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ON THE OUTLYING EIGENVALUES OF A POLYNOMIAL IN
LARGE INDEPENDENT RANDOM MATRICES

SERBAN T. BELINSCHI, HARI BERCOVICI, AND MIREILLE CAPITAINE

ABSTRACT. Given a selfadjoint polynomial P(X,Y") in two noncommuting self-
adjoint indeterminates, we investigate the asymptotic eigenvalue behavior of
the random matrix P(Ay, By), where Ay and By are independent random
matrices and the distribution of B is invariant under conjugation by uni-
tary operators. We assume that the empirical eigenvalue distributions of A
and B converge almost surely to deterministic probability measures p and v,
respectively. In addition, the eigenvalues of Ax and B are assumed to con-
verge uniformly almost surely to the support of p and v, respectively, except
for a fixed finite number of fixed eigenvalues (spikes) of Ay . It is known that
the empirical distribution of the eigenvalues of P(An, By) converges to a cer-
tain deterministic probability measure IIp, and, when there are no spikes, the
eigenvalues of P(Ay, By) converge uniformly almost surely to the support of
IT1p. When spikes are present, we show that the eigenvalues of P(Apn, By) still
converge uniformly to the support of ITp, with the possible exception of certain
isolated outliers whose location can be determined in terms of u, v, P and the
spikes of Anx. We establish a similar result when By is a Wigner matrix. The
relation between outliers and spikes is described using the operator-valued sub-
ordination functions of free probability theory. These results extends known
facts from the special case in which P(X,Y)=X+Y.

1. INTRODUCTION

Suppose given, for each positive integer N, selfadjoint N x N independent ran-
dom matrices Ay and By, with the following properties:

(a) the distribution of By is invariant under conjugation by unitary N x N
matrices;

(b) there exist compactly supported deterministic Borel probability measures
u,v on R such that the empirical eigenvalue distributions of Ay and By
converge almost surely to p and v, respectively;

(c) the eigenvalues of Ay and By converge uniformly almost surely to the
support of u and v, respectively, with the exception of a fixed number p of
spikes, that is, fixed eigenvalues of Ay that lie outside the support of p.

It was shown in [22] that, under the assumption p = 0, the eigenvalues of A+ By
converge uniformly almost surely to the support of the free additive convolution
pwHBr. When p > 0, the eigenvalues of Ay + By also converge uniformly almost
surely to a compact set K C R such that K \ supp(u B v) has no accumulation
points in R\ supp(p B v). Moreover, if ¢t € K \ supp(u B v), then w(t) is one of the
spikes of Ay, where w is a certain subordination function arising in free probability.
The relative position of the eigenvectors corresponding to spikes and outliers is also
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given in terms of subordination functions. We refer to [I1] for this result and for a
description of earlier work in this area.
The first purpose in this paper is to show that analogous results hold when the
sum Ay + By is replaced by an arbitrary selfadjoint polynomial P(Ay, By). Then,
by a comparison procedure to the particular case when By is a G.U.E. (Gaussian
Unitary Ensemble), we are also able to identify the outliers of an arbitrary selfad-
joint polynomial P(Ay, X—%) when X is a Wigner matrix. This extends the previ-
ous result of [21I] which considers additive deformations of Wigner matrices. More
precisely we consider an Hermitian matrix Xy = [X;]};—;, where [Xj;]i>1,5>1 is
an infinite array of random variables such that
(X1) Xii, V2R(Xij),i < j§, V23(Xij),i < j, are independent, centered with
variance 1,

(X2) there exists a K > 0 and a random variable Z with finite fourth moment
for which there exists o > 0 and an integer ng > 0 such that, for any
x > x¢ and any integer number n > ng, we have

1
— > P(IXiy| > 2) < KP(|Z] > x).

1<ij<n

(X3)

sup  E(]X;;]%) < +o0.
(i<j)eNz

Remark 1.1. Note that the previous assumptions (X2) and (X3) obviously hold if
Xii, V2R(X45),i < j, V23(Xij),i < j, are identically distributed with finite fourth
moment. When these random variables are standard Gaussian variables, Xy is a
so-called G.U.E matrix.

Our result lies in the lineage of recent, and not so recent, works [6], 8, [9] [14]
17, 18, 20) 211 25], 26, B0, B2] B4) [38], 39, [40] studying the influence of additive or
multiplicative perturbations on the extremal eigenvalues of classical random matrix
models, the seminal paper being [§], where the so-called BBP phase transition was
observed.

We note that Shlyakhtenko [45] considered a framework which makes it possible
to understand this kind of result as a manifestation of infinitesimal freeness. In
fact, the results of [45] also allow one to detect the presence of spikes from the
behaviour of the bulk of the eigenvalues of P(Ay, By), even when P(Ax, By) has
no outlying eigenvalues. In a related result, Collins, Hasebe and Sakuma [23] study
the case in which y = v = §p and the eigenvalues of Ay and By accumulate to
given sequences (ay)72; and (8x)72; of real numbers converging to zero.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES ON STRONG ASYMPTOTIC FREENESS

We recall that a C*-probability space is a pair (A, 1), where A is a C*-algebra
and 7 is a state on A. It is often useful to assume that 7 is faithful, and we shall
do that. The elements of A are referred to as random variables.

If (Q,%, P) is a classical probability space, then (L°°(Q2),E) is a C*-probability
space, where E is the usual expected value. Given N € N, (My(C),try) is a
C*-probability space, where try = %TrN denotes the normalized trace. More
generally, if (A, 7) is an arbitrary C*-probability space and N € N, then My (A) =
Mn(C) ® A becomes a C*-probability space with the state try & 7.
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The distribution u, of a selfadjoint element in a C*-probability space (A, T) is
the compactly supported probability measure on R uniquely determined by the
requirement that [ ¢" duq(t) = 7(a™), n € N. The spectrum of an element a € A
is

o(a) = {A € C: A1 — a non-invertible in A}.
For instance, if A € My (C) is a selfadjoint matrix, then the distribution of A rela-
tive to try is the measure pg = Z;v:1 dx,;(A), where 0(A) = {A1(A), ..., An(A)}
is the set of eigenvalues of A, repeated according to multiplicity. As usual, the
support of a probability measure p on R, denoted supp(u), is the smallest closed
set F' C R with the property that pu(F) = 1. It is known that if a = a* € A, then

o(a) = supp(ta).
Suppose that we are given C*-probability spaces {(An,7n)}F_, and selfadjoint
elements ay € Ay, N > 0. We say that {an}3%_, converges in distribution to ag if

(2.1) Jim n(ak) = 10(ak), keN.

We say that {an }F_, converges strongly in distribution to ag (or to pg, ) if, in addi-
tion to (2.1]), the sequence {supp(iay )}¥—; converges to supp(iq,) in the Hausdorff
metric. This condition is easily seen to be equivalent to the following assertion: for
every € > 0, there exists N(¢) € N such that

supp(flay) C SUpp(ta,) + (—¢€,¢), N > N(e).

If all the traces 7 are faithful, this condition can be reformulated as follows:
Jm[[P(an)] = [[P(ao)ll;
— 00

for every polynomial P with complex coefficients. This observation allows us to
extend the concept of (strong) convergence in distribution to k-tuples of random
variables, k € N. For every k € N, we denote by C(X1, ..., Xx) the algebra of poly-
nomials with complex coefficients in k noncommuting indeterminates X1, ..., Xg.
This is a x-algebra with the adjoint operation determined by

(O[X“Xi,z .. in)* = EXl-n .. 'XZ'2XZ'17 [ NS (C, il,il, e ,in S {1, A ,k}
Suppose that {(An,Tn)}F_, is a sequence of C*-probability spaces, k € N,

and {an}%_, is a sequence of k-tuples ax = (an1,-...,ank) € A%, of selfadjoint
elements. We say that {an}3F_; converges in distribution to ag if
(22) A}EHOOTN(P(CLN)):T()(P(CL(J)), P€C<X1,...,Xk>.

We say that {an}_, converges strongly in distribution to ag if, in addition to
(2.2)), we have
Jim[|Pan)]| = [Pao)]l, P € C(Xa,..., X).

The above concepts extend to k-tuples ay = (an1,...,ank) € .Afcv which do not
necessarily consist of selfadjoint elements. The only change is that one must use
polynomials in the variables ay,; and their adjoints a}y ;, j =1,...,k.

Remark 2.1. Suppose that all the states 7y, N € N, are faithful. It was observed
in [22] Proposition 2.1] that {an }37_, converges strongly in distribution to ag if and
only if {P(an)}%¥_; converges strongly in distribution to P(ag) for every selfadjoint
polynomial P € C(Xq, ..., Xk).
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Moreover, strong convergence in distribution also implies the strong convergence
at the matricial level. The following result is from [35, Proposition 7.3].

Proposition 2.2. Let {(An,Tn)}%—, be C*-probability spaces with faithful states
{Tn}R_gs let k € N, and let {an}F_, be a sequence of k-tuples of selfadjoint
elements ay € A’fv. Suppose that {an }3F_, converges strongly in distribution to ag.

Then limn oo ||Plan)|| = ||P(ao0)| for every n € N and every matriz polynomial
P e M,(C{(Xy,...,Xg)).

A special case of strong convergence in distribution arises from the consideration
of random matrices in My (C). The following result follows from [22] Theorem 1.4]
and [12, Theorem 1.2].

Theorem 2.3. Let (Ay,7n) denote the space (My(C),try), N € N. Suppose
that kl, kg, k3 € N are ﬁzed, uN = (UNJ, ey UN,k1)7 TN = (XNJ, . 7AXN’]Q,) and
an = (Anj, ..., ANk,) are mutually independent random tuples in some classical
probability space such that:

(i) Unj,---,UnNk, are independent unitaries distributed according to the Haar
measure on the unitary group U(N), N € N.
(il) X~n1,..., XNk, are independent Hermitian matrices, each satisfying as-

sumptions (X1),(X2),(X3) defined in the introduction.

(ili) an is a vector of Nx N selfadjoint matrices such that the sequence {an }¥_,
converges strongly almost surely in distribution to some deterministic ks-
tuple in a C*-probability space.

Then there exist a C*-probability space (A,T), a free family v = (u1,...,ug,) €
ARt of Haar unitaries, a semicircular system x = (x1,...,71,) € A* and a =
(a1,...,ar,) € A¥* such that, u,z, and a are free and {(un,zn,an)}S$-, converges
strongly almost surely in distribution to (u,x,a).

We recall that a tuple (x1,. .., 2x) of elements in a C*-probability space (A, 7) is
a semicircular system if {z1,...,zx} is a free family of selfadjoint random variables
and forallte=1,...,k, meN,

@) = [ " dpe)
R
where
1

(2.3) dpse(t) = %\/4 — 21 g9 (t) dt

is the semicircular standard distribution. An element v € A is called a Haar
unitary if u* = u~! and 7(u™) = 0 for all n € Z \ {0}. Note that Theorem 1.2 in
[12] deals with deterministic ay but the random case readily follows as pointed out
by assertion 2 in [35, Section 3]. The point of Theorem is, of course, that the
resulting convergence is strong. Earlier results (see [49], [24], [3, Theorem 5.4.5])

exist on convergence in distribution.
We also need a simple coupling result from [22] Lemma 5.1].

Lemma 2.4. Suppose given selfadjoint matrices Cy,Dn € Mn(C), N € N, such
that the sequences {Cn}nen and {Dn}nen converge strongly in distribution. Then
there exist diagonal matrices Cn, Dy € My(C), N > 1, such that Béy = MOy s

K5, =MDy, and the sequence {(éN, EN)}NeN converges strongly in distribution.
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3. DESCRIPTION OF THE MODELS

In order to describe in detail our matrix models, we need two compactly sup-
ported probability measures 1 and v on R, a positive integer p, and a sequence of
fixed real numbers 61 > 02 > --- > 6, in R\ supp(u). The matrix Ay € My (C) is
random selfadjoint for all N € N, N > 1 and satisfies the following conditions:

(A1) almost surely, the sequence {An}%F_; converges in distribution to y,

(A2) 61 >0y > --- >0, are p eigenvalues of Ay, and

(A3) the other eigenvalues of Ay, which may be random, converge uniformly

almost surely to supp(u): almost surely, for every € > 0 there exists N(e) €

N such that
o(An)\{01,...,0,} Csupp(p) + (—¢,€), N > N(e).
In other words, only the p eigenvalues 61, ...,0, prevent {Ax}3_; from

converging strongly in distribution to p.
We will investigate two polynomial matricial models, both involving Ay .

e Our first model involves a sequence { By }%_; of random Hermitian matri-
ces such that
(B1) By converges strongly in distribution to the compactly supported
probability measure v on R,
(B2) for each N, the distribution of By is invariant under conjugation by
any N x N unitary matrix.
We consider the matricial model

(3.1) My = P(Ay,Bn)

for any selfadjoint polynomial P € C({X1, X5).
e Our second model deals with a N x N random Hermitian Wigner matrix

Xy = [Xijmjzl, [Xijli>1,5>1 is an infinite array of random variables sati-
fying (X1) — (X3) defined in the Introduction. We consider the matricial
model
X
(3.2) My = P(Ay, =)

VN
for any selfadjoint polynomial P € C(X7, X5).

According to results of Voiculescu [49] (see also [54]), there exist selfadjoint elements

a,b in a IIj-factor (A,7) such that, almost surely, the sequence {(An, Bn)}%—;

converges in distribution to (a,b). More specifically, a and b are freely independent

and g = g, v = pp. In particular, if P is a selfadjoint polynomial in C({X7, X5}, the

sequence {P(An, Bn)}%_, converges in distribution to P(a,b). More precisely,

A pp(ay By) = HP(ab)

almost surely in the weak* topology. When p = 0, Lemma Theorem and
Remark show that, almost surely, the sequence {P(An,Bn)}%_, converges
strongly in distribution to P(a,b) (see the proof of Corollary 2.2 in [22]).

According to (2.10) in [12] and [3, Theorem 5.4.5], if P is a selfadjoint polynomial
in C(Xy, X3), then

Mg, 2y = HP@)

almost surely in the weak® topology, where a and x are freely independent selfad-
joint noncommutative random variables, u = u,, and z is a standard semicircular
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variable (i.e du, = 5=v4 — 2% 1{_ 5)(x)). As in the first model, when p = 0, Theo-
rem and Remark show that, almost surely, the sequence {P(Ay, X—\/%)}?chl

converges strongly in distribution to P(a,x).

Our main result applies to the case when p > 0. Let Yy be either By or
%. The set of outliers of P(Ay,Yn) is calculated from the spikes 61, ..., 6, using
Voiculescu’s matrix subordination function [52]. When Yy = By, we also show
that the eigenvectors associated to these outlying eigenvalues have projections of
computable size onto the eigenspaces of Ay. The results are stated in Theorem
and Theorem 5.3. In Section[d] we present the necessary tools from operator-valued
noncommutative probability theory to present our main results in Section

4. LINEARIZATION AND SUBORDINATION

We use two main tools: the analytic theory of operator-valued free additive
convolution and the theory of (random and non-random) analytic maps on matrix
spaces. For background on freeness, freeness with amalgamation and random ma-
trices we refer to [3], [54] 51} [52]. We briefly describe the necessary terminology and
results.

4.1. Operator-valued distributions and freeness with amalgamation. The
concept of freeness with amalgamation and some of the relevant analytic transforms
were introduced by Voiculescu in [5I]. An important result in this context is the
analytic subordination property for free additive convolution of operator-valued
distributions [52]. In order to describe it, we need some notation. If A is a unital
C*-algebra and b € A, we denote by £b = (b+b*)/2 and b = (b—b*)/2i the real and
imaginary parts of b, so that b = 3b+i3b. For a selfadjoint operator b € A, we write
b > 0 if the spectrum o(b) of b is contained in [0, +00) and b > 0 if o(b) C (0, +00).
The operator upper half-plane of A is the set HT(A) = {b € A: 3b > 0}. We
denote HT(C) by C™.

Let M be a von Neumann algebra endowed with a normal faithful tracial state
7. If B C M is a von Neumann subalgebra, then there exists a unique trace- and
unit-preserving conditional expectation Eg: M — B (see [46, Proposition 2.36]).
In the following we denote by B(z) the von Neumann algebra generated by B and
 in M.

Theorem 4.1. Let M be a von Neumann algebra endowed with a normal, faithful
tracial state T, let B C M be a unital von Neumann subalgebra, let E: M —
B be a trace- and unit-preserving conditional expectation, and let x,y € M be
selfadjoint. Suppose that x and y are free over B. Then there exists an analytic
map w: H(B) — HT(B) such that

(1) By [(b— (z+y) '] = (w(b) —2)~, be H(B), and

(2) Sw(b) > b, for every b € HT(B).

Maps of the form b +— E [(b— X)~!] for some selfadjoint X and (conditional)
expectation E are also known as operator-valued Cauchy-Stieltjes transforms. As-
sertion (1) is proved in [52]. For (2) see [10, Remark 2.5].

In our applications, the algebra B is M,,(C) for some n € N. The following result
from [36] explains why this case is relevant in our work.

Proposition 4.2. Let (A, 7) be a C*-probability space, let n be a positive integer,
and let x,y € A be freely independent. Then the map Idyy, (c)@7: M, (A) — M, (C)
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is a unit preserving conditional expectation, and 1 ® x and P2 @ y are free over
Mn((c) fOT any 51362 S Mn(C)

4.2. Linearization. As in [4, [I3], we use linearization to reduce a problem about
a polynomial in freely independent, or asymptotically freely independent, random
variables, to a problem about the addition of matrices having these random vari-
ables as entries. Then Proposition [f.2]allows us to apply Theorem[4.1]to the algebra
M, (C) c M,(A) and thereby produce the relevant subordination function. More
specifically, suppose that P € C(Xy,..., X). For our purposes, a linearization of
P is a linear polynomial of the form

za— L,
where
L=0FR14+61QX1+ 4+ br R Xy,
with «, 8o, ..., Bk € M, (C) for some n € N, and the following property is satisfied:
given z € C and elements ay, . .., aj in a C* algebra A, z—P(aq, . .., ax) is invertible

in Aif and only if za—L(aq, . .., ay) is invertible in M, (A). Usually, this is achieved
by ensuring that (za— L)1 exists as an element of M,,(C(X1,..., Xz)((z—P)71))
and (z — P)~! is one of the entries of the (za— L)~!. Tt is known (see, for instance,
[42]) that every polynomial has a linearization, and linearizations have been used
in free probability earlier (see [28§]).

We describe in some detail a linearization procedure from [4] (see also [33]) that
has several advantages. In this procedure, we always have o = ey 1, where e ;
denotes the matrix whose only nonzero entry equals 1 and occurs in the first row

and first column. Given P € C(Xj,..., X)), we produce an integer n € N and a
linear polynomial L € M, (C(X1,..., X)) of the form
0 wu
=l o

such that u € Mlx(n,l)((C<X1, R ,Xk>), v € M(nfl)xl((C<Xl R ,Xk>), Q@ is an
invertible matrix in M, _1(C(X7,...X})) whose inverse is a polynomial of degree
less than or equal to the degree of P, and u@Q~'v = —P. Moreover, if P = P*, the
coefficients of P can be chosen to be selfadjoint matrices in M, (C).

The construction proceeds by induction on the number of monomials in the given

polynomial. We start with a a single monomial P = X;, X;, X;, --- X;, , X;,, where
£>2and iy,...,i¢ € {1,...,k}. In this case, we use the polynomial
0 0 0 X
0 0 e Xy, -1
L=—1|": : . : :
0 Xi_, - 0 0
X, -1 .- 0 0

As noted in [33], the lower right (£ — 1) x (¢ — 1) corner of this matrix is invertible
in the algebra My_1(C(X7,..., X})) and its inverse has degree £ —2. (The constant
term in this inverse is a selfadjoint matrix and its spectrum is contained in {—1,1}.)
Suppose now that Py, P, € C(X1,...,Xk) and linear polynomials

L= 0‘ Yl My, (C(X1,. ., Xk)), G =1,2,
v Qj
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with the desired properties have been found for P, and P,. Then the matrix

0 U1 (5
L=|vy @ 0 :{0 g)

va 0 Qo
is a linearization of P; + P, with the same properties. The construction of a
linearization is now easily completed for an arbitrary polynomial. Suppose now
that P is a selfadjoint polynomial, so P = Py 4+ F; for some other polynomial P,
of the same degree. Let
|:0 U0:|
vo Qof’

provide a linearization of Py. Then the selfadjoint linear polynomial

:| S Mn1+n2_1(C<X1, - Xk>)

0 w g

. @ 0 wu
i 0 o) =[o g
vo Qo O

linearizes P. It is easy to verify, following the inductive steps, that this construction
produces a matrix @ such that the constant term of Q! has spectrum contained
in {1, —1}. These properties of @ [33] are useful in our analysis.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that P € C(Xy,..., Xy), and let

L= [2 g} € My(C(X1,.... X1)

be a linearization of P with the properties outlined above. Then for every N € N
and for every Si,...,Sk € Mn(C) we have

det(ze11 ® Iy — L(S1, ..., S%))
(4.1) = (=)= YN det (21, — P(S1,...,S)) det Q(Sy, ..., Sk)
and
dimker(zI,, — P(S1,...,5%)) = dimker(ze;1 ® Iy — L(S1,...,S;)) z€C.

Proof. Suppressing the variables Sy, ..., Sk, we have

1 —uwQ Y[z —u 1 0 z—P 0
IR e S B I B

readily follows. The dimension of the kernel of a square matrix does not
change if the matrix is multiplied by some other invertible matrices. Also, since @
is invertible, the kernel of the matrix on the right hand side of the last equality is
easily identified with ker(z — P). The lemma follows from these observations. O

In the case of selfadjoint polynomials, applied to selfadjoint matrices, we can
estimate how far ze; 1 — L is from being invertible.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that P = P* € C(Xq,...,Xk), and let

L= [2 chg} € My (C(X1,. ... X3))

be a linearization of P with the properties outlined above. Suppose that A is a
unital C*-algebra and S = (Si,...,S,) € A* is a k-tuple of selfadjoint elements.
Let zo € C be such that zo — P(S) is invertible. There exist two polynomials
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T, Ty € C(Xy,...,Xy) with nonnegative coefficients, depending only on L, such
that

|(zoe1,0 = L) ™M < Tu (1Sl - -5 ISkl [[ (20 = PCS) M| + T2 (ISl - - 1Sk -

In particular, if dist(zg,0(P(S))) > § > 0 and ||S1|| + -+ + ||Sk]| < C, for some
positive constants § and C, then there exists a constant ¢ > 0, depending only on
L,6,C such that the distance from 0 to o(zpe11 — L(S)) is at least e.

Proof. For every element a of a C* algebra, we have dist(0,0(a)) > 1/[la™!||. Equal-
ity is achieved, for instance, if @ = a*. A matrix calculation (in which we suppress
the variables S) shows that

_ 1 kN1
(z0e11 — L)™' = {Qllu 1n0—1:| [(ZO OP) 51] [(1) Yn?l }

The lemma follows now because the entries of u(S), u*(S), and Q(S)~! are poly-
nomials in S, and

I(z0 = P(S)) || = 1/dist(20, 0 (P(S)))
because P(S) is selfadjoint. O

The dependence on L in the above lemma is given via the norms of Q! and of w.
It can clearly be worsened artificially, for example by adding and subtracting M X3
for some large M € R. Note also that in general T, # 0: indeed, lim,_, ||(ze11 —

LS) 7 =ll(S)-

4.3. Domain of the subordination function. Theorem 1] informs us that the
subordination function w is defined on all elements with strictly positive imaginary
part. In the following, we discuss the behavior of w on certain subsets of the
boundary of its natural domain. Thus, consider a tracial C*-probability space (A, 7)
and two selfadjoint random variables ¢, d € A which are free with respect to 7. Let
P = P* € C(X;, X2) and consider a linearization L = fy® 14 51 ® X1 + P2 ® X; of
P which satisfies the properties outlined in Section In particular, this means
that 8y, 81, B2 are selfadjoint n X n complex matrices for some n > 1. According to
Proposition p1 ® c and P @ d are free over M, (C) with respect to Idyy, )y ®
7. Theorem [4.1| provides a subordination function w: HT (M, (C)) — H* (M, (C))
such that Eyy, ¢ (W@ 1= 1@ c—Pa@d)™ ] = (ww) @1 — 1 ®c)"! for all
w € H*(M,(C)). However, in order to exploit the properties of the subordination
function in the context of linearization, we need to prove that is defined on a larger
set than H*(M,(C)). In this context, we will encounter meromorphic functions
with values in M,,(C). By this we mean the obvious thing: if D C C is a domain,
then a function f: D — M, (C) is meromorphic if for any a € D, there exists an
n € N such that z — (z — a)" f(#) is analytic on a small enough neighbourhood of
a.

Lemma 4.5. The limit w(ze11 — Po) = lim.jow(ze11 +icl — Bo) exists for any
z € CT. The correspondence z +— w(ze11 — Bo) is analytic from C* to M, (C),
extends meromorphically to C\o(P(c,d)), and the extension satisfies w(Ze11—0o) =
w(ze11 — Bo)*. In particular, z — w(ze11 — Bo) is analytic on the complement of
a discrete set S C C\ o(P(c,d)), and w(xzer1 — Po) is selfadjoint for any x €
R\ (o(P(c,d)) US). Moreover, if w belongs to the connected component of the
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domain of w that contains H(M,(C)), then w(w) ® 1 — 81 @ ¢ is invertible in
M, (A) if and only if w(w) — By is invertible in M, (C) for allt € o(c).

The result of the above lemma cannot be generally improved to analytic extension
to C\ 0(P(c,d)). One can find counterexamples even when P(X1, X2) = X1 + Xo.
However, if d is a semicircular random variable, then it follows easily from the
results of [29] that w extends analytically to C \ o(P(c,d)).

Given the occurence of meromorphic matrix-valued functions in our lemma, we
feel it is justified to use the following convention: if f: D — M, (C) is meromorphic
and a € D, then we say that f(a) is invertible if z — f(z)~! is analytic on a
neighbourhood of a. Thus, it may be that a is a pole of f and det(f(a)~!) =0. It
is in this sense that the last statement of Lemma [£.5] should be understood.

Proof. Recall that Sw(w) > Sw for all w € HT (M, (C)), so that Sw(ze 1 + iel —
Bo) > Szep1 + €l for all € > 0. Thus, the family {z — w(ze1,1 +icl — Bo)}eso is
normal on C*. Let f be a cluster point of this family. It follows from Lemma
that the correspondence

2 ((ze11 — Bo) @1 —Br@c—Pr@d) !

is analytic on C* and thus equal to the limit lim. o ((ze1,1 +icl — By) @1 — 1 ®c—
B2 ® d)~t. In particular, B, ce) [((zem —B0)R®1—-B1Rc— [ ® d)_l} is an
M, (C{c))-valued analytic function of z. We claim that for |z| > 0 sufficiently large,
B, e [((ze11 — Bo) ©® 1= fr®c— B2 @d) '] € Mu(C{c)) is invertible. This
is equivalent to zEys, (c(e)) [((zem —B)®1—p1R®c— [ ® d)_l} being invertible

0 wu*
for |z| large. If L = {u 0

P = —u*Q 1u), then:

is the linearization matrix (meaning in particular that

2B, ety [((ze11 — Bo) © 1= B1 @ ¢ — fo @ d) "]
_ g 2(z—P)7! —2(z— P)"turQ~!
= M, (C{c)) —ZQilu(z _ P)—l ZQflu(z - P)flu*Qfl B ZQil .

As lim, o [|2(z — P)7' = 1|| = 0, it follows that Eg [2(z — P)7!] is invertible
for |z| sufficiently large. The Schur complement formula reduces the invertibility of
the above matrix to the invertibility of

Ent, ey [2Q 7 u(z = P) ' Q7 = 2Q 7]
= EMuyaicie) [2Q7 u(z = P)7]

171 1 ke
X Ege [2(2 = P) 7' Baryy (et [2(2 = P) " Q71
which, for |z| sufficiently large, is implied by the invertibility of Enr, ,(c(ey) [@71]-
However, the construction of L guarantees that there exists an invertible scalar

matrix S such that QS = I,,_; — T, for a nilpotent upper triangular matrix 7' €
Mn_l(C<X1,X2>). Then (QS)il =1y_1+ T + -+ Tnil, so that

n—1
ST En, (et [Q7'] = Ear_y(cten [(@9) 7] = Tnoa + En,_y(cteny | DT
j=1
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The element —H = Ey;, | (c(e)) [Z;:ll T7 } is itself nilpotent upper triangular, so
that .
Euv, vcen Q'] =Inr+H+H>+---+H" ) S

Thus, En, (o)) [@7] e M,,_1(C{c)), that is, it is a matrix of polynomials in c,
with coefficients which depend on ¢ and d. This guarantees that, for |z| sufficiently
large, Er, (c(e)) [((ze1,1 — Bo) ® 1 — B1 @ ¢ — B ® d) 1] is invertible. But

En e [((zern = Bo) @ 1= Bi@c—Bo@d) '] = (f(z) - Br@c)" !,
which implies that for any cluster point f of {z — w(ze1,1 + i€l — Bo) te>0,

f(z) = En,cre)) [((ze11 = Bo) @1 = 1 © e — o @ d)_l]fl +/1®c

for |z| sufficiently large. Now the identity principle for analytic functions guarantees
the uniqueness of f, and hence the existence of

w(zer1 — Bo) == liirolw(zem +iel —fBy), zeCt.
€

The above argument guarantees the analytic continuation of z — w(ze11 — fo)
to a neighborhood of infinity in the complex plane, and the equality w(ze;1 —

Bo) = B, ciey) [((ze11 = Bo) @1 = B1@c—Poa® d)_l]_l + B1 ® ¢ shows that
w(Ze11—Po) = w(ze11—PFo)*. Asshown in Lemma (ze1,1—B0)@1—1@c—F2@d
is invertible if and only if z € C\o(P(c,d)). Thus, an obstacle to the analytic exten-
sion of w(ze1,1 — o) to all of C\ o (P(c, d)) can only derive from the non-invertibility
of Enr,(c(e)) [((zem —B)®1—p1®c—Fa® d)_l]. As seen above, this element
can be non-invertible only when z € R\ o(P(c,d)). Thus, assume that there is an
r € R\ 0(P(c,d)) such that Ey, (c(e)) [((melyl —Bo)®1—p1®@c— [ ® d)_l] is
not invertible in M,,(C{(c)). For any y > 0, we have

B, (& +iy)es — o) @1 —fr@c— o d) ']
= (W(z+iye,n —Bo)@1—-Fi®c) ",

which implies that Ey/, (c(c)) [(((x +iy)er1 —Bo)®1 -1 Qc—F2® d)_l] is ara-
tional function of ¢ (its coeffcients also depend on 7(c™),n € N). In particular, all
its entries belong to the C*-algebra C*(1, ¢) generated by 1 and ¢. Thus, by norm-
continuity (see Lemma , so do the entries of Epy, ey [((ze1,1 —Bo) ®1— 51 ®
¢ — B2 @ d)~1]. This implies that each of its entries is identified, via continuous
functional calculus, with a continuous function defined on o(c), that is, it belongs
to the C*-algebra of continuous functions from o(c) to M, (C). Denote it by Fy(¢),
t € o(c). Its lack of invertibility means that det F,;(t9) = 0 for some ¢y € o(c), or,
equivalently,
0 = det Fy(to) = lim det Fi(to) = lim det (w((ze11 — Bo) — tofB1)

zZ—x
1

Zlgri det(w((zel,l — ﬁo) — to,@l).
The limits are taken from C*. Since ||w(ze11 — Bo)|| < u + v|z| + % for some
constants w,v,9 > 0 which do not depend on z € C% (see, for instance, [IT
Section 4]), it follows that limsup, o y[|w((z +iy)er1 — Bo)[| < ¥ < oo, so that
limsup,,_,q [y" det(w(((z + iy)er,1 — Bo) — tof1)| < +oo. However, z — F,(to) is
analytic on a neighborhood of z, and then so is z — det F (tp), so we conclude that
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det F, (t9) has a zero of order at most n at x. Thus, z +— (z —x)F,(tg) ! is analytic
on a neighborhood of x, and then so is

(z —x)w(zer — Bo) = (2 — 2)tof1 + (2 — ) Fy(to) L.

We conclude that w(ze; 1 — fp) is meromorphic on C\ o(P(c, d)).

Finally, as seen above, an element I' € M, (C) ® C*(1,c¢) is invertible if and
only if det(Idaz, ¢y ® x¢)(I') # 0 for all ¢ € o(c), where x; denotes the character
defined on C*(1,¢) corresponding to the point ¢ € o(c). Applying this observation
to ' = w(w) ® 1 — 1 & ¢ yields the desired conclusion. O

5. MAIN RESULTS AND EXAMPLE

Let P = P* € C(X1, X2). Choose, as in Section a linearization of P of
the form zeyl — L, where L = ﬁ(] ®1+ ﬁl ® X1+ 52 ® Xy € Mn((C<X1,X2>) In
particular, fg, 81, B2 € M, (C) are selfadjoint matrices.

Suppose that {Ax}neny and {By}yen are two random sequences of selfadjoint
matrices satisfying the hypotheses (A1)-(A3) and (B1)-(B2) of Section[3] As noted
above, almost surely the pairs (A, By) in My (C) converge in distribution to a pair
(a,b) of freely independent selfadjoint random variables in a C*-probability space
(A, 7) such that u, = p and pp = v. By Theorem there exists an analytic
function w: H* (M, (C)) — H* (M, (C)) such that

(Idar, ) ®7) [(ww) @1 -4 ®a)™!]
= Ida,c)®7) [(we1— (B ®a+fa®b)}]

for every w € H*(M,(C)). As shown in Lemma w extends meromorphically
to (C\ o(P(a,b)))e1,1 — Bo. Define the function w,(z) = (w(ze1,1 — Bo) +il,) . It
follows from Lemma and Theorem 2) that w, is analytic on C* and has an
analytic extension to a neighbourhood of R\ o(P(a,b)). Define

Hj(z) = det[(0;81 + i)wo(2) — 1]

and denote by myg, (t) the order of ¢ as a zero of H;(z) at z =1, 1 < j < p.

With these notations, we are ready to state our main first result. In the state-
ment, e 1 is viewed as an element of M, (C), and the integer m(t) may take the
value zero.

Theorem 5.1. (1) Suppose thatt € R\o(P(a,b)) and set m(t) = Z?:l my, ().
Then there exists &g > 0 such that for any § € (0,00), almost surely for
large N, the random matriz P(An, By) has m(t) eigenvalues in the inter-
val (t — 6, + ), counting multiplicity.

(2) Assume in addition that the spikes of An satisfy 61 > --- > 0,, that is,
each eigenvalue 0; has multiplicity one. Assume that det H;,(t) = 0. Then,
for € small enough, almost surely

(5.1)

i | Eax({6:}) [Epan.x)((t =&t +€)) = 8i,3,Ci(t) In] Eay ({6:})] = 0,

where C;(t) = lim,_;(z — t) {(w(zel,l — Bo) — Ozﬂl)_l} . is the residue of

)

the analytic function z — {(w(zel,l — Bo) — 01_51)71} . at z =t.
1

)
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Remark 5.2. Note that if we know in addition that z — w(ze1,1 — Bp) is analytic
at z = t, then the function H;(z) can be replaced with z — det[d; 81 —w(ze1,1—Bo)].
Then m(t) is equal to the multiplicity of ¢ as a zero of

14
Z Hdet[Gjﬁl — w(z€1,1 — 60)]

Jj=1
This is always the case when b is a semicircular variable. This case is relevant

when By is replaced by a Wigner matrix X . Under the hypotheses (X1)—(X3) of
Section [3] we obtain the following

Theorem 5.3. Let a,x be free selfadjoint elements in a C*-probability space (A, T)
with distribution p and pse respectively. Let w: HY (M, (C)) — HT(M,(C)) be the
M, (C)-valued subordination map |29, 5] such that for all k € H' (M, (C)),

w(k) =k — Bo(Idpr, ) @T) [(F® 14— o @2 — fL®a)"] Ba.
Lett € R\o(P(a,z)). Then, for e small enough, almost surely for large N, there are
ezactly >-F_, multiplicity of t as a zero of z — det(w(ze1,1 —Bo) —0:51) eigenvalues

of P(An, )\;%) in an e-neighborhood of t.

Remark 5.4. Suppose that = §y. Then the function w is computed as follows:
_171-1
w(w) = {(IdMn((C) ®T) [(w ®1—p52R0) 1]} ,  w e M,(C).
As an illustration, consider the random matrix
Xy Xy Xz
M=Ay—+ —=An + —,
N N T UN N

where X is a standard standard G.U.E. matrix of size N (thus, each entry of Xy
has unit norm in L?(Q)) and

Ay = Diag(6,0,...,0), 6eR\{0}.

In this case, Ay has rank one, and thus pu = dg. It follows that the limit spectral
measure II of M is the same as the limit spectral measure of X /v N. Thus, II is
the Marchenko-Pastur distribution with parameter 1:

4-—x)z
2mx

dl(x) = L(o,a)(z) da.

The polynomial P is P(X1,X2) = X1 Xo + Xo X3 + X227 = g and v is the
standard semi-circular distribution. An economical linearization of P is provided
by L =5y ®1+ 81 ® X1 + B2 ® X2, where

0 0 0 00 1 01 4
Bo=10 0 —1|, =10 0 0|, B=|1 0 0
0 -1 0 100 100
Denote by
4
1 V22— 4

Gn(s) = [ = Y2 =E secy oy

, z—

the Cauchy transform of the measure II. This function satisfies the quadratic
equation 2Gr(2)? — 2Gr(2) +1 = 0. Suppose now that = ¢ [0, 4]. Since u = &y, we
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have a = 0. Denoting by F = Id ) ® 7: M3(A) — M3(C) the usual expectation
and using Remark we have

w(zer,1 — Bo) = E [(zern — o — P2 ® b)il]_l , reR\I0,4]

The inverse of (ze1,1 — By) ® 1 — B2 @b is then calculated explicitly and application
of the expected value to its entries yields eventually

om0 v
W(xell - BO) = 0 xGll-I(z) - ]'1 Qsz[(z) + ?
0 2zxGri(z) + 2 4zGu(z) 4

The equation det[$10 — w(ze1; — Fo)] = 0 is easily seen to reduce to

(5.2) 0?Gn(x)? — (1 — Gn(x)) = 0.
This equation has two solutions, namely
204

—(362 +1) + 462 +1(02 + 1)’
one of which is negative. The positive solution belongs to [4,+00) precisely when
0] > /2. Thus, the matrix My exhibits one (negative) outlier when 0 < |0] < /2
and two outliers (one negative and one > 4) when || > /2. This is illustrated by
the simulation presented in Figure

6. SKETCH OF THE PROOFS

Let us consider the matricial model . By can be written By = UnDnUR,
almost surely, where Uy is distributed according to the Haar measure on the uni-
tary group U(NV), Dy is a diagonal matrix, Uy and Dy are independent (see [22]
Proposition 6.1]). It is clear that it is sufficient to prove Theorem for determin-
istic Ay and Dy since the random case readily follows as pointed out by assertion
2 in [35 Section 3]. Let Vy € U(N) be such that Ay = VN AnV3 where

Ay = Diag(glw~'30pa71(N)7"'7’7N7p(N))

is diagonal. Since P(An, By) = VNP(AN,VNUNDNUXVN)VS, due to the invari-
ance of the Haar measure, we may assume without loss of generality that Ay is a
real diagonal matrix:

AN = Diag()\l(AN), ey )\N(AN))

where \;(An) = 6;,1 < j < p. Hence, in the following we assume that Ay is
a real deterministic diagonal matrix and By = UnyDnUR;, where Dy is a real
deterministic diagonal matrix and Uy is distributed according to the Haar measure
on the unitary group. The general case readily follows.

After a linearization procedure of P of the form L € M, (C(X7, X2)) described in
Section [4] the first step of both proofs of Theorem [5.1] and Theorem [5.3] consists in
reducing the problem, in the spirit of [14], to the convergence of an M,,,(C)-valued
map Fly, involving a random matrix-valued generalized resolvent. Establishing the
convergence of Fj is the main part of the proof. Such a convergence is proved
directly for the first model P(An,UnDnUf¥) in Section [7| by extending the argu-
ments of [I1] and making use of the properties of the operator-valued subordination

function described in Section For the second model P(Ay, X—\/%), the convergence
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Eigenvalue Distribution, Theta = 10, Dim = 1000

Number
150 200 250 300
| | | |

100
|

FIGURE 1. One sample from the model described in Remark
corresponding to # = 10, with matrix size N = 1000.

of Fi is obtained by a comparison argument to the G.U.E. case in Section [0} The
case when X is a G.U.E. is a particular case of the unitarily invariant model.

7. EXPECTATIONS OF MATRIX-VALUED RANDOM ANALYTIC MAPS

7.1. Conventions and notations. Fix a selfadjoint polynomial P € C(X1, X3).
Choose, as in Section a linearization of P of the form ze;; — L, where L =
Bo @141 @ X1+ B2 ® Xo € Myp(C(X1, Xo)), where n € N and Sy, 1, B2 € M,(C)
are selfadjoint matrices. We fix a classical probability space (€2, X, P), sufficiently
rich so that we may define on it a sequence of random variables U,,, m € N,
distributed according to the Haar measure on the unitary group U(m) of m x m
matrices. Given an arbitrary set M C M, (C), M’ and M" denote the commutant
and the double commutant of M in M, (C). In particular, if S C M,,(C), then
M,(C)® S" = (I, ® §"). The commutator zy — yx of two elements z,y in an
algebra is denoted as usual by [x; y].
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Pick another integer N € N and Hermitian deterministic matrices Cn, Dy €
My (C). We denote

(7.1) Ry(U,w) = (w@ Iy — (81 ® Cn + B2 @ UDNU*)) ',

defined for all (U,w) € U(N) x M,(C) such that the expression w ® Iy — (81 ®
Cn + B2 ® UDNU*) is invertible in M,,(My(C)). This domain includes U(N) x
H* (M(C)), as well as U(N) x{w € My (C): [[w™| < (IBIICn I+l Ball I D[~}

7.2. Properties of the random generalized resolvent. We focus on the be-
havior of the random resolvent

Ry(Un,w) = (w® Iy — (81 ® Cy + 2 ® UvDNUL)) ™,

where Uy € U(N) is a uniformly distributed random unitary matrix, and w €
Mp(C) is such that w® Iy — (61 ® Cy + B2 @ VDNV™) is invertible for every
V € U(N). We start with a version of [11I, Lemma 4.7].

Lemma 7.1. Fiz w € M,(C) such that Rn(Un,w) is defined. Then:

(1) E[Ry(Un,w)] € M, (C) @ {CN}".
(2) For everyY € My(C),

[E[RN(UN,’LU)]; (In ® Y)] = E[RN(UN,U)) [ﬂl RCN; I, ® Y] RN(UN,U))] .

Proof. Assertion (1) follows from an application of (2) to an arbitrary matrix ¥ €
{Cn} and from the fact that M, (C) @ {Cn}’ = (I, @ {Cn}')’. To prove (2),
observe that the two sides in the identity to be verified are linear in Y, and thus it
suffices to consider the case when Y = Y*. The analytic map H(Y) = E[(w® Iy —
(B1 ®CN + B2 @ Y UyDnUie™)) 71 is well-defined in an open neighbourhood
(in Mn(C)) of the set of selfadjoint matrices. The invariance of the Haar measure
on U(N) implies that H is constant on the set of selfadjoint matrices. Since the
selfadjoint matrices form a uniqueness set for analytic functions, we conclude that
H is constant on an open subset on My (C) containing the selfadjoint matrices.
This allows us to conclude, for a fixed Y € My(C), that the function ¢ — E[(w ®
IN—(B1@CN+B2@esY UnDyUie 2Y)) 1] is (a) well-defined for e € C sufficiently
small in absolute value, and (b) constant on a sufficiently small disc centered at
zero in C. Differentiating with respect to € at ¢ = 0 and setting € = 0, we obtain

E[RN(Un,w)[(I, ®Y); (8 ® UvDNUx)] Ry (Un,w)] = 0.
The equality Ry (Un,w)(B@UnDnUy) = Ry (Un,w)(w@In —B1@CN)— I, @Iy

applied in the relation above allows us to conclude (2). O

The relation from part (2) of the above lemma is used below in a slightly different,
more involved, form, valid when E[Ry(Un,w)] is invertible in M, (C) (we will see
that this is the case when Sw > 0 or when w = zey ;1 — By, 2 € C*):

[(B[RN(Un,w)]) ™' + 1@ Cn; I, © Y]
= (E[Ry(Un,w)))'E[(Ry(Un,w) — E[Ry (Un,w)]) x
(7.2) (81 @ [Y;Cn]) (Ry(Un,w) — B[Ry (Un, w)])] (B[R (Un, w)]) "

This is the equivalent of [II, Relation (4.10)]. The direct algebraic verification
of [I1, Relation (4.10)] applies without modification to provide (7.2]) from Lemma

71(2).
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From now on, we assume that the sequences of selfadjoint matrices Cn, Dy €
My (C) are uniformly norm-bounded that is,

(7.3) sup ([[On || + | Dn ) < oo,
NeN

and converge in distribution towards two bounded selfadjoint random variables ¢, d
in a tracial C*-probability space. We establish a concentration-of-measure result
for Ry(Un,w).

Proposition 7.2. Let m be fized in N.

(1) Suppose given Pn,Qn € My(C) such that |Py|,||Qn] < 1 and m =
sup{rank(Py) +rank(Qn): N € N}. Fiz w € M,,(C) such that Ry(-,w) is
defined on all of U(N), N € N, and

(7.4) sup{||Rn(U,w)||: U € U(N),N € N} < 4oc.
Then:

(In ® Qn) [Rn(Un,w) — E[RN(Un, w)]] (In @ Py)|| =0,

lim ||
N—o0
almost surely.
(2) There exists ¢ > 0 depending only on the polynomial P and its linearization
L, and m € N, such that
E (|(In ® Qn) [Rn(Un,w) = E[RN (Un, w)]] (I ® Py)|?)

(7.6) < % max{|| Ry (U, w)||®: U € U(N)}.

Proof. We intend to apply the Gromov-Milman concentration result (see [3, Corol-
lary 4.4.28]). Fix an arbitrary s € M, (C) ® Myx(C), |s|] < 1, rank(s) = 1. Let
fn,s: UN) — C be given by fns(U) = (Trp, @ Trn) (I, @ Qn)Ry (U, w)(I, @
Py)s) — (Tr, @ Try) (1, ® Qn)E[RN (Un, w)|(I, ® Py)s). By using (7.1)),
‘fN,s(U) - fN,s(V)|

= |(Trp @ Try)((In @ Q) (BN (U, w) = By (V,w))(In @ P)s)|

= |(Tr, @ Tea ) (I, @ Qn) Ry (U, w) B2 @ [(V — U)DyU”

+ VDNV =U)|Rn(V,w)(I, ® Pn)s)|

< (Tr, @ Trn) (I, @ Qn) RN (U,w)B2 @ (V —U)DNU*Ry (V,w) (I, @ Py)s)]
+ [(Tr, @ Trn ) (L @ Qn) BN (U, w) B2 @ VDN (V = U)* Ry (V,w) (I, ® Py)s)|
< 2(Tr, ® Try) (Ry(V,w) (I, @ Pn)s(I, @ Qn) By (U, w)

1
X Ry (U,w)*(In ® Qy)s™(In ® Py )Ry (V,w)")?
X | D || Tr (8382) 2 Tew (Viv = Un)* (Vi — Un))® -
We used in the last inequality the Schwartz-Cauchy inequality for the trace Tr, ®

Try, its traciality, and the fact that aza™ < ||z||aa* for any x > 0. The first factor
in the last product above is estimated as follows:

(Tr, ® Try) (R (V, w) (I, @ Px)s(I, ® Qn )Ry (U,w)
x By (U,w)"(In ® QN )s™(In ® Py) Ry (V,w)")
< Ry (V,w)[]*| Ry (U, w)|]?
X (Trp @ Try) ((In @ Q)s* (I, @ Pi)(In @ Pn)s(I, @ Qn)) .



18 SERBAN T. BELINSCHI, HARI BERCOVICI, AND MIREILLE CAPITAINE

In particular,
(7.7) |fns(U) = fxs(V)]
< 2ATr, ® Te) (I ® Qi)™ (In @ P)(In @ Py)s(I, ® Q)
X Tro (B*B) * | D [[[| Ry (Vo w) | By (U, w) [ U = V| o (g 01 -

Thus, the function fn s is Lipschitz on the unitary group U(N). As the rank and
the norm of the operator (I, ® Py)s(I, ® Qn) is uniformly bounded in N, the
Lipschitz constant is majorized independently of N.

We intend to estimate the norm ||(I, ® Qn)(Rn(Un,w) — E[Rxn(Uyn,w)]) (I, ®
Py)| in terms of fy 4, which will then allow us to apply [3, Corollary 4.4.28] to it
For any matrix X, we have

X[ = max [(X&n)|= Te(X(n"))| =~ ma Tr(Xs)[.

llEll2=llnll2=1 lgll2= Hnl\z 1 llsll= lrank(ﬁ) 1

We apply this to || (I, @ Qn)(Rn(Un,w) —E[Rn(Un,w)]) (I, ® Py)||, while keeping
in mind that Uy is a random variable uniformly distributed over U(N). Recall the
hypothesis that rank(l,, ® Py ) +rank(l, ® Qn) < mn, so that there exist norm-one
vectors Ay, ..., Rpp and £, ... ly, in C* @ CV such that Spang{hi,...,Amn} 2
ker(I, ® Py)* and Spang{l1,...,lmn} 2 ker(I,, ® Q%)*. Then

[(In © Qn)(Bn (Un, w) — B[Ry (Un, w)])(In @ Pyl
= max (I ® Qn)(RNn(Un,w) = E[RN (Un, w)])(In ® Pn)E,m)]

N|=

€ll2=lInll2=1
= e (RN (Un,w) = B[Ry U, w)]) (T © PY)E (T © Qi)
S 2 (166 73t md | (R (Un ) (i @ P, (T @ Qi) )
J,k=1

— (BIRx(Un, w)]) (T @ Py, (In © Qi)
< mPn® | max (1, ® Qn)(By (Un, w) = E[RN (U, w)]))(In @ Py)hy, b)]

2
— m o (UN)].
men 1§j’k3§nn‘fN,ékhJ( ~N)|

(The random complex numbers (£, h;), (€x, 1), 1, < j,k < mn, which depend on N,
are of absolute value at most one.) An application of [3| Corollary 4.4.28] yields
the inequality

P (10 © Qx) (R (U, w) - ElRN U, 0} 0 PR > 5 )

N2(x52
< 2m®n?exp (— ) .
8nAmATry, (83 82) || D [|> maxyeu vy [| R (U, w)||*

for any o € (0,1/2). (7.3) and (7.4) guarantee that the denominator stays bounded.Then
. ) follows by an apphcatlon of the Borel-Cantelli lemma.

To prove , apply the same inequality in the formula E[X] = f0+°° P(X >
t) dt, which holds for positive random variables X. ([

Remark 7.3. The boundedness hypothesis that Proposition [7.2] imposes on Ry is
not very restrictive. Indeed, (7.4) is satisfied when

(1) Sw >0, by [[(Sw)~|;
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(2) w=zey1 — Py with z € CH UC™, by an estimate provided by Lemma
(3) w = zer1 — Py with x € R, |z| > sup{||P(Cn,UDNU*)||: N € N,U €
U(N)}, by the same estimate.

Now, let Py: CV — CP denote the projection onto the first p coordinates of C¥
in the standard orthonormal basis.

Corollary 7.4. Almost surely, the sequence of random M,,,(C)-valued functions
z+ (In ® Py) [Rnv(Un,ze11 — Bo) — E[Rn(Un, ze11 — Bo)]] (In ® PF;) converges
to zero uniformly on compact subsets of C\ [—M, M| when N goes to infinity. Here
M = sup{||P(Cn,UDNU*)||: N € NJU € U(N)}.

Proof. According to Proposition and Remark [7.32) and (3), almost surely,
for all z € C\ [-M, M] such that Sz € Q and Rz € Q, the quantity (I, ®
Pn)[Rn(Un,ze11 — Bo) — E[Rn(Un, ze11 — Bo)]] (In @ PR) converges to zero. A
second application of Remark[7.3|2) and (3) guarantees that the map C\[—M, M] >
Z = (In ®PN) [RN(UN, Z€1,1 — ﬁo) — E[RN(UN, Z€1,1 — 60)” (In ®PX;) € Mn(C) ®
M, (C) is uniformly bounded in N on compact subsets of C\ [-M, M]. The corollary
follows. O

Remark 7.5. Under the assumption that Cx is diagonal (in the standard or-
thonormal basis of CV), it follows from Lemma (1) that
(In ® PR)E[RUn, )™ (I ® Py) = (I ® Px)E[R(Un, w)] (I ® PX))

the second inverse being considered in M,,(C) ® M,(C) - here Py is the projection
onto the first p coordinates of C"V in the standard orthonormal basis.

Proposition 7.6. Consider Ry defined in (7.1)), w € M, (C) with Sw > 0, and
¢ a state on My(C). Assume that Cn is a diagonal selfadjoint matriz. Denote
Qn(w) = 1@ Cy + (E[Rn (Un,w))) 7,
wy(w) = B1 ® PyOnPY + (I, ® Py) (E[Ry(Un,w))) ™" (I, ® P),
and wy o (w) = (Idpr, () @ @) (wn (w)). Then
1
[9r(w) — o) @ Il =0 7).

Proof. Let ¢ be an arbitrary pure state on M, (C). We prove that

1

106 Ty ) @) — gl 1) =0 ().

where the norm is the operator norm on My (C). Since n € N is constant and
arbitrary, this implies the norm convergence claimed by the proposition (recall that
any state on M, (C) can be expressed as convex combination of at most n? pure
states, and the correspondence ¢ — (1) ® Ids (¢))(Q2n(w)) is norm-continuous on
the space of pure states).

It follows from Lemma [7.1[1) that Qy(w) € M, (C) ® {Cn}", which in its own
turn implies that (’L/)@IdMN (C))(QN(IU)) € {Cn}’. Applying (%@IdMN (C)) to
yields

(¥ @ Idary () (2N (W)Y = Y (¢ @ Idary () (2N (w)) =
(¥ @ 1wy () ((E[RN(Un, w)]) 'E[(Ry (Un, w) — E[RN (Un, w)])
x (b1 @ [Y;ON)(RN (Un,w) — E[RN (Un, w)))] (E[Ry (Un, w)]) 1) -
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An arbitrary pure state on My (C) is of the form ¢,(T) = (Th,h) for some
unit vector h € CV. For convenience of notation we will sometimes write it as
¢n(T) = h*Th. Note that any element X € M,(C) ® My (C) can be written as
X = szzl eij ® X;;, where e; ; are the standard matrix units in M, (C). Thus,
Ry (Un,w) can be written as a sum of tensors in M, (C)® My (C) such that the first
tensor is always non-random. Assume that Y is a rank-one operator. Combining
all these elements together, we conclude the existence of rank n? projections p1, p2
and rank two projections g1, g2 in My (C) such that

h*[(¢ @ Idazy () (2w (w)); Y]h|
= (@ ®@eén) (E[Rn(Un,w))'E[(Ry(Un,w) — E[RN(Un, w)])
x (81 @Y;CN))(BRN(Un,w) — E[Ry(Upn,w)])] (]E[RN(UN,w)])_l)’
= |(¥ ®1dc)(Id, ) ® ¢n) (E[Ry (Un,w)]) ™
x E[(I, @ p1)(Bn(Un,w) — E[Rn(Un, w)])(In ® q1)
x (B @[Y;COn])In ® ¢2) (RN (Un,w) — E[Rn (Un, w)]) (In @ p2)]
x (E[Rn(Un,w)])™")]
|(E[RN (Un,w)])) P11 @ [V; CN]|

% B [[[(la @ p1) (R (U 10) — B[R Uy w)]) (s © 1) ]
X E [ (In ® ) (Rx (U, w) — B[Ry (Un, w)]) (T © p2)]?] .

IN

In the last relation we have applied the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. We apply
relation of Proposition 2) to the projections pj, g;,j = 1,2 to the last two
factors for a majorization by (max{||Ry(U,w)|®: U € U(N)}c¢/N)'/? per factor.
Using the inequality ||Ryx (U, w)| < ||(Sw)~!||, we obtain an upper bound of

cllBull(1(Sw) ™t + 1| + [Jw])*
N
Recall that ¢, and hence K, does not depend on N.

Fix N, h,k € CV of Euclidean norm one, and let Y be the rank-one operator
Y = kh*. By the previous estimation and polarization, we write

4K
N

K
sup{||Cn| +1: N € N} := N

v

E(Y (¢ @ Idp ) (Qn (w)) — (¥ @ Idps, ) (2w ()Y )|
= K" k(A" (¢ © Idary () (Qn (w))h) — (k* (¥ @ Idasy () (Qn (w)) k)R *h)
= (W (¥ @ Idazy () (Qn (w))h) = (K* (¢ @ Idazy (0)) (2w (w))E)| -

Here we have used the hypothesis that the norms of our vectors k, h is one, so that

h*h = k*k = 1 € C. Since h*Th is the generic element of the numerical range

of an operator T € My (C), we see that the diameter of the numerical range of
4K

(¢ ® Idazy (c)) (2 (w)) is no more than than . Since the operator norm of an

operator is at most twice its numerical range, we have obtained that

8K

N

for any complex number z in the numerical range of (v ® Idpz,(c))(Q2n(w)). We
use now Voiculescu’s asymptotic freeness result [49] together with Theorem and

1(¥ @ Idary () (2w (w)) = 2In[| <
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Proposition [.2] to see that
1\}i—r>noo(IdM"(C) ® tI‘N)(QN(’LU) -/ ® CN)71
= lim (IdMn((C) &® tI‘N)(E [RUN (w)])
N—o0
Iy, ) @T)(w®l—-Bi@c—P@d)"
(Idps, ) @ T)(w(w) @1 =1 @c)~!

(Recall that ¢, d are free selfadjoint random variables which are the distributional
limits of Cy and Dy, respectively, and w is the M, (C)-valued subordination func-
tion of Voiculescu.) We have used here the fact that §; ® ¢ and (2 ® d are free
over M, (C) with respect to the conditional expectation Idyy, () ® 7, as stated in
Proposition Since the space of pure states on M, (C) is compact in the norm
topology, applying a pure state 1 on the first tensor allows us to conclude that

= tew)] =0 ()

uniformly in ¢ as N — oo for w in a compact subset of H* (M,,(C)), for all z in the
numerical range of (¢ ®Id s, (c))(Qn(w)). In particular, [|(¢¥ @ Idaz, ) (2N (w)) —
b)) Iy| = O(1/N).

We show next that |Qxy(w) — wn e (w) ® In|| — 0. Recall that

W, (W)
(Idw, () ® ¢)(B1 ® PNCN Py + (In ® Pn)E[Ry (Un, w)](In ® Px)) ™)

= (Idy, ) ®@¢) ((In @ Py)(B1 @ On + (E[RN(Un,w)]) "), ® P}))

= (Idar, ) @ ¢) (In @ Pn)Qn (w) (I @ Py)).
If ¢ is a state on M, (C), then @(PN Py;) is a state on My (C). For any pure state
¥ on M, (C) we have ¢(Py - P}) o (¢¥ @ Idyry(c)) = ¥ o (Idu, (c) ® ¢(Pn - P§)) =

Y& (p(Pn - Py)). As ||(¢®IdMN ©) (2 (w)) = P(w(w))In[| = O(1/N), it follows
that for any state ¢ on My (C), |(¢¥ ® ¢)(Qn(w)) —(w(w))| = O(1/N). Applying
this to ¢ = (P - P5), we obtain that

(¥ @ p(Py - Py))(Qn (w)) = P(wn o (w)) = t(w(w))
as N — o0, at a speed of order 1/N. Since this holds uniformly over the (compact)
set of pure states ¢ on M, (C), the statement of our Proposition follows. O

As a consequence of the above proof, we also note that
(7.8) Jim oy () = w(w),
for any state ¢ on M,(C) and w € M,(C), Sw > 0. We also deduce the following
corollary (by using Remark that will be used in Section @

Corollary 7.7. Asumme that Cy is diagonal and that PNCn PR = sl, for some

s € R. Then, for any w € M,(C), Sw > 0, (I, ® Py)E[Ry(Un,w )]( ® P)
-1

converges towards (w(w) — f15)” ® I,

The approximation results of Proposition [7.6] are needed also for w = ze1 1 — fo,
z € C*. The following lemma accounts for this case.



22 SERBAN T. BELINSCHI, HARI BERCOVICI, AND MIREILLE CAPITAINE

Lemma 7.8. With the notations of Proposition[7.6} the limit

QN(zeLl — 50) = lelﬁ)l QN(261’1 + iEIn — Bo)

exists for all z € CT. The correspondence z — Qn(ze11 — Bo) is analytic on
C*, it extends to a neighborhood of infinity in C, and satisfies Qn(ze1,1 — Bo) =
Qn(ze1,1 — Bo)*. Moreover,

1

1x (o1 — o) — o (611 — fo) @ Inl = O <N>

for any state ¢ on M, (C).

Proof. We prove first that E [Ry(Uy, ze1.1 — Bo)] is invertible in M,,(C) ® My (C)
for |z| sufficiently large. The method is similar to the one employed in the proof
of Lemma Recall that L = By ® 1 + 81 ® X1 + B2 ® X5 is a linearization
of the selfadjoint polynomial P(X;,Xs5) € C(X;,Xs3) obtained via the method
described in Section[4.2 We evaluate L in X; = Cn, Xy = UDNU* for an arbitrary
U € U(N):

B 2y w(Cn, UDNU*)*
- w(CN,UDNU*)  Q(CN,UDNU") |’

where U(CN7 UDNU*) S M(n—l)xl(MN(C)) and Q(CN, UDNU*) S Mnfl(MN(C))
In the following we suppres the matrix arguments of u and ). According to Lemma
this matrix is invertible for any z € CT. We recall from the proof of Lemma
that @~ is of the form Q! = S(I,—1 + T +---+T" 1), where S € M,,_1(C)
is orthogonal and T' € M,,_1(C(X1, X>)) is upper triangular and nilpotent. Thus,
T(Cn,UDNU*) € M,,_1(Mn(C)) is also an (n — 1) x (n — 1) nilpotent upper
triangular matrix with entries from My (C), for all U € U(N). Taking expecta-
tion with respect to the Haar measure on U(N) does not change the structure of
T(Cn,UDNU™).

As in the proof of Lemma composing Ry(-,ze;1 — o) with the Haar-
distributed random variable Uy and taking expectation entrywise provides in the
lower right (n — 1) x (n — 1) corner

E [Q_lu(z - P)_lu*Q_l] - E [Q_l] ,

where we have suppressed the arguments Cy and Uy Dy UR; from u, P, and Q. For
|z| large, the first term is very small in norm, so that invertibility of E [Q~!] implies
invertibility for the whole expression. But this follows easily from the fact (noted
above) that E [Q(Cn,UnDnUp) ] = (S®IN)(In-1@IN+E[T(Cn,UnDNUR) +
.- ~—|—T(CN, UNDNU;,)H_l]) and E[T(CN, UNDNUX]) +-- '—‘rT(CN, UNDNUX;)n_l]
is itself upper triangular nilpotent. Thus, E [Q’l] is invertible in M,,_1(C) ®
Mnp(C). As in Lemma we conclude the invertibility of E[Rnx(Un, ze1,1 — 5o)]
for |z| sufficiently large. Thus, for such values z € C¥,

ze1n ®In — L

leiﬁ)l]E [Ry (U, ze11 +ic — Bo)] " =E[Rn(Un, ze1,1 — Bo)] "

as a limit of analytic functions. Since

SE[Ry (U, ze11 +ie — o) > 0
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for all & > 0, the family {z > E[Ry (U, ze11 +ic — Bo)] ' }eso is normal. This
implies that lim. o E[Ry(Un,ze1,1 + ic — ﬁo)]fl = E[Ry(Un,ze1,1 — ﬁo)]fl ex-
ists and is analytic for all 2 € C*. The other statements of the lemma follow
easily. O

We note for future reference the analogue of (7.8) on Cte; ; — So:

(7.9) ngn wn,p(ze11 — Po) = w(ze11 — Po),

for any state ¢ on M,(C) and z € C*.

Proposition 7.9. Let Py: CN — CP be the projection on the first p coordinates
of CN in the standard orthonmormal basis. Assume that Cn, Dy € My(C) are
selfadjoint matrices, diagonal in the standard orthonormal basis of CN, each of
which converges strongly, to the bounded selfadjoint random variables ¢ and d, re-
spectively. Assume that ¢ and d are free with respect to the tracial state 7. Let
x € R\ o(P(c,d)) be given. Then almost surely as N — oo, the random an-
alytic function z — Rn(Un,ze11 — Bo) extends analytically to a neighbourhood
of x. Furthermore, assume that ¢; = limy_,o(Cn);; exist for 1 < i < p. Let
z € C\ o(P(c,d)) be given. Then almost surely

Nlim (In ® PN)RN(Un,ze11 — Bo)(In @ Py)

— 00

(710) = (w(2’6171 — Bo) X Ip — ﬁl X diag(cl, - ,Cp))_l R
in the norm topology.

Observe that, as shown in Lemma z +— w(ze1 1 — Po) is meromorphic, not
analytic, on C\ o(P(c,d)).

Proof. Theoremn 2.3[and Lemma state that {Cn,UnDnUR} converge strongly
to the free pair {c,d} as N — oo. According to Remark [2.1] for any £ > 0,
almost surely for all large N, the eigenvalues of P(Cn,UDyNU*) are within an e-
neighborhood of o(P(c, d)). That is, with the notations introduced in Section
there exists a set O, C Q such that P(O.) = 1 and for any w € O, there exists an
N € N such that o(P(Cn,Un(w)DnUn(w)*)) C 0(P(c,d)) + (—¢,€) whenever
N > Ng. If £, > 0 are sufficiently small so that (z — d,2 + ) C R\ (¢(P(c,d)) +
(—¢,¢)), then Ry (Un(w), ze1,1 — Bo) extends analytically to CTUC~U(z—4, T+6).
However according to Corollary 7.4 . there exists a probability one set O such

that
(7.11)

Jim_[[(F ® P)[Rov(Un (), 2611 — o) ~ BBy (Ux zens — Bo)]](Tn ® PR = 0,

for all w € O and all z € CT. The set O := O, N O has probability one.
Recall that wN(zel,l — ﬁo) =5 ® PNCNP;\} + (In ® PN)<E[RN(UN,Z€1’1 -
Bo)]) (I, ® Pj), so that, by Remark

(I, ® PN)E[RN (Un, ze1.1 — B0)](In ® P§) = (wn(ze11 — Bo) — 1 © PNCnPy) ™",
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for z € C*. Choose the pure states p; = e -ej, 1 < j < p, corresponding to the
standard orthonormal basis {e1,...,e,} in C?. We have
(Idar, ) ® ;) ((In @ Py)(E[Rn(Un, ze1,1 — Bo)]) "' (In ® Px)*)
= (lda,c) ® ¢j) (wn(ze1,1 — Bo) — f1 @ PNCNPY)
= wn,p,(2ze11 — Bo) — (Cn);,61,
for all j € {1,...,p}. We conclude that
(In ® P]\[)IE[]%]\[(U]\/7 zei1 — ﬂo)]([n ® P;\})

P

= D (wng,(ze11 = Bo) = (Cn);81) ®ey

j=1

It follows from Lemma (see equation(7.9)) and equation (7.11) that for all
w € O, we have for any z € CT,

lim (I, ® Py)Rn(Un(w), ze1,1 — Bo)(In @ Py)

im
N—o0

-1

-1
p

= Jim ;(MN,%- (ze11 — fo) — (Cn)j,i61) ®ejj
]:

= (w(zei,1 — Bo) ® I, — 1 @ diag(cy, . .. ,cp))f1 .

As shown in Lemma z + w(zey 1 —Po) is meromorphic on CtU(z—d, 2+5)UC™,
and w(ze11 — Bo) @ I, — B1 @ diag(cq, . .., ¢p) is invertible on the same domain. By
Lemma z— (I, ® PN)Rn(Un(w), ze1,1 — Bo)(In ® P5;) is unifomly bounded
in N on any compact set in CT UC™ U (x — 6,z + d). Thus, by Montel’s Theorem,
if w € O, then

lim (In (9 PN)RN(UN(ZD), zeyl — BO)(In ® P;\})

N —o0

= (wlzern — o) @ I, — fr @ diag(cr, ..., )",

forall z€ CtUC™ U (z — 6,z +9). O

8. PROOF OF THEOREM [5.1]
We are now ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[5.1. As explained in Section[6 due to the invariance of the Haar
measure, we may assume without loss of generality that By = UnyDyU5 where
Uy is distributed according to the Haar measure on the unitary group and both
Ay and Dy are real diagonal matrices in the standard basis of CV, such that

An = Diag(A1(An), ..., An(An)), Dn = Diag(Ai(Bn), ..., An(Bn)),

where A\j(An) =0;,1 < j < p. Then Ay and Uy DyU}; converge in distribution to

a pair a,b of bounded free selfadjoint random variables in a tracial C*-probability

space (A, 7), and p (resp. v) is the distribution of a (resp. b) with respect to 7.
As in [11], we write Ay as a sum Ay = Ay + A%, where

A’y = Diag(s,..., s, \pr1(AN), .- -, AN(AN)),
'\ = Diag(6y —s,...,0, — s,0,...,0).
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Here the real number s is an arbitrary point in supp(u). Define the matrix
© = Diag(0; — s,...,0, — s) = PNAN PR,

so that A%, = P;©Py where Py is the canonical projection CV — CP acting
as the identity on the first p coordinates of the standard basis of CV. With this
choice of s, A%, and Dy converge strongly to a and b, respectively, and thus,
according to Theorem and Lemma {AN, UnDNU}} converges strongly
to the free pair {a,b}. Thus, for any ¢ > 0, almost surely for all large N, the
spectrum of P(A%,UnDnUY) is included in {z € R,d(z,0(P(a,b))) < }. Recall
the linearization L(An,UNDNUN) = Bo Q@ IN + 51 @ An + B2 @ Ui DnUn of the
polynomial P evaluated in the matrices Ay and Uy, DnyUpn described in Section
According to Lemma a real number z is an eigenvalue of P(An,UxNDnUy) if
and only if the matrix (ze11 — fy) — f1 @ Any — 2 ® U DnUn is not invertible.
Moreover, according to , the dimension of the kernel of xIy—P(An, UNDnUn)
is equal to the multiplicity of the zero of z — det[ze11 ® Iy — L(ANn,UNDNUN)]
at . We write

w® Iy — (B1 ® An + B2 @ UyDnUn)
= wIy— (L@ AN+ 1 @ Ay + B2 @ UNDNUN)
= [L@In— (51 @ PyOPy)(w® Iy — (b1 @ Ay + 2 @ UyDnUN)) ']
X (w@In — (/1@ Ay + B2 @ UNDNUN))
This relation holds for any w € M,,(C) such that w®In — (81 @ AN+ 82U NDnUN)
is invertible. In particular, according to Lemmal[£.3] for any ¢ > 0, almost surely for
large N, the relation holds for w = zeq,; — By, for any z outside an e-neighborhood
of o(P(a,b)). Thus, almost surely for large N, for any z outside an e-neighborhood
of o(P(a,b)), (ze11—Bo)@IN — (f1 ® AN + P2 @ U DnUy) is invertible if and only
if [I, @ Iy — 1 @ PyOPy((ze11 — o) ® Iy — (81 ® Aly + B2 @ Uy DyUn)) '] is
invertible. The invertibility of this expression is in its own turn equivalent to
det [I, ® Iy — (1 @ PNOPN)
(8.1) x ((ze11 — o) @ Iy — (b1 @ Ay + B2 @ UNDnUn)) '] # 0.
According to Sylvester, det[I, — XY] = det[l, — YX] if X € M, «(C) and Y €
Msxr(C). Thus, relation (8.1)) is equivalent to
det [I, ® I, — (1 ® ©)(I, ® Py)
X ((2611 — ﬁo) %9 IN — (61 X AGV + 62 3 U;[DNUN))_1<In 39 P;\(;)] # 0.
Thus, if we assume w ® Iy — (81 @ Ay + B2 ® Uy DnUy) to be invertible, the

invertibility of w ® Iy — (81 ® An + B2 ® Uy DnUpy) is equivalent to that of I, ®
I, — (/1 ® ©)Fn(Un,w), where

Fy(Uw) = (I, ® Py)(w® Iy — (1 ® Ay + B2 @ U*DNU)) (I, @ PY).

We recognize Fn(Un,w) = (I, @ Pn)Ry(Un,w)(I, @ P5;) where Ry is defined
in (7.1) with Cy replaced by A%y. Recall that (A}y);; = s € supp(p) for j €
{1,...,p}. An application of Propositionyields that, for all z in the complement
of o(P(a,b)), almost surely,

| Fn(Un,ze11 — Bo) — ((w(zern — Bo) — sB81) @ L) ' =0

lim
N —o0
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and thus
A}Lmoo det { (81 ® ©)(I, ® Py)[(ze11 — o) ® In — (B1 ® Ay + B2 @ Uy DyUp)] ™
x (I ® P) — I ® I}
= A}gnoo det[(81 ® ©)Fn(Un, ze1,1 — Bo) — In @ L)

= det[(81 ® O)((w(zer,1 — Bo) — 541) ' @ I,) — I, ® 1]
= det[B1(w(zer,1 — Bo) — sp1) ' ©O — I, @ L.

As the determinant is multilinear, z — det[B1 (w(ze1,1 — Bo) — s61) ' ®O — I, @ 1]
is analytic on C\ o(P(a,b)). For any w in some event 2 with probability one, there
exists No(w) > 0, such that for any N > Ny(w), the function

Z det[(ﬁl ® @)FN(UN(W),ZeLl — Bo) -1, ® Ip}
is well defined on C\ (0(P(a,b)) + (—¢,¢)) and
i det[(81 ® ©)Fn(Un (@), ze1,1 — Bo) — I, @ 1]

(8.2) = det[B1(w(ze11 — Bo) —$B1) @O — I, @1,

for all z in the countable dense subset [C\ (0(P(a,d)) + (—¢,¢))] N (Q + iQ) of
C\ (¢(P(a,b)) 4 (—¢,¢)). Moreover, according to Lemma [£.4] the family

{Z — det[(ﬁl ® @)FN(UN(W), zey1 — 60) -1, ® Ip]}NZNo(w)

is uniformly bounded in N > Ny(w) on compact subsets of C \ (o(P(a,b)) +
(—¢,€)). Therefore, by Vitali’s theorem, we conclude that, for any w in Q, the
limit holds uniformly on compact subsets of C \ (o(P(a,b)) + (—¢,¢)). It
follows by Hurwitz’s Theorem (see [41, Kapitel 8.5]) that almost surely, if t €
R\ (o(P(a,b))+(—¢,¢)) is a zero of z — det[B1 (w(ze1,1 —Bo) —s61) @O -1, ®1,)]
of multiplicity m(t), then for any 0 < § < 0, there exists Ns € N such that
z > det[(f1 ® ©)Fn(Un(w),ze1,1 — Po) — In ® I,] has m(t) zeros (counted with
multiplicity) in (¢ — 0,¢ + §) for N > Nj and conversely, if det[8(w(te11 — Bo) —
sp1) @O — I, ® I,] # 0, then for any 0 < § < &; there exists N5 € N such that
det[(81 @ ©)Fn(Un(w),ze11 — Bo) — I, @ I)] # 0 for all x € (t — d,¢t + §). This
gives a characterization of the eigenvalues of P(An, Ui DnUn) which are almost
surely outside o(P(a,b)) in terms of Voiculescu’s subordination function and the
spikes of Ax. We still need to argue that this characterization is equivalent to the
one described in part (1) of Theorem Observe that

Bi(w(zein — o) —s1) @O ~ I, ® I,
(61 ® Diag(64, ..., tgp) —5P1 ® Ip) (w(zel,l - 60) - 551)_1 I, —1I,®1,
= (B1®@Diag(bs,...,0,) —w(zer1 — Bo) @ I) (w(zer1 — fo) — sp1) " @ I,.

If 2+ w(zer 1 — Bo) is analytic at z = ¢, then det[B1(w(te11 — Bo) — 8B1) 1 @O —
I, ®I,] = 0 if and only if det[5; ® Diag (61, ...,0,) —w(te11—Bo) ®I,] = 0, and the
zero has the same order. This is the determinant of a block-diagonal p x p matrix
having on the diagonal the n x n selfadjoint matrices ;51 — w(te1,1 — Bo). Thus,

0 = det[By (w(ter,1 — Bo) — B1) ' @O — I, ® I,] = [ [ det[0; 81 — w(ters — Bo),

j=1

as stated in Remark [5.2]
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Unfortunately, the map z — w(zey,; — fBo), while analytic on C* UC™, is guar-
anteed by Lemma to be only meromorphic on C\ o(P(a,b)). A pole of z —
w(ze1 1 — Bo) might produce another zero for the determinant det[8; (w(te1,1 —Bo) —
sp1) "t ®O—1,®1,], which does not come from the above product. In order to avoid
that, we have introduced the auxiliary function w,(z) = (w(ze11 — Bo) + i)~ L.
This function is analytic in a complex neighborhood of R\ o(P(a,b)), as well as on
all of C*. We have

Br(w(zer — Bo) —sp1) ' @O -1, ® I,
= [Biwo(2) ® © — (I, — (il,, + 5B1)wo(2)) @ L] (In — (il + sB1)wo(2)) ! @ I,,.

Note that I,, — (i, + s81)w,(x) is an invertible matrix for all © € R\ o(P(a,b)).
Indeed, if w(ze1,1 — Bo) is analytic around x, then, according to Lemma it is
selfadjoint. Thus, as I, — (il, + sp1)wo(z) = I, + (sB1 + i) (w(zer1 — Bo) —
sP1) "t = (sB1 + i) (s + il,) "t + (w(zer 1 — Bo) — sB1) 1], the invertibility of
I, — (il + 831w, () is equivalent to the invertibility of [(sf1 +il,) ! + (w(we1 1 —
Bo) — sB1)"t]. But this last expression has imaginary part strictly less than zero,
so it is invertible. If w(zey 1 — fo) is not analytic, but only meromorphic, around
x, by Lemma 2+ (w(ze11 — Bo) — sB1) 7! is still analytic around z, and thus
necessarily selfadjoint in z, so that the same argument shows the invertibility of
[(sB1+1il,) "t + (w(wer 1 — o) — sB1) ~]. Thus, the second factor on the right-hand
side of the above-displayed relation satisfies det[(1, — (i, + sf1)w,(z)) " @ I,] # 0,
z € R\ o(P(a,b)). So det[B(w(zer1 —Bo) —sB1) 1 ®O —1I,,®1,] = 0 if and only if
det[Brwo(z) ® O — (I, — (il + 5B1)wo(2)) ® I,,] = 0. But frw,(2) ®© — (I, — (i1, +
$B1)wo(2)) ® I, is again a p x p block-diagonal matrix with blocks of size n x n:

det[B1wo(2) ® © — (I, — (il + sB1)wo(2)) @ 1))
(Hlﬂl + i)wo(z) -1,
= det
(OpB1 + 1)wo(2) — I,

Thus, given t € R\ o(P(a,b)), det[B1(w(ter,1 — o) —s41) ' @O — I,, ® I,,] = 0 if
and only if

P
] detl(6;81 + i)wo(t) — L] = 0.
j=1
Moreover, the order of the zero of det[B;(w(ze1,1 — o) —s61) ' @O -1, ®I,) =0
at z = t is equal to the sum of the orders of the zeros of the factors det[f;5 +
)wo(z) —Iy]) at z=t, j =1,...,p. This proves part (1) of our theorem.

We discuss next the asymptotic position of the eigenvectors corresponding to
outliers relative to the position of the eigenvectors of Ay. Given a normal operator
X on a Hilbert space, we denote by FEx its spectral measure. Thus, if S is a
Borel set in C, and X € My(C), then Ex(.5) is the orthogonal projection onto the
linear span of all eigenvectors of X corresponding to eigenvalues in S. Assume that
61 > --- > 6, Then E4,({6;}) is a rank one projection, and thus the Hermitian
matrices in these equations have rank one, so their norm is equal to the absolute
value of their unnormalized trace. Thus we need to show that, almost surely,

(83)  Jim Tew [Bay({0:) Epiay e pyug (¢ =t + )| = 054, Cill).

N
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Choose § > 0 sufficiently small and N large enough so that [0; —6,0; +5]No(Ax) =
{0;}, 1 < i < p. If §is an open subset of a finite-dimensional Euclidean space,
denote by D(S) the space of complex-valued compactly supported smooth functions
on S. Pick functions f; € D(R) such that 0 < f;(z) < 1lforallz € R, f;(6;) = 1 and
supp(fi) C [0; — 3, 6; + d]. Choose also a function h € D(R) such that 0 < h(x) <1
for all z € R, supp(h) C (t —e,t +¢), and h(z) =1 forall z € [t — 5,6+ 5]. It
follows form part (1) of our theorem that for N sufficiently large, we have

Eay ({0 Epay unpyus)((t —e,t +¢)) = fi(An)R(P(ANn,UnDNUY))

almost surely (here, and in the following, the evaluation of a function on a normal
operator is understood in the sense of continuous functional calculus).

Next we need a concentration of measure result similar to the one in Proposition
Define gni: U(N) — C by gn:(U) = Try [fi(An)h(P(AN,UDNUY))]. We
show that gy ; is Lipschitz with a Lipschitz constant that is majorized independently
of N.

Lemma 8.1. Suppose given a function h € D(R) and a selfadjoint polynomial
P € C(X1,Xs2). Assume that the selfadjoint matrices Ay, Dy € My (C) satisfy
M := sup{||An|| + |Dn||: N € N} < 4+o00. Then the functions gn;: UWN) — C
gn,i(U) = Ten[fi(An)R(P(ANn,UDNU*))] are Lipschitz, with Lipschitz constants
v~ which satisfy the boundedness condition C := sup{yn: N € N} < 4o0.

Proof. Assume first that P is a single monomial: P(X;, Xs) = X, --- X;, . Then
P(An,UDNU*) can be written as
P(ANn,UDNUY) = KgUDNU*K\UDNU - K, yUDNU*K,,
where K; € {1, An,..., A%} and r € {0,1,...,m + 1}. We have
P(An,UDNU*) — P(Ax, VDNVY)

= Y KoUDNU*---K; y [UDN(U = V)* + (U = V)DyV*] K - - VDNV'K,,
j=1
so that
|P(An,UDNU*) — P(An, VDNVl

< D IKIDN - 1Kl IDNIIIT = Vi2 + U = V2] D]
i=1
X [KG |- [ D[]
< 2(m+ 1)sup{L, [An|, [[Dn[}"U = V2 < 2(m + 1)(M + 1)"[|U = V2.
Let now
m 2
P(X1,X3) =ao+ Z Z iy,ij Xiy o Xiyy ao,a4,,..4; € C.
J=liy,.i;=1
Then
|IP(An,UDNU*) — P(AN,VDNV™)|l2
m 2

< (X

j=111,..., i;=1

@i,y |20+ )M+ 1) U = V]2,
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and the constant (27:1 Z?l,.“,ijzl |aiy,....i; 1207 + 1)(M + 1)j> does not depend on
N. Recall that if h: R — C is Lipschitz, then so is its functional calculus h: {X €
Mpy(C): X = X*} — My(C), with the same Lipschitz constant when My (C) is
endowed with the Hilbert-Schmidt norm (see, for instance, [I7, Lemma A.2]). Since

h € D(R), it follows that h is Lipschitz; denote its Lipschitz constant by . Thus,

|gN,i(U) - gN,i(V)\
= [Trn [fi(An) (R(P(An, UDNU")) = h(P(AN, VDNV™)))]

< (AN l2h(P(An, UDNU?)) = h(P(An, VDNVT))l2
< ’}/”.P(AN7 UDNU*) - P(AN, VDNV*)HQ
m 2
< (X Y lan.s 20+ DM+ 1) | U=V
G=1d1,eeyiz=1
([l
According to [3, Corollary 4.4.28], we have
N
P(lgni(Un) =~ Elgni(Un)]l > 1) < 2exp ( == |, n>0.
By the Borel-Cantelli lemma,
(8.4) Jim (g, (Un) = Elgni(Un)]) =0, 1<i<p,
almost surely. According to [I7, Lemma 6.3],
Elgn,i(Un)] =
.1 . ’ oy —
~tim 29 [ B [Tow [£(4w) (€ + i)y ~ P(Ax, UnDxU30) ™| h(€) dé =
yl0 T R

(8.5) — nmls/RE H((f +iy)In — P(AN,UNDNU?‘V))’I]

yl0

[ e

1,1

as fi(Ay) is simply the projection onto the i*® coordinate. Recall the linearization
L of P:

(¢ +iy)In — P(An,UnDnUR))
= |(€+iy)(ers ® In) = L(AN, UnDNUR) ']

3

where the entry (1,1) is an N x N matrix entry of the n x n linearization matrix
(see Section |4.2)). By Proposition and Proposition 1), we have

Jim (1, @ PY)E (€ +iy) (e1n @ In) = L(An, UnDNUR)) ™| (I @ Py)*

= (W((E+iy)ers — Bo) @ I, — f1 @ Diag(6y,...,60,)) "
Thus,

N—o00

i 2 [[((€ + iy — Pl owDy0i) ]|

(8.6) = [(W(@ +iy)er,1 — Bo) — 91‘51)71}

1,1
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We would like to be able to pass to the limit as N — oo in (8.5 and replace the
expectation of the resolvent under the integral with the expression involving the
subordination function. Denote by

)

Ain(z) = [(w(zem — Bo) — 9151)_1] T E H(ZIN — P(An, UNDNUX/))_l}iJ :

s

According to Lemma this function is well-defined on C* U C~ and satisfies
A; n(Z) = A; n(2). We claim that there exists a sequence {vy}n € [0, +00) such
that limy_oc vy = 0 and

1
(S2)?

(8.7) 1Ay n(2)] < vy (1 + ) . zeCt.

Indeed, observe first that z — E H(zIN — P(Ap, UNDNU;{,))_l} 4 ] is the Cauchy-

Stieltjes transform of a probability measure ¥y ;. The hypotheses of our matrix
model guarantee that

limsup || P(An, UNnDNURN)™|| < 00

N —oc0

for all m € N, so that the family {Ux;} nven is tight, and moreover, all its limit points
have moments of all order. As seen in though, the sequence of Cauchy-Stieltjes
transforms on ¥ ; has a limit as N — oo, namely z — {(w(zem — Bo) — 91-51)71} .

1,1

s

)

Moreover, according to Lemma z {(w(zel)l — Bo) — 91‘51)_1} extends
1,1

analyticaly with real values to R\ [-m,m] for m > 0 sufficiently large, so that
¥; = limy_00 Yn,; has compact support. Thus, A; y(2) is the difference of two
Cauchy-Stieltjes transforms of compactly supported probability measures, one con-
verging to the other. We apply [I1, Lemma 4.1] with py = 9y ; — 9; to conclude.
Relations , , and the Lemma from [I9, Appendix] allow us to write

lim E[gN,i(UN)]
N—o0

= — lim nmls/RE H((g+z‘y)IN—P(AN,UNDNUJ’*V))_ll

N—oo yl0 T

[

1
—  lim lim =% [ A iy)h(€)d
Nﬂnooﬁ%w“/R N(E+iy)h(§)dE

yl0

)

— lim lg/R {(w((é“ +iy)err — Po) — 92’51)71} 1 h(§) d€
(88) = —lim l%/R [l +ig)ers = o) — 807" n()de.

yl0

3
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Since supp(h) C (t —€,t+¢) and h(z) =1 for x € [t — 5,¢ + 5], it follows that

tim =3 [ (w6 -+ iv)ers = o) = 0,5)7'] | hie) e

ylo T 1,1
1 [t—% _
= 1?41?01 <) 3 [(w((ﬁ +iy)er,r — Bo) — 0i51) 1} . h(&) d§
.1t . -1
+ lylig T t+& S [(w((f + Zy)el’l N '80) - 91‘61) ]1 1 h(g) dg
1 tj? . -1
— 1;?01 ) & [(w(({ +iy)err — Bo) — 0:P1) L . d¢

1t B
= tmoe [ [l e ) — 087

< ;
t+£

1 _
B lylfg% t—2 [(w((€ —iy)err = Po) — 0ifr) 1} 1,1 de.

)

We have used the fact that z — (w(ze1,1 — o) — Hiﬁl)_l is analytic on [t —e,t —
SJUt + 5.t + €] and takes selfadjoint values, and the fact that w(Zei1 — Bo) =
w(ze11 — Po)*. Recall (see, for instance, [I, Chapter 4]) that if f is an analytic
function on a simply connected domain D, except for an isolated singularity a,
then ;- f,y f(z)dz = n(y,a)Res,—q f(z). Here 7 is a closed Jordan path in D not
containing a, n(y,a) is the winding number of v with respect to a, and Res,—, f(2)
is that number R which satisfies the condition that f(z)— Zfa has vanishing period
(called the residue of f at a). Let 7, be the simple path formed by concatenating
the segments [t — 5 —iy,t — 5 +iy], [t — 5§ + iy, t + 5 +ayl, [t + 5 +iyt + 5 — iy
and [t 4 5 —iy,t — § — iy], with winding number one with respect to ¢. Then

Res.— [(w(ze11 — fo) — 0:61) ]

1,1

= o [ [wen - ) s ds
Yy ’
1 3 —1
= 5 ) @t men - 5) -08)7] | a
1 2“‘% . -1
5wt | l@e—mens 5oy —op) e

1 t—5+iy t—5—iy 1
wom [+ [(wlzera — o)~ 6:80)7Y] s,
21 \ Ji—s—iy t+5—iy Lt

independent of y > 0. Thus, we may take limit as y N\, 0 in the above. As
z+— |(w(ze11 — Bo) — 91-51)71} ) is analytic on a neighborhood of v, for all y > 0,
1

)
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it follows that the last two integrals tend to zero as y decreases to zero. Thus,

Res,—y [(w(261,1 — o) — 91'51)_1} .

.1 t+s . -1
= 1}1827@ . {(w((f +iy)er,1 — Bo) — 6:51) ]1 ) d¢
t+5
—timoe [ e imen - a0

%
= — lim E[gn,:(Un)].
N—oo

Since z — — [(w(zel’l —fBo) — 01-51)71} | Dreserves half-planes, if it has ¢ as an
1,

isolated singularity on R for it, then ¢ must be a simple pole of it. Thus, the
function

— Jim_ Bl (Un)] = lim(z — 1) [(w(zers = Bo) —0:8)7] .

Combining this with (8-8), (8.6), (8-4) and (8.3)), we conclude the proof of part (2)
of Theorem (.11 O

9. PROOF OF THEOREM

Unlike the case of the unitary model discussed until now, the map w is holo-
morphic, not just meromorphic, on the set {x € M,(C): k Q14 — PRz — 51 ®
a invertible}. This justifies the comment from Remark

It is clear that it is sufficient to prove Theorem for deterministic Ay since
the random case readily follows as pointed out by assertion 2 in [35] Section 3]. We
provide a self-contained proof for the convenience of the reader interested exclusively
in the Wigner case.

9.1. Reduction to the convergence of an M,,,(C)-valued map. This section
follows almost verbatim the first part of Section Let Vy be a N x N unitary
matrix such that A = Vi DnVy where

DN = Diag(el, cee 70;07’71(N)3 s 77N—p(N))'
We split Ay into a sum of two matrices Ay = Ay + A%, where
Ay = VnyDiag(s,...,$,71(N),...,ynv—p(N))Vy = VN D Vx,

N = VnDiag(by —s,...,0, —s,0,...,0)Vy = VDY Vx.

Here s € R is a constant belonging to the support of . The strenghtened asymp-

totic freeness result [12, Theorem 2.1] and [22] Proposition 2.1] guarantee that the

support of /fLP(A, Xy converges almost surely to o(P(a,z)) as N — oo. There-
NN

fore, using Lemma for all zy € C\ o(P(a,x)), for all 0 < € < d(z,0(P(a,x))),
almost surely for N large enough, for all z € C such that |z — 29| <€, (ze1,1 —5o) ®

In —651® AQV — P2 ® X—\/% is invertible. Define the matrix

© = Diag(0; — s,...,0, — s) = PyDy Py,

so that DY, = P5©Py where Py is the canonical orthogonal projection CV — CP
onto the first p coordinates of CV. For any z in (29 — €; 29 + €), set w = ze1 1 — Po.
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‘We write
XN
w® Iy — QAN — ® ——
N — B N— DB N
XN
= wRIN-—F/[ VAN —BLRAy — R —=
N — 1 N — b1 N — B2 N
= |, @Iy — B @ VNPLOPNVE <w®] — B @Ay —B ®XN)1
n®InN — 1 @ VNPNyOPNVy N — B NP ® s
XN
X wely — @Ay — ®>
( N— 5 N — B2 i

Thus, the invertibility of (ze11—50)®IN—F1QAN—[2® X—\/% is equivalent to the in-

—1
vertibility of {In ® Iy — B1 ® VN PLOPNV (w RIN—PLRAN — B2 ® XT%) } ,

which is in its own turn equivalent to

det

X —1

Note that, by (4.1]), the multiplicity of an eigenvalue z of P(Ay, X—\/%) in (z9—e€, z9+e€)
coincides with the multiplicity of z as a zero of

det

Xyt
I, ®In — RVNPLOPNVE) [w @Iy — B @ Ay — ®) .
N — (A1 ~NPyOPy N)< N — B N — DB N 1

As det[l, — XY]| = det[l; — YX] for rectangular matrices X € M,»s(C) and

Y € M. (C), it follows that the zeros in (29 — €, 29 + €) of det(zIy — P(Ap, )\5—%)
and of
det [I, ® I,—

-1
(81 ® ©)(I, ® PyVR) <w @Iy — B @ Ay — o @ 5%) (I & Vi PL)

coincide (with multiplicity). Thus, our problem reduces to the study of the limiting
behavior of the function

XN

VN

9.2. The Gaussian case. Let Gy be a standard G.U.E (Gaussian Unitary En-
semble) N x N matrix and set Fy(w) = (I, ® PyVi)(w @Iy — f1 @ Ay — B2 ®
G n ® Vi PR).
Proposition 9.1. Let w: H (M, (C)) — HT (M, (C)) be the M, (C)-valued subor-
dination map 29, 5] such that for all k € HT (M, (C)),

w(n) =K — 52(IdMn((C) ® T) [(Ii RlIgy—PFo®x—[1 ® a)fl} Bo.

For any w € HY(M,(C)), E [Fg(w)] converges towards ((w(w) — sB1) ®Ip)_1,
when N goes to infinity.

-1
Fy(w) = (1,2 Py V3) (w @In -1 R AN — B2 ® ) (In®VNPy) € Myy(C).
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Proof. Let w be in H(M,,(C)). First note that, by the unitarily invariance of the
distribution of the G.U.E matrix, we have

E[F§(w)] =R |(I, ® Px)(w® Iy — fi @ Diy — B2 ® 5%)%@ ® Py .
For any K > 0, we have
E[Ff (w)] = E[F§ (w)gy <x] + EFF (W) gy > k).

Let € > 0 and choose K > 3. Then E[F§(w)1jgy|>x] < [[(Sw) Y|P (|Gn] > K)
tends to zero when N goes to infinity by Bai-Yin’s theorem [7]. Now,

E[F¥(w)lgy|<x] = //(In®PN)(w®IN—ﬁ1®D§v—52®UN($1)AN(902)U5§(331))_1

(In ® Py) dP(21) 1) A (20) | <k dP(22),
where Uy is a N x N Haar unitary matrix and Ay is a real N x N diagonal
matrix such that for almost every xz, the empirical spectral measure pa y (z,)
converges weakly to the semicircular distribution. By Corollary [7.7] on unitary
invariant models, for almost every xa, [(I, ® Pn)(w ® Iy — /1 ® Dy — B2 ®
Un (21) AN (22)UR (21)) " (1o @PF) dP(21) 1) Ay (20)) < ¢ cOnVerges to ((w(w)—sp1)®
I,)7! when N goes to infinity. By dominated convergence, it readily follows that

//(In ® Py)(w® Iy — By @ Dy — B2 ® Un (1) An (22)Ux (21)) 7"
X (In ® PX/) dp(xl)IHAN(xz)HSK dHD(Ig)

converges to ((w(w) —sp1) ® Ip)_l. Thus, limy . E[F5(w)] = ((w(w) — s81) @
1)L 0

9.3. Approximation procedure. Following [12 Section 2], for any € > 0, one
can find Xy (e) = [(X(€))ijli<i,j<n such that Xy (e) = Xn(€)* and

(H1) the variables vV2RX;;(€), v23X;;(e), (i < j) € N2, Xyi(e), i € N, are
independent, centered with variance 1 and satisfy a Poincaré inequality
with common constant Cpy,

(H2) for any m € N,

(9.1) sup B (|X;(e)|™) < +oc,
(i,j)EN?

and almost surely for large N,

‘ XN — XN(G)

vN
—1

Set F$(w) = (I, ® PyV5) (w RIN— L ® Ay — B ® ng>) (I, ® VuPy). Tt
readily follows that
(9-2) [Fx (w) = Fy (w)]| < el B2l (Sw) ™|
Note that assumptions (H1) and (H2) imply that, for any € > 0,

V(i,j) € N%, k{7 =0, kb =1,

‘Se.

V(i,5) e N2, i #j, &7 =0, ih7 =1,
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and for any m € N\ {0},

(9.3) sup |khI€| < 4oo, sup |kLI| < +oo,
(4,5)€EN? (i,§)EN?

where for i # j, (K47)m>1 and (£5¢),,>1 denote the classical cumulants of
V2RX,j(€) and v23X;;(€) respectively, and (k%5€),,>1 denote the classical cu-
mulants of X;;(e) (we set (R55¢),,>1 = 0).

9.4. Comparison with the Gaussian case. For any matrix M € M,(C) ®
My (C), we denote by

(9-4) MY = (Idu, (c) ® Trn) (M (In ® €,5)) € Ma(C),

and
M;; = (Tl"n ® IdMN(C)) (M (6]'71‘ ® IN)) S MN(C),

where e; ; (resp. é;;) denotes the n xn (resp. N x N) matrix whose unique nonzero
entry equals 1 and occurs in the row j and column .

Proposition 9.2. Let G be a standard G.U.E matriz. For any ¢ > 0 and w €
H* (M,,,(C)), define

-1
Golw) = (me_gl@A;V_ﬁz@XNﬁ(ve))

and

-1
)= (woly-poay-he ) .

There exists a polynomial P. with non negative coefficients such that for all large

N, for any v,u € {1,...,N}, for any w € H*(M,(C)), for any deterministic

B](\}),Bj(?) € M, (C) ® My(C) such that HB](\})H <1 and ||B](\$)|| <1, we have

05 [E(BYG wBY)" -~k (BY 6 w)BR) || < =P(|Gu) !

Wi ),

and
1
VN

Proof. The first step on our proof is the following well-known lemma:

(96) B [F5 ()] = ElF§ ()] < —=Pe(l|(Sw) 7).

Lemma 9.3. Let £ be a real-valued random variable such that E(|¢[PT2) < co. Let
¢: R — C be a function whose first p+ 1 derivatives are continuous and bounded.
Then,

(9.7) E(§6() = Y " E@ () +¢
a=0 :

where ko are the cumulants of &, |e| < Csup, |p®+tV)(t)[E(|€[PH?), and C only
depends on p.

We follow the approach of [37] (chapters 18 and 19) consisting in introducing
an interpolation matrix Xc(a) = cosaXy(€) + sinagG for any o € [0, 5] and the
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corresponding resolvent matrix Ge(o,w) = (w RIN -1 Ay —
for any w € H* (M,,(C)). We have

5 5 /2
B |EGY (w) —]EGe(w)} BY :/ E< <1>83 Gela, w)Bﬁ>> da,
0

G, w) = Ge(a,w)fa @ [cos a\/gﬁ - sinaX\]/V]L\/_E)} Ge(a,w).

Define the following basis of the real vector space of the selfadjoint matrices in
MN((C):

€jj = €51 <J <N,

1
€jk = 2(éj,k +ék,;),1<j<k<N,
_ i .
Jik =: \ﬁ(ej,k €r;),1<j<k<N
‘We have
9 -
aGe(a,w)
1 Y N )
- JN —sin aXyk(€) + cos aGrr] Ge(o, w) P2 @ € 1 Ge(a, w)
k:l
1
Z —Sina\/iﬁ%Xjk( ) + cos a\f&%gjk (o, w)
w2 |a
B2 ® €;, $Gela,w)
1

4 Z [—sma\f\s k() —&—cosa\f\sg]k] (o, w)

1<j<k<N

=

62 02y fj,kée (a7 w)
Now, for any 1 <k < N, j < k, applying Lemma to each random variable ¢ in

the set {\/Q@?Xjk(e), ﬁ&eg]—k, ﬁ%Xjk(e), \/%gjk, Xk (€),Grr, j < k} and to each
¢ in the set

{1 [BY G0, w)8; @ 6 x G0, w) BY €41 @ e
Tr [B](\})C:'E(a,w),@g ® éj7ké€(a,w)B](\?)eq’l ® éuﬂ,} ,

Tr [B](\})G'E(a,w)ﬁg ® fj,k(?ﬁ(a,w)B](\?)eqwl ® éu,v:| :1<u,v<N,1<¢q,l< m} ,

with p = 3, and setting B = B](\?)e%l ® éuﬂ,Bg\})7 we have:
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_ CJ\({O;) AN |G, w)Ba © éx x G, w) B2 @ i G, w)
? k=1
62 ® ék,kée (Oé, w)B}
+ C(‘;) Z Iig’k’eTr [ée(a, w)P2 ® éj,kée(aaw)/@2 ® éﬁkée(a’w)
Nz 1<j<k<N
Bo @ &j1Ge(a, w)B}
c - - G MWe
+CO S T Gl 1) © FiuGelo ) FraClo, )
Nz 1<j<k<N
B2 ® finGela,w)B]
C(a) al ~ A é
T2 > kT {Ge(% w) B2 @ ek 1 Ge(a, w)B2 ® e kGe(or, w)
k=1
B @ &5 Cel0, )6 © &Gl w) B]
é ke ~ > e e ¢
+ z\(fozé) > kT [Ge(aa w)P2 @ € kGe(a, w)B2 @ € 1Ge(o, w)

1<j<k<N

P2 ® éj,kéé (v, w)B2 @ éjykég(a, w)B}

+ N2 Z ki’k’eTr [ée(aa w)52 & fj,kée(aa 'LU)BQ & fzj,kéé(av ’LU)
1<j<k<N
B2 @ FinGe(,w)f @ fGelo, w)B]
+4
= Lh+DL+I3+ 14+ 15+ Is+9,
with .
[(Sw)~ ]
0| < Ceri—pre="y,
N

where C(a) and C(a) are some polynomials in cosa and sina, and C, is some
nonnegative constant. In the following, C. is a nonnegative constant that may vary
from line to line. It is clear that

oy =114 o 1|5
. <C€H(w\/§v” and || SCGH(\WJ}\)[ I,

Let us denote for a while G¢(a,w) by G. Now, I and I3 are a finite linear combi-
nations of terms of the form

C )
(9.8) ]\([(’;) Z ket [ﬁQGplpz52Gp3p452(GB](\?))psueq’l(Bj(\})G)vps} ’
* jkee
where £ is some subset of {1,..., N}2, C/k€ ¢ {ng’k’e, Fig’k’e}, {p1,...,ps} contains

exactly three indices k and three j. The two following cases hold:
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o If p5 = pg = j resp. k, then

Z Ci*eTy,, [ﬁgGmm,Bng?’p“ﬁg(GB](\?))p"’“qu(B](\})G)”p"}

j.ke&

< Bl |0 NZH ey |@seye
1/2 N 1/2
< C. ||52|| || 1” N H I)G vj ZH GB(2) Jju
i=1 i=1
<GBl |(Sw) | o,

We use Lemma [I0.1] in the last line.
e If p5 = j resp. k then pg = k resp. j, then,

Z C’j’k’eTrn [BQGPIPZ 52(;;0317452(GBJ(\?))psaueql(B](\})G)vm]

j.ke&

N
< clel’ o <Z |3y
k=1

N
> ] [

Jj=1

IN

N 12 [N
j=1

CenN |1B2]* [|( 1!I

IA

where we use Lemma [[0.1] in the last line.

It readily follows that for i = 2, 3, there exists some contant C. > 0 such that

J(w) "

IZSOG
=R

Finally, I5 and I are finite linear combinations of terms of the form

Jkey, [52(;1711720[(;173174526;1)5176 Bo (GB](\?))pweqyl(B](\})G)m]
J,keE
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where & is some subset of {1,..., N}2, 09k e {25 1% {p) ... ps} contains
exactly four k£ and four j. There exists some constant C > 0 such that

Z CIkeTy, |:62GPIP2BQGPSP452Gp5p6ﬁ2 (GB )pw (BS)G)UPS]

j,keE
< CN Bl ||(Sw) I (ZH (GBY k“)

1/2
< CNE Bl (w) ) (ZH GBy)" >
< C/aN B [|(Sw) !,

where we use Lemma [T0.]in the last line. It readily follows that for ¢ = 5,6, there
exists some constant C. > 0 such that

l(Sw)~|°

VN
Proposition [0.2] readily follows. O
9.5. Concentration of F§ (w) € M,(C) ® M,(C) for w € H*(M,(C)).
Proposition 9.4. Let w € H" (M, (C)). Then almost surely,
(9.10) lim Fy(w)—E[Fg(w)] = 0.
N—00

Actually, we are going to prove the following more general result, similar to
Proposition 1).

Proposition 9.5. Let m be fized in N. Then for any orthogonal projectors p and
q of rank at most m in My (C), for any w € H*(M,(C)), almost surely,

(9.11) Jim [|(, @ qVR) {Ge(w) - E[ée(w)]} (In @ Vp)|| = 0.

Proof. Let fi,..., fn, respectively fi,..., fy, be an orthonormal basis adapted to
the decomposition CN = pCN @ [pCN]+, respectively CN = ¢qCN @ [¢CV]*. Denote

by e1,...,en, the standard orthonormal basis of C¥. We have
(10 avi) [Getw) ~ BIG ()] (n @ Vivp)|
- sup (L @ gV3) [Ge(w) — EG.(w)]] (I @ Vivp)a, y)]
r,y € C"@CN
Izl < 1, [yl < 1
< i max[(Gew) ~ EG(w)(e ® Vi), e @ Vi)
1,1 € {1,..., n

Tr {[Ge(w) — EG(w)l)(e: @ Vv fy)er @ Vinf})" .

Therefore, we are going to study Tr {(G’e (w) — IE(G’Jw))) K} for any matrix K =

vu* where u and v are vectors in C* ® C such that ||ul| <1 and |jv|| < 1.
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For any Hermitian matrix Yy define
Gyy(w)=(w® Iy — B2 ® Yy — f1 @ Ay) 7.
Denote by Hy (C) the set of N x N Hermitian matrices. Define fy : Y € Hy(C) —
Tr [GYN (w)K] .
In(Zn) = In (Vi) = Tr (Gzy () 82 @ (Vi = Zn)|Gyy (w)K )
Therefore

lfN(ZN) — fn(YN)]
< (Tr{pi @ (Yn — 2Zn)*})

X (TT{GYN(IU)KGZN (w)éZN (’LU)*K*GYN(U))*})
(Te82)"? (e { (v — Zx)?})"?|
(Te82) "2 [(Sw) Y (Te {(Zn — Yn)*})

1/2

1/2

|GZN (w)GZN (w)*K*éYN (w)*éYN (’LU) ” 12
1/2

IN

IN

Thus, the function fx is Lipschitz.

Remark 9.6. If the law of a random variable X satisfies the Poincaré inequality
with constant Cp; then, for any fixed o # 0, the law of X satisfies the Poincaré
inequality with constant o?Cp;. Moreover, assume that probability measures
[1,- .., pr on R satisfy the Poincaré inequality with constant Cpr(1),...,Cpr(r)
respectively. Then the product measure p; ® - - ® u, on R" satisfies the Poincaré

inequality with constant C'p; = fnax Cpi(i) in the sense that for any differen-
i€{1,...

LT}

tiable function f such that f and its gradient gradf are in L?(u; ® -+ ® piy),

V(f) < C;;,/ngadf”gdm S pr

with V(f) = [|f = [ fdu @ ® pr|*dps @ - @ - (see 27, Theorem 2.5]) .

An important consequence of the Poincaré inequality is the following concentration
result.

Lemma 9.7 ([3, Lemma 4.4.3 and Exercise 4.4.5] or [31, Chapter 3]). Let P be a
probability measure on R™ which satisfies a Poincaré inequality with constant Cpy.
Then there exists K1 > 0 and Ko > 0 such that, for any Lipschitz function F' on
R" with Lipschitz constant |F|rp,

€
Ve >0, P(|F —Ep(F)| >¢) < K exp(—).
(1F= BBl = 0 = Brep \ =3, VGl

Hence, Remark Lemma and (H1) yield the inequality
P (‘Tr [(éé(w) - E(Ge(w))) K] ] > 5) < 2exp <70N1/2||(%w)’1||’25) .

Then (9.11) follows by an application of the Borel-Cantelli lemma. (]
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9.6. Conclusion. Now, writing
F(w) = (w(w) —sp1) @ I,) "

= Fy(w) — Fy(w) + Fy(w) — E[F§ (w)] + E[F§ (w)] — E[FF (w)] + E[F§, (w)]

— ((w(w) = sB) @ I,) ",

letting N go to infinity and then e tend to zero, (9.2]), (9.10) Proposition and
Proposition [0.1] yield
Theorem 9.8. For any w € HT (M, (C)), almost surely, when N goes to infinity,
Fn(w) converges towards ((w(w) — sf1) ® Ip)_l.

Note that w extends as an analytic map z — w(ze1,1 — o) to all of C\ o(P(a,x))
(the proof is a simplified version of the proof of Lemma .

Let t be in R\o(P(a,z)). Define ¥(w) = w®l—LF1®@a—pF2@z. Set wy = ter 1— L.
According to Lemma U (wq) is invertible and thus there exists § > 0 such that
(9.12) d(0,0(¥(wp))) > 46 > 0.

According to Theorem and Proposition almost surely for any k, for any
polynomial P in two noncommutative indeterminates with coefficients in My (C),

. Xy
. /
leéoHP< N m)

Define Uy (w) =w®In — 1 @ Ay — 52 ® % In particular, almost surely for any

= [|P(a,2)].

polynomial P € C[X], we have
lim || P(Wx (wo))|| = [ P(¥(wo))].

N—oco

By asymptotic freeness we also have that almost surely for any polynomial Pe
Clx1,
i (tr, @ b ) (P(2 (o)) = (0 © ) (P(2 (o).
Thus, we deduce that almost surely for IV large enough,
dr (o(¥n(wo)),o(¥(wo))) < /4.

Now, for any w € M, (C), since ¥y (wp) is selfadjoint, the elements of o (¥ (w))
stay at a distance from o(¥y(wp)) which is lower than ||w — wgl|. Then, using
[9.12)), it readily follows that almost surely for all large N, for any w such that
lw — wol| < d/4,

d(0,0(¥n(w))) > 4d/2.
Moreover, denoting by s1(M) the smallest singular value of any matrix M, we have
s1(Un (w)) = s1(¥y(wo)) — llw — wol,
so that almost surely for all large N, for any w such that ||w — wo|| < §/4,
(2N (w)) ] < 4/6.

Therefore almost surely for large N, (Fi )y is a normal family of holomorphic maps
on {w € M,(C), |lw — (te11 — Bo)|| < §/4}. Set

A ={we M,(C),|lw— (ter1 — Bo)|| < /4, Sw > 0}.

Almost surely for any w € A such that Sw € M, (Q) and Rw € M,(Q), Fn(w)
converges towards (w(w) — sf31) ! ® I,,. By Vitali’s theorem, it follows that almost
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surely Fy converges towards a holomorphic function on {w € M, (C), ||w — (te; 1 —
Bo)|l < 8/4}, and, in particular, Fy(ze11 — o) converges for any z € C such that
|z —t| < §/4. Let us prove that the limiting object is (w(ze1,1 — Bo) — s61) ' ® I.
Almost surely for large N, for any ¢ € Q\ {0}, 0 < 1/¢g < /8 and any z € C such
that |z —¢| < §/8, setting e, =1 if Iz > 0 and €, = —1 if Iz < 0, we have

FN(zeLl — /80) — (W(Zel,l - ﬂO) - 561)_1 ® IP
= (In®PNV]:;){\I/N(26171 750)}71[7;%17“8[1\/]

€ _ .
x{WnN(ze1,1 + ijn —B0)} (I ® VN PR)
L€ €2 _
+ Fn(ze11 + Zzzfn — Bo) — (w(ze11 + 'LEIn — Bo) —sp1) @ I,

+ (w(ze11 + i%[n —Bo)—sB1)t® I, — (w(ze11 — Bo) — s61) 7t ® I,.

Thus,
|Fn(ze11 — B) — (w(zer1 — Bo) — s61) " @ L ||
1
< 16—
< e

L€z L€z _
+ || Fn(zer1 + ZEIn — o) — (w(ze1,1 + Z;In — Bo) — s61) '® Ll
L€ _ _
+ [[(w(ze11 + Z;—rn — Bo) —aa) ' @I, — (w(zer1 — Bo) — sP1) T @ L.

We deduce by letting N go to infinity and then ¢ go to infinity that almost surely,
for any z € C such that |z —t| < /8, Fn(ze1,1 — o) converges to (wi(ze1,1 —fo) —
sB1)~' ® I, when N goes to infinity. We conclude by Hurwitz’s theorem that for €
small enough, almost surely for large N, the number of zeros of

z > det [In®lp—

1
(5 © ©) (I, ® Py) ((zem ) @Iy —a® Ay~ B );%) (1 & %)

and the number of zeros of z — det[I,, ® I, — (81 ® ©)(w(ze1,1 — Bo) — s81) ' @ 1))
in {z € C: |z — t| < €} are equal. Now, note that
Bi((w(zenr — Bo) —sp1) ' @O — I, ® I,
= (b1 ® Diag(0y,...,0,) — 561 ® I)) (w(zenr — fo) —sP1) " @, — [, ® I
= (ﬂl X Diag(ﬁl, ey tgp) — w(zeu — ﬁo) X Ip) (w(zell — ﬂo) — 861)_1 X Ip

and
p
w(zer,1 — Bo) ® I, — By @ Diag(s,...,0p) = > (w(zen — Bo) — f16s) @ e,
i=1
so that

p
det(w(ze11 — Bo) ® I, — B1 @ Diag(6y, ..., 0,)) = [ [ det(w(zen — Bo) — B16:).
1=1

Theorem [5.3] follows. O
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10. APPENDIX

Lemma 10.1. For any matric M € M, (C) @ My (C),
L
klj)2 2
(10.1) Nk;lﬂM I < nl[M]]

and for any fized k,

N

(10.2) D IIME|P < nl[M)?
=1

and
N

(10.3) DM < nj|M |,
=1

where M* is defined by (9.4).

(1
2]
(3]
(4]
(5]
(6]
(7]
(8]
(9]

(10]

(11]
(12]

(13]

14]

(15]

See [12, Lemma 8.1] for a proof.
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