the following property with probability at least

1—/Po

Pww(E1, E2U|Bl| > 3Kvn[B) > 1 - /po.
The event {||B|| > 3K+/n} depends only on B. We may conclude that random
matrix B has the following property with probability at least 1 — /po: either
IBI| > 3K/, on

(3.10) |B|| < 3Kv/n and Pw,w(E1, E2/B) >1—/p,

The event we are interested in is

Q0 ( (QW, W) — ul <2€).
VI+IBTV|E
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We need to estimate probability

Pe,w (20N|B]| < 3Kv/n) <P w (2N (3.10) holds)+Pp w (N (3.10) fails).
The last term is bounded by /po.

IP)B,W(QO n HBH < 3K\/’7l) < sup Pw(Qo‘B) + \/]TO
B satisfies

We can conclude that

Pew (N |B|| <3Kyn) < sup Pww (Q0, E1|B) + 2y/po.
B satisfies

Let us fix B that satisfies (3.10) and denote pi := Py (Qo, Ei|B). By
Statement and the first inequality in E7 we have

2 < Puu Pe(W—W)P,W)—v| < —[B!
1 < P | [(QP je( ), PsW) vl_\/e—oll |as

971

and

Pww (1) < Pww (Qu, E1, E2) +/po.
Further
P} < P (|(wo, PyW) — o] < 25" %, o) + /.

By definition random vector wy is determined by the random vector P je (W —
W), which is independent of the random vector P;W. We fix P je(W — W)
and have

—-3/2
p% < sup Pp,w (\(wo,PJW) —w| < g, / 8) + +/Po-
wo=(a,b)T:
a€Incomp(d,T)
weR

Let us fix a vector wg and a number w. We can rewrite

(3.11) (wo, PyW) =Y (i + bigi),

icJ
where |]a||§ + ]|b||§ = 1. From Lemma and Remark we know that at
least [2con| coordinates of vector a € Incomp(d, T) satisfy

T

1
NeT <lag| < Jon
We denote the set of coordinates of a with this property by spread(a). By
construction of J we can conclude that | spread(a)| = [con]. By Lemma we
can reduce our sum to the set spread(a). Now we will find the properties
of |b;]. We can decompose the set spread(a) into two sets spread(a) = I U I5:
a) Iy = {i € spread(a) : |b;|]\/n — co as n — oo}

¢) Iy = {i € spread(a) : |bs] = O(n"1/?)};
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From |[b||3 < 1 it follows that |I;| = o(n). For i € I» we have |a; 'b;| = O(1).
By Lemma [A.6] we have

P(| Z (aiz;+biy;) —w| < 250_3/25) <P Z(aixi+biyi) —w'| < 280_3/26).
i€spread(a) i€ls

We can apply Statement

—3/2
Ciegg /5

B I _ 9y-3/2 -1/2
1= )i + Co(1 — p*) 2 n— =,

(| Z(aixi + biy) — w'| < 2863/28) <

i€la
It follows that
PB,W(QO N HBH < SK\/E) <

Ciey*/%e 2
< <(1 l_opQ)l/z +Co(1— p2)_3/2n_1/2> +p + 2P0

We take g9 = £1/2 and conclude that
Pg,w (0 N [B|| < 3K+v/n) < C(p)e/® + C'(p)n™'/%,

where C(p), C’'(p) are some constants which depend on p, K and Mj. O

Proof. (proof of Theorem The result of the theorem follows from Lem-
mas and O
Remark 3.14. It not very difficult to show that we can change matriz zI in
Theorem by arbitrary non-random matriz M with |[M|| < K+/n. We can
also assume that IEXZ?]- > 1. Results of section are based on Lemmas
and[A-9 which doesn’t depend on shifts. It is easy to see that Statement[3.13 sti

holds true if we assume that e < n~% for some Q > 0. Then we can reformulate

Theorem [3.1] in the following way: there exist some constants A,B > 0 such
that

P(s,(X + M) < en 4, [|X + M]|| < Kv/n) < C(p)n B,

4. UNIFORM INTEGRABILITY OF LOGARITHM

In this section we prove the next result

Theorem 4.1. Under the condition (CO) log(-) is uniformly integrable in prob-
ability with respect to {vp n>1.

Before we need several lemmas about the behavior of the singular values

Lemma 4.2. If condition (CO) holds then there exists constant K = K(p)
such that P(s1(X) > Kv/n) = o(1).
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Proof. We can decompose matrix X into symmetric and skew-symmetric ma-

trices:
X+XI' X-XT

X = > + 5 =X + Xos.
In |15, Theorem 2.3.23] it is proved that for some K; > 1/2(1 + p)
(4.1) P(s1(X1) > Kiv/r) = o(1).
and for some Ky > /2(1 — p)
(42) P(s1(X2) > Kav/) = o(1)

Set K = 2max(K, K2). From (4.1)), (4.2) and inequality
Sl(X) < Sl(Xl) + 81(X2)
it follows that

P(s1(X) 2 Kv/n) <P ({Sl(Xl) > K;/ﬁ} U {sl(XQ) > Kf})

<P <51(X1) > Kf) 4P (sl(Xg) > Kﬁ) = o(1).

2
O
Remark 4.3. Suppose that elements of X,, depend on n, but satisfy conditions
(CO) and |z;j| < 5n\/ﬁ,E:c?j <1 and E |z;;|' < b(8,/n)!7L for some b > 0,1 >
3 and 6, — 0 with the convergence rate slower that any preassigned one as
n — oo. Then for some K > 0 it can be shown that

P(s1(X) > Kv/n) = o(n™").
For the proof see [2, Theorem 5.1].

Lemma 4.4. If condition (CO) holds then there exist ¢ > 0 and 0 < v < 1
such that a.s. for n>1 and nlmYT<i<n-1

Sn_i(nV/?X — 21) > .
n

Proof. Set s; := s;(n"'/2X — zI). Up to increasing 7, it is sufficient to prove
the statement for all 2(n — 1)!77 < i < n — 1 for some v € (0,1) to be chosen
later. We fix some 2(n — 1)177 < < n — 1 and consider the matrix A’ formed
by the first m := n — [i/2] rows of /nA. Let s§ > ... > s/, be the singular
values of A’. We get
n_l/Qsil_i < Sp—i-

By R; we denote the row of A’ and H; = span(Rj,j = 1,....,m,j # i). By
Lemma [A. 10l we obtain

—2 —2 c b2 c b2
SO+t Sil*ﬁ/ﬂ =dist; " +... + dlStanQ] .
We have

(4.3) —s 2. < '
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where dist; := dist(R;, H;). To estimate dist(R;, H;) we would like to apply
Lemma but we can’t do it directly, because R; and H; are not inde-
pendent. Let’s consider the case 7 = 1 only. To estimate distance dist; we
decompose matrix A’ into the blocks

r_(a1q Y
V(¥ 5)
where X € R™ 1 YT € R*! and B is an m — 1 x n — 1 matrix formed by

rows By, ..., By,—1. We denote by H{ = span(By, ..., By,—1). From definition of
distance

diSt(Rl,Hl) = vien}fl‘l HRI — UHQ > uienlfl’ HY — U,HQ = diSt(Y, Hi)

and
dim(H}) < dim(Hy) <n—1-i/2<n—1—(n—1).
Now vector Y and hyperplane H| are independent. Fixing realization of Hj,

by Lemma with n, R, H replaced with n — 1,Y, H| respectively, we can
obtain that

P(dist(Y, Hy) < %\/n — 1 —dim(H})) < exp(—(n —1)°).

Using this inequality it is easy to show that

n—1 n—[i/2]

Pl U U {dist(Rj,Hj)g;\/g} < 0.

n>1i=[2(n—1)1-7] j=1

Now by Borel-Cantelli lemma and (4.3)) we can conclude the statement of the
lemma. (|

Remark 4.5. Lemma holds true if we assume that E X;; # 0 and ]EX% =
1+0(1).

Proof. (Proof of Theorem To prove Theorem we need to show that
there exist p,q > 0 such that

(4.4) lim Tim P < /O " Pun(da) > t> 0

t—00 Nn—00

and

(4.5) lim lim P (/OOO ", (dx) > t> =0.

t—00 n—00
By Lemma there exists set Qg := Qo, = {w € Q: 51(X) < Kn'/?} such
that
(4.6) P(Qp) =1—o0(1).
We conclude (4.4) from (4.6) for p = 2.
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We denote 0 :==Qy , ={weQ:s,_; > c%,nl_7 < i <n-—1}. Let us consider
the set Qg := Qo = Q N{w : s, > n_B_1/2}, where B > 0. We decompose
probability from (4.5)) into two terms

P (/ x” y(dz) > t) =1; + Iy,
0

Hl = </ .’L’_ql/n(dl') > t,QQ) R
0

Ih:=P </ x up(dz) > t, Q%) :
0

We can estimate Iy by
I < P(s,(X — v/nzl) < n=4, Q) + P(Q5) + P(QF).
From Theorem [3.1] it follows that

where

(4.7) P(s,(X — v/nzl) < n= B Q0) < C(p)n~ 8.
By Lemma [4.4]
(4.8) hjm P(Q5) = 0.
From (4.6)), (4.7) and (4.8) we conclude
1ijm Iy = 0.

To prove (4.5) it remains to bound I;. From Markov inequality

I < %E U qun(dx)]l(ﬂg)} .
0
By definition of €9

n -‘ n

—[nt=Y 1
; S;q + ﬁ Z S;q
i=

i=n—[nl=7]+1

n 1
< opa(B+1/2)=y o c—ql Z (2)‘1 < opa(B+1/2)=y | C—q/ s~ 9ds.
B nig N 0

E [ / :B_qun(dm)]l(Qg)] < %

If 0 < ¢ <min(1,v/(B + 1/2)) then the last integral is finite. O

5. CONVERGENCE OF SINGULAR VALUES

Let function F,(z,z) be an empirical distribution function of singular values
$1 > ... > s, of matrix n=Y/2X — 2I which corresponds to measure v,(z, ).

Let us recall definition of Stieltjes transform

Definition 5.1. The Stieltjes transform of measure m(-) on R is

Sa) = [T o
R L —«&
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In this section we prove the following theorem

Theorem 5.2. Assume that condition (CO) holds true. There exists non-
random distribution function F(x,z) such that for all continues and bounded
functions f(z), a.a. z € C and all e > 0

</f YdFn(x, z) /f JdF(x, z)

Proof. First we show that family {F(z,x)},>1 is tight. From strong law of
large numbers it follows that

6>—>0 as n — oo,

[e'e) 1 n
/0 22dF(z,2) < 3 Z Xl-zj — 1 asn — oo.
i,7=1
Using this and the fact that s;(n~=1/2X — 2I) < s;(n~1/2X) + |z| we conclude
tightness of {F,(z,z)}n>1. If we show that F,, weakly converges in probability
to some function F, then F will be distribution function.

Introduce the following 2n x 2n matrices

0, n/2X 0, I
6 V(e "o ) 0= (% 4

where O,, denotes n x n matrix with zero entries. Consider matrix
V(z):=V =J(2).
It is known that eigenvalues of V(z) are singular values of n~'/2X — 2I with

signs +.

It is easy to see that empirical distribution function F,(x, z) of eigenvalues of
matrix V(z) can be written in the following way

1 ¢ 1«
Fo(z,z) = o g 1{s; <z} + o E 1{—s; < z}.
i=1 i=1

There is one to one correspondence between Fy,(z, z) and F,(z, 2)

1+ sgn(z)Fn(|z|, )

2
So it is enough to show that there exists non-random distribution function
F(z, z) such that for all continues and bounded functions f(z), and a.a. z € C

(5.2) P (

We denote Stieltjes transforms of F,, and F' by S,(z,z) and S(z,z) respec-
tively. Due to the relations between distribution functions and Stieltjes trans-
forms, (5.2)) will follow from

(5.3) P(|Sp(c, 2) — S(a, z)| > €) — 0 as n — o0,
for a.a. 2 € C and all « € CT.

Fy(x,z) =

€>—>Oasn—>oo.

a;)an(a:,z)—/Rf(x)dF(x,z) >
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Set
(5.4) R(a, z) := (V(2) — aly,) L.

By definition S, (e, 2) = 3 Tr R(a, z). We introduce the following function

2n
nl,2) = ESu(a,2) = o= > E[R(, 2l
=1

One can show that

n 2n
snle,2) = - S E[R(@ 2= > E[R(a )
=1 i=n+1

By Chebyshev inequality and Lemma it is staighforward to check that
(5.5) |sn(a, 2) — s(a, 2)] = 0 as n — oo.
implies ((5.3)).
By resolvent equality we may write
1
1+ asy(a,z) = o ETr(VR(q, 2)) — ztn(a, z) — Zuy(a, 2).
n
Introduce the notation
1
A:= —ETr(VR)
2n
and represent A as follows
1 1
A=—-A+=-A
9 1+ 2 25
where

1 1N
=1

i=1

First we consider A;. By definition of the matrix V, we have

1 n
Al = W Z ]EXjk‘Rk‘-i-?LJ
=
Note that
X _ER[ejekJrn]R'

Applying Lemma we obtain

A1 =B1 4+ Bo + Bs + By + (v, 2).
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where

n

1

1 n
Bi=—— 3 ERleel i Rlins = ——5 O Bl(Risn,)’
Jk=1 =L

g
E
Il
—

&

[

|
3{\3‘ —
M=

=1
> ERpiniRjtng
1
=1

g
[
|
3{0‘@
WE

E[R[ekegT-;-n]R]k—Fn,j =

g
E
Il
—

_P
n2
]7
_Pr
n?

E[R[ej—kneg]R]k—i-n,j =

&
|
|
3{0‘@
NE

E[R[erine] |R]k1n; = *% Zn: B Rjj Rkt ktn
8

“—

n

7.k

> ERijRisnjin:

$
i
L

Without loss of generality we can assume further that E X?, = 1 because the
impact of diagonal is of order O(n™!).

From ||R||gs < v/n||[R|| < v/nv~t it follows

1 & 1
Bi| < — Z E X3 E(Ryinj)? < —5.
n? 4 nv
Similarly
1
Byl < —.
[Ba < v2n

By Lemma By = —s2(a, 2) + &(a, 2). By Lemma B3 = —pt2(a, 2) +
e(a, z). We obtain that

Al = —SZ(O[,Z) - pt%t(aa Z) + 5n(a7z)‘

Now we consider the term As. By definition of the matrix V, we have

1 n
Ay = 32 Z E Xk R ktn-

k=1
By Lemma we obtain that

(5.6) Ay =C1 +Co+C3+Cy + 7“”(04, Z)
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where

1 1
Y] Z Rlejehn)Rjpin = 3 Z RjjRptn ki
1 & 1 &
n2

= 72 Z ek—i—ne R]],k+n = - ] k+n

n
k=
k:
p P
= 72 Z eke]—‘rn ]],k-i—n = _72 Z JkR]-i-n k+n
k:
n
k=

v
n2

p
-T2 Z e]+n6k: IRjjtn = — B jn Bk ot

Jik=1

It is easy to show that
1

TL

By Lemma(Cl s2(a, z)+en(a, 2). By Lemma Cy = —pud(a, 2)+

en(a, z). We obtain that
AQ = _8721(&’ Z) - pu%(a, Z) + 6n(aa Z)‘

1
Col < - 1Gs < -
n

So we have that

A=—s2(a,2) — gti(a z) — gu%(a,z) +en(a, 2).

No we will investigate the term zt,(«, z) which we may represent as follows

1 n
atp(a, 2) ZE Rljin; = - ZE[VR]]'JF”J — Zsn(a, 2).
j=1

By definition of the matrix V, we have

1
3 Z EXkRjr — Zsn(a, 2) =

7,k=1
D1 4+ Dy + D3 4+ Dy — Zsp(a, 2) + ru(a, 2),

atp(a,z) =

where

1 — 1 —

Dy = 2 Z E[R[e.]ek-i-n] -2 Z E RjjRitnk
k=1 k=
1 — 1 —

- 3 Bl Rl =~y 3 Bl

J,k 1 k=
PN

Z E €k6J+n TT Z ]kRj+TLk
],k 1 7,k=

= % Z E[R[ej nel|R]jx = —% ER;jnRip
J,k=1 J,k=1
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By similar arguments as before we can prove that

1 1
Dy| < — D3| < —
| 2’_1)2n’ | 3‘_1)271

and Dy = —s,, (o, 2)tn (e, 2) + en(@, 2), Dy = —psp (e, 2)up(a, 2) + en(a, 2). We
obtain that

aty (o, 2) = —sp(a, 2)tn (e, 2) — psp(a, 2)un(a, 2) — Zsp(a, 2) + dn(a, 2).

Similar we can prove that

aun(a, z) = —spa, 2)up (@, 2) — psp(a, 2)tn (@, 2) — zsp(a, 2) + 0n(a, 2).

So we have the system of equations

(5.7) 1+ asy(a, 2) + si(a, z) =

= —gti(a, z) — Etn(a, z) — gui(a, z) — iun(a, 2) + on(a, 2)
(5.8) atp(a, z) =

= —sp(a, 2)tn(a, 2) — psp(a, 2)up(a, 2) — Zsp(a, 2) + 0p (v, 2)
(5.9) aup(a, z) =

= —sp(a, 2)up(a, 2) — psp(a, 2)tn(a, 2) — zsp(a, 2) + 0p (v, 2).

It follows from and that
(o + 50) (2t 4 pt2) = —sn(2pun + Zpt) — p2sutntn — 228, + 0n(a, 2)
(o + 80) (Zup + pul) = —sp(2pun +Zpt) — p*sntntin — |2|*sn + dn(a, 2).
So, we can rewrite (5.7))

(5.10) 14 asp(o, 2) + 52 (a, 2) + p*t2 (@, 2) + 2tp (o, 2) = 6, 2).

From equations (5.8)) and (5.9) we can write equation for %,

2.2 2
S zZS _
(5.11) (oz—i—sn— O'f’|+ 87;>tn: ;T;—zsn+5n(a7z).

We denote ) s
A = <a+sn _ |’0’8”> .

o+ Sy
After simple calculations we will have

(a+ sn)(2tn + ptp) =
( 2022|282 Z2ps, 22p5n>

(v + sp)A A A

2 = — 2
e pzsy  Zsn pZsy  zsa\ |
P s ((a—i—s)A A > <(a+s A A ) [#sn + O 2).
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FiGURE 4. Histogram of eigenvalues of matrix V for n = 1000.
entries are Gaussian random variables. On the left p = 0 (Cir-
cular law case). On the right p = 0.5 (Elliptic law case).

We denote y, = s, and w, = a + (pt2 + zt,)/yn. We can rewrite equa-

tions (5.7), (5.8) and (5.9)
(5.12) 14wy + ¥ = n(a, 2)
pt2 + zt,

Yn

(5.14)  (a+sp)(2tn + pt2) =

20°|2yn  Zpyn oy >
— Sn ( - - |Z‘ Yn

(5.13) wy, = o+

a+yn)A A A
2 =, — 2
a2 PZYn _ ZYn PZYn _ ZYn
IPFyn <(a+yn)A A > <(a+yn)A A ) on(@, 2).

Remark 5.3. If p = 0 then we can rewrite (5.12)), , and (5.14)

1+ wnyn +y1% = 5n(a72)
t

Wy = Q + Zn
Yn

(wp, — @) 4+ (wn, — @)y, — |225, = dnla, 2).

This equations determine the Circular law, see [9].

We can see that the first equation doesn’t depend on p. So the first
equation will be the same for all models of random matrices described in the
introduction. On the Figure [4] we draw the distribution of eigenvalues of matrix
V for p = 0 (Circular law case) and p = 0.5 (Elliptic law case).

Now we prove convergence of s, to some limit sg. Let a = uw + iv,v > 0.

Using (5.10]) we write

a(sp — 8m) = —(Sn — Sm)(Sn + Sm) — pQ(tn —tm)(tn +tm) — 2(tm — tm) + Enym-
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By triangle inequality and the fact that |s,| < v~!

2|y, — 2|ty — tm|ltn +t tn —t £

From (5.11)) it follows that

(o + sp)% — ,025721) n= pzsi — Zas, — 58721 + &
We denote A, := ((a + s,)? — p?s2). By triangle inequality
(5'16) ‘Amth_tm’ < |thAn_Am’

+ 2|pllsn — sml| +2|z||sn — sm
v

+ |zllallsn = sm| + |enml-
We can find lower bound for |A,,[:
(5.17) [Am| = [or+ (1= p)sm|a+ (14 p)sm|

> Tm(a + (1 = p)sm) Im(a + (1 + p)sy,) > v

where we have used the fact that Im s, > 0. From definition of A,, it is easy
to see that

2(1 4 p?)|sy, — s
(5.18) |An—Am|§2lallsn—sm|+( P)Jn m!‘

We can take |u| < C, then |a| < v+ C. From (5.15)),(5.16)),(5.17) and (5.18) it

follows that there exists constant C’, which depends on p, C, z, such that

!
|80 — 8m| < 7|3n — Sm| + ‘E;z,m((%'z”-

We can find vg such that

Cf/

— <1 for all v > vg.

v
Since €}, ,,, (@, 2) converges to zero uniformly for all v > v, |u| < C and s, s,, are
locally bounded analytic functions in the upper half-plane we may conclude by
Montel’s Theorem (see |4, Theorem 2.9]) that there exists an analytic function
so in the upper half-plane such that lims, = sg. Since s, are Nevanlinna
functions, (that is analytic functions mapping the upper half-plane into itself)
sp will be a Nevanlinna function too and there exists non-random distribution

function F'(z,x) such that
dF(z,x
so(a) = / g
T —«
The function sq satisfies the equations (5.12)), (5.13)), and (5.14])). O
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APPENDIX A. APPENDIX

Theorem A.1. (Central Limit Theorem) Let Zu, ..., Z, be independent random
variables with E Z; = 0 and finite third moment, and let o* = > I | E|Z;|*.
Consider a standard normal variable g. The for every t > 0:

P(iizig> ~P(g<1)
=1

where C is an absolute constant.

<Co*> E|Z%,
i=1

Lemma A.2. Let event E(X,Y) depends on independent random vectors X
and Y then

P(E(X,Y)) < (P(E(X,Y), E(X,Y")"/?,
where Y’ is an independent copy of Y.

Proof. See in [5). O

Lemma A.3. Let Z, ..., Z, be a sequence of random variables and p1, ..., pn be
non-negative real numbers such that

n
> opi=1,
i=1

then for every e >0

P(Zpizi <g) < 22]% P(Z; < 2e).
i=1 i=1

Proof. See in [17]. O

Lemma A.4. If v € Incomp(d, ) then at least %57’271 coordinates xy of x
satisfy

T 1
— <o £ —=

V2n Von'

Remark A.5. We can fiz some constant ¢y such that
1 1
1(57'2 S Co S Z

Then for every vector x € Incomp(d, ) |spread(x)| = [2con].

Proof. See in |11]. O
Lemma A.6. Let S; =3, ;&, where J C [n], and I C J then

supP(|S; —v| <¢e) <supP(|St —v| <e).
vER vER
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Proof. Let us fix arbitrary v. From independence of &; we conclude

P(1Sy —v[ <€) SEP(ISr + Sy — vl < el{&itier) < suEP(ISI —ul<e).
ue

0

Lemma A.7. Let Z be a random variable with E Z% > 1 and with finite fourth
moment, and put M} := E(Z —EZ)*. Then for every ¢ € (0,1) there erists
p = p(My,e) such that

supP(|Z —v[ <¢) <p.
vER

Proof. See in [11]. O

Lemma A.8. Let &1, ...,&, be independent random variables with E£2 > 1 and
E(& — E€)* < M{, where My is some finite number. Then for every e € (0,1)
there exists p = p(My,e) € (0,1)) such that the following holds: for every vector
= (21,...,zn) € S, the sum S =31 | x1& satisfies

sup P(|S —v[ <€) <p.

vER

Proof. See in [11]. O

Lemma A.9. Let X = (X1, ..., X;,) be a random vector in R™ with independent
coordinates X..
1. Suppose there exists numbers ey > 0 and L > 0 such that

supP(| X —v| <e) < Le foralle > e and all k.
veER

Then

sup P(||X —v||2 < evn) < (CLe)™  for all e > &,
vER™

where C is an absolute constant.
2. Suppose there exists numbers € > 0 and p € (0,1) such that

supP(| X —v| <e) < Le for all k.
vER

Then there exists numbers €1 = e1(e,p) > 0 and p1 = p1(e,p) € (0,1) such that

sup P(||X —v|]2 < e1v/n) < (p1)".
vER™

Proof. See |17, Lemma 3.4]. O

Lemma A.10. Let 1 < m < n. If A has full rank, with rows Ry, ..., Ry, and
H = span(Rj,j # 1), then

m

D si(A)? = idist(Ri, H)2.

i=1 i=1

Proof. See |16, Lemma A.4]. O
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Lemma A.11. There exist v > 0 and § > 0 such that for all n > 1 and
1 <4 < n, any deterministic vector v € C and any subspace H of C* with
1 <dim(H) <n—n'"7, we have, denoting R := (X1, ..., Xp) + v,

P(dist(R, H) < % n — dim(H)) < exp(—n°).

Proof. See |16, Statement 5.1]. O

Lemma A.12. Under the condition (CO) for o = u +iv,v >0

n n 2
1 1
E ﬁ i_g 1 Ru(O[, Z) (n ZE 1 RZZ O[ Z )

< C
~ nov?’

Proof. To prove this lemma we will use Girko’s method. Let ‘X(j ) be a matrix
X With j-th row and column removed. Define matrices V(@) and V@ (2) as

in and RY) by (5.4)). It is easy to see that
rk(V(z) — VU (2)) = 1k(V —= VU)) < 4
Then
tk(V(z) = VU(2) 4

< —
nv nv’

(A1) %| Tr(V(2) = al) ™ = Te(VO () — al) | <

We introduce the family of o-algebras F; = 0{Xj,j,k > i} and conditional
mathematical expectation E; = E(:|F;) with respect to this o-algebras. We can
write

1 1 1 — -
—TrR——-ETrR = — E E,TrR—E;, {TrR = E Yi-
n n n

i=1 i=1

The sequence (7;, F;)i>1 is a martingale difference. By (A.1)

(A.2) |72|——\E(TrR TrRY) —E;_ (TR — TrRY)| <
(A.3) < |E(TrR— TrRD)| 4 |E_(TrR - TeR®)| < &

on

From Burkholder inequality for martingale difference (see [13])

2 n
< Ko E (Z \%‘\2>
=1

and (A.2) it follows

E % Z Rii(a, Z) —E (i Z Rii(a, Z))
i=1

=1

2
C
< Ky E( Z\% ) <Ky




28 A. NAUMOV

Lemma A.13. Under the condition (CO) for o =u+iv,v >0

2
ZRzH—nQZ ( ZRZH—naZ)

< C
~ not’

Proof. As in Lemma we introduce matrices VU and RU). We have

V=vW 4 eje;FV + Veje;-r + ej+nej+nV + Vejinel.

By resolvent equality R — RY) = —RU)(V(2) — VU)(2))R

— Z Ry fen — kj?ﬁn) =

Jj+n

= Z[R(j)(ejeer + ejJrne?:'_nV + Veje;fp + Vej+nejr+n)R]k7k+n =
k=1
=T+ Ty + Tg+ Ty4.

Let us consider the first term. The arguments for other terms are similar.

n 2n

> RYejef VRl pin = TrRWeje] VRE = Y [RERW];j[eje] V],

k=1 i=1
where

_(On Oy
5= (T on)
From max(||RY||,||R||) < v~' and Hélder inequality it follows that
E|> RYe;el VIR] pin| < et
k=1

By similar arguments as in Lemma we can conclude the statement of the
Lemma. U

Lemma A.14. Under the condition (CO) for o =u+iv,v >0
1

3/2 Z EXJkRkJrn]

n 7,k=1
I « OR - OR

= — E[@X ] +pQZE[8X ] + (e, 2),
e R kng ™ T ki dktn,j

where
ral,2)] < —=
= w3

Proof. By Taylor’s formula
(Ad) EXf(X,Y)=f(0,00EX + f,(0,0)EX?+ f,(0,0)EXY +
+E(1-0)[X3f1,(0X,0Y) +2X?Y f (0X,0Y) + XY f, (0X,0Y)]
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and

(A5)  EfL(XY) = £4(0,0) + E(1 — )[X f1,(0X,0Y) + Y fL,(6X,6Y)
E f,(X,Y) = f,(0,0) + E(1 - 0)[X [y, (HX HY) +Yf,,(0X,0Y)],

where 0 has uniform distribution on [0, 1]. From and (A.5) for j # k

OR OR
XiRiyn i —E|— —pE <
Jkditk+n,j |:8X]k:| oy P |:6ij:| b

(Xl + 1 Xk +

k+n,j

(1 X051 X | + | Xs])

8X2 (HX]k,HXk])] +
kj k+n,j

(21X | Xhj | + 1X k] + 1 X51)

[ ’R
8Xjkanj k-4n,j
Let us consider the first term in the sum. The bounds for the second and third
terms can be obtained by similar arguments. We have
R 1 T T T T
ox2 ﬁR(eﬂ’enJrk + entrej JR(€jenyp + ensre; )R =P+ P+ Py + Py,
7k

(0X i, 9ij)]

where

1
T T
P, = ERejenJrkRejenJrkR

1
T T
Py = ERejenHCRenJrkej R

1
T T
Py = ERenJrkej Reje, R

1
Py = ERenJrke]TRenJrke;‘rR.
From |R; ;| < v~ it follows that

C
E E _
5/2 = ’ k’ | n-Hw \/ﬁv?’

fora=1,3andi=1,...,4. For j =k

1l

nv?’

1 & )
7122 [8X :| .:EZERJ-FRJ_‘_ERJRJJrn]Jrn)ﬁ
331 j4m,j j=1

So we can add this term to the sum
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