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Abstract

In this paper we discuss general tridiagonal matrix models which are natural extensions of the ones given
in [3] and [4]. We prove here the convergence of the distribution of the eigenvalues and compute the limiting
distributions in some particular cases. We also discuss the limit of fluctuations, which, in a general context, turn
out to be Gaussian. For the case of several random matrices, we prove the convergence of the joint moments
and the convergence of the fluctuations to a Gaussian family.

The methods involved are based on an elementary result on sequences of real numbers and a judicious counting
of levels of paths.

1 Introduction

Tridiagonalization is a standard procedure in numerical analysis. The advantage of tridiagonalization is that the
eigenvalues do not change under this procedure on one hand and on the other hand the tridiagonal matrix is
easier to study, both numerically and theoretically.

The well known GOE, GUE and GSE random matrix models (see [7] for a standard reference), have the
eigenvalue distribution given by the density

1
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B <ici<n

for 8 =1,2,4 and Z, g is the corresponding normalization constant.
For 8 = 2, tridiagonalizing the GUE ensembles, in [3] and [4], the authors arrive at
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where all entries are independent and x, is the x distribution with r degrees of freedom. Since the tridiago-
nalization does not change the eigenvalue distribution, it follows that for this model the eigenvalues have the
distribution given by (LI). Moreover it turns out that for any arbitrary 8 > 0, the eigenvalue distribution of
the model ([2)) is given by (LIJ).

Obviously the models (I2)) are less complex and consequently one should be able to take advantage of this,
particularly in the case of computations of expectations of traces of powers. In [3] and [4] the limit distribution
and the fluctuations are studied. However some of the arguments used there rely on the particular form of the
model and it’s not clear weather these particular properties are really needed for the convergence and fluctuations.
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Another model which is discussed in the literature is the Wigner ensemble which appeared for the first time
in [I7] and [16]. These are symmetric random matrices with upper diagonal entries independent of one another
with mean zero and the same variance. For these ensembles, Wigner himself proved a form of convergence of
the distribution of eigenvalues to the semicircle law. The main method available here to study the limiting
eigenvalue distribution and fluctuations is so called moment method which consists in expanding the traces of
powers and counting the contributing terms. There are various sources using this method, among the so many
we mention for instance [10] and the survey paper [2] for various combinatorial but also analytic approaches.
For the problem of fluctuations from the limiting distribution, a very general form can be found in [I]. Another
use of the moment problem is in [9] for universality at the edge of the spectrum.

In the context of tridiagonal models we would like to introduce and discuss the analog of the Wigner ensembles
and prove the convergence of the distribution of the eigenvalues and the fluctuations using the method of
moments. We show a nice and clean combinatorial way of doing this.

At first, these models may seem to be an extension in form only. There are many reason we want to study
these. The first one is that these seem to be the natural analog of the Wigner ensembles for the tridiagonal
ensembles. It turns out that these ensembles obey nice properties as convergence of the empirical distribution
of the eigenvalues and the fluctuations converging to a Gaussian family. Thus these can be seen as another
universality property. The second reason, the main one is that tridiagonalization of a Wiegner ensemble outputs
a random tridiagonal matrix. We are still far from understanding these tridiagonal matrices due to the fact that
the entries of the resulting matrix are no longer independent. What we try here is to study models in which the
entries are independent with the hope that these will shed light on the more intricate case with dependencies.
The third reason is connected to the following problem. Take a band matrix of width growing with the size of
the matrix. These models have been studied in the literature in some situations, but there are various cases
where not much is known. Such case is the one in which the band width is the square root of the matrix size.
To the knowledge of the author it appears that the convergence of the empirical distribution is not known. The
tridiagonalization of such an ensemble produces a matrix whose entries have strong dependencies but we believe
that studying these will bring to light some interesting phenomena.

Our main matrix model in this paper is given by

dyn  booi 0 0 0 ... 0 0 0
bpo1 dp1 bpo O O ... 0 0 0
0 bus dno by 0O ... 0 0 0

Ay = | (1.3)
0 0 0 0 0 ... by do b
0 0 0 0 0 ... 0 b d |

where the entries are independent random variables. In particular if {d,,}7_; is a sequence of iid normal random
variables and b, = xn3/v/B, then we get (I.2). One of the main properties used in [3] and [4] to study the
limiting eigenvalue distribution and the fluctuation is the simple fact that x, — /7 converges in distribution to
N(0,1/2). Rephrased, it implies that in distribution sense

lim b,/vn=1. (1.4)
n—oo
This together with the fact that d, are iid with finite moments, turn out to be sufficient for proving the
convergence of the eigenvalues to the semicircle law for the rescaled matrix X,, = ﬁAn.

In what follows, for any matrix Y = (i ;);";=, we use Tr,(Y) = Y i i, for the full trace and tr,(Y) =
% Z?:l i, for the reduced trace.

To outline the idea of this paper in one instance, namely the convergence in moments of the eigenvalue
distribution, let’s take the trace of the fourth moment of X,,, which is

1
4y E ' T TR, T
trn(Xn> - n3 iy yip Qi iz Qig,ig Qig iy -

1<4y,i2,i3,84<n

We want to show that this converges. Here a; ; are the entries of the matrix A,,. Now since the matrix A,
is tridiagonal, these terms are zero for |i, — iy,41| > 2 for 1 < u < 4 with i5 = i;. Hence the only nonzero
contribution is given by the sequences (i1, 2, 43,44) With |i, — iy+1] < 1. Let’s call these sequences admissible.
Now we rewrite .
1
ra(Xp) = —5 > > @iy i Qi i Qi Vi i » (1.5)

n
p=11<41,i2,i3,14 <n admissible

max(i1,i2,i3,i4)=p



Since the indices i1, 2, 13,94 are in within finite distance from one another, for p larger than 3, the sum

Sp= E : iy yig Qig iz Qigig iy iy = E iy yig Qig iz Qig,ig iy iy
1<i1,i9,13,i4 <n admissible p—2<141,i2,i3,74 <p admissible
max(i1,i2,i3,54)=p max(i1,iz2,i3,ia)=p

depends only on p and not on n and

E[tr, (X)) Zn:

In the limit, for large n, one can ignore from the above sum, the terms E[S;], E[S2] and E[S3] or any finite
number of them. The key to our computations is the following simple result on sequences:

lim &:M:> lim 3Z$p——.

p—00 p2 n—o00 N,
Applying this to z;, = E[S,], one reduces the computation of the limit of E[tr,(XF¥)] to

i EE[S bl
Next, we notice that i1 = j1 +p, 42 = ja+p, i3 = js+p and iq4 = js + p, with |j, —jus1| < L, 1 <u <4, js = j1
and rewrite

Sp = E : Qj1+p,ja+pja+p,ja+pAis+p,ja+pljs+p,j1+p
J1,32,93,J4 <0 admissible
max(j1,j2,J3,j4)=0

and the limit of E[S,]/p? reduces to the ones of the form

Jim EE[%‘1+p,j2+paj2+p,j3+paj3+p,j4+paj4+p,j1+p]- (*)
If ju = Ju+t1, then aj,4p j.. +p = dj,+p, while for the case |j, — jus1| = 1, we have a;,4p,j, .1 +p = Dj.+p, hence
if at least one of the situations j, = j,4+1 occur, (L) forces the limit in (*) to be 0. This means that the only
contributing terms are those with all consecutive j’s different. This happens if and only if (j1, ja, js, ja, j1) is one
of the following

Y1 = (07_1707_170)7 72:(07_17_27_170)7 V3 = (_1707_1707_1)7
V4 = (_15_25_1507_1)7 75:(_1705_15_25_1)5 Y6 = (_25_1507_17_2)' (16)
| | /X \ 4 -
1 1 , , / 1 N/ .
z z N 2 V4 z / N\
(a) m (b) 72 (c) s (d) 7a (e) s (f) 76

For each of these strings, one can compute the limit. For instance, in the case of 17 = (0,—1,0,—1,0),
according to (L4),

1 1

plggo p_E[aJan G2+ %a+p.js+pLis-+p,ja+pia+p.a+p] = plggo p_E[bp =1

Similarly we get 1 for all the other terms corresponding to these 6 strings, therefore one gets

lim E[tr, (X)) =

n—oo

which is the fourth moment of the semicircular law %1[_2)2} ()vV4 — x?dz.



For fluctuations, the general statement is give in Theorem Bl To be in tune with the convergence discussed
thus far, we want to show how one can deal with fluctuations on the following calculation:

lim E [(Tr, (X)) — E[Tr,(X;))?] .

n—oo

Using [[LA] we can write (neglecting a finite number of terms)

E [(Trn(X}) — E[Tr,(X5))?] ~ % 3" Spq,  where

p,q=1

Spq = ) B [(iy i Qi i Qi i Cig i — Bl iy i Qiy 13 Vi 14 Vi i ))
i1,i2,i3,i4 admissible, max(i17i27i37i4):p

YY) oot YA
i7,15,15,1, admissible, max(i},i5,i%,i4)=q
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Combining the independence of the entries with the expectation ,we obtain that S, , = 0 if |p — ¢| > 2. Notice
also that S, , depends only on p and ¢ for [p — ¢| < 1 and not on n. Therefore, using the following elementary
fact .
Xy . 1 M
Jim o5 =M= Jim o5 3 e =
b=Ppo
it suffices to deal with g
lim —22
p—oQ p
for g =por ¢ =p =+ 1. We can assume that p > ¢, otherwise we can simply reverse the order of p and ¢ for the
following argument. Using the same route as before for the computation of the limit, it suffices to find

pll{f)lo = (B, 1p.jo+ 0o +p.ds+0Ugs-+p.da-+p0ia-+p,1 -0, +p,jy+pLsytp. i+ pis+p.i 4003, +p.7, 4]

— Bty 4p ot pQiat+pjs +p%s+p.is-+p%at+pr +p B0 1p. i+t 49,5 4+p@is+p. 7 +p0ii+p.gi+p))>  (1.7)

where the strings here j1, ja, j3, j4 and ji, jb, j4, j4 are admissible with max(j,,j,,u=1...4,0=1...4) =0.

Any appearance of equal consecutive indices in the sequence ji, jo, js, ja, j1 or ji, jb, 5%, j4, ji, forces another
appearance of consecutive indices and such an occurrence means that at least two of the entries in the above
limit contains diagonal term. Since the diagonal terms are bounded (in moments), this forces the above limit to
be 0.

This implies that the entries in the limit (7)) are from the subdiagonals only and (j1, j2,J3,j4,J1) iS one
of the paths v, in (L8) and (51, j5, j4, 74, J1) is one of the paths 7, or v, — 1. Let’s assume for simplicity that
we deal with the model in which b, has a x,g/+/3 distribution. Using the fact that x, — /7 ~ N(0,1/2) in
distribution and moments sense, one gets that for fixed k,I > 1, cov(bf,bl) ~ klp(k+1=2)/23=(k+0/2 /4 - Using
this, one can compute the limit above. For example, if (j1, j2, 3, ja, j1) = Y2 and (41, j5, 74, 44, J1) = ¥3 — 1, then
the limit in (7)) is

o1 211 (7,6 2112 4 S DR 4 2 -3
pli}n(}o E (E[bp]]E[bp—l] - ]E[bp]]E[bp—l]]E[bp—l]) = pli)r{.lo Z?IE[bp]COV(bp—l7 bp—l) = 26 .
Using this argument combined with the judicious counting of the paths, one can prove that the fluctuations
converge to a Gaussian family.
Let us return now to the convergence of the empirical distribution of the model Since there is nothing
sacrosanct about ([L4]), we can replace it by

lim Ef(ba/vin)"] = my.

where my, is a given number. Loosely speaking this says that b, /+/n converges in distribution to a random
variable Y with moments given by myg. In this case one gets for v; = (0,—1,0, —1,0) that

1 1
phm p_2 Elaj,+p,j2+pQjz+p,js+p%s+p,ja+pQis+p,ji+p] = phm ng[bpfl] =My



and in general, collecting all terms, one gets

. 1
plirxgo PE[SP] = 2my + 4ms3.

The contribution of the paths is as follows:

2
Y1 — My, /72_>m27 Y3 — My,

2 2 2
Y4 — M3, V5 — My, Y6 — My.

For example 7; crosses the line —1/2 exactly 4 times and that corresponds to the index 4 in my, while the path
~o crosses the lines —1/2 and —3/2 twice, each of these giving an ms term with the total contribution being the
product of these, namely m3.

Here we note that the scaling v/n in (I4)) is not essential for the argument. A more general treatment is one
in which /n is replaced by n® with o > 0, and on this line of ideas the first result we prove is Theorem [ in
Section [2] which concerns the convergence of the traces of powers, both in expectation and almost surely. There
is also a combinatorial relationship between the moments of the limiting distribution and the moments of the
limit b, /n® via counting the number of level crossing for paths. We specialize the limiting distribution in the
case b, /n® coverges to 1. As opposed to the Wigner ensembles we get here different distributions depending
on the scaling used and in some cases even an explicit formula. In Proposition [l we give examples of limiting
distributions for the case b, /n® converges to a Bernoulli random variable. Also worth mentioning here is the
fact that the limiting distribution can be described as the distribution in a certain sense of a random Jacobi
operator. At the end of Section [ we also discuss the first order deviation of the expectation of the moments of
the distribution of eigenvalues.

The convergence of the fluctuations is fully discussed in Section Bl Under the appropriate conditions and
after properly scaled, the family {tr, (X*) — E[tr,,(X%)]}1>1 is shown to converge to a Gaussian family where
the covariance can be computed.

In Sectiond we extend Theorems[Iland Blto the cases of multiple tridiagonal random matrices. This resembles
very much the framework of free probability distribution (see [15] for basics and more) and also the second order
freeness discovered by Speicher and Mingo in [8]. The interesting part would be to define some kind of cumulant
similar to the classical cumulants or to the free cumulant (cf. [I1]) and then define some sort of “independence”
via properties of cumulants.

Section [l gives various situations in which the same arguments can be employed to extend Theorems [ and
As a particular case is the band diagonal and an eventual extension to the case in which the entries of the
matrix are not independent.

The combinatorics in this paper is one for Dyke paths. In the case of Wigner ensembles there is another
combinatorial approach by counting planar graphs as it is done in [I]. It would be interesting to see the connection
between these two combinatorial methods, though we do not have a clear way of bringing them together.

The study of tridiagonal models in which dependence of the entries is allowed is very important. This is
motivated for once by studying Wigner ensembles via tridiagonalization. In this case the independence of the
entries of the tridiagonal model is in general lost. We hope that further study of the tridiagonal models may
turn useful in the study of other random matrix models as for example band models where the band width grows
with the dimension.

The general belief is that the tridiagonal random matrices are easier to understand. This paper is a materi-
alization of this belief in one instance, the case when the entries are independent. We hope that further study
will turn this belief into a scientific fact.

Acknowledgements Special thanks go to Elton Hsu for his interest in this problem and valuable discussions
during the preparation of this paper. Also many thanks to the referees for their valuable comments which led
to improvements of this paper.

2 Convergence of the Distribution of Eigenvalues

Our approach is combinatorial and as such we will deal with the convergence of the distribution of eigenvalues
from the moment points of view. Thus, for a matrix A, the kth moment of the empirical distribution of eigenvalues
is given by the trace of A*. Hence, we reduce the study of the convergence of the moments of the distribution
of eigenvalues to the convergence problem of traces of powers of the matrix.

We start with the following elementary lemma which will be repeatedly used in this paper.



Lemma 1. 1. Ifx, is a sequence of real numbers, then for any pg > 1, and s > —1, we have

|zp] 1 M
li <M=l . 2.1
1;1;3;p pr 1rnsup prrs] Z |zp| < po (2.1)
p=po
2. If x,, is a sequence of real numbers, then for any po > 1, and s > —1, we have
lim 22 = M = i (2.2)
pg{olo ps o ngr;o ns +1 s+ 1 '
3. If {xn 2, {yn}se are sequences of real numbers, then for any po > 1 and s,t > —1, we have that
|| ol _ o : 1 MM’
li < M, and li <M =1 — < — 2.3
m sup = and lim sup = = msup > lupyel < croery Y

Po<p,q<n

4. If{xn}22 1, {yn}32, are sequences of real numbers, and r,, is a bounded sequence of positive integer numbers,
then for all pg,qo and s,t > 0, we have that

Tp Yp , 1 MM’

lim — =M, and lim = =M = lim —— g TplYg = —————. (2.4)
%) oo pt n—ooo NS+t+2 pIdq

e Pt e b Teen Po<p<n, go<g<n (s + Dt +1)

[p—q|>rn

Before we state the first result of this paper we need to introduce some notations. A path is a string
A= (J1,J2,---,71). A step of \is a pair (ju, ju+1). This is called up if jy41 > ju + 1, down if jyuy1 < j, — 1 and
a flat if ju11 = ju. For k > 1, set

Pr={N= (1, J2, - - Jwt1) € ZF 1 Gi = ety Ju — Jusr] £ 1,1 < u < kY,

for the set of paths starting and ending at the same level, and denote by P = Uj>1P}, the set of all paths starting
and ending at the same level. We call A simply a path and we can realize this as a piecewise path taking the
value j, at u. Now for a given integer p € Z, we define its shift by p units A+ p = (j1 +p,jo + D, -, jk+1 + D)
and if R is a set of paths in P, we denote R +p = {\+p: A € R}. Given a subset Q of Z? and a set of numbers
{ai;}jen we extend this to {a;;} jez by setting a;; = 0if (4,5) € Z* \ Q and ax = aj, j,Qjs js - - - W sy -
Finally, for a given path A € P, we set max(\) = max{j,,1 < u < k}, then I;(\) to be the number of crosses
of the path A with the line y = ¢ + 1/2 and f£;(\) the number of flat steps at level ¢, that is the number of pairs
Jus Jut+1 appearing in A with j, = ju41 = 4. For example, A = (-2,-2,-3,-2,-2,-1,0,1,1,0,—1,-2,—1,-2)
has 1_3(A) =2,1_2(A) =4,1_1(N\) =2, lp(N) =2, f_2(X) =2, £1(A) = 1, and the other values of 1;(\), t;(\) are
0. Obviously 1,4, (A + p) = 1;(A\) and similarly f;4,(X + p) = £;(N).
Next, define

Ty ={v=(j1,42,- - Jk> Jhr1) € Px : max(y) =0, |ju — jus1]| = Lfor 1 <u <k}

Uy ={v=01.J2,- -, Jk, Jr+1) € Pi \ Tk : max(y) =0}

Y ={v=(1d2s 1 Jksdit1) € Pt j1 = jis1 =0, |ju — jusr| =1for1 <u <k}
Ap ={N=(1,J2,- - Jkt1) €EPr: 1 <jy,<n,:1<u<k}

Ay = Up>1A
Azn ={A=(1,J2,- s Jks Jit1) € Mg max(X) = p, |ju — Jut1] =1, for 1 <u < k}
AL =N = (1, d2 -+ s Jrt1) € Mg \ A7, - max(A) = p}.

Let’s point out a couple of simple properties of these sets. All these paths are strings which move at any given
step from the previous one by at most one unit and end with the value they started with. I'y is the set of all
paths of length & with only up or down steps, starting and ending at the same level and staying below the z-axis,
touching it in at least one point. Similarly, I, is the set of paths of length £ with at least one flat step, starting
and ending at the same level and staying below the z-axis all the time but touching it in at least one point. Ay,
is the sets of all paths of length k staying above the z-axis but below the line y = n. The sets A} ~and A} = over
1 < p < n form a partition of the set Ay ,. Notice here an important property which will be exp101ted below



namely that A —max X\ € 'y, UT, for any A € Pi. In particular for p > £/2 + 1 and any A € Azn we have that
A —p € T'g. Similarly, for p > k/2+ 1, and any \ € Ai’);, one has that A —p € I', . Therefore, if p > k/2 + 1,

Ay, =Te+p and AP =T, +p. (2.5)

Consequently, AY ~and A}’ are independent of n for p > k/2 + 1. This simple property turns out to be an
important point in provingﬁthe next theorem. At last, A, is the collection of all those paths in P between the
lines y = 0 and y = n. With these notations, if A, = {a;;}1<i j<n i the matrix given in (I3]), then, for any
path A € A,,, we have

n n—1

5 (A) Li(A)
[]d (Ilbi ) (2.6)
j=1 =1

where we use the convention that 00 = 1.
In what follows, for a matrix X = (2;;)i,j=1...n, we denote Tr,(X) = >""" | z;; and tr,, = %Trn
The first result concerns the convergence of the eigenvalue distribution seen at the moment level.

Theorem 1. Let o > 0. Assume that all random variables d,, and b, are independent and there exists a sequence
{mi} k>0, with mg =1 so that

lim E [(bn/no‘)k} =my forany k>0 (2.7)
n—oo
and
supE [|dn|k] < oo forany k>0. (2.8)
n>1
Denoting X, An, we have that
lim E [tr,(XF)] = Li for any k>0, (2.9)
n—oo
and almost surely,
hﬁm tr,(X¥) =Ly for any k>0. (2.10)
Moreover, Ly, is given by
0 ifk is odd
Ly={ | ifkis o (2.11)
ak+1 Z’Yepk Hi<0 mi,(y) ik is even.

Proof. Notice that, for k and n fixed, the sets A} | and A}, 1 < p < n are disjoint and Up_; A} UAY " = A p.
As pointed above after the definitions of various I' and A sets, for n > p > k/2+ 1, A}’ =T, + p and

A}, = Tk + p which implies that A}’ and A}, are independent of n.
Now we denote the elements of the matrlx A by {ai,j}1<ij<n and then write

TI‘n(Aﬁ) = Z Ay oo Aig iz + + + Ay iy
1<i1,82,..,i <N
and since a; ; = 0 for |i — j| > 1, it follows that
> a, (2.12)
AEAL n

and then

n

tro (XF) = nak+1z< dooax+ > a)\>.

P y—
)‘EAk,n )\EAi,n

We apply Lemma [T to compute lim,, . E[tr,(X%)]. To this end let’s set

Sh="> an SHT= ) an 1<p<n

)\GAi n )\eAi”;
E ax, SPT = E ay, k/24+1<np.
AT, +p Ael; +p



Since k is fixed and S~ = SP>—, SP = SP for k/2+4 1 < p, combined with the fact that ignoring a finite number
of terms does not change the limit of tr,(XF), we get

n

1
lim | Eltr, (X)) - —=5 Y, (E[SPI+E[S"7]) | =0, (2.13)
e T 24

where here [s], stands for the integer part of s.
Here is the key point of the proof. Invoking (2.2)) and (ZI3) we reduce the computation of lim,,_,cc E[tr, (X})]
to the computation of

lim —E[Sp’ ] and lim —E[Sp]

p—oo P& n—oo p*
To do this, first notice that the sums involved in S? and SP>~ are finite, therefore everything reduces to compu-
tations of the form

Jim WE[GW-H?]

where 7 is in I';, or T'y. For the case v € T',, according to (26), ayyp = (ngo dﬁ(g)) (Hi<0 bgi?), the
products being finite ones. Thus, using the independence of the entries we get

s = (Il ) (M=)

<0 1<0

Since v € Ty, at least one f;(v) is > 1. On the other hand >~ f(7) + 32, Li(y) = &, from which one gets
that k —>_._,Li(y) > 1 and B

<0

1
WE[dvﬂa]

< sty L) (e o))

<0

which together with (Z7) and (2.8, yields that for v € T';
. 1
pli>nolo WE[G’Y+:D] =0. (214)

Moreover, since for k odd, I'y, = (), this also shows that

lim Etr,(X*)] =0,

n—oo

which is the first part of 2II)). If k is even, p > k/2 and v € ', then ay4, = [, b and

<0 “p+i
Efa, ] = HE[ i/ 11(7)} _
<0

From this, (2717) and (22), one gets
lim —E[ay4,] = Hmn () (2.15)

proe p <0
which completes the proof of (ZIT).
For the almost surely convergence, we use Corollary 1.4.9 from [12], which we state here for reader’s conve-
nience.
If {X,}n>1 is a sequence of independent square integrable random variables and {w,}22; is a sequence of
real numbers which increases to co as n — oo, then, for any py > 1,

Z < 00 = — Z ) — 0 almost surely. (2.16)

p=1 ™ p=po

From this, it’s very easy to deduce the following.



Let {X,}n>1 be a sequence of square integrable random variables such that there is an integer constant
g > 0 so that for each r € {0,1,...q¢ — 1}, {X,4ng}n>1 is a family of independent random variables. Assume
also that {wy, }n>1 is a sequence of real numbers which increases to co when n — oo and has the property that
limy, 00 w{;“ 1. Under these conditions, ([2.I6]) still holds.

In our case, we first point out, that almost surely

n

1
. k ,— _
p=(/21+1
Let’s notice that for each r € {0,1,...,k — 1}, {S™™"*},>; and {S"*"%~},>1, are sequences of independent

random variables. Now we take w,, = n®**1, We show first that

e P P—
Zvar(S)<oo7 and ZvarS < 00,

2ak—+2 2ak+2
p=k p

which follows once we know that for any v € I'y UT'},

i Elo] o, ()

2ak—+2
p=k p

To prove this, from (Z8), a2,, = (H]<O ?iév)) (Hi<0 bﬂ’fﬁ) and using (7)) and (2.8) one gets that for a
certain constant C > 0,

E[a?

V-‘,—p] S Ok forp Z k/2a

p2ak
which is enough to justify (*) and thus, by (Z14]), that

1 n
—T D (87 —E[S"]+ ST —E[sPT]) ——0.
" p=[k/2]+1

This together with 217), (2.14) and (2.I5) prove (2.I10). O

Remark 1. Condition ([Z8)) can be relazed under the assumption that Ly are the moments of a measure which

satisfy Carlemans condition Z;O:o L;l/(zk)

that

< 00. In this case, if we replace the condition [28) by the condition

sup E[|d,|] < oo,
n>1
we can conclude that the empirical distribution of eigenvalues of X,, converges to the measure whose moments
are given by Ly,.
The proof of this fact is basically given in [2], page 615 where it is proved that the diagonal part can be
removed. The only essential fact which is needed there is that sup,>; P(|d,| > n“€) = o(1) which follows from
the above condition and Chebyshev’s inequality.

Corollary 1. Within the notations of the theorem above, assume that my = 1 for any even k. Then the numbers
Ly, are the moments of Ullman’s distribution vy (dz) = he(z)dx with (a > 0)

1 2 t71+1/0¢
ha =1;_ — dt
(.I) [—2,2] (I) an /|m|/2 \/m

These are obtained as distribution of T*W, where W has the arsine law distribution (1;_5 () \/—d:t) and

T is an independent uniform on [0, 1].
In some cases, closed formulae are available, as for example,

U o) () BV a=1/4

ho(z) = %1[,212} (x)V4 — a2 a=1/2 (2.18)
%1[,212} log ((2 + V4 — ;102)/|:E|) a=1,

In particular for the model (L2), the limiting distribution is the semicircular law.



0.8 0.8

0.6 0.6

(8) hisa (h) hy/2

Figure 1: Density h, for « = 1/4,1/2,1.

Proof. Since my, =1 for all k even, we have that the products in (ZTI1]) involving m’s equal one. The number of
such terms is given by the number of paths in I'y, which turns out to be (k%) for k even. One very quick way
to see this is that any path ~ in 'y is perfectly determined by the prescription of the places where the up steps
start, the rest of the positions being filled in with down steps. Since the path must have the same starting and
ending point, it means that there are exactly k/2 up steps. The way of choosing k/2 positions out of k points is

just ( kl;2)' This means that
0 k odd

k/2
ST k even.

For k even and o = 1/2 these are the moments of the celebrated semicircle law 5=1(_5 5)(2)v/4 — 22dx.
Even though the semicircle plays and important role here, it is the case a« = 0 which is the most important

one. For o = 0, we have Ly = (k%) One can check directly that the measure having these properties is

the measure vo(dz) = 1;_3 9 (x)ﬁdz. Now if W is a random variable with distribution vy and T is an

independent and uniform on [0, 1], then W has the moments given by (*). From here the rest follows by
direct calculations. |

Remark 2. The system (2I1)) is invertible in the sense that for any given the sequence Ly, k even, one can
solve uniquely for the sequence my, k even, since the system (ZI1)) is a triangular one. To simplify the notations,
set My = (ak + 1)L. Then we have for the first lines of the system (ZIT):

MO =mgy = 1

M2 = 2m2

My =2my + 4m§

Mg = 2mg + 12mymy + 6ms

Mg = 2mg + 16mgma + 12m?2 + 32mym3 + 8mj.

We can solve for m’s in terms of M ’s in this case as:
mo = MO =1
1
mo = §M2
1
myg = §(M4 - M22)

1
me = 2 (4Mg — 12M4 My + 9M3)

1

= ;(2Ms — 8MgM; — 6 M7 + 28 M, M3 — 17My).

It is of interest a combinatorial interpretation of this inversion. Moreover, one such interpretation could perhaps
lead to an analytic interpretation, one which would allow characterization of the situation in which the numbers
Ly are the moments of a real measure.
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Next, we would like to compute the limiting distribution in one particular case in which b, /n® converges,
not to a constant, but to a Bernoulli random variable. The next proposition also shows that the numbers L are
true moments of a measure under some reasonable conditions.

Before we state the main result we introduce a class of infinite random matrices known somehow in the
theory of random operators as the Anderson model ([I3]). Assume that {X,,}nez are given bounded iid random
variables. Then we define

A=1| .... 0 0 Xo [0] Xu 0 0 ... (2.19)

where the marked element is the (0,0) element. We can realize this matrix as a symmetric random Jacobi
operator acting on (?(Z).

Consider the unitary map from U : ¢*(Z) — L*(S!), where S = {z € C : |z| = 1} is endowed with the
uniform measure and U({a;}iez)(2) = >,c5 aiz’. Then the matrix A becomes the random operator which is
given by A = UAU !

A(ZY) = (Xiz 7t + Xig12) 2% (2.20)

Finally if e; € ¢?(Z) is the vector with 1 on the ith component and 0 otherwise, then

—k
Ao = (A¥en,e0)e2(z) = (A 1, 1) 281y,

where here 1 is the constant function 1 on S!.

Proposition 1. For a > 0, assume that there is a bounded random variable Y with moments E[Y2¥] = may. for
k > 0. Then there is a bounded random variable Z whose kth moments are Ly.

The distribution of Z is of the form v(dx) = 7f(x)dz + (1 — 7)dg, where 0 < 7 < 1 and f is a measurable
density function.

If a>0,0<6<1 and mor =60 for all k > 1, then the distribution whose moments are Ly, k > 0 is given

by

do(dx) 0=0
vy o(dz) = { ve(dz) =1 (2.21)
%f&a(l‘)dl’ + %60(@6) 0<f<1,
where )
Foale) = 1o @) TELZOT S gty ),
N>1
and for M >3

[M arccos(|z|/2) /] 1
1/a—1
a2t/e| cos(umr/M)|1/ e’

gu () = ||

u=1

with the convention that Z? =0 and [s] stands for the largest integer < s.

Proof. Assume that the distribution of Y is a measure pu with support in the closed finite interval I. Consider
now the probability space Q@ = I? and P = u®Z%, the product probability on Q. We denote by w; the ith
component of w. Then, define the Hilbert space H = {x = {x;}icz : z; € LQ(Q,P),Z:jEZ ||:1:j||2L2(Q7P) < oo}
with the scalar product given by (x,y) = EjeZ Ef[zjy;]. On this Hilbert space we consider the operator A
given by

Ax = {Mj.%‘j_l + M 12541 }jEZ

for x = {x;}ez. Here M; : L*(Q2, P) — L?(€), P) is the multiplication operator given by (M;z)(w) = w;x(w) for
any x € L2(2, P). Since [ is a closed finite interval, M is a bounded operator and this in turn yields that the
operator A is also a bounded selfadjoint operator.

11



1 1 1
0.8 0.8 0.8
0.6 0.6 0.6
0.4 0.4 0.4
2 1 1 2 2 -1 1 2 2 1 1 2
(a) fo.a,1/4 (b) f0.6,1/4 (c) fo.95,1/4

Figure 2: Density fg /4 for 6 =0.4,0.6,0.95 and the smooth density hy 4.

0.7 0.7
0.6 0.6
0.5 0.5
0.4 0.4
0\2 0\2
0 0
2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2
(3«) f0.4,1/2 (b) f0.6,1/2 (C) f0.95,1/2

Figure 3: Density fp /2 for 6 =0.4,0.6,0.95 and the smooth semicircular density hy/, = % 4 — 2

1

1 2
(a) fo.an (b) fo.6,1 (c) fo.es,1
Figure 4: Density fg1, 0 = 0.4,0.6,0.95 with the smooth density h;
Now we define e = {e; }jez, where e; = 1 if j = 0 and e; = 0 otherwise. We will prove that
0 k odd
(AFe,e) = © (2.22)
> very Hicomur)  keven

To do this we first take the random variables X; :  — R given by X;(w) = w;. The set {X;};cz is a set of iid
random variables with distribution p. With the random infinite matrix A4 given by (2.19)), notice that

(Afe,e) = E[Af ] (2.23)

which means that we first compute formally A¥ and then take expectation of the (0,0) component. From this,
if we use a; ; for the (i, j) entry of A, then

k
Ago = E 0,1y Wiy i Vi i - - - Vig,0 = {

01,82,...,1 €EZ

0 k odd

Eyerg ay keven.

This, together with the fact that a; ;41 = X;y1, ai—1; = X;, that {X;}iez are iid with distribution p and a
moment of thinking, gives for k even,

E[Ag,o] = Z H]E[Xéim] = Z Hmli(’y)a (2.24)

yeTY i€Z v€l i<0
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which proves (2:22)).
On the other hand, since A is a bounded selfadjoint operator, we can take its spectral measure £(dt) and

then w(dt) = (£(dt)e, e). We then have that [, t*w(dt) = (A¥e,e). Now if we take a random variable W with
distribution w and T an independent uniform random variable on [0, 1], one can check, using (Z22) and ZI1),
that Z = T*W has the moments L. It is an easy exercise to verify that the general form of such distributions
is v(dx) = 7f(z)dz + (1 — 7)do with 7 € [0, 1].

For the second part, the case 8§ = 0 is obvious. Even though the case # = 1 is covered by Corollary [ we
want to employ the arguments used in this proof to reprove it. The random variable Y in this case is simply
the constant 1. Therefore, the operator A becomes a nonrandom operator and, using the representation given
by ([220), is in fact the multiplication with z + 2=% on L?(S*). Consequently the spectrum is [—2,2] and

B | e 1 72 k
/ajkp(d:t) _ <Ak1, 1>L2(Sl) _ /S1 (Z + Z—l)kdz _ %/0 Qk(COS s)kds = ;/2 4‘T_ I2_d5175

which results with w(dz) = vg = 21_5 9 (x)ﬁ given in Corrolary [Il. From this a simple calculation shows
that the distribution of T*W where W has distribution w is the v, given in Corrolary [

Next, if mgr = 6 for all £ > 1, it is easy to see that Y whose even moments are mog is a Bernoulli random
variable with probability 6 of 1 and probability 1 — 8 of 0. Thus, the matrix A has elements 0 or 1. To compute
the (0,0) entry of A*, we notice first that (observing when the first 0 appears in the sequences {X;};<o and
{Xi}izo)

ElAGol = > (Aum)oof ™™ (1= )%

I,m>0
where A; ,, is the matrix A, with Xo=X_1=---=X_,, =1, X_,,.1=0and X1 = Xo =--- = X; =1,
Xi+1 = 0. Thus, the matrix A; ,,, is a block matrix of the form
C 0 0
Apm = 0 Bim 0
0 0o D,
with the square matrix
[0 1 ... . 1
1 0 1 ... ...
Bim=|.... 1[0] 1 ....[,
............. 1 0 1
L oo 1 0

the marked entry being the (0,0) entry of the matrix A; ,,, and counting from it, there are [ + 1 rows to the
top and m rows to the bottom. B;,, is a m + 1 + 1 tridiagonal matrix with only 1 on the upper and lower
sub-diagonals and 0 otherwise. The key point is the fact that for NV > 0,

o (Am)§of (=02 =N (16> > (Bum)bo =0V (1—60)°TraBy,
I,m>0 I,m>0
I+m=N l+m=N

where By is any of the (N + 1) x (N + 1) matrices By, with [ +m = N and the marked entry removed. On the
other hand,

N
TI‘NB% = Z 77571\[,

u=1
where 7,y are the eigenvalues counted with their multiplicity. Now, if ¢y (z) = det(zIny — By) is the character-
istic polynomial of By, an easy induction argument shows that

gy (z) = zqn—1(7) — qn—2(2),
with go(x) = 2 and ¢1(x) = 2% — 1. These, up to scaling, are the Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind.

Precisely, we have gy (z) = Uny1(%). As it’s well known, the roots of Uy are cos (N“—j:l), 1 <u < N and this

shows that the eigenvalues of By are

Nu,N = 2cos (NU—IZ) forl<u<N-+1.

13



From here one gets that
N+1

[Aoo (1—0)? Z@NZnuN—/xw(dx)
N>0 u=1
where
N+1
m=> > (1- 9)29N526%(N+2).
N2>0 u=1

If this is the distribution of W and T is uniform on [0, 1), then T*W has the distribution given by

N+1 |$|1/a719N(1 _ 9)2
vgo(dz) = 50 dx) + Z Z a21/a+1|COS(Nu_I2)|1/a]]-(—2|cos(uw/(N+2))\,2|cos(uw/(N-l—?))\)(x)d:E
bz (K22

and from here, rearrangements bring this to the form given in (Z21)).

Theorem [ gives the zero order convergence in moments of the distribution of eigenvalues.

O

Here we are

interested in the first order convergence. The statement can be made more general, but for the sake of simplicity,

we give the next theorem in the following form.

Theorem 2. Suppose that the conditions (1) and [2J) from Theorem [ hold. In addition, assume that there

exist 0 < v < min(1,2«a), and numbers o4 and & so that

lim n" (E[(bn/n*)"]

n—00

_mk):§k7 kZOa

nh_)rr;o var[d,] = o3

Eld,] =0, Vn, and

then, limy, o0 n® (Eltr, (X))] — Ly) is given by

ok—otl v+1 EvEFk E]<0 €1,(v) [Tico Lt ()
ﬁ (Ud EvEFQ [Lico ™) + Zwerk Z]<O &y, (7 Hi<0,i7éj mh(v))v
(ak—zﬂ)Lk + % Zverk (Cicoili(7)) [l<om, e + o > overy, 22j<0 &4 Hico,ies M)
(kiz) L+ % Zverk (Zj<0 7L (7)) [Tico ™01
—1—%03 Eweri’* [Licomuy + % Ewerk Ej<0 §1,(7) Hi<0,i7éj M, (v)»

0,
where Fi’7 is the set of paths in I'y, with exactly two flat steps, both at the same level.
Proof. We use the notations from Theorem [II Notice first that,

n

1
. v k T —
nl;rr;on Eltr,(X))] — T Z (E[SP]+E[S*]) | =0.
p=[k/2]+1
Thus, to prove ([2.27)) it suffices to find
A AT > ESTI+ES™]| —atHL ),
p=[k/2]+1

and, according to Lemma [Il and the definition of Ly, it reduces to

p]i{go WE[GV+I7] for v e FIZ,
and
) (pak-i-l _ (p _ 1)ak+1)
pli)rf,lo pok—v <E[a7+p] - ok 11 gmh(v) , for yely.
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(2.25)

(2.26)

k even > 2, v < min(1,2«)
keven >2, v=2a<1
keven > 2, v=1<2«

keven > 2, v=1=2«

k odd, ork =0,
(2.27)
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Finally this can be done by using (Z6). If v € T',_, then,

#E[Q’HP] ﬁ HE{ﬁ;)} <HE[ bisp/p*)! W)D

3<0 <0

If v has exactly one flat step, this quantity is zero because E[d,,] = 0 for all n. On the other hand if v has exactly
two flat steps, then for v < 2a this whole term goes to 0 with p. In the case v has more than 3 flat steps, one
gets that Ej<0 t;(v) > 3 and so again the term goes to 0. The only case we get something nonzero is the case
when v = 2« and « has exactly two flat steps at the same level. In this case, according to ([2.20]), one has that

1
lim ——Ela,,] = 0} H M, (y)-

proo pakTy i<0

. . . 2,—
Summing over all possible paths in I';) ™,

im 2 gigr) = 71 Eseri licomg, v =2a
p—roo p* 0, otherwise.
If v € T, then,
1 (pak-l-l ( _ ak-i-l ]1('y ok
pak—'u <E[G7+p]— ak +1 E)mu (6)) ak v H)E |: i+p :| -Pp il:[omui(V)
(pakJrl _ (p _ 1)ak+1 (Otk 4 1 H
B ak—v my, (v
(ak+1)p o
= Z (HE { bh+p/ p+l) )uh(’y }) ( N (E [( Z+p/p ) 7)} - m]li('y))) Hmng(y)
i<0 \h<i i<g

+) HE[bh+p/p+z) )H"(V} ( ((Hlmam )) 1m0

1<0 \h<i i<g

B (pak-i-l _ (p _ 1)o¢k+l _ (ak + 1)po¢k) Hm
(ak + 1)pok—v Li ()

i<0
; {Zj<0 €1;(7) Hi<0,i;£j M1, (v)> v<l
ak .
p=reo (T +adlic ’Hi(V)) Hj<0 my; () t Zj<0 €1,(7) Hi<0,i;ﬁj my(y), v=1
The rest of (2.27)) follows. O

Remark 3. We mention here the following equalities for k even k > 2,

T2~ | = k2F3,
3 Li(7)? = k2t (*)
YET K
S St = k2
~v€eTly i<0

Applying these to the model from ([L2)), we get that lim, n(E[trn(Xk)] ﬁ (kljz)) = (g —1)(2F 1 — (kI;Q))

dx. This is [3, Lemma 2.20] and we just

which are the moments of the measure +(6_2 + 62) — 1_o 2)(z)

m
reproved it.

The proof of the first equation can be done by counting all the paths by directly. The second equation can be
proved using the model A(t) 219) with X; = 1+ tY; where Y; is a sequence of iid N(0,1) and use (224) to get
that the identity we are looking at is just the coefficient of t* of E[(A(t))go]. Then we can write A(t) = B+ tC,
where B is the matriz with 1 on the subdiagonals and C has iid normal N(0,1) on the subdiagonals. One can

compute the coefficient of t> in the kth power of A(t) as a product of the form B*¥CB*2CBks. The powers B*
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can be explicitly computed and then the rest is simple combinatorics. The proof of the third equality in (*) can
be done in the following way. First realize that the term ), _ il;(y) is the negative area between the path and
the x-axis. Then one can decompose any path in 'y as two Dyke paths with certain properties. Finally, one can
count the number of paths with a certain area (see [3, Proposition 6]), together with manipulations of generating
functions to get the equality in there.

The outlined proofs are long and ad-hoc. More direct and natural combinatorial proofs are desirable though.

3 Fluctuations

Under the conditions in Theorem [I] we have almost surely the convergence of the distribution of the eigenvalues
of X,,. In this section we are interested in the “fluctuations” from the limiting distribution. Theorem [I] states

that almost surely,
lim (tr, X} — E[tr, X}]) = 0.

n—oo

Next we are interested in how this happens. More precisely, what is the right factor we should multiply tr, X* —
E[tr,, X*] with to make this converge to something? Assume that we multiply this by n” with > 0. What is
going to be the right n? Let’s take a look at the case k = 2. Then,

n n—1

1 1
n" (trn X5 — Eltrn XJ]) =~ > (dF —E[4]]) + 5y > (2 -ER).
j=1 j=1

Now, for any 0 < 1 < 2a, the first sum of this goes to 0 by the Strong Law of Large Numbers. The other sum

can be written as
n—1 n—1

1 2 1 2
nit2a—n Z (b5 — E[7]) = nlt2a—n Zj Y
j=1 j=1
with Y; = bz/jz"‘ - [b2/j20‘]
Let s assume that {Y }321 is a sequence of independent random variables so that in distribution sense j°Y; ~
U for some a > € > 0 and U a zero mean random variable with variance var(U) > 0. Then we are looking at

the condition that
1 n—1 1 n—1
. 20y ~ 2—€rT.
Zn = iaa s > i+2a—n >
=1 =1

is converging in distribution (here {U;} are iid with the same distribution as U). Take 1(x) so that the charac-
teristic function of U is E[e®®V] = ¢?*(®) with (0) = 0 and 1/(0) = 0. The condition of convergence is translated
roughly as convergence when n — oo of

n—1

Z 1/}(tj2afe/n1+2a7n).

j=1

Since U is not constant 0, this implies that 1" (0) = var(U) > 0. Now, Taylor expansion ¢ (z) = ¢"(0)x?/2 +
O(x3) yields

n-l var(U)t? _

ot _ 1 Z St = 1/24 €
1/) t 2a0—e nl+2a LAY var U t do—2€ 2~ 1+4a 25)

j=1 & / ) ) n2Ho=2n / 0 or co otherwise.

Therefore the choice in this case is obviously = 1/24 €. Moreover, this also shows that the limiting distribution
of Z, is normal.

Another way of guessing 7 is from the general statements of CLT, for variables which are not necessarily
identical.

Before we state the next result, we need some definitions.

We say that the paths A\, A2 € P do not share a level if for any i € Z, 1;(A1) # 0 implies 1;(A2) = 0,
L;(A2) # 0 implies 1;(A1) = 0 and similarly for the flat levels, f;(A1) # 0 implies £;(A2) = 0 and f;(A2) # 0 implies
t;(A1) = 0. We say that A\; and A2 share a level if there is an i so that both 1;(A1) are 1;(A2) not zero or both
t; (A1) and t;(A2) are not zero.
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For k,1 > 1, we set T'(k,l) by

{(71,72) € P x P; : max(max (1), max(vyz2)) = 0,71, y2 share a level and have no flat steps}, if k, 1 even
{(71,72) € Px x P; : max(max(7y1), max(v2)) = 0,71, v2 have exactly one flat step each and is shared}, ifk,!odd.
(3.1)

Remark 4. For k,l odd, the number of paths in T'(k,l) is the number of paths of (y1,72) € Pr X Pi, 71,72
having exactly one flat step on the x-axis. These pairs can be constructed as follows. Pick two paths v} and ~4
of length k — 1 and | — 1 with only up or down steps. Then insert any flat step at any level and move the paths
so that the level steps are on the x-axis. For v}, there are (12%11) choices for the path and k ways of inserting the

flat step. Similarly for %, so the total number of paths in T'(k,1) is kl(lg) (lil).
2

-1
ER
Theorem 3. In addition to conditions Z1) and 23) of Theorem [, assume that,

. _ 2
nhﬁngo var(d,) = o5, (3.2)
and there ezists 0 < € < o so that if zF = n® ((bp/n*)* — E[b,/n®)*]), then for k,l > 0 both even, there ewists
C(k,1) such that
: koY
nll)rrgo cov (25, 2L) = C(k,1). (3.3)
and

sup E[|2¥|™] < oo, VEk,m > 1. (3.4)
n>1

Now set

c—0:— a(kJ:l)Jrl Z(’Yl,’Yz)GF(k,l) (Hh<0 M1y, (31)+1n(12) — La<o mllh(w)mllh(’m)) , Jork,l even
0, otherwise.

myt! Z E Cli(m),Li(y2)) fork, 1 even
D<e<q:= a(k+l)+1—2€ (v1,v2) €T (k1) <0 mgh,(‘n)Jrﬂh,(’Yz) ’ ’
D(k,l) = 0, otherwise.
my ! C(Li(11),Li(12))
0t(lirl) Z('nm)el“(k,l) Zi<0 I ODFTR02) fork,l even
k+4+1—2

e=a:= %(g})(a;), fork,1 odd,

0 otherwise.

(3.5)
For any polynomial P(x) = wo+wiz+- - +wna denote S, (P) = nt/2 (tr,(P(X,)) — E[tr,(P(X,))]). Then

lim S, (P) = N(0,0(P)?)

n—00

where

o(P)? =Y wewD(k,1).

ki>1

In particular, if Sy,(k) = Sn(x*), this implies that the family {S,(k)}x>1 converges in moments to a Gaussian
family {S(k)}x>1 with covariance function D(k,l) and

lim S, (k) = N(0,0}) (3.6)

n—oo
where o = D(k, k).
Remark 5. Let’s point out that in the case 0 < ¢ < «, condition B3) implies in particular that myy; = mpmy
for any k,l even. This in turn means that mj = m§/2 for any k even, or that b2 /n** —— my in distribution
n—oo
and hence in probability too.

Proof. Write
N

(Sn(P) = > wiwk, .. wk, Sp(k)Sn(k2) . .. Sn(k)). (3.7)
K1,ko,.. k=1
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Since there is a finite number of terms in the above sum, to study the behavior of E [(Sn(P))J}, it suffices to

deal with

n—oo
for a given sequence ki, ko, ..., k;. Now, since
1
Sp(k) = kT A207D > (ax —Elaa])
)\GAkm
we have
1

E [Sy(k1)Sn(k2) ... Sn(kj)]

Z E [(a)\l - E[akl])(a’kz - E[akz]) s (a’>\j - E[akj])}
Ai€Ag; n

T T (aki+(1-20)/2)

(3.8)
Next we define a notion of connectedness for paths. A set of paths C' is called connected if for any two paths A
and X\ in C there are paths A = A1, Ao, ..., Ay = X in C so that A\;, A1 share at least a level. Otherwise we say
that C is not connected or simply disconnected. The notion of connectedness in this context is an equivalence
relation. Therefore any set C' can be written as a disjoint union C; UCY - - -UC), where each C; is connected. The
sets C1,Cs, ..., Cy are called the connected components of C. If A is a path in C, then the connected component
containing it is the set of all paths which can be connected with it. In particular any two paths from different
components do not share a level.

With this concept at hand, we return to (3.8]) and split the sum in sums over all connected components. Then
we organize the connected components in the following way. For a given partition A of {1,2,...,5}, we consider
C3R the subset of (A1, Ag,...,A;) with \; € Ay, ,, so that C§f = {\; : i € §} are the connected components of CX
where 0 runs over all elements of A. In other words the connected components of (A1, Az, ..., \;) are indexed by
the subsets § € A. Now, since any two connected components are disjoint, combined with the independence of
the entries of the matrix A,,, justifies the following rewriting

B[Sy (k1) Sn (k2) ... Sn(kj)] = nzz:1<ak}+<1—ze> S ITE | IT (ax—Efas)

A (A)a,.0)ECR SEA | AeCy

Next we fix a partition A of {1,2,...,5}. The idea is to find the limit of

1
A = —
Un = Nl (ki+(1-2€)/2) Z H E H (ax — Elay])

(A, A2,0, 0 )ECT SEA | XECT

To clarify and explain the main idea let’s introduce first some notations. For a given k = (k1, ko, ..., k;) and A
a partition of {1,2,...,j}, we set

IN'k:A)={T= (y1,72,---,7) : Yu € Pk, and for é € A,magc(max(wu)) =0, {7, :u € 0} is a connected set}.
ue

This is the set of all paths under the z-axis so that by isolating the paths indexed by d, we obtain a connected
set with the maximum of all heights being 0.

Notice that for a given A, the set I'(k : A) is actually in a one-to-one correspondence with the set xseal'(ks :
0), where k; is the vector k with the components which do not belong to é removed. Obviously there is a finite
number of elements in I'(k : A). Now if we take a connected component in C§, with max,cs(max(A,)) = ps,
then ((Ay — ps)ues)sen € Xseal'(ks : ). Ignoring eventually a finite number of terms in the expression of U2,
the limit of U2 is the same as the limit of

1

A
V= 2 nsen Sues(@ky+(1-26)/2) > [T E|[](@rtps = Elasisps))
FGF(k:A) (;Dg)geAGQn(F) SEA ued

where the set Q,(T') = {(ps)sca : n > ps > po, so that {ys + ps} N {vs + ps'} = 0, for any § # §'}, py being
a fixed large number depending only on ya and k. If the set A has just one element, namely the whole set
{1,2,...,7}, then the above sum takes the simpler form

1 n
A
Vi = Z nue(1.z.... ) (OFut(1-26)/2) Z E H (ay,+p — Elay,1p])
rer(k:A) P=Ppo ue{l,2,....5}

18



Using Lemma [Il we can find this limit once one can compute the following

1
W({I) = 1 E —E . 3.9
() v p(Ectin o @kt (1-26)/2)) -1 ue{11;I j}(a'qurp [@y,1p)) (3.9)

Once we know this, we can go back to the case of an arbitrary partition A and use part 3 and 4 of Lemma [ to

compute the limit of V. Here are the formulae. For A with just one component {1,2,...,5}, we have
2Ww(T
lim VA Z ()

TN 2alk| + (1 — 2e¢)
with |k| = k1 +k2+---+k;. The general formula which follows from this and a repeated application of Lemma [I]
is that for an arbitrary partition A we have

. 2W (vs)
lim UnA = Z H (3.10)
n— oo Fel(k:A) 6€A 2a|k5| + |6| 1-— 26)

Now we want to compute W(I') when I e I'(k : A) and A = {{1,2,...,5}}. In the following, for a set Q we
denote the number of its elements by [Q].

Case 1: j = 1. In this case due to the fact that E[(ax — E[as])] = 0, we get that U2 = 0 and in
particular,W(T") = 0 also.

Case 2: j > 2. We show in this case that W (I') =

To do this we will prove something more general. Namely we show that for a fixed T' € T'(k : A),

E H (ay,+p = Elay,4p)) | = O(p>ru=r (k=9 (3.11)
ue{1,2,...,5}

For any path 7, recall (2Z.6) which takes the form a4, = (Hg<0 ng(; ) (Hh<0 Eﬁr;)) this product being

actually a finite one. To make the writing in a reasonable form for the expansion of the left hand side in B11),

we rewrite (
Ay+p = H c(i p I\T
i€Z
where
d 1<0 t; ;<0
c(i) = Z — . and m;= Z -
b i>0 1_; i>0.

Since the entries are independent, we have

ayir = Elareg) = Y | T 425 ) (67 —E[a57]) | 1T B[] (HEH@;’])

<0 g<i—1 i+1>g h<0
Ln () L; () Bl 7)
(LA ) (L) O -2 ) I o)
i<0 \g<O0 h<i i+1<h
which can be rewritten as

Ay ip = Elayip] = Z H ( )Tl(i) (c(i)?jl(iw\) —E [C(i)?_ﬂ)})l’l(i) (E [c(i);n_im)})gl(i)

lEZ €7
. 1 i<l . 1 i=1 ) 1 i>1
Tl(l)— {O ’LZZ, Vl(l)_ {O ’L#l7 Cl(z)_ {O ’LSZ

Notice that 7 + v+ =1, >, v(i) = 1 for any | € Z and if v € Py, then ), ., m;(y) = k. Using these
formulae for v1,v2,...,7;, after multiplying out the factors, the left hand side in ([BI1I]) becomes

>, IIE lﬁ (c(i);fljmu))nu(i) (C(i);n—imu) _E [C(i);n_i‘(xu)bvlu(i) (IE {c(i);“_il(]“)DQ“(i)] |

ll,lg,...,leZiGZ u=1

with
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Now, if ¢ < 0, then ¢(i) = d and then (Z8) combined with Holder’s inequality yields that each product in the
above sum with ¢ < 0 is bounded by a constant. If i > 0, then ¢(i) = b, m; = I_; and in this case, using Holder’s

inequality, (2717), 34) and (B3] one can show that

ﬁ (C(i);nj‘(;TU))ﬂu(i) (C(Z);njmu) - E [C(i);njmu)})wu(i) (E [C(i);njmu)})ﬁu(i)

u=1

E < OpZ“L:l(ami(’Yu)*EVlu (i))7

where the constant C' depends only on the paths v1,72,...,v;. This means that for fixed l;,ls,...,l; € Z

e |TT (o)™ (o -2 o)) ™ (e g )

i€Z u=1

S OpZi:l Zi>0(0‘mi(7u)*€’/lu (%)) .

Next we have

ak, — ¢ if v,, contains no flat step
Z (am;(yy) — ey, (1)) < S ak, —a  ify, contains exactly one flat step
i>0 ak, — 2« if v, contains two or more flat steps.

To see this, one should notice that if v, does not contain a flat step, then ), m;(v.) = > ;o Li(1) = ku,
while >, g1, (i) = 1. In the case v, has just one flat step then, if I, <0, then >, 1i(v.) = ky — 1 while
Y iso v, (1) = 0 and if [, > 0, then Y7, 1i(vy) = ky — 1 while >, 11, (i) = 1 which justifies the first part. In
the case vy, has more than one flat step, then ), 1;(7.) < ky — 2 and the rest follows. Hence, since € < a,

szztzl(o‘k“_e) if any vy, 1 < u < 7, has no flat steps
Cp(Eizl(aku—e))_(a_f) if any v,,1 < u < j, has at most one flat step

E a — Ela
H (@t [@y+s]) and at least one has exactly one flat step

uwe{1,2,....5}
C’p( n=1(oku—e))—a if one of v,,1 < u < j, has two or more flat steps.
(3.12)
which suffices to prove (BIT)).
Case 3: j = 2. In this case, I' = (y1,72) and we need to compute

pli{{)lo WE[(G%-H) — Elay, 4p]) (@ +p — Elaq, +p))]- (3.13)

Here we distinguish the cases € < a and ¢ = a. From equation ([BIZ), we see that for ¢ < «, the dominant
term is the one involving only sums over the paths with no flat steps. If € = «, then we need to consider also
the paths with exactly one flat step.

First we consider the contribution from the paths with no flat steps. To carry this out, invoke (26]) and since

there are no flat steps, a4, = [, b];%z) and
1 L pln
ay+p — Elayip] = Z <H bhh+;)> ( 1+p —E [bifZ)D H E [ h}+;)} '
1<0 \h<i i+1<h

from which one gets

1 1y Liy (1) Liy (1) Liy (72)
(@149 =Elay,4p]) (@2 4p = Elay,1p]) = Z <H by MH ’(72)> ((bniZl —E [biégl D bnlJr;Q )

11 <i2<0 \h<iy
In(v1)] 210 (72) Liy (72) plia (v bl Lp (71)
x ( IT &[G ol ) (b3 =B 01257 (H E (557 E [biey: })
i1 <h<ig ia<h
L, (v1)+1n (v2) Li(v1) L;(v1) L; (v2) pli(r2) pln Ly, (71)
+ Z (H bh}+gl h 72 ) (bl‘+;’1 - E |:bi+;ll :|> (bi+;2 |: 1,+;l2 :|> <H]E |: h}+g2 jl |:bhh+;1 i|>
<0 \h<:i i<h
L, (v2)+1n (1) Liy (72) Liy (72) Liy (71)
5 (Lo ) (s -2 o] )
12<11 <0 \h<is
In(v2)] 21n(71) Liy (71) Liy (7 pln Ln(v2)
[ T0 =l ) (e ) (T el 2 )
i2<h<ii i1<h
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After taking expectation in this formula, from the independence of the entries, one arrives at

o) = 3 (T2 7] o (s537857) (T2 i) 2 )

<0 \h<i i<h

from which, according to ([B3]), it follows that

, 1
Jim WCOV(%%%M =y (H muh,<wl>+uh,<m>> CLi(m), Li(72)) <H m1h<vl>m1h<w>> - (3.14)

<0 \h<i i<h

Let’s point out that in the case e = 0, one has C(k,l) = myy; — mpm; and in this case the formula simplifies to
the one given in (3.

Next we deal with the case in which there are flat steps in 7; and/or «2. Thus we need only consider the
case € = a. In the first place if only one of them has a flat step then we may assume that ~; has one flat

step and 72 does not. Then we write a,,yp = dg1p ][]0 pin (1)

h+p
Ayatp = [ <o b],ll’iéZZ) and then because of the independence of the entries,

where g is the level of the flat step. Hence

COV (A, 4y A tp) = E[ngr;D]COV(a'prv Ayytp)s

where 71 is the path obtained from 71 by removing the flat step and gluing together the remaining parts. As a
consequence of the above, the path (71, 72) does not have a flat step and for the I' = (7], v2) we can use (B.14).
Taking the limit over p — oo and keeping in mind that now the path +] has length k; — 1, using the previous
step we get that

1
A gy O (Gn4p: Grap) = 0

The third situation here is the one in which both v and 72 have a flat step. In this case we write a,, 4, =

dg,+p [ Tneo b]}ll’:fgl) and a., 1p = dg,1p [ 1< b]}ll’:f;f) where g1 and go are the levels of the flat steps in v; and ~s.

Denote by 44 and v4 the paths obtained by removing the flat steps. In this case I' = (71, ~4) has no flat steps
and the length of ] is k; — 1, while the length of 44 is k2 — 1. Now a simple calculation gives

COV(G”YIJFP? avz-i—p) = E[dm+p]E[dgz+p]C0V(a7{+pa awg+p) + COV(dgl +p> dgz-i-p)E[av{ +p]E[av§+p]'

Therefore, using BI4), (32) and ZI1)), and noting that 1;(~) = L;(71) and similarly 1;(~4) = L;(2) we get (cf.
Remark [),

k=2 i
04 Hh<0 My, (y1) Mg (2) = Ude if g1 = go

0 otherwise.

A STy OV (G Trap) = {

Return with the results of Cases 1, 2 and 3 to (8I0). In computing the limit of (B.8]), realize that we need to
worry about only the case j even and partitions A of pairs. Then I'(k : A) is one-to-one with x; jyeal'(ki, k;).
Returning to [37), a moment of thinking gives that

E [(Sn(P))’] = |pairs of {1,2,...,5}| | Y wewD(k,1)
ki>1
Since |pairs of {1,2,...,j}| = 21/2 3/2)' , which are the even moments of the normal N (0, 1), the rest follows. O

Corollary 2. Assume that for 0 < e < a b,/n* =1+ Z,,/n¢, where lim,,_, o Z, = Z is a random variable with
finite moments, mean 0 and variance 0%. Then C(k,l) = klo% and

ki kL .
(kD) (k/Q) (1/2) ifk, 1 even
_ ki k—1 -1 o
D(k,1) = M((kfl)/ﬁ ((171)/2) ife = aandk,l odd
0 otherwise.

In particular CLT holds for the model (2.
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Proof. To compute C(k,1), just notice that (in moments)
(bn/n)E ~ 14+ kZ,/n + O(1/n*),

from which the formula of C(k,1).
For the rest, there is only one thing we need to do, namely compute

> Y L),
(y1,72) €T (K,1) i<0

To carry this out, we fist realize the pairs (y1,7v2) € T'(k, 1) by fixing 1 in 'y and then “sliding” up and down
another fixed ¢ € I';, to justify that

> L) YD LC+a).

i€Z y1 €Ty Cel q€Z

Foriand ¢ €I, 3° 5 1i(¢ 4+ ¢) =l and since there are (l/l2) paths in T';, the rest follows. O

4 A Flavor of Free Probability Theory

Given independent tridiagonal matrices Ay ,, A2y, ..., A;n, one can ask about the joint distribution in the
moment sense. More precisely, is it true that (here X, ,, = n%Aun)

lim tr, (X nXigm - - Xip, n) €xists for any i1,42, ..., im?
n—o0

The answer is yes, but before we do that we need to give a definition. We think about the set C = {1,2,...,r}
as a set of colors. Then, for a string of colors ¢ = (i1, 42, ...,4x), from the set C' we define

* = {vy €T : each edge ju, ju+1 is colored with i, }.
For a given color u € C, and a colored path v € I'¢, we define 1¥(vy) as the number of crossings of the line ¢ +1/2
with the steps of v colored with u. Similarly () is the number of flat steps at level i colored with color w.

Theorem 4. Assume that for each u € C, the entries of the matriz A, , satisfy, for some a,, > 0,

lim E {(buﬁn/na“)k} =myy forany k>0

n—00

with my0 =1 and

sup E [|dun|k] <oo forany k>0.
n>1

Under these assumptions, if all the entries of the matrices are independent of one another and ¢ = (i, 42, .. ),

then .
nh—>nolo b0 (Xian Xiz - Xion) = artas+-+ap+1 Z H Hm“v“?(’v)
YET, ueCi€Z

where the limit is in expectation and also almost surely.

One possible interpretation of this in term of noncommutative probability theory is the following. Assume
that (X,¢), (,v¢) are noncommutative probability spaces, i.e. X, ) are unital algebras over the complex
numbers and ¢ : X — C, ¢ : ) — C are two linear functionals with ¢(1) = ¢ (1) = 1. Assume a},a5,...qa] are
noncommutative random variables on ) such that 9 ((al,)¥) = m, . Then the joint distribution of ay,as,...a
is described by

: {m >ers Huee ez (@) ™)  keven *)

Qi QG+« . Aj =
(b( 192 k) 0 k odd.

Note here that this dependence involves m,, ; for k odd as well, as opposed to the defining relationship from
(2II) which involved only my for k even.
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Take for example the case of just two such random matrices. Rescale things out to have a nicer appearance
to ¢ = (a1 + az + 1)¢. Let’s take two random variables a,b. Then, ¢ of a product of odd length in a,b is 0,
while for products of even length we have (ignore here the presence of o; and s or rescale the functional ¢),

¢(a®) = 2¢((a')?)

) = 24
) = 24
¢(a*) = 2¢((a)?) + 40 ((d')*)?
o(bh) = 20((t')?) + 49 ((v')*)?
¢(abab) = 2¢((a')*)b((1)?) + 43 (a’) > (V')
$(a”b®) = 4p((a)*)((V)?) + 2¢(a’) (V')
)

From this it’s quite clear that, with respect to ¢, the moments of ¢ and b alone do not determine their joint
moments. However, imposing the condition that 1 (a?**1) = 1 (b?*+1) = 0 for any k > 0, one can do this. For
example in this case we have

Hlab) =0

Hlabab) = 50(a?)6(1?)

H(a) = 6(a%)6()
$(a®b) =0

Another view at these things is the following. Assume that a’ and b’ are independent random variables
and the functional v is just the expectation. Then we consider sequences of iid random variables {X;};ez and
{Y:}iez whose distributions are given by the distributions of a’ and &’. Consider then the operators A and B
given in ([2ZI9). Now if X is the algebra of infinite dimensional random matrices like A and the functional ¢
on the algebra generated by A and B is given by E[P(A, B)o ], for any noncommutative polynomial P in two
variables, then the joint distribution of A and B is given by (*).

Returning to the general situation from (*), we want to point out that in the case that the variables a/,
are symmetric, then the noncommutative joint moments of a1, as,...,a; are given in terms of the individual
moments of ay, as,...,a;. This follows from the fact that all the my’s involved in the joint moments have k even
and according to Remark [2] these can be expressed back in terms of the moments of the variables a;.

We can call these variable “independent” in a certain way and interpret this fact via the relationship between
the joint moments and the individual moments of each variable. This can be seen by introducing some kind
of cumulant and express this “independence” as a property of the cumulant. In the classical or free cases of
independence,t this corresponds to the simple fact that the joint cumulants are the sum of the cumulants of the
individual variables.

Finally if all the moments m; = 1, then the matrices (X1, X2 n,..., Xy n) converges in distribution to
(S,S,...,5) where S is a semicircular random variable, something not very interesting though but due to the
fact that the coloring does not play any role here. However if the moments my are not constant equal to 1, then
the coloring does play an essential role.

There is also a fluctuation result in this context as follows.

Theorem 5. Assume that in addition to the properties in the above theorem we have that for some 0 < €, < Qu,

lim n26“cov((bu,n/n°‘“)k, (bu,n/no‘“)l) = Cyu(k, 1),

n—r00

E [ [n((bun/n®*)* = El(bun/n™)M)["] < 00, ¥ kym > 1,

and

2

lim var(dy,,) = o.

n—oo
Now, take € = miny—1,.. ,(€,) and set
Sliny iz, .. yin) = n Y2 (tr, (Xiy nXign - Xign) — Eltrn (Xiy nXinn - Xipn)]) -

Then the family {Sy, (i1, i2,...,ik) : 1 <i1,i2,...,i <1} converges to a Gaussian family.
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5 Remarks and Extensions

5.1 Still Tridiagonal Models

There are various ways of extending Theorem [Iland Theorem[Bl We refrained to give it in full because the proofs
would have been overloaded with unnecessary notations and minor differences.
In both theorems mentioned here we can replace the sequence n® by any sequence ., which satisfies the

growth rate condition lim,, o n(7== - = 1) = o

The second extension comes from allowing growth in the diagonal part. Namely if we replace the condition
[238) by the condition
lim E[(d,/n”)*] = m},
n—00

then, if 8 < «, the same conclusion holds in Theorem [ and the same conclusion under Theorem [B] with
the condition (B2 replaced by lim,, . var(d,/n®) = o4. However if 8 = «, then the conclusions still hold,
nonetheless the formulae of L become

1 /
Lr= ak + 1 Z Hm“i(ﬂmﬁ(v)’

_ <
yET UL, 1<0

while in Theorem Bl condition (3:2]) has to be replaced by

lim n?cov((d,/n®)*, (d,/n*)") = C"(k,1)
n—oo
the only difference here is that the convariance matrix D, (k,[) now depends also on C’(k,l) and m},.
If 8 > «, the scaling of the matrix X,, has to be changed to X,, = n%A"' The conclusions of both theorems
hold with the appropriate changes since now the dominating terms are the ones on the diagonal. For example

the ([ZI1)), becomes
Lo

T
We leave to the reader to see how the changes in Theorem [B] have to be done.

Another extension is obtained by dropping the independence of the entries. We can replace that in Theorem/[I]
by a more relaxed version.

Ly,

Remark 6. Assume that for any v € I'y, UL',, there is a number m, so that for a certain o > 0,

. 1
nh_}rrgo WIE[a7+n] =M.
Then if X, = n%An,

lim tr,(X*) = Ly

n—r oo

where Ly, is computed by

1
L = .
k ak +1 Z My
~€el, Uy

In particular one can apply this to the cases when the matriz A is obtained from another tridiagonal matriz B,
which has independent entries by replacing each entry with a function of the other nearby entries in a finite
range. For erxample one can replace the nonzero entries in B, by the average of the neighbors nearby it in a
finite range. Another example is the Laguerre 8 models discussed in [3] and [{]], or more general the models in
which each entry in B is replaced by a polynomial in the variables lying in finite neighborhood of the entry.

5.2 Band Diagonal Models

We can extend the results so far to a more general setting by allowing not only one subdiagonal but more than
one. In this case we take symmetric matrices of the form A, = {a;;}}';_; so that a; ; = 0 for |i — j| > w, where
w is the width of the band and all entries are independent. Denote b, ; = @i y+i-

In this case we can consider the problem of convergence of the eigenvalues and of the fluctuations. Before we
give this extension, let us define the needed objects.
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Set
Tiw = {v= (1,42, ..., ig1) € Z" 1 iy = dgqa, Jin — dus1| < w,max(y) = 0}.
Then we define for any path A, Ij; ;1()) to be the number of steps 4y, 4,41 50 that {iy,iu41} = {4, 7}. In particular,
for the notations we already used we get I;(A) = Lj; ;11)(A) and £;(\) = 1j; 5 (N).
Notice here the equivalent of the formula (2.6) as

Lis,i401 (A)
ay) = H bv,i .

i€Z,0<v<w

Theorem 6. Assume that for each 0 < v < w, and given o, > 0, there is m, ) so that

limy, 00 E[(ai j /0] = myk, ifli—j| =v,a, =
sup,, E[(a; j/n%)*] < oo, ifli —jl=v,ay, < @

H%An, one has

with 0 < a = max(a, : 1 <v < w) and the convention that m, o =1 for any v. Then, for X, =
that
lim tr,(X*) = Ly

n—oo

both in average and almost surely. Moreover,

1 —
Lk = Otk—|—1 Z H mﬂ[i,i+u](’>’)’

YETk 1 i<0,0<v<w

where
o {mk ifa, =«

my = .
0 ifa, < a.

This theorem says that in fact those subdiagonals not scaled by the maximum power n®, do not contribute
to the limit L.

Let us point out that one can extend this to a statement in which the independence condition is dropped
and one gets a version of Remark

Similar versions of the first part of Proposition [[l can be proved in this context too. Namely, if each of the
moments (M, ;)7 come from the moments of a compactly supported measure, then the moments Lj, also come
from a compactly supported measure. In addition, if there are some numbers m, so that m, ; = m, for all
k > 1, then the corresponding measure with the moments given by Ly is the distribution of Y. ; m, (2% +27Y)
under the Haar measure of the circle S*.

There is also a version of Theorem [3

Theorem 7. In addition to the conditions given in the above Theorem, assume that for each 0 < v < w, there
is 0 < €, <y so that for any k,1 > 1

lim nQE”COV((bv)n/nO‘”)k, (bv,n/no‘”)k) = Cu(k,1)

n—oo

and

E Dnév((bv)n/no‘v)k _ E[(bv,n/nav)k])””} < oo, Vhm > 1,
Let € = min(e, : 0 < v < w) and define
Sy (k) = n6+1/2(trn(Xjf) - E[trn(Xrli)])

Then the family {S,(k)}32, converges to a family of Gaussian random variables.
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