Random band matrices in the delocalized phase, III: Averaging fluctuations
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We consider a general class of symmetric or Hermitian random band matrices H = (hay), yep1,npe IR
any dimension d > 1, where the entries are independent, centered random variables with variances
Szy = E|hgy|2. We assume that s;, vanishes if |z —y| exceeds the band width W, and we are interested
in the mesoscopic scale with 1 « W « N. Define the generalized resolvent of H as G(H,Z) := (H — Z)™ !,
where Z is a deterministic diagonal matrix with entries Z,, € C4 for all z. Then we establish a
precise high-probability bound on certain averages of polynomials of the resolvent entries. As an
application of this fluctuation averaging result, we give a self-contained proof for the delocalization
of random band matrices in dimensions d > 2. More precisely, for any fixed d > 2, we prove that the
bulk eigenvectors of H are delocalized in certain averaged sense if N < w'*%. This improves the
corresponding results in under the assumption N « W“”d%l, and in under the assumption
N < W'*§. For 1D random band matrices, our fluctuation averaging result was used in , to prove
the delocalization conjecture and bulk universality for random band matrices with N « W4/3,
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Random band matrices. Random band matrices H = (hyy)q,yer model interacting quantum sys-
tems on a large finite graph I' of scale N with random transition amplitudes effective up to scale of order
W <« N. More precisely, we consider random band matrix ensembles with entries being centered and inde-
pendent up to the symmetry condition hgy = ny. The variance s, = IE|hmy|2 typically decays with the
distance between x and y on a characteristic length scale W called the band width of H. For the simplest
one-dimensional model with graph I' = {1,2,--- , N} and hy, = 0 for |z — y| > W, we have a band matrix
in the usual sense that only the matrix entries in a narrow band of width 2W around the diagonal can be
nonzero. In particular, if W = N/2 and all the variances are equal, we recover the famous Wigner matrix
ensemble, which corresponds to a mean-field model.

In this paper, we consider the case where I' is a d-dimensional torus Zﬁl\, ={1,2,--- ,N}¥ with d > 1, so
that the dimension of the matrix is N¢ (with an arbitrary ordering of the lattice points). Typically, we take
the band width W to be of mesoscopic scale 1 < W <« N. The band structure is imposed by requiring that
the variance profile is given by

1 r—vy .
Spy = Wf ( W ) with sty = sty =1, (1.1)
x y

for some non-negative symmetric functions f that decays sufficiently fast at infinity. As W varies, the random
band matrices naturally interpolate between two classes of quantum systems: the random Schrédinger
operator with short range transitions such as the Anderson model [1], and mean-field random matrices
such as Wigner matrices [36]. A basic conjecture about random band matrices is that a sharp Anderson
metal-insulator phase transition occurs at some critical band width W,.. More precisely, the eigenvectors of
band matrices satisfy a localization-delocalization transition in the bulk of the spectrum |[7,8,37], with a
corresponding sharp transition for the eigenvalues distribution [21]:

o for W > W,, delocalization of eigenstates (i.e. conductor phase) and Gaussian orthogonal/unitary
ensemble (GOE/GUE) spectral statistics hold;

o for W « W,, localization of eigenstates (i.e. insulator phase) holds and the eigenvalues converge to a
Poisson point process.

Based on numerics |7},/8] and nonrigorous supersymmetric calculations [22], the transition is conjectured to
occur at W, ~ v/N in d = 1 dimension. In higher dimensions, the critical band width is expected to be
W, ~+/log N in d =2 and W, = O(1) in d > 3. For more details about the conjectures, we refer the reader
to [27,34,35]. The above features make random band matrices particularly attractive from the physical point
of view as a model to study large quantum systems of high complexity.

So far, there have been many partial results concerning the localization-delocalization conjecture for band
matrices. In d = 1 and for general distribution of the matrix entries, localization of eigenvectors was first
proved for W <« N1/8 [27], and later improved to W < NY7 for band matrices with Gaussian entries [25].
The Green’s function was controlled down to the scale Im z > W~% in [15}|18], implying a lower bound of
order W for the localization length of all eigenvectors. For 1D random band matrices with general distributed
entries, the weak delocalization of eigenvectors in some averaged sense (see the definition in Theorem was
proved under W > N7 in [11], W > N*/° in [14], and W > N7/9 in [23]. The strong delocalization and
bulk universality for 1D random band matrices was first rigorously proved in [4] for W = Q(V), which was
later improved to W > N3/4 recently in [6]. We mention also that at the edge of the spectrum, the transition
of the eigenvalue statistics for 1D band matrices at the critical band width W, ~ N%¢ was understood in
[33], thanks to the method of moments. For a special class of random band matrices, whose entries are
Gaussian with some specific covariance profile, some powerful supersymmetry techniques can be used (see
[10,34] for overviews). With this method, precise estimates on the density of states [9] were first obtained for
d = 3. Then random matrix local spectral statistics were proved for W = Q(N) [31], and delocalization was
obtained for all eigenvectors when W > N6/7 and the first four moments of the matrix entries match the
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Gaussian ones 2] (these results assume complex entries and hold in part of the bulk). Moreover, a transition
at the critical band width W, ~ N/2 was proved in [28-30,[32], concerning the second order correlation
correlation function of bulk eigenvalues.

The purpose of this paper is two-fold. First, we shall prove a precise fluctuation averaging estimate on
certain average of polynomials of the resolvent entries, which is used in [5] to establish the local law for the
generalized resolvent of 1D random band matrices H. Second, using the fluctuation averaging estimate, we
shall give a self-contained proof for the weak delocalization of random band matrices in dimensions d > 2
under the assumption W > N @+, This kind of weak delocalization of bulk eigenvectors was proved under
the assumptions W > Nais in [11,12], W > N3a%2 in [14], and W > N3 in [23]. (In [14], the authors
claimed they can prove the weak delocalization under the condition W > N d%‘*, which turns out to be
wrong as pointed out in [23].) One can see that our results strictly improve these previous result. Moreover,
the exponent is closer to being sharp (W, = O(N?) for d > 3) when d increases. We remark that our proof
can be also applied to 1D band matrix and gives a weak delocalization of the eigenvectors under W > N %,
however it is strictly weaker than the result in [6], where the strong delocalization of the bulk eigenvectors
was proved under the same assumption.

1.2 Averaging fluctuations. In this subsection, we explain why we need a good fluctuation averaging
bound. Then in Section [I.3] we will describe briefly the main new ideas used in the proof of this bound. For
the following discussion, we focus on the weak delocalization of bulk eigenvectors of random band matrices
in dimensions d > 2. For the application to 1D random band matrices in [5}/6], we shall use a slightly more
general model, which will be defined in Section

Our basic tool is the resolvent (Green’s function) defined as

Giz)=H-2)7" 2e€Cy:={€C:Imz>0}. (1.2)

The Green’s function was shown to satisfy that for any fixed € > 0,

max |Gay(2) — m(2)0zy| < z=FE+in, (1.3)

T,y /I/Vdn7

with high probability for all n > W~% in [15,18] (see Theorem [2.18), where m is the Stieltjes transform of
Wigner’s semicircle law

4 gzdf, z € (C+. (14)

s VE
m(z) := —

T o

The bound already implies a lower bound of order W for the localization length, but is not strong
enough to give the delocalization on any scale larger than W. The bound we need is that for any scale
W < I <N,

max (77 Z ) =o0(1) with high probability (1.5)

x|z — y\<l

for some W~¢ < 1 < 1. To get an improvement over the estimate (1.3)), as in [14}23], we introduce the
so-called T-matrix, whose entries

Toy = SewlGuyl®,  Szw = Elhawl®, (1.6)

are local averages of |G,,|?. The importance of T lies in the following facts:
(i) by a self-consistent equation estimate (see Lemma , we can bound

max |Ggy — mémy|2 < N®max T, (1.7)
z,y zy

with high probability for any small constant ¢ > 0;
(ii) for any scale > W, we can bound

S oGl Y T (L8)

ailz—y|< wilz—y|<I+O(W)
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The key tool to estimate the T-matrix is a self-bounded equation for T (see ([2.18])):
|m[*S \m\ S 2 2
oy = 0 (£ 5g) 4 3 (s, (Gl = i), (19)

where S = (sz,) in the matrix of variances. One observation of [14] is that the behavior of T is essentially
given by

2
0= |m| Z| |2k gk, (1.10)

and the second term in (1.9) can be regarded an error under proper assumptions on W and 7. By the
translation invariance of S in (1.1J), S* can be understood through a k-step random walk Zle X, on the
torus {1,2,---, N} with single step distribution P(X; =y — z) = s4,,. Also with

m(z)]? =1—-an+0n?), z=E+in, a:=4/\4-E?

we only need to keep the terms with k = O(n~1) in . Then there is a natural threshold at n. = W?/N?2.
For k < 1!, the k-step random walk is almost a random walk on the free space Z¢ without boundary, and
behaves diffusively by CLT. This consideration gives the following diffusion approximation of T (see Appendix
A):
1 w?
Tyy(2) = Ogy(z) ~ W Ws = g2’ for n=Imz > ek (1.11)

The main part of the proof is to estimate the error term in . It turns out that for z # y, Ty =~
|m|?E,|Gyy|?, where E, is the partial expectation with respect to the z-th row and column of H. Hence the
error term is approximately a sum over fluctuations: ) 020w Qu|Guy|?, where Q, := 1 — E,,. The main
difficulty is that |Gyy|? and |Gyy|? for x # 2’ are not independent; actually they are strongly correlated for
n < 1. Estimating the high moments of these sums requires an unwrapping of the hierarchical correlation
structure among many resolvent entries. In [14] and [23], the authors adopted different strategies. For the
proof in [14], a so-called fluctuation averaging mechanism in |13] was used. It relies on intricate resolvent
expansions to explore the cancellation mechanism in sums of monomials of G entries. In [23], however, the
authors performed a careful analysis of the error term in Fourier space, where certain cumulant expansions
are used. In this paper, we will follow the line of |13||14] and prove a much finer fluctuation averaging
estimate as we will outline below.

Let b, be any sequence of deterministic coefficients of order O(1). Suppose we have some initial (rough)
estimates on the GG entries: for some constant 6 > 0 and deterministic parameters ® and I', we have

max |Gay = deym| < @, max > (G +1Gya?) <T?, W2 <B<NT, T>1, (1.12)

oy zeZd,
with high probability. The state of the art fluctuation averaging estimate was proved in [13]:
’ 3 b, (1Gay ) — Im*Try) ‘ < N® (Nd/2<1>2 n Nd<I>4) o> WY (1.13)
T:x#Y

with high probability for any constant € > 0. In this paper, we claim that a much stronger estimate holds:
with high probability,

‘Z (1Guyl? — \mPTmy)]ng(Hr?cp?), n>we. (1.14)
T:TAY

Recall that I'? ~ n~! by the following Ward’s identity for the resolvent entries:
ImG
D 1Gay* = Z|Gyz|2 = = e B, (1.15)
x

which can be proved using the spectral decomposition of G. Together with the initial input ® = We(Wdy)~1/2

by (1.3)), it is obvious that (1.14)) is better than (1.13)) by a factor of W</N?. For 1D random band matrices,
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the gaining of the W/N factor is the most essential reason why one can reduce the condition W > N 4/5 in
[14] to the condition W >> N3/ in [5,/6]. For d > 2, (T.14)) allows us to establish the weak delocalization of

random band matrices under the assumption W > N @+2 as we shall explain now.
With max, , 0., = O(W~%) by (1.11)), we obtain from (1.14) and (L.7) that with high probability,

Z (L+n"'0%). (1.16)

IQ%X |Gy — m(5m,|2 < N5/2Twy <

If we assume W > N%ﬂ, then Wdn > 1 for n = W?2/N? and the above bootstrapping estimate gives an

improved estimate
€

max |Gy — Myzy|? < with high probability. (1.17)
T,y

wd
It seems that this estimate is still not good enough to conclude (1.5). However, using and -, we
can obtain that for some sequence of deterministic coefficients b,, of order O(1),

n Z Tacy—nwg Zb Qw|Gwy|

@:|lz—y|<l

: - (14 @%) =o(1),

if we take n = W?2/N? and ®2 = N*W 4 by (1.17). This gives (1.5 by (T.8), which implies the delocalization
on any scale [ < N.

1.3 Basic ideas. In this subsection, we discuss the basic ideas for the proof of . All the results
and discussions in this paper apply to both real and complex band matrices. For simplicity of notations, we
consider only the real symmetric case.

Our starting point is the same as the one in |13|, that is, we try to bound the high moments of the
left-hand side of : for any small constant € > 0,

B[ 3 00 (16— ImPTey) [ < N (1202 4 1)7, pean.
r:xH#Y

Then a standard application of the Markov’s inequality turns the high moment estimates into a high proba-
bility bound. Keeping track of all the correlations among a large product of resolvent entries with different
indices is rather involved. For this purpose, a convenient graphical tool was developed in [13] to organize the
calculation, where the indices are the vertices of the graphs and the G entries are represented by the edges
between vertices. In this paper, we shall extend the arguments in [13] and develop a graphical representation
with more structural details. Also as in [13], estimating the high moments requires an unwrapping of the
hierarchical correlation structure among several resolvent entries, which will be performed using resolvent
expansions in Lemma [5.4] and Lemma such as

Gacoz Gay

Gay =G + o

« ¢ {xay}a or Gacy = —Gzq ZHxaGS;, X 7& Y. (118)

Here for any a € Z%,, G denotes the resolvent of the (N —1) x (N¢ —1) minor of H obtained by removing
the a-th row and column. The resolvent expansions are represented by graph expansions, i.e. expanding a
graph into a linear combination of several new graphs. For example, applying the first expansion in
to the G, edge in a graph gives two new graphs, where one of them has the G, edge replaced by the two
edges Gzo and Goy. For the second expansion in , we will create a new vertex « in the graph, which
is in the W-neighborhood of z.

We rename y to the star index x on the left-hand side of . Then we rewrite the sum as

3 e (1Gea? = [mPToi) = D ba (BalGasl® = [m*Tos) + > 52Qu|Goil*. (1.19)
TixFEK TirFEK TxFEKx

In the rest of this section, we focus on the second sum and discuss briefly the basic idea to prove the following
moment estimate: for any small constant € > 0 and fixed p € 2N,

E[ 3 0.QulGa 2| < N (1202 +1)". (1.20)
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The moments of the first sum on the right-hand side of are in fact easier to bound. We remark that
all the graphs used in this paper are rooted graphs, with the root representing the x index.

Comparing and , one can notice that we essentially replace the N%®2 factor with the I'2
factor in . The origin of these two factors is as following. In the high moments calculation, terms like

ZCszylGW? or ZcmeyleyQ, e = O(1), (1.21)

will appear in the expressions. The authors in [13] bounded them by N9®?2, which is not good enough when
we consider band matrices (although it is sharp for mean-field random matrices with W = N). Instead, we

shall use the better estimate
Z |Gy, Gays] ST? (1.22)

by the second estimate in (1.12]) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. This is the very origin of the I'? factor in
(1.20). In the rest of this subsection, we discuss the main difficulties and our new ideas to resolve them. In
particular, the graphical tool plays an essential role in our approach.

1.3.1 The nested property

In order to apply the bound I'? to the expressions as in (1.22)), the order of the summation is important. For
example, using (1.22]), we can bound the following sum as

} : 2 2 : 22 : 2 :
|(;x1*(;$1x2(;$1$3(;x2*(;x2$3| = |(;x2*| |(;x1*(;x1x2| ‘(;x1x3(;x2x3
21,T2,T3 2 1 3

(1.23)
Sz F2 Z |GI2*|2 Z |G11*G9€19€2| 5 Pz Z |GI2*‘2 S FG‘

o Xy )

However, in some cases, we may not be able to find such a summation order to get enough number of T’
factors. For example, the following sum is also an average of the product of 6 resolvent entries, but we can
only get

E |G11*GI1902GI1I3G$2*G1213GI3*| = E |G13*| § ‘GI2*GI2I3‘ E |Gr1*GI1I2GI1I3|
x3 T2 1

Z1,T2,T3

(1.24)
ST [Garel 3 GGl ST Y [Gael STON20),

xr3 T2 xr3

using and , where one T factor is replaced by a N%2® factor. (Note that we get the same
bound if we sum over xs or x3 first.) This example shows that in general, we are not guaranteed to get
enough number of I' factors in the high moment estimate if the indices of some expression do not satisfy
the following well-nested property. Given an average of certain product of resolvent entries over free indices
r1,...,Tp, we shall say that these indices are well-nested if there exists a partial order x < z;; < -+ <z,
such that for each 1 < k < p, there exist at least two resolvent entries that have pairs of indices (z;, , Za,,)
and (z;,,zg,) With zq,,28, < ;. Note that if the indices are well-nested, then one can sum according
to the order z;, — ---... = x; to get a I'?? factor. In our proof, we always start with expressions with
well-nested indices. However, after several resolvent expansions, it will be written as a linear combination of
much more complicated averages of monomials of resolvent entries. It is often very hard to check that the
indices in the new expressions are also well-nested. This is one of the main difficulties in our proof.

To resolve the above difficulty, we try to explore some property that guarantees well-nested summation
indices and, at the same time, is robust under the resolvent expansions. In terms of the graphical language,
the well-nested property of indices is translated into a structural property of the graphs, which we shall
call the ordered nested property. Suppose we want to estimate the p-th moment in . After some

(necessary) resolvent expansions, we will have graphs containing vertices {z1,. .., 2,,x}. Roughly speaking,
a graph G has ordered nested property if its vertices {z1,...,%p,*} can be partially ordered in a way
* LTy < Wy, < <X, (1.25)

such that each of the vertex x;,, 1 < k < p, has at least two edges connecting to the preceding atoms (here

we say a precedes b if a < b). For example, the left graph in Fig.[l| corresponding to (|1.23) has ordered
nested property, while the right graph in Fig. corresponding to ((1.24) does not.
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STAR STAR

X X3 Xy X3
X2 X

Figure 1: The left graph represents (|1.23) and satisfies the ordered nested property with the order x < zo <
21 < x3. The right graph represents ([1.24) and does not satisfy the ordered nested property.

Suppose a graph satisfies the ordered nested property with (1.25)), then one can sum over the vertices
according to the order Zx,_l Zx_z -+ >, . If the graph contains 2p+ s edges, then 2p of them will be used in
(2 k2 ’Lp

the above sum to give a I'?? factor while the rest of the s edges will be bounded by ®*. However, the ordered
nested property is hard to track under graph expansions, especially because the order of the vertices will
change completely after each expansion. Fortunately, we find that the ordered nested property is implied
by a stronger but more trackable structural property of graphs, which we shall call the independently
path-connected (IPC) nested property. A graph G with vertices {z1,...,x,,*} is said to satisfy the
IPC nested property (or has the IPC nested structure) if for each vertex, there are at least 2 separated paths
connecting it to *, and the edges used in these 2p paths are all distinct. One can show with pigeonhole
principle that a graph with IPC nested structure always satisfies the ordered nested property. For example,
the graphs in Fig.[I] do not satisfy the IPC nested property. On the other hand, the graphs in Fig.[2] have
IPC nested structures and one can see that the vertices can be ordered as x < x5 < 7.

STAR STAR

‘xl X2 X1 ‘x2

Figure 2: The left graph represents |Gy, +|?|Gz,+|?. We apply the first resolvent expansion in (1.18) to Gy,
and draw one of the new graphs on the right, where the G, edge is replaced by two edges Gz, 2, Gryxs

which still constitute a path from z; to . Here we omitted the G}, factor in the second graph.

In the proof, we always start with graphs with IPC nested structures. The main reason we introduce this
stronger concept is that compared with the ordered nested property, it is much easier to check that the IPC
nested property is preserved under resolvent expansions. Here the IPC nested property is preserved in the
sense that if the original graph has IPC nested structure, then all the new graphs appeared in the resolvent
expansions also have IPC nested structures. This in fact follows from a simple observation that, in resolvent
expansions, we always replace an edge between vertices, say, @ and § with a path between the same two
vertices a and . In particular, the path connectivity from any vertex to the x vertex is unchanged. Hence
we are almost guaranteed to have the IPC nested property (which implies the ordered nested property) at
each step of our proof. However, we need to be very careful during the proof since the graph operations other
than resolvent expansions may break the IPC nested structure, and this brings a lot of technical difficulties
to our proof as we will see in Section [I.3.3]

1.3.2 Two-level structures

In estimating the p-th moment in (1.20), the initial graph will contain p free indices, say {z1,...,2p}
However, in some resolvent expansions, we will add new vertices to the new graphs, such as the new vertex
« in the second expansion in ([1.18]). Moreover, these indices lie within the W-neighborhoods around the free
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indices. Thus in general, we shall bound averages of products of the form

P

G @G @) max
H( oy’ By’ o B, )7 1<k<ks

i=1

up to the choice of the charges of the resolvent entries. (Here the charge of a resolvent entry indicates
whether it is a G factor or a G factor.) Unfortunately, the introduction of new indices breaks the connected
paths from the free vertices to the x vertex. Hence we lose the IPC nested property of the free vertices
{z1,...,2,}, which, as we discussed above, helps us to get enough number of I' factors.

To handle this problem, we introduce the random variables (\Ilmy)%’yeztliV , see Definition They are

roughly defined as the local L2-averages of the G entries with indices within W-neighborhoods of (k,):

1
‘\I’xy|2 = Z Wed (|Gar/y/|2 + |Gy’x"2) )

max{|z’—z|,|y' —y|}<SN™W

for small constant 7 > 0. It is easy to see that under (1.12]),

(Way| SNT®, [T, | S NPTT?, (1.26)

with high probability. The importance of the ¥ variables is that they provide local uniform bounds on the
off-diagonal G entries, i.e., for any free vertices x; and z;,

szl Ay <tos wew 10 7 ONGasl S Waee, (127)
with high probability. This follows from a standard large deviation estimate, see the proof for . It then
motivates us to organize the graphs according to certain subclasses of vertices. More specifically, we shall
call the indices atoms, where the * index is called the x atom and the free indices {z1,...,z,} are called free
atoms. We then group each free atom x; and the atoms within its W-neighborhood into a subclass called
molecule, denoted by [x;]. (More precisely, an atom « belongs to the molecule [z;] only if o can only take
values subject to the condition |a—xz;| < N"W. Note that even if an atom 3 is not in the molecule [z;], some
of its values can still lie in the W-neighborhood of x;.) Here we are using the words “atom” and “molecule”
in a figurative way. We now have a two-level structures for a particular graph, that is, the structure on the
atomic level and the one on the molecular level (i.e., on the graph where each molecule is regarded as one
vertex). We have the following simple observations:

e although the graphs can keep expanding with new atoms added in, the graphs on the molecular level
are always simple with the x atom and p molecules [z;], i =1,...,p;

e by (1.27), for all the off-diagonal edges with one end in molecule [z;] and one end in molecule [z;],
they can be bounded by the same Wy, variable;

e the path connectivity from any molecule to the x vertex on the molecular level is preserved under
resolvent expansions (since in each expansion, we replace some edge between atoms, say, « and 3, with
a new path between two atoms in the same molecules as o and f3).

These facts together with make the molecular graphs and the ¥ variables particularly suitable for
defining the IPC nested property. That is, for a general graph, we say it satisfies the IPC nested property
if the molecular graph with vertices [z;], i = 1,...,p, has this property. For this reason, we shall say that
the IPC nested structure is an inter-molecule structure. For example, the molecular graph in Fig.[3| satisfies
the IPC nested property. Now following the arguments in Section as long as we keep the IPC nested
structure of the molecular graphs, we can bound the inter-molecule edges by W variables, sum over the free
indices according to the nested order, and apply the second bound in to get the desired factor I'?? in
the p-th moment estimate.

Given the above definition, it is easy to check that the IPC nested property on the molecular graphs are
preserved under resolvent expansions. Moreover, the above view of point of “two-level structure” will also
facilitate our following proof. In fact, besides the I'? factors from the IPC nested structure, we still need to
extract enough number of ® factors. Roughly speaking, we will adopt the idea in |13], which has led to the
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[x2]
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Figure 3: Given a graph with two free atoms 1, 29 and an atom S in the W-neighborhood of x4, we perform
the second resolvent expansion in to the edge G, and get the middle graph, where we create a new
atom « in the W-neighborhood of 2. We group z2, a and § into a single molecule [x2] := {x2, a, 5}, i.e. the
part inside the pentagon. The middle graph has a two-level structure, where we draw the molecular graph
with molecules [z1] and [z3] on the top, and the structure inside the molecule [x3] (i.e. the inner-molecule
structure) on the bottom. Again we have omitted some details in the graphs, such as the G, and Hg,
factors.

two extra ® factors in besides the factor N¢®2. The approach in [13] allows one to divide the graph
into smaller subgraphs and bound each part separately. This is possible because only the total number of
off-diagonal edges (i.e. the ® factors) in the graph matters. But the same approach cannot be applied to
our proof, because we need to maintain the IPC nested structure of the graph as a whole. As a result, some
manipulations of the graphs in [13] that can destroy the IPC nested structure are not allowed. Instead, we
shall organize our proof according to the two-level structure: the inter-molecule structure, and the inner-
molecule structures (i.e. the subgraphs inside the molecules). In the proof, the inter-molecule structure are
only allowed to be changed through resolvent expansions, since we need to keep the IPC nested property.
We will show that the inter-molecule structures of the graphs only provide a I'2® factor in . On the
other hand, the rest of the ® factor will come from graph operations which may change the inner-molecule
structures but preserve the IPC nested structures. This will be discussed in detail in next section.

1.3.3 The role of Q,’s

In this subsection, we discuss the basics idea to obtain the ®? factor. So far in the discussion, we have
ignored the @,’s in (1.20). In fact, to bound the left-hand side of ([1.20), we need to estimate averages of
the following form

EY exG(x), x:=(21,...,35), cx=0(), G(x):=]]Qu (Ga,), (1.28)
x i=1

where G, denotes the part of the expression obtained from the resolvent expansions of |G .|>. We will use
colors to represent the ,’s in graphs, i.e. we associate to all the components in G,, a color called “Q;,”.
To avoid ambiguity in the graphical expressions, we require that every component of the graph has a unique
color, in the sense that every component belongs to at most one @, group. In Fig.[d] we give an example of
a colorful graph.

The idea of using averaging over @, (-) terms to get an extra ® factor is central in [20] and subsequently
used in the proofs of fluctuation averaging results of many other works, e.g. [15/17./19,26]. In these papers, the
authors studied the specific quantity Y, b,Q. (G, ), but we can apply the same idea to Zx?ﬁ* be Q|G |?.
Roughly speaking, we can write the expectation of the product in G(k) as

E[A4iQu, (G2)] = E [ (4 = A™) @, (62.)]

where A; is the expression outside @Q,, .Agm") is any expression that is independent of the x;-th row and
column of H, and we have used E;,Q,,(-) = 0 for the equality. It turns out that if A; does not contain
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Figure 4: We color the graphs in Fig.with colors @, (red) and @, (green). The left graph now represents

Qa1 (IG 215 2) Qs (|G |?), and the right graph represents Qu, (Guywy Gayx G, G52)Quy (|Gue|?), Where

oo
we did not draw the G}, factor.

the x; index, then it is weakly correlated with the x;-th row and column of H, and we can chose Agwi) such
that the typical size of (A; — AE‘"’“)) is smaller than A; by a ® factor. If A; contains the z; atom, then it
already contains sufficiently many off-diagonal edges, i.e. ® factors, as we need. We can perform the above
operations to all the free indices z;, 1 < i < p, and obtain an extra ®? factor. As an example, for p = 2 and
x1 # x9, we can use the first resolvent expansion in (|1.18) to write

E (Quy|Gars?) (Qus|Gane?) (1.29)
—5Q,, | (e + Gl ) (G 4 Sl )| (QulGul). (1.30)

Thus for Ty = Qy, |Gz, +|?, we can choose Fé“) = Qq, |G§fj2*)|2 such that (As — Aé“)) contains at least one
more off-diagonal edge of order ® (see the right graph of Fig.. In the actual proof, instead of using the
free indices, we will use the concept of free molecules, but the main ideas are the same.

The origin of the second ® factor is more subtle, and was first identified in |13]. Roughly speaking, it
comes from averages of the following form in :

Zbaeaﬁlc;aﬁz, bo = OW N1 (Jo — 5] S W), (1.31)

where 12 are atoms outside the molecule [x;]. The key observaton is that Gz, Gaps, satisfies the self-
consistent equation

GOC/Bl Ga/32 = Z(l - mZS);’i [Q’Y (G’Yﬁl G’)’Bz) + 5’7] ) (132)
Y

where &, denotes the error term for each v, and it is smaller than the main term by a ® factor. For the
main terms, we get an average of the form

D dQy (Gop,Gap,), = OW D1 (ly — 2| SW), (1.33)
.

which leads to another ® factor by the argument in the previous paragraph. The above argument works due
to the following reasons:

(1) the entries (1 —m?S),} are negligible for [a@ — 4| > (log N)*W (see (2.15))), so we can include v into
the molecule [z;] such that the IPC nested structure of the graph is unchanged after replacing (|1.31))
with (L.33);

(2) replacing (1.31) with the &, part also preserves the IPC nested structure;
(3) each free molecule [z;] contains at least one atom « that is connected with two edges of the form ((1.31]).

Here (1) and (2) ensure the IPC nested structure of the new graphs, and (3) shows that we can get enough ®
factors from the free molecules. However, we still have the following technical issues, which make the above
argument to be the trickiest part of our proof.

10

{figdpdf}

{fluc example

{charged_intr

{charged_intr

{charged_intr



(i) We always start with a colorful graph. However, for the above arguments to work, the two edges
Gap, Gap, need to be colorless. Thus we first need to remove all the colors (i.e. the Q,’s) from the
graphs, i.e. write a colorful graph into a linear combination of colorless graphs.

(ii) The atom « connected with the two edges Gop, Gop, may be also connected with other edges. Thus
we need to perform some operations to get a new graph which contains a (possibly different) atom o’
that is connected with only two edges G5, Go’g, and is in the same molecule as «. We shall call such
an atom a simple charged atom.

(iii) The simple charged atoms in different molecule may share edges. Hence we have to handle them one
by one, not as a whole. Moreover, each time we apply the previous argument from (|1.31)) to (1.33)), we
need to repeat the processes in (i) and (ii) again.

It is worth mentioning that the operations in (i) and (ii), although can be very complicated, are easy to
check to preserve the IPC nested structures of the graphs.

Finally, we remark that the above argument cannot be applied to terms of the form Ga[;léaﬁg, since the
(1-m29)~!in is well-behaved due to the nonzero imaginary parts of m, while (1 — |m|%9)~! in the
case of Gap, Gup, is not since m| =1 — O(n).

1.3.4 Summary of the proof

Following the above discussions, our main proof consists of the following four steps.

Step 0: Develop a graphical tool which extends the previous ones used in e.g. [13}|15]. This is the content of
Section [.1] and Section [6.11

Step 1: Starting with the graphs in the high moment calculation, we perform graph expansions, identify the
IPC nested structures and obtain the first ® factor. This is the content of Sections [5.2H5.9] and Section
This step, although contains the main new ideas of this paper as discussed in Sections and
[[:372] is actually the relatively easier step of our proof.

Step 2: Remove the colors as discussed in the above item (i). This is the content of Section
Step 3: Create simple charged atoms as discussed in the above item (ii). This is the content of Section
Step 4: Deal with simple charged atoms using (1.32). This is the content of Section

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we introduce our model and present the main
result—Theorem whose proof is mainly based on two averaging fluctuation lemmas—Lemma (for
the first term on the right-hand side of (1.19)) and Lemma (for the second term on the right-hand
side of ) Then using Theorem [2.11} we prove the weak delocalization of random band matrices in
dimensions d > 2 in Section In Section we introduce the notations and collect some tools that
will be used in the proof of Lemma and Lemma In Section [4] we reduce Lemma [2.14] to another
averaging fluctuation lemma, i.e. Lemma [£.3] which has a similar form as Lemma [2.15] The Sections [f] and
[6] consist of the above Steps 0-4 of the main proof.

Conventions. The fundamental large parameter is N and we regard W as a parameter depending on N.
All quantities that are not explicitly constant may depend on N, and we usually omit N from our notations.
We use C to denote a generic large positive constant, which may depend on fixed parameters and whose value
may change from one line to the next. Similarly, we use ¢, € or d to denote a generic small positive constant.
If a constant depend on a quantity a, we use C or ¢, to indicate this dependence. Also, in the lemmas and
theorems of this paper, we often use notations 7, D when we want to state that the conclusions hold for any
fized small constant 7 > 0 and large constant D > 0. For two quantities Ay and By > 0 depending on
N, we use the notations Ay = O(By) and Ay ~ By to mean |Ay| < CBy and C~ !By < |An| < OBy,
respectively, for some constant C > 0. We use Ay = o(By) to mean |Ay| < ¢yBy for some positive
sequence cy | 0 as N — oo. For any matrix A, we use the notations

1AL = [l Allz sz, (| Almax = max A, | Allmin = min | Az].
; )

In particular, for a vector v, we shall also use the notation ||v||c = ||V||max-

Acknowledgements. The second author would like to thank Benedek Valké and L. Fu for fruitful discus-
sions and valuable suggestions.
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2 MAIN RESULTS

2.1 The model. All the results in this paper apply to both real symmetric and complex Hermitian random
band matrices. For the definiteness of notations, we only consider the real symmetric case. We always assume
that N, W are integers satisfying

Ne<W<LN (2.1)

for some constant ¢ > 0. Moreover, all the statements in this paper only hold for sufficiently large N and
we will not repeat it everywhere.
We define the d-dimensional discrete torus

7% = (ZnN (=N/2,N/2])".

The d-dimensional random band matrix is indexed by the lattice points, where we fix an arbitrary ordering
of Z4;. For any x € Z%, we always identify it with its canonical representative

[2]y == (z + NZY)nz4. (2.2)
Moreover, for simplicity, we will always use the [ norm on Z% lattice:

—yl =z - =  —vilN|, Ty € Z%. 2.3

o =yl = Iz —ylvl = max |lzi —yilvl, @y €Zy (2.3)

Keeping the application of our results to [5}/6] in mind, we shall use a slightly more general model than the
one in the introduction. Let H = (H,,) be an N% x N real symmetric random matrix with centered matrix
entries that are independent up to the symmetry constraint. We assume that that variances E|sz|2 = Sgy

satisfy
c C
VVSd : 1\zfy|<csW < Szy < Wi : 1\I*y|<CSW7 T,y € Z?iv, (24)

for some constants c;,Cs > 0. Then H is a random band matrix with band width of order W. Moreover,
up to a rescaling, we assume that

1-C< Y say <14(, zeZ, (2.5)
yezd,
for some ¢ € [0,1).

Assumption 2.1 (Band matrix Hy). Let H = Hy be an N¢ x N? real symmetric random matriz whose
entries (Hyy : v,y € Z%) are independent random variables satisfying

EH,, =0, IE|Hﬂﬁy|2 = Szy, T,YE Z(Ji\h (2.6)

where the variances Sg, satisfy and . Then we say that H is a random band matriz with (typical)
bandwidth W = Wy. Moreover, we define the N x N symmetric matriz of variances S = S¢ := (Szy)a yezd, -

We assume that the random variables Hy, have arbitrarily high moments, in the sense that for any fized
p € N, there is a constant p, > 0 such that

(E|Hoy )P < ppst?, x,y € 2%, (2.7)

for all N. Our result in this paper will depend on the parameters Cs and p,, but we will not track the
dependence on these parameters in the proof.

An important type of band matrices satisfying the above assumptions is the periodic random band
matrices studied in e.g. [13H15], where the variances are given by (L.1)).

Assumption 2.2 (Periodic band matrix Hy). We say that H = Hy is a periodic random band matriz with
bandwidth W = Wy if it satisfies the Assumptz’on and (1.1)).

Again for the applications in [5}6], we state our results for the following generalized resolvent (or gener-
alized Green’s function) of H.
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Definition 2.3 (Generalized resolvent). Given a sequence of spectral parameters z, € Cy, v € Z%, we
define the following generalized resolvent (or generalized Green’s function) G(H,Z) as

GH,Z)=(H - 2Z)", Zuy = buy2a. (2.8)

If 2z, = z for all z, then we get the normal Green’s function G(z) as in (1.2). The key point of the
generalized resolvent is the freedom to choose different z,. In particular, the following choice of Z is used in
[5,6] for 1D random band matrices:

2p = 2 Licagw + 2 Losw

for some z,Z € C4 with Im 2 < Im 2.

For z,’s with fixed imaginary parts, one can show that (Geu(H,Z)),czq satisfies asymptotically the
following system of self-consistent equations for (Mz)xezy\, = (M(S, Z))xezl]jv:

M = —z, — Z SayMy. (2.9)
yezZs,

If ¢ is small and the z,’s are close to some z € C,, then the above equations are perturbations of the
self-consistent equation for m(z) defined in (|1.4)):

m(z) = —z —m(z2).

In particular, the following Lemma shows that the solution (MUC)JL,EZ(;v exists and is unique as long as (
and maxy |z, — z| are small enough. It is proved in Lemma 1.3 of [5].

Lemma 2.4. Suppose z € C satisfies |Rez| < 2—r and |z| < k™! for some (small) constant k > 0. Then
there exist constants cg, Cy > 0 such that the following statements hold.

o (Existence) If
¢+ max |z, — 2| < ¢, (2.10)

then there exists (My(S, Z))peza. that solves (2.9) and satisfies
max | M, (S, Z) — m(z)| < Cy (C+max\zz—z|>. (2.11)

o (Uniqueness) The solution (M,(S, Z))vezs, is unique under (2.10) and the condition

max | M, (S, Z) — m(z)| < co. (2.12)

for parameters satisfying (2.10)),

In the rest of this paper, we always assume that (2.10]) holds for sufficiently small ¢y > 0. In particular,
for 2 € C4 with |Rez| < 2 — & and |2| < 7!, we have Imm(2) > ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0 depending on
k. Thus we can choose ¢y to be small enough such that

Im M, (S, Z) > ¢/2, 1<i<N. (2.13)

Let M = M(S, Z) denote the diagonal matrix with entries M, = M;d,,. With (2.13]), we can get the
following lemma, which was proved as Lemma 2.7 in [5].

Lemma 2.5. Suppose z € C satisfies | Re z| < 2—k and |z| < k=1 for some (small) constant k > 0. Suppose
(2.10) and (2.11)) hold for some small enough constant cq > 0. Then there exist constants c¢1,Cy > 0 such
that

(1= M2S) M|, < Ch, (2.14)
and
Cyw— if |z—y| < (logN)2W
‘[(1 —M28)7Y s, < o v =yl < (log )2 . (2.15)
zy N—crlog N it |z —y|> (logN)*W
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2.2 The main results. In this subsection, we state the main results of this paper, including the new
averaging fluctuation estimate and some applications of it in random band matrices. We first give the
results on the delocalization of bulk eigenvectors of random band matrices as in Assumption [2.2]

2.2.1 Weak delocalization of random band matrices

For simplicity of presentation, we will use the following notion of stochastic domination, which was first
introduced in [13] and subsequently used in many works on random matrix theory, such as [3,[14}/15}24].
It simplifies the presentation of the results and their proofs by systematizing statements of the form “£ is
bounded by ¢ with high probability up to a small power of N”.

Definition 2.6 (Stochastic domination). (i) Let
¢ = (5<N>(u) 'NeNuc U<N>) . (= (4<N>(u) 'NeNuc U(N))

be two families of nonnegative random variables, where UN) is a possibly N -dependent parameter set. We
say & is stochastically dominated by ¢, uniformly in w, if for any fized (small) € > 0 and (large) D > 0,

sup P [g(N)(u) > NEC(N)(u)] < NP
ueU V)

for large enough N > Ny(e, D), and we will use the notation & < (. Throughout this paper, the stochastic
domination will always be uniform in all parameters that are not explicitly fized (such as matriz indices, and
z that takes values in some compact set). If for some complex family & we have |€| < ¢, then we will also
write £ < ¢ or £ = 04(().

(ii) As a convention, for two deterministic nonnegative quantities & and ¢, we shall use £ < ¢ if and only
if € < N7C for any constant T > 0.

(iii) We say an event = holds with high probability (w.h.p.) if for any constant D >0, P(Z) > 1 - NP
for large enough N. More generally, given an event 2, we say 2y holds w.h.p. in Z if for any fized D > 0,

P(E\Qn) < NP
for sufficiently large N.

We denote the eigenvectors of H by {ua}seza, with entries us(z), € Z%. For | € N, we define the
characteristic function P, ; projecting onto the complement of the [-neighborhood of z,

Py i(y):=1(ly —z| = 1).

Define the random subset of eigenvector indices through

Aeiog = {a tAa € I’“Z [ta ()] || Priual| < E} , L= (-2+k,2—- k).
x

Our second main result is the following delocalization of bulk eigenvectors for random band matrices in
dimensions d > 2, which was referred to as “complete delocalization” in [14].

Theorem 2.7 (Complete delocalization of bulk eigenvectors). Suppose the Assumption holds and d > 2.
Suppose

N < W'ts, (2.16)
Fiz any constants k > 0 and ¢ > 0. For any | < N'~=¢, we have

|A87r€,l|

Ni SCVE+OL(NT%)

for any € > 0.
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Remark 2.8. For any fixed v, K > 0, we define another random subset of eigenvector indices

_ 8!
Br, = {a ‘Ao € 1., 3z € ZY, 50t Z lug (2)|* exp [(M) ] < K} .

Notice that the set By, contains all indices associated with eigenvectors that are exponentially localized in
balls of radius O(l). In fact, by [12, Corollary 3.4], Theorem implies that

. |Bk 1|
NETNT =0
i.e. the fraction of eigenvectors localized sub-exponentially on scale [ vanishes with high probability for large
N. This explains the name “complete delocalization”.

Remark 2.9. Using resolvents of H, analogous result was proved in [14] under the condition N < WH%,
which turns out to be wrong: it should be N « Wlta instead. This condition was improved to N <
Wt later in [23]. In fact, by studying the evolution operator e *#* the complete delocalization was
proved under the condition N <« WE in [11,12). Our result improves all these results.

2.2.2 Strong delocalization and universality of 1d random band matrices

For 1D random band matrices whose entries are close to a Gaussian in the four moment matching sense,
the following version of strong delocalization of bulk eigenvectors was proved in 2] under the assumption
W > NO/7.
max [ug oo < N7Y2, 2.17
a:AaeINH aHoo ( )
Our delocalization result as given by Theorem 2.7]is certainly a weaker version of that result in some averaged
sense. Based on the new fluctuation averaging estimate of this paper, i.e. Theorem [2.11] below, the same
strong delocalization and bulk universality was proved in [6] for 1D random band matrices under a weaker
assumption W > N3/4. We remark that without the new fluctuation averaging result, the best result 6]
can give is the strong delocalization under the assumption W > N4/ using the previous estimte (I.13).

Theorem 2.10 (Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.4 of [6]). Suppose the Assumption holds and d = 1.
Suppose W > N3/ for some constant € > 0. Then for any constant k > 0, the estimate (2.17) holds.
Moreover, the bulk eigenvalue statistics converge to those of the GOE (real case) or GUE (complex case).

Next, we state the main fluctuation averaging estimate of this paper, based on which we shall give a
simple and self-contained proof of Theorem [2.7] in Section 2:3] On the other hand, the proof of Theorem
needs many more ingredients, which are discussed in detail in [5,/6].

2.2.3 Averaging fluctuations
Throughout the following discussion, we will abbreviate G = G(H, Z). Recall the T variables defined in
(1.6). We add and subtract Y-, Sya|Ma|*Tay so that

Toy = SoalMal*Tay + > Sea (1Gayl? — [Mal?Tay)
[e3 (03

which immediately gives that

Toy=) {(1 - S|MP)” 5] (IGayl® = |Mo|*Tay) - (2.18)

e
«

Isolating the diagonal terms, we can write the T-equation as

Toy =T+ 3 (1= SIMP)S],, (1Gayl — IMal*Tey) (2.19)

aaFy

where
Tzoy = [(1 - S‘M|2)_1S]ry (‘ny‘Q - |My|2Tyy) :
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The first main result this paper is to prove a fluctuation averaging estimate on the sum in (2.18]). We
introduce the notation
IGI*(H, 2) = max Y (1Gay P +1Gyel?) - (2.20)
wEZd
Theorem 2.11 (Averaging fluctuations). Fiz any z € Cy satisfying |Rez| <2 —k and |z| < k™! for some

constant k > 0. Suppose that Assumption holds Suppose that (2.10) holds for some sufficiently small
constant co > 0 (which implies that -, 1 14) and ( - hold). Assume that

min (Im z,) > N~ (2.21)

x

for some constant Co > 0. Let ® and I' be deterministic parameters satisfying
W ¥2<d< N, T>1, (2.22)
for some constant 6 > 0. If for any constants 7/ > 0 and D' > 0,

]P’(HG — M|max > NT/<I>) 4P (|||G|||2 > NT’F2) <NP (2.23)

then for any fized (small) T >0, (large) D > 0 and any deterministic sequence b = (by)ycza with |[bllec =
O(1), we have

P (max‘ N b, (|G — M, Ty ‘ > N7 (1207 + 1)) <N, (2.24)
)
xr

Remark 2.12. The above statements should be understood as follows. For any small constant 7 > 0 and
large constant D > 0, holds if holds for some constants 7/, D’ that depend on 7 and D. In
general, we need to take 7/ < 7 to be sufficiently small and D’ > D to be sufficiently large. Hence Theorem
2.11| can only be applied for O(1) many times.

The following notations have been used in the introduction.
Definition 2.13 (P and Q). We define E, as the partial expectation with respect to the x-th row and
column of H, i.e.,

E,() = E(|H"),
where HI*! denotes the (N% — 1) x (N% — 1) minor of H obtained by removing the x-th row and column (see
Deﬁnitionfor the general definition). For simplicity, we shall also use the notations
P,=E, Q,=1-—-E

In the proof, we will follow the convention that P,(A)B = [P,(A)]|B and P,AB = P,(AB), and similarly for
Q-

Proof of Theorem[2.11} We can use - ) to control the diagonal term by ||G,[* — [M,|*T, y‘ = O(1) with
probability 1 — O(N~P). Then it remains to control the off- dlagonal terms Fix any y € Z%, and call it
* as in the introduction. We can write the off-diagonal terms as in . Then for the two terms on the
right-hand side, we have the following two key lemmas. Note that by considering the real and imaginary
parts separately, it suffices to assume that b,’s are real.

Lemma 2.14. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem hold, and b, are real deterministic coefficients
satisfying max, |b,| = O(1). Then for any fixed (large) p € 2N and (small) 7 > 0, we have

]E‘ 3 by (BalGol® — M. T ’p < [NT (1202 +1)]" (2.25)
TiTFEK
for large enough N.

Lemma 2.15. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem hold, and b, are real deterministic coefficients
satisfying max, |b;| = O(1). Then for any fixed (large) p € 2N and (small) T > 0, we have

IE’ S ,Qul Gl ’ [NT (202 + 1)]7 (2.26)
T:xFEk
for large enough N.
With Lemma and Lemma [2.15] using Markov’s inequality we can prove (2.24)). O
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2.3 Proof of Theorem[2.7. In the proof, we shall use tacitly the following basic properties of stochastic
domination <.

Lemma 2.16 (Lemma 3.2 in [3]). Let £ and ¢ be two families of nonnegative random variables. Let C' > 0
be any constant.

(i) Suppose that &(u,v) < ((u,v) uniformly inw € U and v € V. If [V| < N, then 3, oy &(u,v) <
> vev §(u,v) uniformly in .

(i) If & (u) < C1(u) and &(u) < Ca(u) uniformly in u € U, then & (u)éa(u) < (1 (u)l2(u) uniformly in u.

(iii) Suppose that W(u) > N~C is deterministic and &(u) satisfies EE(u)? < N for all u. Then if
&(u) < ¥(u) uniformly in u, we have EE(u) < ¥(u) uniformly in u.

Theorem 2.7 is a corollary of the following theorem, which gives estimates on the resolvent entries that
are much finer than the one in Theorem 2.18

Theorem 2.17. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem [2.7 hold. Fiz any constants k> 0 and ¢ > 0. Then
for any fixred § > 0, we have
max |Gy (2) — dgym(z)] < W42 (2.27)
zy

uniformly in z € {z = E+in € D(k,6/2) : n = W29 /N2}. Moreover, for any | < N'=¢, we have

n 2 —2¢11/6
Tmm E |Gay(2)]? < N72W?°, (2.28)
z:|z—y|<I

for all z = E +in with E € (=2 + K,2 — k) and n = W29 /N2,

Recall the Ward’s identity (1.15]) for the resolvent entries, by (2.27)), we then have

_n 27%7 —d/2
Imm;|Gmy|  Imm =1+0.(W )

for any z € D(k,d/2). Hence, for all y, (‘/ﬁGmy)zeZ;{, is approximately a unit vector. The estimate
(2.28) then means that this column vector of resolvent entries cannot be localized on any scale | < N.

Proof of Theorem[2.7 Given (2.27) and (2.28) with 6 > 0 being an arbitrarily small constant, the proof is
exactly the same as the one for |14 Proposition 7.1]. O

It remains to prove Theorem We first record the following local law of G(z) proved in [15/18]. It
will serve as an a priori estimate for the proof of Theorem

Theorem 2.18 (Local law). Suppose the Assumption holds. For any constants k,d > 0, we define the
spectral domain
D=D(k,0):={z=E+in: |E| <2—k,n>W 4}, (2.29)

Then the following local law holds uniformly in z € D(k,J):

max |Gy (2) — dzym(2)] < (Wenp)~1/2, (2.30)
x,Y

2

The following lemma shows that the size of |G — M|, .. is controlled by ||T'||max with high probability.

Lemma 2.19 (Lemma 2.1 of [5]). Suppose the assumptions of Theorem hold. Suppose there is a
probability set Q0 such that
1QHG - MHmax < N_67 1QHT”max < (I)2a (2'31)

for some constant § > 0 and some deterministic parameter W=%2 < & < N=%. Then for any fized (small)
7> 0 and (large) D > 0,
P (10]|G = M||max > N7®) < N~ 7. (2.32)
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To bound the T-variables, we use the T-equation as in (2.19):

(v)
Ty =T5 + Y Ogu (|Guyl® = Im[*Tuy) , (2.33) {Too}

where

1 1
o 2qy—1 _
O = [(1 = |m|>S) 5] o = O (Ndn + W e = w>d_2> . (2.34) {zlende}
For the second estimate, we prove it in Appendix [A] Now we prove Theorem [2.17] using Theorem [2.11

Proof of Theorem[2.17, By Theorem and Ward’s identity (1.15)), it is easy to see that (2.23) holds with

= (de)71/2 ) rz=n-r", (2.35) {priorit}
for any z € D(k,6/2). For the T}, in , we can bound it as

79, = (jmf? + 0~ (®))6.,. (236)  {Txyo}
Then using (2.34)), (2.24) and (2.35)), we can bound (2.33) as

1 1 P2
T, T 1+—.
y<<Ndn+Wd>( " n)

For z = E +in € D(k,6/2) with > W29 /N2 the above estimate gives

Tpy < W4+ W0P?

under the conditions d > 2 and (2.16)). Together with Lemma it implies the following self-improving
estimate:
|G = m[max < @ = |G — m|max < W2 + W20, (2.37) {Pni2}

After O(§~1) many iterations of (2.37), we can conclude (2.27).
Then we prove (2.28). We have

Y 1Gal= Y Tawllal< Y YawlGal= X T

z:|z—y|<I zilz—y|<l w wiw—y|<I+C W z:lz—y|<I+C W
2 2
< max 1 m|“T, 2. f1 0
1a ( Z xw) + Z |Gwy| || wy) (2.38) {fluc_aver0}
z:|z—w|<I+Cs W wiwZy
for some real deterministic coefficients b,, satisfying max,, |b,| = O(1). In the above derivations, we used

(1.1) in the first step, (2.4]) in the second step, the definition of T Variables (1.6) in the third step, and the
T-equation (2.33) in the last step. We can bound the sum in with (2.24) and ( - Also with -,

it is easy to prove that
d 2

l l
z:lz—y|<I+C W
Thus for z = E + in with E € (=2 + k,2 — k) and n = W2+ /N2 we have
12 2 12 12
> Gl = <1+n>—<w/2+]/[/2-mn’
z:|le—y|<I

where we used ([2.27) in the second step. Then using (2.16]), we obtain that for n = W2+ /N2,
n 2 2 2 2cyy76
D G <0y + e < N W

Imm
|z —y|<

This proves ([2.28). O
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3  BASIC TOOLS

The rest of this paper is devoted to proving Lemma [2.14] and Lemma [2.T5] In this section, we collect some
tools and definitions that will be used in the proof.

Definition 3.1 (Minors). For any L x L matriz A and T C {1,...,L}, L € N, we define the minor of the
first kind A"l as the (L — |T|) x (L — |T|) matriz with

(A[T])” = Aij7 27] ¢ T.

For any L x L invertible matriz B, we define the minor of the second kind B™ as the (L — |T|) x (L — |T|)
matriz with

(B®)y = (BHT) ", e,

)

whenever (B’l)m 1s invertible. Note that we keep the names of indices when defining the minors. By
definition, for any sets U, T C {1,..., L}, we have

(A[T])[U] — ATV (B(T))(U) — p(Tun). (3.1)
For convenience, we shall also adopt the convention that fori € T or j € T,

Ay =0, (BM); =o.

We will abbreviate ({a}) = (a), [{a}] = [a], ({a,b}) = (ab), [{a,b}] = [ab] and Zg) =D gt

Remark 3.2. In previous works, e.g. [16l|18], we have used the notation (-) for both the minor of the first
kind and the minor of the second kind. Here we try to distinguish between () and [] in order to be more
rigorous.

The following identities are easy consequences of the Schur complement formula. The reader can refer
to, for example, Lemma 4.2 of [18] and Lemma 6.10 of [16] for the proof.

Lemma 3.3 (Resolvent identities). For any L x L invertible matriz B and 1 < 14,5,k < L, we have

By By
B;; = B 4 ZkTki 5
J 7 + Bkk ’ (3 )
1 1 Biy By
. - ) (3.3)
.. k k
Bi B BuBu.B
and
1 (@) »
B (B™")ii — Z(B By (B~ M. (3.4)
i1 Kl
Moreover, for i # j we have
Q) () ( )
Bij = —Bii Z(B )lkBky =—Bj; ZB ] (3.5)

k
The above equalities are understood to hold whenever the expressions in them make sense.
Next we introduce the ¥ random variables, which are important control parameters for our proof.

Definition 3.4 (Definition of ¥,,). For any small constant 7 > 0, we define positive random variables ¥,
as

1
Vo = Wy (1) = 0y + Y > gz (Gay P+ Gy ), wy ez

lz—2/[KNTW |y—y/ |[SN™W

Similarly for any T C {1,...,N}, we can define U™ by replacing the G entries with G entries in the
above definition. For simplicity, we will often do not write out T explicitly when using the ¥ variables.
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Note that |¥,, | is a local L?-average of the G entries with indices within an N7™W-neighborhood of (z, ).
The importance of the W variables is that they provide local uniform bounds on the G entries, see (3.15|)
below.

Since we do not want to keep track of the number of N” factors in our proof, we introduce the following
notations. For any non-negative variable A, we use B = O, (A) or |B| < N°(") A to mean that |B] < N¢7A
for some constant C' > 0. We use B <, A, B < O,(A) or B = O, (A) to mean that |B| < N7 A for some
constant C' > 0. Moreover, we denote

Or (£ (1Whayezy ) ) == O (NOOF ({(M) s yezs, ) ) -

where f is a non-negative function of ¥ variables.
We will use the following lemma tacitly in the proof. It can be proved easily using the definition of high
probability events.

Lemma 3.5 (Lemma B.1 of [15]). Given a nonnegative random variable X and a deterministic control
parameter ¢ such that X < ¢ with high probability. Suppose p > N~=¢ and X < N€ almost surely for some
constant C' > 0. Then we have for any fired n € N,

EX™ = O(p"), and maxE,X < . (3.6)
x

Note that by (2.21)), we have the deterministic bound
1

min; (Im z,,)

< N, (3.7)

Gl <

This provides a deterministic bound on X required by Lemma when X is a polynomial of G entries.
The following lemma gives a large deviation bound that will be used in the proof of Lemma [3.7]

Lemma 3.6 (Theorem B.1 of [14]). Let (X;)Y, be an independent families of random variables and (b;)Y ;
be deterministic complex numbers. Suppose all entries X; satisfy

EX; =0, EX)>=1, (E|X;")"" < p,

for all p with some constants p,. Then we have

Snx] =< (X |bi|2)1/ . (3.8)

We now collect some important properties of ¥ variables in the next lemma. For simplicity, we introduce
the following notations: consider a path z = wg — w1y — -+ = wp, — wiy1 = y with each edge assigned a
weight W, ., ,, we shall denote

W, i) (T) = Yooy (T) Wy (T) -+ Wang 0 (T) Wiy (7). (3.9)

In particular, by convention we have W, ,y(7) = W, (7).

Lemma 3.7. Fiz any sufficiently small constant T > 0 and any subset T C Zy with |T| = O(1). Suppose
(2.23) holds. Then we have the following statements.

e We have for any z,y € Z%,

Wy (1) = Wyulr),  sH? < Wuy(r) < N0 (3.10)
e We have for any y € 7%,
D Wy (T)]> < N27T2. (3.11)
x

o For any 7 > 7+ (log N)~'/2, if for some constant C > 0,
max{|z — 2’|, |y — y'|} <CN"W, (3.12)

then we have
‘Ifmy(T) g \I/x/y/ (;) (313)
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e If for some constant C > 0,
max{|z — 2|, |y — ¥/|} < (log N)°W, (3.14)

then we have
1(95 #Y) |Gry| < Wary (T) (3~15)
If v,y ¢ T and (3.14) holds, then

T

<> > W (0 wr wz,+ i) (), (3.16)

k=1 (wl,wz,...,wk)epk('ﬂ‘)

‘Gg;) _

where Pk( ) is the collection of all the k ordered indices in T and we recall . The estimates
and also hold if we replace the U variables with the ¥®) and U*¥) yariables.

o Forany 7 > 71+ (log N)~'/2, we have

T

\Ilg;)( ) < NdT‘I’xy + NI Z Z W (2w w, w0 y) (7) - (3.17)
k=1 (w1,wa,...,wk ) EPL(T)

In particular, it implies that

D (7) Z W (7)]* < 0-(T?). (3.18)

From (3.15), one can see that the ¥ variables serve as local uniform bounds on the G' (and G(™) entries.
Moreover, (3.11)) shows that the sum of |¥,,|? over x or y gives the factor I'? (instead of N9®2), which is
one of the key components of the proof for Lemma and Lemma [2.15

Proof of Lemma . Using Definition and , one can easily prove (3.10)), (3.11)) and (3.13)). Now
we prove . We first consider the case T — (Z). Since {hu.} entries are independent of the G*) entries,
-

then with (3.5) and the large deviation estimate in Lemma we get that
(x) 1/2
Gyl < Gl (3 0l G2 ) (Z sl GEIP) L a Ay, (3.19)
w
where we used |G| ~ 1 with high probability by (2.23) in the second step. Then with (3.2) and (2.23)), we
obtain that for = # vy,
stw|G(x)| <223ww|Gwy|2+2Z Szw o M/ QZSwW|Gwy|2+O< ((I)Qlnyl )
Plugging this bound into (3.19)), we obtain that
(x) (2) 1/2
Gyl < (Zsm|Gwy| ) 0L (@16 )) = 162y < (Zsm|Gwy| ) (3.20)
With the same method, we can also prove that
(v) /2
Gl < (L1622 N (3:21)

and
()

|Gayl < (Z IGMIQSU@,)W, T F#y. (3.22)
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Now applying this bound (3.22) to Gy’s in (3.20), we obtain that
1/2
Gyl < (D sewsun|Gunl® +50) S Wary (1), @£, (3.23) {ninywerwss}

where the s;, comes from the diagonal term with w = y in , and we used the Definition and ((3.14))
in the second step. Note that applying (3.22) to the G( wy entry in , we get that

(@) e
|Gyl < (stwsvy|G7(f3|2 + Sxy> < \I/;;, (1), =#uy.

Similarly, applying (3.21)) to to the Gg,fy) entry in (3.19)), we get that

() 12
Gl = (D sowsu|GEPP +50) S UEN (), @Ay

Thus we have proved ([3.15]).
The estimate (3.16) can be proved with mathematical induction in the indices of T. By (3.2, for

w ¢ {x,y} we have

szGwy

< WV
Cow z/w ¥ wy’y

|G§clzlj) - Gmy| = ‘

where in the second step we used (3.15) and |G| =< 1 with high probability due to (2.23)) . Now suppose
for some set T with |T| = O(1) and w ¢ T, the estimate (3.16)) holds. Then we have

|T|
|Gglu{w}) eyl < |G(TU{w}) G(T |+Z Z W (7 n sz swie sy’
( Wi,..., wk)GPk(T)
G(’]I‘)G(’]l‘ T
= el wy +Z Z m(m’,w1,w2,~--,wk,y’)
ww k=1 (wy,...,wr)EP(T)
IT| T|
ST(CHES SENED DI TR | (CHES DENED DI (o
k=1 (wy,..., w) EP (T) =1 (u)'l ..... w;)sz(T)
|T]

+ Z Z ‘I’(z’,wl,wg,---,wmy’)

k=1 (w1,...,wi) €Pk(T)
[T|+1

= Z Z \II(JZ',’le’LUZ,"',U)k,y/) . (324) {Shorten}

k=1 (wy,...,wi)EPL(TU{w})

Here in the third step we used , the induction hypothesis and that Gh) =m+ O<(®) ~ 1 with high
probability. In the last step, for a path of the form 2’ — w; — -+ = wp - w — W) = -+ = w; =y, we
can find the smallest 1 < ¢ < k and the largest 1 < j < l such that w; = w}, and then we can bound the
weights in between as Wy, w,, 1, ) = 1 using as long as 7 is sufficiently small. In other words,
we erase all the loops in the path and get a shorter path frorn 2’ to 3y’ without any loop. This explains the

expression in (3.24). Now by induction, we prove (3.16) .
Finally, we prove (3.17). With Definition we can write

[P = 1oy (P + > S o (IGO0 P Gy P+ 1GSLP ~[Gywl?) . (3:25) {mia_step)

|z—a/|SN"W |y—y/|<KNTW
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Now using (3.15]) and (3.13)), it is easy to show that

T T
GO = [Gary [P 4GS 2 = Gy
|T| IT| 2
< Wy (T) Z Z Ut oy, wey) (T (Z Z Viat - ’“”“y/)(T)>
k=1 (w1,...,wr ) €Pk(T) k=1 (w1, wk ) €P (T)

T

<@ (Y Y \I/(mywh,,www)(ﬂ)z.

k=1 (w1,...,wk)EPk(T)

Together with (3.25)), we obtain (3.17)). Then (3.18]) follows easily from (3.17)) using ) and 3.11). O

4 PROOF OF LEMMA [2.14]

{sec_Ppart}
In this section, we prove Lemma Our goal is to reduce Lemma [2.14] into another fluctuation averaging
lemma-—Lemma whose proof will be postponed until Section [5.3}
We first prove the following lemma on diagonal resolvent entries.

, {qinggan}
Lemma 4.1. We define the Z variables as
Z, = Qﬂc Z waHvagg —Hy,.
Under the assumptions of Theorem and (2.23), we have that
Goo = My + M2Z, + 0 (9%)  and  Z, = 04(®). (4.1) {cming}
Proof. Note that by (3.4), we have Z, = —Q,(G,! — M;!). Then by Lemma and (3.7), we have
Z; < ®. (4.2) {zi}

Now applying (3.4) and (3.2), we get that

1
GIZD

= —z; — ZSWGW — Z,+ O<(<I>2), T € Z‘Ii\,.
y

With the definition of M, in (2.9), we then get

G;ml - M, Zsmy My) - Z, + O<((I)2)
By (2.23), we have G} — M1 = (M) ?(M, — Gyz) + O<(®?). Then we obtain that

wa - M, = Mx2 (Z Swy(ny - M’U) + Zﬂv) + O‘< ((b2> ’
Yy

which implies

My =Y [(1=M*S)7'] M7Z, + O ([(1 = M2S) sy @) .
Yy

By (2.14) and (2.15), we see that with some deterministic coefficients

cy =0W™%) - 1(|lz —y| < (log N)*W),
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we can write
Gow — My = MJZ, +) ¢,Z,+ 0 (9%).
Yy

For the second term on the right-hand side, we can apply the fluctuation averaging results in Theorem
4.6] to get

> ey 2, = 0,(2%).
y
This completes the proof of Lemma O

Now we start proving Lemma Our goal for the rest of this section is to reduce Lemma [2.14] into
Lemma whose proof is postponed until Section Fix any x # x. Recall (3.5)), we can write G, as

(z)

With the assumption ([2.23)) and (4.1), we know that
Gz~ 1, 1(w# 2)Gpyw <P, w.hp. (4.4)

Then using (3.15)), (3.17) and (4.3)), we get that for any fixed 0 < 7/ < 7,
(z) (z)
3" HoW GG < 08 (7)< O (Wau(7)), and ZHWG < W, (7). (4.5)

On the other hand, we have the trivial bound (3.7) on the “bad event” with small probability. Note that
\Ilgﬂ*) is independent of the H entries in -th row and column. Then plugging (4.1)), (4.4]) and (4.5) into (4.3))
and using (3.6)), we get that
(x) ()
By |Goal? = (MY 50l G2 + 20 2 Re (M E. (2, Z How How GEIGE),) ) + 04 (02 ())?)
(x)
= MY 00| G + 202 Re (MoE, (20 Y HoHaw GEIG) ) ) + 02 (9202,(7)) . (46)

w,w’

Next we apply (3.2 . ) to a) wx 11 the first term on the right-hand side of ., ie.,

G7(4)*) = Gw* - Tw* (47)
Since |z — w| + |z —w'| = O(W) in , using we get that
(Guoel + |Gl + G «P(’“( ) < 0; (Wou(r)). (4.8)
Then with (4.4), we obtain that with high probability,
(x)
Elex*F = |Mw‘2 Z wa‘Gw*F —2Re | M, Z 520G uwxGuwz Gox
N B 1.9
- (4.9)
+ 2‘M$|2 Re | ME, Z wawa’GuQG(z + O'r,-< ((I)Q\Iji*(T)) :
Here for the term in the second line, using the definition of Z, we have that
() (z) -
EoZy Y HowHow GGG, =By > Hyw, Howy GUAG SN (Huwy How, — Suwgws Szws) G\,
w,w’ W1, W2, W3, W4 (410)

(z)
—E wa Z waleszwl*GMQ* .

w1, W2
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Recall that for any w € Zﬁl\“ H,,, is independent of G*) and EH,,, = 0. Then we see that the second line
of (4.10]) vanishes. For the first line, it is easy to calculate

Emszl szg (wagsz4 - 5w3w45:rw3) )

which is non-zero only when each w index appears at least twice and all of the indices are in the W-
neighborhood of z. Together with (3.15]) and ([3.16)), we obtain that

(@)
EID) = Ox(W92)+2 Y spusew G, GHGT, .

wH#w’

Again using (3.2)), we can write each G(*) entry as a combination of the G entry with an error term as in
(4.7). Together with the bounds in (4.8)), we obtain that

(x)
4.10 = O<((I)2\I/i*) +2 Z Szwsmw’wa’Gw*Gw/* : (4'11)

wH#w’

Plugging it into (4.9)) and then using (1.6) and (3.11]), we obtain that w.h.p.,

(w)
Z ba: (Ez|Gz*‘2 - |Mz|2Tz*) = -2 Z b:r Re Mm Z SwwGw*Gwa:Gw*
TFE* THE* T
()
4> be | My*Re [ My > SpwSew Guw GusGurs | + Or <(17202).
TFE* wFw’

The contribution of the terms with w or w’ equal to % can be easily bounded by O~ (W ~9T'2). Then we can
write

(x)
Z bac (EI|GI*|2 - |m|2Tx*) =Re Z CIwGw*waTm + OT,-< (F2¢)2)

THE* T wirFEW
for some deterministic coeflicients c,,, satisfying
Cow = O<W_d)1|937w\20((10gN)2W)'

(Here we have used O((log N)?>W) instead of O(W) due to the Lemma below.) Therefore, to prove
Lemma [2.14] it suffices to prove that

()
> ow (GuiGun) Gox | = 07 < (1+T207) . (4.12)

T wirFEWw
In fact, the G,xGy, term can be written as a linear combination of Q),, terms as in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma for w,w' € Z4 \ {x}, we have

wawa’ = Qx(G;chxw’) + Z dway (Gwayw’) + O%(\I/xw\pxw/(b + Wﬁd\l’ww’ + Wﬁd(sww')a (413)

yryFw,w’
for some deterministic coefficients dyy = O(W*d)lm_yK(log N)2W -
Proof. By (3.5)), since z, w and w’ are all different, we can write

EoGowGow =BG, Y HoaHowGELGE), = M2 5,0GE G, + 0L (Ve Vpr @) (4.14)
«

a,o’
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where we used (4.4]) and (4.5)) in the second step. Furthermore, with (3.2)), (3.13)) and (3.15]), we get
]E:chwaw/ = sz Z SxaGawGa'w/ + O-<(\I/zw\1/zw’(b)~

Hence, for all x # w,w’, we have

Gachacw/ = Mg¢2 Z SxaGawGaw/ + Qx (Gachxw’) + O—<(\Ija:wqja:w’q))-
For x = w, we can write w.h.p.,

wawa/ = m2 Z swaGawGaw’ + (wawa/ - m2 Z swaGawGaw/>
- m2 Z smwGawGaw/ + O<(\Ilww’ + 5ww’)a

and we have a similar expression for the x = w’ case. Therefore, we get a vector equation for (GG :
r € Z4%,), which gives that

Gmqucw’ = Z [(1 - M2S)71} zy [Qy (Gwayw’) + O—<(\ijw\11yw/q))]
yryFw,w’

+ 0 (J(1 = M28) ;b | W + (1 = M2S) 0 W + [(1 = M2S) b 0w )

zw’

Using (2.15) and (3.13)), we conclude (4.13). O

By Lemma we know that for some deterministic coefficients ¢,y = O(W*d)1|x_y|<2(10g1\;)zw,

() () ()
> ow (GusGur) Gor = Y CowQu (GusGuz) Gor + Y Caw O (V0 @2y + W02 )
T, WiTFEW T, WrFWw T, W xFwW
()
= > EwQu (GuiGus) G + 05 < (I707),

T iAW

where we used (3.11]) and ®2 > W~ in the second step. Furthermore, with the resolvent expansion (3.2),
we get that for distinct z, w and x,

__ N GrwGux GrwGux
Qw (Gw*wa) GI* = Qw (Gw*waGw*) - Qw (Gw*wa G) + Qw (Gw*wa) T (415) {J Sjahyzv}
With (3.15]), we get that for any fixed 0 < 7" < 7,
GrwGux

GG < T (), < (7).

wa

Since these bounds are independent of the H entries in w-th row and column, using |Q.,(:)| < ||+ |Ew(-)]
and (3.6)), we obtain that

Qw (Gw*Gwm)TM = Qw (Gw*waTM) + O< ((\Ilq(])li) (7—/))2(1)2) = Qw (Gw*waGix*) + O'r,< (\Ili;* (T)(I)2) 5

where we used (3.17) in the second step. The last term then gives O, < (I'?®?) when summing over ¢, by
(3.11). Hence to prove Lemma [2.14] it suffices to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose the assumptions of Lemma[2.1] hold, and c;o are deterministic coefficients satisfying o}
oo = O(W ™1 4 a)=0((10g N)*W)-
Then for any fized (large) p € 2N and (small) 7 > 0, we have
() o
E’ Y €aQr (GanGaaGax) | < (NTT?0%). (4.16) {gush20}

T, rF
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5 GRAPHICAL TOOLS - PART I

{sec_graphi}
Now to finish the proof of Theorem [2.11] it suffices to prove the Lemma [2.15| and Lemma To help the
reader to follow the main idea of the proof, we start with the following easier lemma. Note that compared
with (2.26)), (5.1) has one less @ factor on the right-hand side.

{Q2}
Lemma 5.1. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem[2.11| hold, and c, are real deterministic coefficients such
that max, |c,| = O(1). Then for any fized p € 2N and 7 > 0, we have
(*) o »
114:( 3 Qs (GonCh) ’ < (N'T20)". (5.1) {gush2}

In the proof of Lemma Lemmal[4.3]and Lemmal[5.1] we use graphical tools, which will be introduced
starting from this section. For example, the left-hand side of (5.1)) can be written as

()
E >
T1, " ,Tp

(H czini (Gml*Gzl*)> . (52) {Qsimz}

i=1

Then we will expand this expression with the resolvent expansions in Lemma |3.3] and the graphical tools
will help us to bound the long expressions as discussed in the introduction.
In the rest of this paper, we suppose that the assumptions of Theorem hold. In particular, we always

assume ([2.21)-(2.23)), and we will not repeat them again.

{subsec: gra
5.1 Definition of Graph - Part 1. In this subsection, we introduce some basic components of the

graphical tools needed to prove Lemma [5.1] and Lemma [4.3]

{def_colorles
Definition 5.2 (Colorless graph). We consider graphs that contain the following elements.

e The star atom ® : In each graph, there exists at most one star atom, which represents the x index.
e Regular atoms o : Any vertex that is not the star atom is called a regular atom (or simply atom,).

e Labelled solid edges: A solid edge that connects atoms o and B represents a Gop factor. Each solid
edge has the following labels (see the example in (5.3)):
— a direction, which indicates whether it is Gop or Gga;
— a charge, which indicates whether it is a G factor or a G*(= G) factor;
— an independent set T for the G(T entry.

We sometimes ignore the direction, charge and independent set, and denote the edge by Edge(a, 3). If
we want to emphasize the independent set, then we will write Edge(m(a,ﬂ).

e Weights A: A weight at atom x represents a G, factor or a (Gm)_1 factor. It is drawn as a solid
A in the graph. We will introduce other types of weights later in Section [6.1, FEach weight has the
following labels (see the example in (5.3))):

— a flavor, which indicates whether it is a G factor or a G=' factor, and we will use the notations
f1 (i-e. flavor 1) for G factors and fo (i.e. flavor 2) for G factors in the graph;

— a charge, which indicates whether it is a G factor or a G*(= G) factor;

— an independent set T for the G(T or (G(T))_1 entry.

We sometimes ignore the flavor, charge and independent set, and denote the weight by Weight(z). If
we want to emphasize the independent set, then we will write Weight(T) (z).
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In the definition, we used the word “atom” to illustrate various concepts in a more figurative way. We
also remark that a weight is represented by a bubble diagram in the usual graphical language. The following
(5.3) gives a simple example of a colorless graph:

STAR

) () — —tw
- c.G,,.G"

121

—(w) w -
GIQ*G.’EQ*(ngiz) 1‘ (5'3)
X1 X2

(W)l * (w

S /2

Here the equality holds in the following sense.

Values of graphs: For a graph G, we define its value as the product of all the factors represented by its
elements. We will almost always identify a graph with its value in the following proof.

To represent the Q,’s in the graphs, we introduce the concept of “colors”. There are 2N¢ + 1 kinds of
colors {P, : x € Z4} U{Q. : x € Z%} U{Py}. Note that P, and Q, are related through Q, =1 — P,, but
we treat them as different colors. Also by convention Py is an identity operator.

Definition 5.3 (Colorful graph). A colorful graph is a graph with some edges and weights colored with P, ’s
or Q.’s. Moreover, each edge or weight can have at most one color, and we will regard the “colors” as
another type of labels of the edges and weights. For the edges and weights with the same color, we group
them together as a product and apply P, or Q. on them.

As an example, the following graph has two colors @, and Q,:

STAR

ﬁ?xz-——— - gzﬂ
™) w) A W) —(w) _

= Qu, (G82G G0, ) Qun (Con Gk (GE)7Y) . (54)

X1 Xy

(w)A* W),
A S

With the above graphical notations, we can express the resolvent expansions in (3.2]) and (3.3|) as graph
expansions as in the following lemma. Its proof is obvious.

Lemma 5.4. We have Gy = G%) + %, i.e.,

w

X X y
/ "
X X X w
)2

(5.5)
P X W
{P = 4? —_ x(f:::;:::;:P
/i AW £
We have (Gpp) ! = (G&’i’)—l - %, i.e.,

; ; 5
S = _ x‘@w (5.6)
5 5 ) VA
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Here the equality in each graph means the equality of the values of the graphs, not the equality in the graphical
sense. These expansions preserve colors in the sense that after an resolvent expansion, each new component
has the same color as its ancestor (i.e. the component from which it is expanded).

Remark 5.5. In we have “4” sign, while in we have “—” sign. The =+ signs are very hard to track,
and actually they will not affect our proof. In the proof, we will try to be precise with the signs when we
draw some specific graphs. However, when we write or draw a general linear combination of graphs, we will
always use the + sign.

Dashed edges: In a graph, we use a dashed line connecting atoms o and 3 to represent the factor d,5. For
example, we have

STAR

_ 07 1 7£ Z2
G(zz)*éxl*le*éSfi, Tr1 = T2 .

X1 X

On the other hand, we use a dashed line with a cross (x) to represent the (1 —d,3) factor. The dashed lines
and x-dashed lines are useful in organizing the summation of indices represented by the regular atoms. For

example, we can represent » ng)*éwl*Gm*égi by the graphs

Z1,T2

STAR STAR

X

For simplicity, in the proof (not in the graph) we will also use the notation x — — —y (or £ — x —y) to mean
that there is a dashed line connecting atoms x and y (or there is a X-dashed line connecting atoms x and y).

Dashed-line partition: Given a set of atoms {1, 22, ,2,}. Let Ep be a collection of some dashed and
x-dashed edges between these atoms. We say Ep is a dashed-line partition of the atoms {x1,z2, - ,z,} if
and only if it satisfies the following properties:

e completeness: for any i # j, there is either a dashed edge or a x-dashed edge in £p between atoms
x; and x;;

o self-consistency: if z; and z; are connected by a dashed edge in £p, and x; and x; are also connected
by a dashed edge in £p, then z; and x; must be connected by a dashed edge in £p.

We say Ep is a dashed-line partition of a graph G if it is a dashed-line partition of all the atoms of graph G.

For example, in the case n = 3, we show the five possible dashed-line partitions in (5.9). The partitions
with two dashed lines and one Xx-dashed line are not self-consistent.

Ylo 0% _tig--0M | MigxoM Yig--0%
= 7t X o xx

o o o o}
X X2 X X (5.9)
Yigx0%  Ngxoh
X X X
+ o} + o}
X X
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Off-diagonal edges: Let £p be a dashed-line partition of a graph G. If a solid edge connects atoms that
are not equal under £p, then we shall call it an off-diagonal edge.

Fully expanded (fully independent): Consider a subset of atoms {x1, 29, ,x,} in graph G. Let &p
be a dashed-line partition of G. Then the restriction of £p to {x1,zs, - ,z,} is a dashed-partition of these
atoms.

e We say a solid edge Edge(a, ) is fully expanded (fully independent) with respect to ({z;}{1,Ep) if
its independent set union the end atoms {«, 8} contains the set {x1,z2,- - ,z,} after identification by
Ep.

o We say a weight on atom « is fully expanded (fully independent) with respect to ({z;}}_;,Ep) if its
independent set union the atom {«a} contains the set {x1, 29, - ,z,} after identification by Ep.

As defined above, if a solid edge Ggﬁ) is fully expanded with respect to ({z;}?1,&p), then T contains all
the z; atoms which are non-equivalent to a or § under £p. Similar property holds for weights.

Independent of an atom: Given a dashed-line partition £p of atoms {x1,x9, -+ ,2,}, we say that an
edge (or a weight) is independent of atom x; if the independent set of the edge (or the weight) contains an
atom that is equivalent to x; under £p. In other words, an edge (or a weight) is said to be independent of
an atom z; if it is independent of the z;-th row and column of H. Note that if a subgraph G is independent
of atom z;, then we have P,,G = G and (),,G = 0.

As discussed in Section we next define the concept of molecules.

{def_poly}
Definition 5.6 (Molecules and Polymers). (i) Molecules: We partition the set of all the regular atoms
into a union of disjoint sets M;, j =1...,p. We shall call each M; a “molecule” (even though the atoms

in M; may not be edge-connected). More precisely, the molecules are subsets of atoms that satisfy

* ¢ U?Zle, {x}u (U?zl./\/lj) = {all atoms}, and M;NM;=0 forl1<i<j<p. (5.10) {yurenguodu}

(ii) Polymers: Let G be a graph with p molecules such that (5.10) holds. We use the notations
(1):Mi———Mj and (2)1Mi———*

to mean that (1) there is a dashed line connecting an atom in M; to an atom in M;, and (2) there is a
dashed line connecting an atom in M; to the x atom. Then we define two subsets of molecules, Poli(G)
and Pola(G), called “polymers”. A molecule M; belongs to Poly(G) if and only if there exists M;,,--- ;M
such that

in
Ml'***Mh***MiQ ******** Mz‘n****-

Simply speaking, Pol1(G) consists of all the molecules that are connected to the star atom through a path
of dashed lines. A molecule M; belongs to Polz2(G) if and only if M; ¢ Pol1(G) and there exists another
M; & Poly(G) such that M; — — — M;. In other words, Pola(G) consists of all the molecules that are not
in Pol1(G) and have at least one dashed line-connected neighborhood.

(iii) Free molecules: We say a molecule M; is free if and only if M; ¢ Pol; U Pols.

For example, in Fig.[5| we have

P0l1 = {M4,M5}, POZQ = {M3,M6,M7,M8}.

Degree: Let A denote any set of atoms in the graph. We define
deg(A) := # of solid edges which connect atoms in A and A€, (5.11) {degree}

i.e., the total number of solid edges which have one ending atom in .4 and the other one in A°. In particular,
for any atom z, deg(z) denotes the number of solid edges attached to x, and for any molecule M;, deg(M;)
denotes the number of solid edges that connect the atoms in M, to the atoms outside the molecule.
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STAR

i
i
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M, M, M; \“‘~M4 M; ’/,' M M; My

Figure 5: We use pentagons to represent the molecules, and we only show the dashed lines between them. The
pentagons do not really appear in the graph, and they are only drawn to help to understand the structures.

In the rest of this subsection, we introduce one of the most important graphical properties for the proof—
the nested property of molecules.

Path: Let G be a graph with molecules M;, 1 < i < p, such that holds. For some 1 < i < p, we say
that there is a path from molecule M; to * if and only if there is a solid edge path connecting M; to x
in the molecular graph. In other words, the path is defined on the new graph where each molecule is viewed
as a vertex.

For example, let M; = {21} and My = {22, 23} in the following graph (5.12). Although there is no edge
between atoms xo and x3, there are still 2 separated paths connecting M; to x, i.e., through Edge(z1,*), and
through Edge(z1,x2) and Edge(zs,*). Similarly, it is easy to see that there are 3 separated paths connecting
M to *.

STAR

(5.12)

Definition 5.7 (IPC Nested property). For a graph G with molecules M;, 1 < i < p, that satisfy (5.10)),
we say that it satisfies the independently path-connected (IPC) nested property if

o for each molecule, there are at least 2 separated (solid edge) paths connecting it to *;
e the edges used in these 2p paths are all distinct.
If a graph G satisfies the IPC nested property, then we say that it has an IPC nested structure.

For example, the graph in (5.12)) does not have an IPC nested structure, but the following one does.

STAR

(5.13)

The IPC nested property implies the ordered nested property as discussed in the introduction.
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Lemma 5.8 (Ordered nested property). Let G be a graph with a x atom and p molecules that satisfy (5.10)).
Suppose G satisfies the IPC nested property, then it also satisfies the following ordered nested property:
foranyt € N, 1 <t < p, there exists m = (w1, 7, - ,m) € St, the permutation group, such that

Ordered nested property : Vs <t, there exist at least 2 solid edges connecting atoms in M,

. (5.14)

to atoms in {x} U (USI<3M7TS,) U (UpseMy ).
Remark 5.9. Given the first ¢ molecules and 7 € S;, we can partially order them according to M, < M, , <
-+« < M,. For the x atom and other molecules My, t < t' < p, we define the partial order x < My < M,
such that they are lower bounds of the subset {Myj, -, M;}. Then roughly speaking, the ordered nested
property means that for any fixed 1 < t < p, there exists an order given by m € S; such that each of the
molecule M, 1 < s < t, has at least 2 solid edges connecting to the preceding molecules. Note that M,
1 < s < t, may or may not have solid edges connecting to molecules after it.

Proof of Lemma[5.8 A simple application of the pigeonhole principle shows that a graph with IPC nested
property can always be rearranged to have the ordered nested property. Here we skip the details and leave
it to the reader. O

The Fig.@ gives an example of the ordered nested property with ¢ = 5 and 7 = (2,4,3,5,1) € Ss.
Note that the choice of 7 is not unique for the ordered nested property. For example, we can also choose
m=(1,4,2,3,5). Given a graph with a large number of vertices, it is usually not easy to check whether the

Figure 6: The pentagons represent the molecules My, - -- , M5, the red circle represents the part (Uy s My ),
and we only draw the solid edges used in the ordered nested property.

ordered nested property holds or not. To make things worse, after each expansion the order of vertices can
be totally different, which makes the ordered nested property hard to track under graph expansions. On the
other hand, the IPC nested property is often much easier to track. In particular, the following lemma shows
that the IPC nested property is preserved under the resolvent expansions in and . Then Lemma
[5.8| guarantees that we have the desired ordered nested structure at each step of the proof.

Lemma 5.10. Let G be a graph with p molecules M;, 1 < i < p, that satisfy (5.10). Suppose G satisfies the
IPC nested property. If we expand an edge or a weight in G using (5.5)-(5.6) and denote the resulting two
graphs as

G=G1+Go,
then both G1 and Ga have IPC nested structures.

Proof. 1t follows trivially from the definition of the IPC nested property and the graph expansions in
and . In fact, we observe that in the expansions —, we always replace an edge between two
atoms with a path between the same two atoms. In particular, the path connectivity from any atom to the
* atom is unchanged. O
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5.2 Proof of Lemma[5.1] In this subsection, we prove Lemma [5.1] using the graphical tools introduced
in last subsection. It suffices to prove the following bound for (5.2):

(%) p
E Y (H 2, Qu, (Gxi*Gxi*)> <0, (T?0)". (5.15)
Ty, ,Tp \i=1

Let G be the graph that represents

p
=1
For example, in the case p = 3, we have
Qxl T STAR
Qx2 -
Qx3 - N
(5.17)
*
*
X1 X3
X

Then G can be written as the sum of £p - G, where £p ranges over all possible dashed-line partitions of the
atoms 1, T2, - ,&p. Since there are only C), different partitions, where C}, > 0 is a constant depending only
on p, we only need to prove that for any fixed Ep,

(%) P
E Z (chm> (Ep-G) < O, (I2a)". (5.18)

»Tp

Now we expand the edges in G using the expansions (5.5) and (5.6) with respect to the ({z;}!_,,Ep) as
following.

Expansions with respect to ({z;}!_,,€p): For a graph G, if all of its solid edges or weights are already
fully expanded with respect to ({z;}¥_;,Ep), then we stop. Otherwise, we can find a non-fully expanded
solid edge Edge(a, 8) or a non-fully expanded weight on atom «. Then there exists a z;, 1 < @ < p, such
that x; is not equal to any ending atom «, 3 of the solid edge (or the atom « of the weight) and is not
equal to any atom in the independent set of the solid edge (or the weight), either. Then we expand this
edge Edge(a, 8) (or the weight on atom «) using or with x; playing the role of the atom w. For
instance, for the solid edge representing G, + in the graph, the independent set is (). Hence we only need to
find a z; atom such that there is a x-dashed line in £p that connects x; and x;. If there is no such x;, then
we leave it unchanged. Otherwise, we expand G, with as

le* = Gg?*) + Gwla:,i (Gzizi)_l Ga:,i*-

After an expansion, every old graph is either unchanged or can be written as a linear combination of two
new graphs. Then for each new graph, if there exists a non-fully expanded solid edge or weight, we again
expand it with respect to some z; using or . We keep performing the same process to the newly
appeared graphs at each step, and call this process the expansions with respect to ({z;}!_,,€p). The
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following is an example with p = 2 and two steps of expansions:

0, — STAR STAR STAR

ol
Q.\‘z -

(5.19)

‘ﬂ (xy)

Here in the first step, we expanded G, with respect to z2 using , and in the second step we expanded
(Gyyu, )~ ! with respect to 2 using . (We also need to expand the first graph in the second row, but
we did not draw it for simplicity.) Note that in the second row of , the leftmost red solid edge is fully
expanded, and the red weight in the middle graph is also full expanded.

During the process of expansions with respect to ({z;},_;,Ep), it is easy to see that in every step of the
expansion, each new graph satisfies one of the following conditions:

e cither everything in the new graph is the same as the old graph except that the size of the independent
set of some solid edge/weight is increased by one,

e or some solid edge/weight in the old graph is replaced by some other (path of) solid edges and weights
in the new graph, and the total number of solid edges are increased at least by one.

By definition, in the latter case, the newly appeared solid edges are all off-diagonal under £p. Hence every
new solid edge provides a factor ®, and graphs with sufficiently many off-diagonal edges will be small enough
to be considered as error terms.

Now we perform the expansions of the graphs £p - G in with respect to ({z;}/_,,Ep). With the
above observation, it is easy to show that for any fixed (large) M € N, there exists a constant Ky, € N
such that after Kz, steps of expansions the following holds:

Ep-G=) Ep-Gy+ Y Ep-Gor, (5.20)
Y ¥

where (1) each G, is fully expanded with respect to ({x;}!_,,Ep), (2) each graph G contains at least M
off-diagonal edges, and (3) the total number of terms on the right-hand side of is bounded by some
constant Cjr, > 0. Note that the expansion in is not unique, but any expansion with the above
properties (1)-(3) will work for our proof.

Since M can be arbitrary large, to prove it suffices to show that for any fixed £p and 7,

(%) P
E Y (H cmi> (€p-G,) < O, (). (5.21)
@1, ,zp \i=1
For a graph £p - G, we choose the molecules as
M; ={x;}, 1<i<p.

Since 1, -+ ,x, # *, we have Poly(Ep - G,) = 0. Without loss of generality, we assume that

Poly (Ep - Gy) = {Mpg1, Miyo, - ,Mp}, (5.22)
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for some 0 < t < p. Recall that G, comes from G, which has the form (5.16). Then by the definition of our
expansion process, one can easily see that G, has the following form:

G, =[] Qu: (G, (5.23)

i=1

where G, ; denotes the part of the graph coming from the expansions of G,,,Gy,« inside the @, in .
(Note that G, ; is a colorless graph.) Now we pick some ¢ # j such that x; # x;, i.e., there is a x-dashed line
in £p that connects x; and ;. Since all the edges and weights in G, ; are fully expanded, if the atom x; is
not visited in G, ; (i.e., if z; is not an ending atom of some edge in G ;), then z; must be in the independent
set of every edge and weight in G, ;. In other words,

atom z; is not visited in G, ; = G, ; is independent of the atom z;.

Now for any free molecule M;, 1 < j < t, we have x; # z; for all ¢ # j. Then we can extend the above
statement to get

atom x; is not visited in H Gy

i#j
= H G.,i is independent of the atom x;
i
= H Qz,(G,,i) is independent of the atom x;
i

—EG, =EP,G, = E(([]@u.(0))  Pr, (@2,655) ) =0,
i#£]

where we used P, Q., = 0 in the last step. Therefore we only need to consider the graphs in which

for any j : 1< j <t, atom ; is visited in [ [ G-.:- (5.24)
i#]

Now it is instructive to count the number of off-diagonal edges. Recall that initially there are 2p off-
diagonal edges in G (see (5.16))), and the newly appeared solid edges during the expansions are all off-diagonal.
Therefore, all the solid edges in [[)_, G, ; are off-diagonal, and each of them provides a factor ®. Note that
if the free molecule M; is visited [, ,; G,,i, then we must have used (5.5)) or in some step of expansion

and picked the graph with at least one more off-diagonal edge. Thus (5.24) implies that we must have at
least ¢ more solid edges. This gives that

P
# of off-diagonal edges in H Gyi=2p+t. (5.25)
i=1

These extra t off-diagonal edges are crucial to our proof.
Next we find a high probability bound on the graph G, in (5.23)). Assume that, ignoring the directions
and charges, G., consists of some weights and m solid edges

Edge(Ti)(ai,Bi) with color @, or P,, 1<i<m, (5.26)

where some x; can be (), i.e. some edges are colorless. Then with ([3.15)), (3.17) and Lemma for any fixed
constants 0 < 7 < 7, we can bound G, as

Qy<ii( (7 +6a&)

m ITiU{e:}| (5.27)
<O H \Ilaiﬁi (T) + Z Z \I/(ai,wl,--- uwkuﬁi)(T) + 6061',31'
i=1 k=1 (wi,,wi)€Pk(TiU{z:})

Inspired by (5.27)), given any dashed-line partition £p, we define the U-graphs of G,.
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Definition 5.11 (U-graphs). Each U-graph is a colorless graph consists of
e q star atom and reqular atoms,

o solid edges without labels, where a solid edge connecting o and 3 atoms represents a W5 factor if
a—x —fin Ep and a factor 1 otherwise,

e dashed edges,
e and no weights.

Moreover, each ¥-graph is obtained from G, by
e removing all the weights,

e replacing each edge in (5.26) with a solid edge path

(i, wy, -+ wy, Bi)  with  (wy,- -+, wg) € Pr(Ty U{x;}), (5.28)

e removing all the labels including directions, charges, independent sets and colors,
e and keeping all the dashed edges.

Again we define the value of each V-graph as the product of all the factors represented by its elements, and
we will always identify a U graph with its value in the following proof.

Note that from any graph G, we can produce multiple W-graphs by choosing different paths for
the edges in . Since each independent set contains fewer than p atoms and there are at most Cyy
many solid edges for some constant Cas, > 0 (where M is defined above (5.20)), the number of different
W-graphs is bounded by some constant éM,p > 0. Then we label these graphs as ¥(G,,Ep,&). Note that
&€ =¢(G,,&p), and one can also regard it as the label for the paths in (5.28).

Recall that G, has p molecules M;, 1 < ¢ < p, with My, .-, M, being free molecules. Then we define
the molecules of ¥(G,,Ep, &), called U-molecules.

Definition 5.12 (V-molecules). For the non-free molecules of G, that are connected through dashed-lines,
we combine them into one single molecule in V(G.,,Ep, &) (note that we do not combine atoms). We shall
call a W-molecule non-free if it is connected to the x atom through a dashed line; otherwise we call it free.

We can also define W-polymers as in Definition [5.6] for ¥-molecules. However, for the molecules in Poly
that are connected to each other through dashed-lines, we have combined them into one bigger W-molecule,
which is now free in ¥(G,,&Ep,&). On the other hand, for the molecules in Pol; that are connected through
dashed-lines, we also combine them into one single W-molecule. Hence a W-molecule is either free or is
connected with the x atom directly with dashed edges, which shows that there is really no need to introduce
the concept of U-polymers.

In the proof of this subsection, all the ¥-molecules are free since Pol; = @) in G,. Now we keep all the
free molecules MY = M,, 1 < s < ¢, and denote the new W-molecules by MY, |, -+, M}, . From the above
definitions and , one can immediately obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 5.13. We have
€y < 07 (S ¥(G,.60,6)). (5.29)
3

Moreover, each ¥(G.,Ep, &) satisfies the IPC nested property with W-molecules MY, - - - ,Mﬁ_r.

Proof. The bound @D follows from . Since the initial graph G in has an IPC nested structure,
then by Lemma @, G, also has an IPC nested structure. In the definition of the W-graphs, we always
replace an edge between two atoms as in with a path between the same two atoms as in . In
particular, the path connectivity from any atom to the x atom is unchanged. Hence each ¥(G,,&p, &) also
satisfies the IPC nested property with the molecules My, --- , M,,. Finally, combining the non-free molecules
into W-molecules does not break the IPC nested structure. This finishes the proof. ]
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Since the number of W-graphs is bounded by 6M,p7 to conclude ([5.21)) it suffices to prove that

(%) p
> (H cmi> E¥(G,.Ep, &) < O, (7). (5.30)

T1,T2,,Tp \i=1

By Lemma U(G,,Ep, &) satisfies the ordered nested property, hence there exists m € Sy, such that
5.14) holds for U-molecules. Without loss of generality, we assume that 7 = (1,2,--- ;t +r) € S¢rr. Then
5.14)) shows that for each 1 < s <t +r,

there exist S, Es e {*}U (Us/<s/\/lgi) such that there are two off-diagonal edges (5.31)
connecting the atoms in M;I' to Bs and 55, respectively. .

We now estimate U(G,,Ep,&). There are at least 2p + ¢ off-diagonal solid edges by , and the above
ordered nested property used 2(¢t + r) of them. Each of the other 2p — t — 27 solid edges is bounded by
O;,<(®). Note that we have only combined two molecules only if their « atoms always take the same value.
Hence we have that

(G, €p,€) < O (0270 T[ Wiy Uz3.),

1<s<t+r

where 7 is an atom in MY, and y, (7,) belongs to the same molecule as j3, (Es) and ys, s € {*, T1,* , Trpr}-
Plugging it into the left-hand side of ([5.30]), we obtain that

(*)

(%) P
> (chi>EW(gw5D,£><oT E Y ot ] ¥, Vg,

T1,,Tp T1, -, Tegr 1<s<t+r

2p—t—2r _ o _ o _ —
<0-| @ E Z \Iji1y1 \ij1y1 Z \Ilwzy2 \Ilaizyz e Z \Ijzt+'ryt+'r\Pwt+'ryt+r

T To 51+1v
< O‘r ((PQp—t—QTFQ(t-‘rT)) , (532)
where in the second step we used (5.31]) such that one can sum over the Z’s according to the order Ty, -+ , Z1,
and in the third step we used (3.11)) to get a I'? factor for each sum. Since ® < 1 and ' > 1 by (2.22),

the factor ®2P—t=27[2(t+7) increases as r increases. However, since we have only combined the molecules in
Poly, we must have 2r < p — t. Hence we can bound (5.32)) by

(5.40) < O, (@2p—t—(p—t)r2t+(p—t)) <0, (]j2pq)p) ,
where we used ¢t < p in the second step. This proves (5.30]), which finishes the proof of Lemma

5.3 Proof of Lemma [{.3 The proof of Lemma [£.3] is very similar to the one for Lemma [5.1] in the
previous subsection. As in ([5.15)), we need to prove that

(%) P P
> (H(cmn#f) EJ] Qu: (GursGiia,Gae)™ < O, (T202)"

T1,XL2, " ,Lp,01,Q2° " Qp i=1 =1

where

A é, 1€2Z+1
A ie2Z

Let G be the graph which represents

p
g = H Qa:l (Gmi*Gziaiéai*)#i .

i=1
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The following is an example of the graph with p = 3.

STAR

X3

(5.33)

Q,\', -
sz -
Q.\'3 _ o

Let £p be a dashed-line partition of atoms z; and «;, 1 <7 < p. Since in (4.16]) we sum over x # «, there is
always a x-dashed line between z; and «; in €p. Now as in (5.18)), we only need to prove that for any fixed
gD?

() p
> <H(C.’Eiai)#i) E(Ep-G) < O, (M@%)”. (5.34)

T1,T2, " ,Tp, 01,02, ,Qp %

As in previous subsection, we expand the solid edges and weights with respect to ({z;}}_;,€p). Note that
during the expansions, we only add x atoms into the independent set or make more visits to the x atoms
through off-diagonal solid edges. In particular, this process does not create weights at the o atoms. Moreover,
for each atom «;, we always have deg(a;) = 2.

As in , after a constant number of steps of expansions we can write

Ep-G=Y Ep-Gy+ Y Ep-Gom, (5.35)
ol 4

where in each G, all edges and weights are fully expanded with respect to ({z;}}_;,&p), and in each gsrer,
the total number of the off-diagonal edges is larger than some constant M > 0. Since M can be arbitrarily
large, to prove (5.34)), we only need to show that for any fixed £p and ~,

(%) P
> (H(czim)#i> E(Ep-Gy) < O, (T%0%)". (5.36)

T1,T2, " ,Tp,1,02 - Qp \1=1

For a graph &£p - Gy, we choose the molecules as
M ={z;, i}, 1<i<p.
Again we have Poly = (). Without loss of generality, we assume that
Pol2(Ep - Gy) = {Mig1, Miya, -, My} (5.37)

for some 0 < ¢ < p. Now we repeat the argument from (5.22)) to (5.32)), where the only difference is that
(5.25) is replaced by

P
# of off-diagonal edges in H Gy, = 3p+t, (5.38)

i=1
because there are 3p off-diagonal edges in the original graph G. Here G, ; denotes the part of the graph coming

from the expansions of (Gmi*Gmaiém*)#i inside the Qg,. Then we can define the W-graphs ¥(G,,&p, ).
To conclude (5.36]), it suffices to prove that for

() P
> (H(cxiai)#i> E¥(G,,Ep, &) < O, (I3?)". (5.39)

T1,T2, ,Tp,01,02--Qp \i=1

As in Lemma V(G,,Ep, &) satisfies the ordered nested property, and, without loss of generality, we
assume that (5.31]) holds. There are at least 3p 4 ¢ off-diagonal solid edges by (5.38]), and the above ordered
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nested property used 2(¢ + r) of them. Each of the other 3p — ¢ — 2r solid edges is bounded by O, <(®).
We know ¢;.o. # 0 only if |zs — as| = O((log N)?W). Moreover, we have combined two molecules only if
each of them contains an atom such that these two atoms always take the same value. Hence if we pick any
atom T, in MY, then any other atom & in MY satisfies |&s — 75| = O((log N)2W). Then for 1 < s <t -+,
with we have Wz g (1) < Wz, (7) and ¥ 5 (1) < V5,5, (7) for 7 = 7 + (log N)~1/2, where y, (7s)
belongs to the same molecule as 3, (ﬁs) and ys,Ys € {*,Z1, -+ ,Tt4r . Bach of the other 3p — ¢ — 2r solid
edges is bounded by O, <(®). Thus we obtain that

\Il(g’ya gDa 5) = O? (@3p—t—27‘ . H Wisys lI/Esﬂs) .
1<s<t+r
Plugging it into the left-hand side of (5.36)), we obtain that

()

(%) P
> (H(Cziai)#i>E\I’(Gw75D»€)<O% EY et ] W, Usg,

Ty, Tp,Q1,0e % T, Togr 1<s<t+r

_ 3p—t—2r § _ ~~§ _ ~~_._§ _ . .
= OT o E \Ilaflyl \Iszyl \Illzyz \:[13321/2 \Ijxt+ryt+7‘\:[lxt+7‘yt+r

T 52 Et«#r
< 0= (®3p—t—2rr2(t+r)) <0, ((I)Sp—t—QTFQ(t-l—r)) , (540)
where in the second step we used (5.31]) such that one can sum over the Z’s according to the order Ty, - , Z1,

in the third step we used (3.11]) to get a I'? factor for each sum, and in the last step we replaced 7 with
7 by using 7 < 27. Since ® < 1 and I’ > 1 by (2.22)), the factor ®3»—t=2"T2(*+7) increases as r increases.
However, since we have only combined the molecules in Pols, we must have 2r < p —¢. Hence we can bound

(p-40) by
(5.40) < O~ (@3p*t*(l’*t)r2t+(p*t)) <0, (<I)2pF2p) ,

where we used ¢ < p in the second step. This proves (5.39)), which concludes Lemma

6 GRAPHICAL TOOLS - PART II

In this section, we prove Lemma[2.15] The proof is more involved than the ones for Lemma[5.1] and Lemma
4.3 and we need to introduce some new types of components to our graphical tools.

6.1 Definition of Graph - Part 2.

Dotted edges: The dotted edge connecting atoms o and 3 represents an H,g factor. Since we only consider
the real symmetric case, there is no need to label its direction and charge. (On the other hand, in the complex
Hermitian case, we indicate either the direction or the charge of the dotted edge. This is one of the main
differences from the real case.) For example, we have

STAR

ng -

al = QCEQ (Gg%)*Gaz*Hmlalelaz) . (6.1)

R
x,07

Weights and light weights: We now introduce some new types (flavors) of weights in addition to fi o
introduced in Definition

fs: Voi=Po(Grl) =2 — Y 520G . fa: Vi
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They are also drawn as solid A in graphs. It is important to observe that the f3 or f4 type of weights on
atom z are independent of the z-th row and column of H. By (2.23) and (4.2)), it is easy to see that for the
four types of weights we have

Guow — M, <®, Gor—M;'<® YV, -M‘'<® YV '-M <.
Correspondingly, we define the following four types of light weights:
Fr0Goe =My, for Gy = M7 fs: Ve = MY fa: Y7t = M,
They are drawn as hollow A in graphs. Furthermore, we define two more types of light weights:
f5: How,  fo: W2,
Note that H,, < W~%2 by . For example, with the above definitions, we have

STAR

f 4 = Gy2Goy 2 Vu(Gpp — M), (6.2) {wLw}
J3

X\,
S
One can see that a regular weight provides a factor of order O(1), while a light weight provides a factor of
order ® like an off-diagonal edge.
Now with the new graphical components introduced above, we give the graphical representations of more
types of resolvent expansions.

{lemmai}
Lemma 6.1. We have the following identities.
o Forx #y, we have Gy = —Gaz ), HmGgﬁl), i.e.,
X y
=-2, (x) (6.3) {Gp3}
X X;) ............. a
N
o We have
-1 _ — () | _ (x) z
(wa) - yx_z;m Zw = ma;+Q:v Z HmaHx,BGaB - _wa+ZHwanﬁGaﬁ _Z smaG((loz7
o, o, a
i.e.,
(x)
X X X a__.O\\(X) X x %O\%‘) a?fl
= + -2 RN + -2 P +X Sa (6.4) {Gpa}
ap\ i - ap\ i - a
h Ak OB A g OB o
Q.\'—
Here we used the convention that we assign the value 1 to an atom x with no solid edge or weight
attached to it.
o We have Gy = oo (Ve)  ™(Z)™ 71, ice.,
{eps}
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Here we omitted some details in the graph, i.e., for fited m > 1 and 0< <m —1, the graph should
contain m’ copies of the part inside the big czrcle. The graph (6.5) was mdeed obtained by expanding
the (m — 1)-th power of Z, using the binomial theorem.

o For x # y, we have

— YW _ Zsmgu (G@) 16 r_ .t 1

R (@) (@)1 (=)
v Y. T y(”zsmG (o) e

i.e.,

X X X
<« T < z:"‘S’“"( ° L0 i(5)

5 /5 " 2 (6.6)
fi x
X X
= + S ( - )
< <) Zq o ‘%) AR i
fa ) fa s

Remark 6.2. Note that the resolvent expansions in Lemma are used to unravel the weak correlation
between the edges (or the weights) and the atom, say w, that they are not attached to. More precisely, each
resolvent expansion in Lemmaexpresses an edge (or a weight) into the sum of a term that is independent
of the atom w and an error term that is of higher order. On the other hand, the resolvent expansions in
Lemma will be used to unravel the dependence of the edges (or the weights) on the atom, say x, that
they are attached to. In fact, the dependence is mainly through the dotted edges attached to x. For an
illustration of this principle, the reader can refer to e.g. the proof of Lemma [6.4] below.

One can see that we create new atoms in the expansions in Lemma such as the atom « in . Some
of the new atoms may be connected with the x atom with dashed edges, and hence create molecules in Pol; .
Also it is important to put these new atoms into some molecules. If the expansions happen at the atom x,
then the new molecules are all within an O(W)-neighborhood of = and we put them into the molecule that
contains x. In fact, in the proof we will always classify the new atoms in this way such that each molecule
has diameter at most O((log N)“W); see Definition below. Moreover, under this classification, the IPC
nested property still holds by the following lemma.

Lemma 6.3. Let G be a graph with p molecules M;, 1 < i < p, that satisfy (5.10). Fix any (large) D > 0.
Let zo be an _atom in molecule My, . Then for an edge or a weight attached to atom xg, we can expand it
using | . and write G as a lmear combination of new graphs G :

G=> 0, +05(N7P).
¥
We define the molecules in G, as

G = {Mj@, if o .

M;(G) U {new atoms}, if j=1io

that is, we include all the new atoms appearing from the expansions Ii into the molecule containing
xo, and leave all other molecules unchanged. Then under this setting, each new graph G has an IPC nested
structure.

Proof. First, notice that by , we only need to keep a constant number of terms in . Then the lemma
follows trivially from the definition of the IPC nested structure and the graphs in Lemma [6.1] In fact, it is
easy to see that under , the graphs in — only change the inner-molecule structures but do not
affect the IPC nested property, which is an inter-molecule structural property by definition. O

6.2 Proof of Lemma [2.15: step 1. Clearly, Lemma [2.15 is a stronger version of Lemma In fact,
the step 1 of the proof is just repeating the proof of Lemma [5.1] until (5.25).
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Step 1: Expansion with respect to ({z;}/_,,€p). Asin Section the first step is to do the expansions
with respect to ({z;}?_;,&p), and reduce the problem to proving that

(%) P P
E Y (H bz> (Ep-Gy) <0, (1+120%)", G, =[] Qu. (G+.0) (6.8)
o e, \in

s Tp i=1

where G ; denotes the part of the graph coming from the expansions of Gy,+Gx,+. It is easy to see that the
following conditions hold.

(i) &p is a dashed-line partition of the x atom and z; atoms, with z; — x — % for 1 < i < p.

(ii) In each G, ;, there are only solid edges and f> type of weights. All edges and weights are fully expanded
with respect to ({z;}_,,Ep).

(iii) We choose the molecules as M; = {z;}. So far, we have Pol; = . (In the later part of the proof, we
will add more atoms to each molecule and Pol; can be nonempty.) Moreover, we assume without loss
of generality that the free molecules are My, My, -+, M;.

(iv) For each 1 < i < p, the graph G, ; contains two separated paths connecting M; to the x atom.

(v) For 1 < i < t, we have deg(x;) > 4 and deg(x;) € 2Z. This is due to the condition ([5.24]) and the fact
that each expansion in (5.5)) and (5.6) increases deg(x;) by zero or two.

(vi) If deg(x;) = 4, the charges of the 4 solid edges must be (3 positive+1 negative) or (1 positive+3
negative). This follows immediately from the expansion process and the graphs in (5.5))-(5.6). We did
not emphasize this condition before, since it was not used in the previous proof.

(vii) Without loss of generality, we can assume that for any j # ¢ such that =; = z;, the atom z; is not
visited in G, ;. In fact, one can visit z; instead of z; in G, ;.

By (5.32), we have that
LHS of < O; (1+ ®PTPH). (6.9)

Suppose we can get t more ® factors. Then we have
LHS of < O; (14 @717 < 0, (1+ 2T?)" (6.10)

for any 0 < ¢t < p. Thus the main goal of our proof is to show that each free molecule provides an extra
factor ®, and hence t more ® factors in total.
We now explain briefly the basic strategy of our proof. Assume that

|Poli| =t1, [|Polz| =ta, [{free molecules}|=1¢, t+1t;+t2=p. (6.11)
Then we have the following cases.
e For each molecule M; in Pol;, we can obtain a factor O(1) from b,,.

e Consider any molecule Mrcm € Poly that contains the atom z;,. By definition, there are n > 1 other
molecules that are connected with M, through dashed lines, say M;,, -+, M, . Note that each G, ;,,
0 < k < n, is expanded from two off-diagonal edges Gwik*GIik*7 and in the expansions G, ;, always
contains at least two separate paths of off-diagonal edges from the molecule M;, to x. We call the
two off-diagonal edges connected with M;, as Edge(a;,,B;,) and Edge(a], , 8;,) for a;,,af € M,,.
Moreover, in the proof we will choose the molecules such that any two atoms in the same molecules
have distance at most O((log N)“W). In particular, all the atoms in M;,, 0 < k < n, are within a
O((log N)“W )-neighborhood of z;,. Then by (3.15), the above (2n+2) off-diagonal edges are bounded

by

Tig 0<k<n

quioﬂik \Pl’iOB{k : (612)
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In the above sum, 2n of the ¥ factors can be bounded by O, <(®>"). The rest of two ® factors, say
Uoso Bi ‘Ilwioﬂio’ will be summed over x;, and gives a factor Zzio Voio Big ‘11%31(0 < O,(I'?). Hence, each
molecule M;, in Pols provides a factor of order

(FQ(bQTL)%H g (1‘\2@2)1/2 g F@

for any n > 1. Here we emphasize that in order to be able to do the sum, we need the ordered nested

property as in (5.31)).

e For each free molecule M; ¢ Pol; U Pols, due to the ordered nested property, we obtain a factor I'2
when summing over )~ as in . Furthermore, because of the condition (v) above, the existence
of each free molecule increases the total number of off-diagonal edges in G, at least by 1. Every such
edge provides a factor ®. To conclude the proof, we still need to extract one more ® factor from each
free molecule. If deg(z;) > 4, then deg(z;) > 6 by condition (v), which increases the total number
of off-diagonal edges at least by 2. This already gives the factor O~ (®2) for each free molecule with
degree larger than 4.

e Now we consider the free molecules M; with deg(z;) = 4. Recall the condition (vi) above. Without
loss of generality, we assume that there are & positive solid edges and 1 negative solid edge connected
with the atom x; and they look like

Gﬂ%‘ B1 Gﬂcz B2 Gwzﬁsé% Ba>s

where i, # x;, 1 < k < 4. If we only consider this term, then it was proved in [13] that when summing
over > by,
Z by, Guipy Gy o G gy Gy < i (6.13) {adsolyai}

Zq

i.e., each charged (non-neutral) atom provides an extra factor O (®). However, this is not an optimal
bound for our goal, because two of the solid edges in Gg,3,Gy,8,Ge;8,Gz; 5, have to be used in the
ordered nested property. In other words, two of them should provide I'? factors when taking the sums.

e Hence the main goal is to obtain an extra factor ® as in (6.13) while keeping the IPC nested structure.

{40+}
6.3 Proof of Lemma : step 2. So far, we have G, = [[\_, Qu, (G,). Our goal of this step is to
write Ep - G as a linear combination of colorless graphs.

Step 2: Removing the colors Q,,. We first study the single piece Q;,G- ;. Due to the condition (ii) below
, we know that in G, ; the edges and weights that are not attached to atom z; must be independent of
the atom z; under £p. Thus we can rewrite

Gyi=GnGs, with P, Go4 =G4, (6.14) {aljjayz}

where g;”l consists of the solid edges and weights that connect to atom x;, and Q,‘;jj-t consists of the rest of G, ;.
Moreover there are only f weights in G, If in G'"; the number of fy weights is n and deg(z;) = 2s, then
locally it should look like the graph in (6.15) (with z; replaced by ). Since Qu, (Gy.i) = G54 (G — P, G2,
it suffices to write P, (G*%) as a linear combination of some colorless (local) graphs. This is the content of

v,
the following lemma.
{lemEk}
Lemma 6.4. Let Gy be a colorless graph as following:

W Vasa Vast g

(6.15) {EKgr}

fHhxn
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where we did not draw the labels for the edges and weights, and moreover, the labels for these n weights can
be different. We also assume that

T—X—y; 1<j<2s,

i.e., there is a x-dashed line between atom x and each atom y; (although for simplicity we did not draw them
in the above graph). Then performing the expansions in Lemma with respect to atom x and applying Py,
we get that for any fized D > 0,

E.Go = Fu+O0<(N7P), with Fu=3" C™@)-Gu(d), (6.16)

where the total number of F is of order O(1), & = (a1,a2- -+ ,ay), s’ = §'(k), is the vector of newly added
atoms, C*(&) are complex-valued deterministic coefficients, and G (&) are graphs which satisfy the following
conditions.

(i) Each graph G, (@) looks like

(6.17

~

where we have some new atoms ay, 1 < k < §'(k). We emphasize again that the pentagon does not
really appear in graph, and it is only used to help us to understand the structures.

(i) There are no dotted lines in the graph. There are no solid edges connected with the atom x. There may
be solid edges between oy, atoms.

(iii) For each 1 < j < 2s, the solid edge Edge(x,y;) in (6.15) was replaced with Edge(as,,y;) in (6.17) for
some 1 < t; < s'. (Here j # j' does not necessarily imply t; # tj.) Furthermore, the Edge(ay;,y;)
keeps all the labels (direction and charge) of Edge(x,y;) except that the atom x is added into the
independent set of Edge(ou;,y;).

(iv) Except the edges Edge(ay;,y;), 1 < j < 2s, there are no other solid edges and weights attached to y;.

(v) In (6.17), we have the following x-dashed lines

1):x—x—y;, 1<j<2s; (2):x—x—ag, 1<k<ss B)rapg—x—ap, 1<k#kK <5

(vi) atom x only has f3 and fy types of weights attached to it, while each atom «y only has f1 type of
weights and fg type of light weights (i.e. w—d/? factors) attached to it. Moreover, the atom x is in the
independent set of each f1 weight on o atoms.

(vii) For each atom «y,

deg(ag) # 2 = there exists at least one fg type of light weight attached to it.
(viti) We have
|C* (@) = O (W—ds/(@) 1 <mkax |, — x| = O(W)) : (6.18)
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Proof. We start by expanding the edges and weights in Gy using (6.3)), (6.5) and the first identity in (6.4)).
With these expansions, we can write (6.15) as a sum of graphs of the following form

Y1 Y2 tt Yas-1 Yas
@ @ () )

Y1Q Y2 ) e Y2s-1 Yas
= (6.19)

xS """-07()0 | X k copies
\ ﬁ, {//
v ——

More precisely, in the above graph we have

e m’' f3 type and/or f4 type of weights, which are independent of the atom z;

I f5s type of light weights (i.e., H,;), which are independent of the rest of the graph;

k copies of @, (HwHwﬁ/Ggg,), ie.,

k k
(=) \ _ (=) (@) .
TT Qe (Hen, Hegy G5y ) =TT (Has ey G5y = 0,500, Git, )
j=1 j=1

2s dotted lines which connect the atom z with new atoms v1, y2, - -+, Yos;

2s solid edges (which come from the 2s solid edges in (6.15)) connecting atoms -y; with atoms y;, and
these edges are now independent of the atom z.

With (6.19]), we can now write (6.15]) as

() (z) (<)

DD i,

Roy1y2, 3 Y2s B1,82,0,8n 81,85, .81

where ¢z denotes deterministic coefficients which depend only on m/, I’ and k (recall (6.5)). It is easy to
see that if either k or I’ in G is very large, then ZS;E) Zg) Z,(Gx,) ¢zG 7 will be small enough to be treated as

error terms due to (4.2). Thus we can focus on the graphs G whose k and I’ are bounded by some large
constant. Moreover, from (6.3])-(6.5)), it is easy to see that m’ is bounded by n + k + 1" + 1.

Now we can calculate E,G , which is quite straightforward due to the following observations. (They are
already contained in the previous discussions, but we repeat them here to make the proof clearer.)

e The solid edges and f3, f; types of weights are independent of the atom .
e The f5 light weights are independent of all the other parts, and E,H, = O(W~"'4/2),
e The dotted edges can be written as

2s n

E, || [T He | 1 (ijHmﬁ;, —smﬁj(sﬁjﬁ;) . (6.20)

j=1 j=1
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Recall that H,, is independent of H; if a # b. Thus in order for (6.20]) to be nonzero, we need to pair the
v and 8 atoms. It can be accomplished using dashed lines as follows. We write

E

where £ denotes the dashed-line partitions of ({'yj ?3:1, {Bi}i-1,15; }?:1). In order to have E,& - Gz # 0,
we must have that

each 7, 8 or §’ atom is connected with another v, 8 or 8’ atom through a dashed line, (6.21)
and for any fixed j,

the B; (B;) atom must be connected with an atom that is not £} (5;) through a dashed line. (6.22)

Now for any graph & - G satisfying the above two conditions, we merge the v, 8 and ' atoms that are
connected through dashed lines, and call the new graph gg (which also includes the dashed lines). Then we
rename the merged v, 8 or 8’ atoms in GE as ay, ag, -+, g, which are all different from each other (i.e.
a; — X —ay for 1 <i# j <s'). Note that the solid edges between § and 8’ atoms can either become solid
edges between the « atoms or become f; weights on the a atoms. Therefore Ezgﬁ can be written as a sum
of graphs of the following form:

b2 Va2

(6.23)

fi fax n'

In sum, we have shown that for G in (6.19)),
E.Gr = E.GE =Y > Ci u(@3: x, (6.24)
& K a

where C'y, ,(&) comes from (6.20) and satisfies

s'(k)
#dot(ay)
Crun@=0(1]] (W*d/z) 1 <m]?x|ak — | = O(W)> . (6.25)

j=1

Here #dot(ay) denotes the total number of dotted lines connected with the ay atom in QN‘% The IEIH;‘;
term may make the coefficients even smaller, but we will not consider it in the following proof.

So far, we have obtained the form in (6.16). It is easy to see that the conditions (i)-(vi) below
hold. It remains to verify the conditions (vii) and (viii). Clearly by (6.21)), we have that in Ge,

#dot(ag) =2, 1<k<s. (6.26)
IngG %, each v, 8 and /3’ atom is connected with 1 dotted line and 1 solid line. Therefore, we must have
#dot(ag) > deg(ay), in GE. (6.27)

On the other hand, we know that deg(cy) can be strictly smaller than #dot(«y). This happens only when
the ending atoms of a solid edge are both equal to oy and this solid edge then becomes an f; weight on
atom ay. Moreover, we know that this solid edge can only be Edge(Bs, ;) in G for some 1 < k < n. Note
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that if there is a dashed line between 5, and f},, then by (6.22)) 5, must be connected with another non-£;,
atom through a dashed line. Due to this observation, we must have that

deg(ay) < 2 = #dot(ay) > 2.
Together with (6.27]), we get

deg(ayg) # 2 = Fdot(ag) > 3.
Combining with (6.25) and (6.26]), one can see that the conditions (vii) and (viii) hold. This completes the
proof of Lemma [6.4] O

Now we return to Step 2. We apply Lemmato Qz, QfY”Z =(1-"F,,) nynl for 1 <7 < p, where the atom
z; plays the role of atom z in Lemma[6.4] Then we can write

Q. (Gy) = G2 ZZ 0 G, = (o) af, ), (6.28)

v,

where for each fixed k, Q,Ti’” and C7'7 satisfy the conditions in Lemma Now the right-hand side of
(6.28) is a linear combination of colorless graphs. Then taking product, we obtain that

o[ @=0 ¥ Y H( ;:;)H(gout g, (6.29)

=1 Kl Kp @1,- -~,ap =1 =1

Now we simplify the notations as

P

K= {51’52... a“{p}7 o= {0717072,... ’dp}’ T = {x17gj27... ,'Tp}y g%n :H(gz’itg’lﬁl;ﬁl)

i=1

Then we can write as
P
Ep [[ @u: (G4.) = ZZC” % Gylon ),
i=1

where

Cl:’;‘ -0 ((W_d># of a atoms ) 1 (H}E}X|az _ -Tz| = O(W)) .
Now let £7* be a dashed-line partition of the atoms in G, , such that
(i) the restriction of £7* to the dashed-line partition of {z;} is equal to Ep;

(ii) in £7*, we have z; — X — a and a - X — a , which are consistent with the dashed and x-dashed

Z”LN(

lines in G Qi Ti)-

ZTLK,

In this case, we shall also say that £7* is a dashed-line extension of Ep that is consistent with [[?_, G (A, ).

Then to prove , we only need to show that for any fixed ~, k and 7%,

EFy < O, (T?@% + 1), (6.30)
where
G
Fo = Z Z CLR% - £ Gy (e, B), (6.31)
with

p
~, # of o atoms 1
Gz =g 1Toe = 0w )1 (sl i = 001 )

We shall call a linear combination of graphs a forest. The above Fy is a forest, but with some special
structures. We now pick some important structures that are useful for our proof, and call the forest with
the desired structures a standard forest. Then the proof of Lemma [2.15] is reduced to showing that for a
standard forest, its expectation is always bounded by the right-hand side of (6.30).
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Definition 6.5 (Simple free molecule). In a colorless graph G, M, is called a simple free molecule if it is a
free molecule and satisfies

(i) deg(My) =4 (cf. (FT1));

(i) there is NO dashed edge inside M;;
(iii) there is NO off-diagonal solid edge inside M;;
(iv) there is NO light weight inside M.

Here we say that a dashed/solid edge is inside M; if the ending atoms of this edge are both in M;.

{def: SF}
Definition 6.6 (Standard Forest). We call F a standard forest if F can be written as
()
F = Z Z Coz € -G(a, @), (6.32) {fagao}
r «
where € is a dashed-line partition of all the atoms (including %), and the coefficient Co z and the graph
G(a,T) satisfy the following properties.
(i) G(a, %) has a * atom and p molecules: My, Ma,--- , M,, where for each 1 < i < p,
M ={z;, af, o2, ad---}.
Moreover, there are X-dashed edges between all the atoms within one single molecule M;.
(i) G(e, Z) has no colors, dotted edges or f5 type of light weights.
(i) G(a, T) satisfies the IPC nested property.
() If M; is a free molecule, i.e., M; ¢ Poli UPoly, then we have (recall (5.11))
deg(M;) € 2N, deg(M;) > 4. (6.33) {deg_mi}
(v) We have
Caz=0 ((W,d)# of o atoms ) 1 (ma_x lod — z;| < (log N)0<1>W) . (6.34) {Calphak}
Zhj
{tianqi}
(vi) If M; is a simple free molecule (which is defined right below), then the charges of the solid edges
connected with M; must be
3 positive + 1 negative, or 1 positive + 3 negative, (6.35) {3113}
and we must have
deg(a?) € {0, 2}, deg(x;) € {0, 2, 4}. (6.36) {3114}
By Lemma [6.4] one can see that we obtain a standard forest by removing the colors.
{panglei}

Lemma 6.7. The forest Fo in (6.31), which is derived from (6.28), is a standard forest in the sense of
Definition[6.6

Proof. One can easily check that the conditions (i)-(v) in Definition [6.6| hold for F; using Lemma From
Lemma, and the condition (vi) below , we know that olds for each molecule in Fy whose
degree is equal to 4. Hence the simple free molecules in Fy satisfy (6.35). For (6.36), if M, is a simple
free molecule with no « atoms, then we have deg(x;) = 4 by definition. On the other hand, if there are
some « atoms in this M;, then by the conditions (ii) and (vii) in Lemma we must have deg(a]) = 2
and deg(z;) € {0,2}. Here the deg(z;) = 0 case comes from the P, G, part as in Lemma and the
deg(x;) = 2 case comes from the product of a term from P, g}y" with a term from other Gy, Wlth j#i. In
sum, the simple free molecules in Fy satisfy - Therefore the forest Fy in , which is derived from

, is a standard forest. O
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We have the following high probability bound on the standard forests, where the simple free molecules
play an important role.

Lemma 6.8. Suppose (2.22)) and (2.23)) hold. Let F be a standard forest of the form (6.32)). Assume (6.11)
holds and there are ts (0 < ts <t) simple free molecules. Then

|F| < O, (@lzF2-teptat2ty | (6.37)

Note that compared with (6.30)), there is no E acting on F, and the above bound holds even without the
condition (6.35). On the other hand, it has ts fewer ® factors than the right-hand side of (6.30). In order
to get these factors, the condition (6.35])) becomes essential.

Proof of Lemma[6.8 We first count the number of off-diagonal solid edges between molecules. By the
definition of polymers, one can see that in the following cases the solid edges must connect non-equivalent
atoms under &:

(i) one ending atom is in free molecule;
(ii) one ending atom is in Pols and the other one is not.

In the following graph, we draw the solid edges that belong to these two cases.

STAR

: molecule

free molecules

(6.38)

Then it is easy to calculate that the total number of solid edges of the above types (i)-(ii) is (cf. -

<deg (Pols) + Z deg(My) + deg({*} U 73011)) . (6.39)

s free

Because of the IPC nested structure, we know deg(Pols) > 2ts, since there are 2to separate paths starting
from molecules in Poly. Similarly, we have deg ({x} U Poly) > 2(t + t2), since there are 2(¢ + t2) separate
paths from free molecules and Poly to the x atom and Pol;. Thus we have that

1
(639 > 26> +3t + 5 > (deg(M,) —4). (6.40)

s free

Furthermore by (6.34) and (3.15)), we can bound each solid edge in by O4(V¥,,,,) if it connects M;
and M;, or O4(¥,,,) if it connects M; and the x atom.

Now for the graph G(a, Z) in we can define its W-graphs ¥(G(e, %), €, &) as in Definition
except that we now keep all the light weights in G(a, ) such that each of them represents a ® factor in the

U-graphs. Without loss of generality, we assume that the free molecules in & - G(a, &) are My, -+, M;.
Then these molecules are also free W-molecules in the W-graphs and we denote them by MY = M,
1 < s < t. We denote the new free ¥-molecules by ijrl, e ,MZI’+T2, and the non-free W-molecules by
M;I’+r2+1, . MHTQJFH, where 0 < 2ry <ty and 0 < rq < ¢y

As in Lemma (.13 we have

£-G(a (Z\If @, 7),£.8)),
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where each \I!(g &, &) satisfies the IPC nested property with the W-molecules MY, --- M}, ., . Now to
conclude ( , it suffices to show that for any &,

()
3 Y Caz- V(G E),E,€) < Oy (DI2F27llat2t) (6.41)

By Lemma U(G, €&, €) satisfies the ordered nested property, hence there exists 7 € SHQ such that -
holds for the free ¥-molecules. Without loss of generahty, we assume that 7= (1,2,--- ;t+712) € Siir,-

Then we can repeat the arguments between and (| - Using (6.40]) and ( - for 1 <s<t+rg,
we can get that

\I,(g7 57 E) = O:F (¢2t2+3t+% s free(deg(M)—4)—2t—27 H \Ilisys \Ilisgs),

1<s<t+r2
where for any 1 < s <t+rq, T € ./\/lg’ and

Y Us € (%} U (Us<s{Zo ) U (Uttra<sr<tprarn M)
Plugging it into the left-hand side of ((6.41) and using the same argument as in (5.32)), we obtain that

(%) (%)
Z Z Ca,i’ . \Il(g(a, f), g’ 5) = OF (I)2t2*2rz+t+% > free(deg(Mg)—4) Z H \Pwéyb \Pwéyb
r o

T, Tppry 1SSSEHT2

<0, ((I)2t2—2r2+t+% . ﬁ_ee(deg(./\/ls)—4)1—\2(t+7“2)> _

Furthermore, by considering the internal structure of free molecules, it is easy to improve this bound to

(%)
33 Coe (G0, 7). £,€) < O (B2 K (s =204 ) (6.42)

where a is the number of free molecules that satisfy at least one of the following conditions:
(i) there exists one dashed line inside the free molecule;
(ii) there exists one off-diagonal solid edge inside the free molecule;

(iii) there exists one light weight inside the free molecule.

Note that in the first case, the sum of Cq z over the atoms in the free molecule gives an extra factor w—d
due to loss of free indices.
With (6.33)), it is easy to see that

1
3 > (deg(Ms) —4) +a>t—t,,
s free

the number of non-simple free molecules. Moreover, since ® < 1 and " > 1 by (2.22), the right-hand side
of (6.42)) increases as 72 increases. Then with 2ry < t5, we can further bound (6.42) by

YN Cai U(G(a, @), E,€) < O, (B=HIHH2gI~t) = O, (§la+2i—teplat2t)

This proves (|6.41]). O
Note that we always have to 4+ 2t < 2p under (6.11)). Then as in (6.10]), one can see that will follow

from Lemma if we can write the left-hand side of (6.8)) into a linear combination of O(1) many standard
forests, where each of them has no simple free molecule. By Lemma Fo in (6.31) is a colorless standard
forest. Now to prove (6.30), it suffices to prove the following lemma.
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Lemma 6.9. Suppose the assumptions in Lemma[2.15 hold. Let F be a colorless standard forest of the form
(6.32). Then for any fixzed D > 0, we have

EF =) EF.+ON"), (6.43)

where F,, are colorless standard forests containing zero simple free molecules. Moreover, the total number of
Fi. is of order O(1).

For the following proof of Lemma [6.9] it suffices to assume that there exists at least one simple free
molecule in F. Then our proof consists of an induction argument on the number of simple free molecules.
More precisely, we will remove the simple free molecules one by one with the following two steps: step 3 in
Section and step 4 in Section 6.5

6.4 Proof of Lemma[2.15: step 3. In this step, we turn all the simple free molecules into regular simple
free molecules, in which all the atoms have degree 2 such that we can apply (1.32).

Step 3: Regular simple free molecules. We now pick a simple free molecule, say M;, in the colorless
standard forest. Due to (6.36)), there are only 3 possible cases:

(6.44)

Type A Type B Type C

where we did not draw the weights and the a atoms with zero degree. We shall call the type C molecules,
i.e. the molecules without any solid edge connected with x; and with only degree 2 atoms, as regular simple
free molecules. The purpose of this step is to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6.10. Suppose the assumptions in Lemma [2.15 hold. Let F be a colorless standard forest of the
form (6.32). For any fixed D > 0, we have

EF =Y EF.+O(N"P),

where F,; are colorless standard forests containing only regular (type C) simple free molecules. Moreover,
the total number of F is of order O(1).

Proof. Recall that F in is built with graphs G(e, Z). Suppose for some iy, M, is a type A or B simple
free molecule in F. By the definition of simple free molecules, atom x;, is not equal to any other atoms in
graph G(a, ¥). For a solid edge, weight or light weight that is not attached to the atom ;,, we use (5.5)),
and to write it as a sum of two parts: one part is independent of the atom z;,; the other part has
two solid edges connected with the atom x;, and may have a new atom, call it a § atom. Corresponding to
these two parts, we can write G as a sum of two parts, say G = gé” + F1. Then for the graph gé”, we again

expand one of its solid edges or (light) weights that is not connected with the atom x;,, and write it as a

sum of two parts, say ggl) = géQ) + F2. Continuing this process until for some Qék), k € N, x;, is added into

the independent set of all edges, weights and light weights that are not connected with the atom x;,. Then
we rename Gy = gé’“) and write

(e, @) = Gola, &) + Y _ Y C*(B)Galex, B, ), (6.45)
kB

where

C™(B) = O (W—y# # otoms) 1 (max 189 — il < (log N)O“>W) , (6.46)
(2%}
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and G, denotes all the other F graphs which have two more solid edges visiting z;,. Here the new S atoms
can only come from the expansions in , and the C*(3) comes from the s coefficients. If the expansion
happened for a weight on atom x;, then the new atoms Bj satisfy ,Bj —x; = O(W). Similarly, if the expansion
happened for a weight on atom a} € M;, then the new atoms 8/ satisfy 5/ — af = O(W), which implies
ﬂg —z; < (log N)°MWW. We then include these new ﬂ] atoms into the molecule M; of G,..

So far we have explained how to get (6.45) - Now we consider the dashed-line partitions &, of the atoms
in G, and we shall use &; = £ to mean that &, is an extension of the dashed-line partition £ of the atoms
in /. Then we have

£-G(a, ) =€ - Gola, &) + Y D > C¥(B)ex - Gular, B, F).

kB Ex-E
Then corresponding to the standard forest F in (6.32)), we define the forests

(*) ()

Fo fZZC,” £ - Golo, 7) ZZZC’,”;C“ B)Ex - Gular, B, T), (6.47)

where the molecules are chosen as
2 2 .
—{.’l?wOé CM OZ 56 ') }; 1<Z<p

As we assumed above, M,, is a simple free molecule in F. Clearly, Fy is still a standard forest and M, is
a simple free molecule in Fy. On the other hand, we claim that:

(a) Fie, is a standard forest;
(b) M, is not a simple free molecule in F,; ¢, anymore;
(c) the molecules which are not simple free in F are still not simple free in F ¢, .

Now we prove these statements.

Proof of (b): Recall that we have obtained G, (a, B, Z) by expanding the solid edges, weights and light

weights in G(a, ) with respect to atom z;, using , or . Then each of these edges, weights or
light weights becomes either (1) the same component with x;, added to the independent set, or (2) two solid
edges connected with atom z;, plus some weights. Therefore, for any 1 < j < p, deg(M;) does not decrease
from F to Fj g,. Moreover, there must exist some component in F that turns into case (2) in Fj ¢, , which
gives deg(M;,) = 6. Hence M,, is not simple free any more in F ¢, and the above statement (b) holds.

Proof of (c): If M; is not a free molecule in F, then M; is still not free in F, ¢, since & is an extension
of £. Now assume that M, is a non-simple free molecule in F. Then we have the following four cases, which

can be proved easily with the expansions in (5.5)), (5.6 and .
o If deg(M;) > 6 in F, then deg(M;) > 6 in F, ¢, since deg(M,) does not decrease from F to F, ¢, .

o If there is a dashed line inside M in F, then M still contains this dashed line in F, ¢ .

o If there is an off-diagonal solid edge inside M; in F, then either M still contains this off-diagonal
solid edge in Fy ¢, or deg(M;) increases by at least 2 such that deg(M;) > 6.

e If M; contains a light weight in F, then either M, still has this light weight in F, ¢, , or deg(M;)
increases by at least 2 such that deg(M;) > 6 in Fy ¢, .

Therefore the statement (c) holds.
Proof of (a): We verify the conditions (i)-(vi) in Definition one by one.

e (i) and (ii) are trivial. (v) is due to (6.46]).
e (iii) is due to Lemma and Lemma
e For any M, deg(M;) increases by 0 or 2 from F to F ¢,.. Hence the condition (iv) holds.

52

{forest_regul



e For condition (vi), we assume that M; is a simple free molecule in F ¢, . Then it is must be also a
simple free molecule in F by the statement (c) we just proved. By the expansion rules and the fact that
deg(M;) does not change, it is easy to see that the solid edges connected with M; do not change from
F to Fi . except that the atom x; may be added into the independent sets of these edges. Therefore

(6.35) and (6.36]) hold for F, ¢, .
Therefore the statement (a) holds.

By the above statements (a)-(c), we know that the number of simple free molecules in F, ¢, is strictly
smaller than that of F. Now we consider the Fy term. In fact, assuming M,, is a type A or B simple free
molecule, we will show that for any fixed D > 0,

Ea, Fo =Y Fr+OL(N7P), (6.48) {jiaqian}

where each F,; is a standard colorless forest, in which the total number of type A and type B simple free
molecules is strictly smaller than that of /. Then with mathematical induction, we can finish the proof of
Lemma [6.10] by relabelling the standard colorless forests.

Now we prove . In Go, all the edges and weights are independent of the atom z;,, except for the
ones connected with atom x;, directly. Then we can write

Go =Gy - G¢"', Ea, Go=Gg" Eu, G4

where Gi" consists of the edges and weights attached to atom x;,. Now applying Lemma we can write

Eq,, G as a linear combination of graphs with new atoms a?,,, as in (6.16)):

new

EeGo=3. > C%anew) - (G (@new) - G5) + O<(N7P),

K Onew

where C*(@pey) satisfies

new

C”(O_Znew> = O(W—d)# new a atomsq (max |aj _ $i0| < (log N)O(l)W> )
J

We include these new atoms into the molecule M;, such that from G¢" to Gi"(@,ew), only the internal
structure of M;, changes. Thus we have

(x)
By Fo=2_Y Y > (CazC@new)) - € (G (Gnew) - G5"') + O<(N7P). (6.49) {jiagian23}

x Q@ Apew

Again, let &, denote the dashed-line partition extensions of £. We then define the forests

()
‘Fm,gn = ZZ Z (Ca,i’ ' CK(&new)) : 5& ' (g;n(o_znew) : ggut) .

I  dpew

Then we have

Ea:ioj:o = Z Z fm,gn + O%(N_D)v
Kk Ex>E

where fﬁ’gﬂ are standard colorless forests. Since deg(x;,) = 0 in .?Z',{’gn, M is not a type A or type B simple
free molecule in ]T",i,gﬁ anymore. Moreover, for all the other molecules, their types do not change from Fy to
]T—,i’gﬁ. Therefore in ]N:,{’gn, the total number of type A and type B simple free molecules is strictly smaller
than that of Fy. This completes the proof of by relabelling the standard colorless forests. O

{charged}
6.5 Proof of Lemma [2.15: step 4. With Lemma it remains to prove Lemma [6.9] under the

assumption that there are only type C simple free molecules in F.
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Lemma 6.11. Suppose the assumptions in Lemma [2.15 hold. Let F be a colorless standard forest of the
form (6.32)) and with ts simple free molecules for some ts > 1. Moreover, we assume that they are all type
C regular simple free molecules in the sense of (6.44). Then for any fixzed D > 0, we have

EF =Y EF.+O(N"P),

where each Fy is a colorless standard forest that contains at most (ts — 1) simple free molecules. Moreover,
the total number of F is of order O(1).

Clearly, together with Lemma the above Lemma shows that Lemma holds by induction
and hence completes the proof of Lemma 215

For the standard forest F in Lemma[6.11} in each simple free molecule there are exactly 2 atoms that are
connected with solid edges, as shown in . Thus the condition in Definition implies that one
of the atom must be connected with two solid edges of the same charge. Here we define the charged atom
to be an atom whose total charge with respect to the solid edges is not neutral. In this section, we focus on
the charged atoms in type C simple free molecules.

Definition 6.12 (Simple charged atom). We call a degree 2 charged atom in a simple free molecule a simple
charged atom.

Q. operation: Let «; be a simple charged atom in a simple free molecule M;. For a standard forest F
of the form (6.32)), we define an operator Q,,, which “paints” the edges connected with atom «; using the
color Qq,;:

()
Qo (F) =YY Cay-&-Qu, (G(a, D).

The operation of Q, can be described graphically as

(6.50)

Be careful that Q,, is different from @, acting on the graph: 9, only paints the edges connected with atom
«, while @), acting on the graph paints the whole graph with @, color.

The proof of Lemma [6.11] consists of the following two parts.

Step 4A: Painting the simple charged atoms. In this step, we apply (1.32)) to the two edges connected
with a simple charged atom, i.e., we paint these two edges with some @-color. Rigorously speaking, we shall
prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6.13. Under the assumptions of Lemma for any fixed D > 0, we can write

]::Z]:K—FZQD‘* (IR)+O<(N_D)? (651)

where F,, and Fy are colorless standard forests, and oy is some simple charged atom in Fy. Furthermore,
each F,; contains at most (t;—1) simple free molecules, and each Fy contains at mostts simple free molecules.
Here the total number of F,, and Fg is of order O(1).

Step 4B: Annihilation of ()-colored simple free molecules. As discussed in the introduction, taking
expectation over the @Q-colored graphs in (6.51]) will decrease the number of simple free molecules. We state
it in terms of the following lemma.
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{yuiz3i87}
Lemma 6.14. Under the assumptions of Lemma if oy is a simple charged atom in F, then

EQ., (F) =Y EF.+O(N"P),
where each F; is a colorless standard forest that contains at most (ts — 1) simple free molecules. Moreover,

the total number of F is of order O(1).
Clearly, Lemma [6.13] and Lemma [6.14] together prove Lemma [6.11]

Proof of Lemma[6.13 We assume that o is a simple charged atom in a simple free molecule M;, of F. By
definition, we have

()
F= Z Z Coi-€-G(a, ), (6.52) {nyuan}

and there are two same charged solid edges connected with oy in G(e, Z). Up to the choice of directions and
charges, we can assume that these two solid edges are

alal),, (6.53) {zjxiang}

where I and I are independent sets of these two solid edges, and v, 72 are atoms outside M;,. In the
following proof, we only focus on this case, but the proof works for all the other choices of directions and
charges. We can rewrite (6.53)) with the following lemma. We postpone its proof to Appendix

- - {aingqz}
Lemma 6.15. Given atoms y,y’ and independent sets I,1. Let x ¢ {y,y'} UIUI, and J be any set of

atoms such that o
{y,y’}YUIuI C J, xzé¢J
Define the notations

GmaD, Gi=aD, R, i= Gy — My, Ay = Ga— M.
Then under the assumptions of Lemma[2.15, for any fized D > 0 we can write

Gwszy/ =Qs (Gaijwy') + Z CawQuw <Gwyéwyf) + ZZC; - G(@,2,y,y) + O<(N_D), (6.54) {shangwmnzi}
wé{z}UJ K a

and

Qa: (Gzszy’) - Gwnyy’ + Z Ewawyéwy' + Z Z ég . gn(&, xr,Y, y/) —+ O.< (N_D), (655) {shangwmnws}
Y koa
where & denotes the new atoms, the deterministic coefficients satisfy
~ _ PR _\# of a atoms
Cows Cow = O(W d)l\m—w|§(logN)2Wa Cs C5=0 ((W d) ) 1 (mlax |z — ay] < (log N)2W> ,

and Gy, QNN are colorless graphs look like

y )
2 y
Or (6.56) {kjlksj8iu}
Extra dashed line Light weight Interal solid edge
More precisely, G, 'gv,.i are colorless graphs with atoms x, a1, a, -+, and y,y’. For simplicity of presentation,
we shall call M := {z,0q,09, -} a molecule (which is consistent with our previous definition). Then in

each G, or G}, there are two solid edges connecting atoms y and y' to the atoms in M, and there are no
dotted lines. Moreover, at least one of the following three cases holds.
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o There exists at least one dashed line connecting an atom in M to an atom in J. Here by convention,
we assume that the atoms in J are also included in the graphs G, or Gi.

e There exists at least one light weight on the atoms in M.
o There exists at least one off-diagonal solid edge between atoms in M.

Finally, the total number of G, and G graphs is of order O(1).

In applying Lemma to (6.53)), we let v, play the role of z in (6.54)), &, play the role of w, v and 7
play the role of y and y', J be the set of all atoms in G(a, &) of (6.52)), and we label the new atoms by ;.
Then we obtain that

Ga*’yléa*'ya = Qa, (G(X*Wléa*'YQ) + Z Ca,a, Qa, (G'&*'Yléd*’)Q)
& g{a JUJ

+_§E:EE:C¥%)QK (B%’04771772)‘+()<(DJ_D)7
5 Big

(6.57)

*

Big

Now we plug (6.57) into the graph G(a, ), and we include these new (’s atoms into the molecule M,,,
which contains z;, and a,. Since |ay — 2;,| < (log N)°MW, we have

ca, = OW ™1 (| - 2] < (l0g N)OOW),
and

Big
Now with these coefficients and (6.57)), we can write F in (6.52) as

e (U A (mlax 1L, — 3| < (log N)O“)W) .

F=0QuF+QaF+Y Y Fre +0(NP), (6.58)
Kk Ex-E

where F and Fr.c, are colorless forests defined as follows:

()

F=> 3> (Capcaa) & -Gla,b,,d),  Glo,dun, &)= %Gamém,
z [ 2 QY1 M QY2

where & is the unique dashed-line partition extension of £ in which @, is not equal to any other atoms in

g(aa d*a f)’

(%) -
]:n,&g = Z Z Z (ch,f : ngo) &y gn(a,gioaf)v gfc(aagz‘oaf) = 'g(aiz'x)gﬂ(giova*v’ylf}?)a

7 Eio Ga*"ll GQ*’Y2

where &, is a dashed-line partition extension of £. Here we recall that G is the graph in and G, is the
graph in .

For the above F and Fr.c., it is easy to prove that they are standard colorless forest. Furthermore,
compared with F, there is no new simple free molecules appearing in F and Fr.e., and M; is not simple free

anymore in F, ¢, . Hence F,, ¢ has at most (t; — 1) simple free molecules, and F has at most t, simple free
molecules. Now with (6.58)), we can finish the proof of Lemma Note that for the second term on the
right-hand side of ([6.58)), we need to switch the names of o, and &y, and relabel the standard forests. O

Next we prove Lemma [6.14] using Lemma [6.15}
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Proof of Lemma|6.14, We consider

()
Q. (F ZZOM €+ Qa. (G(a, 1)),

where o, is a simple charged atom in a simple free molecule M;,. In particular, atom «, is not equal to any
other atoms in the graph G(e, Z), and there are only two edges painted with the Q,, color in Q,, (F). As
we did in the proof of Lemma we expand all colorless solid edges, weights and light weights in G(a, ¥)
with respect to the atom «, as follows.

e We use (5.5) and (5.6) to expand the solid edges, fio weights and fi o light weights which are not
connected with atom a,. We use to expand the f3 4 weights and f3 4 light weights which are not
attached to atom o.

e Since M;, is a simple free molecule, the weights on atom «, must be normal weights (i.e., not light
weights). For these weights, we write them as

G =M,

-1 _
Tig + (GIq‘,Ol’iO - Macio)v (Gmiumio) = Mz,o + ((Gmmmzo) - Mmii) )

I,;O Iio

i.e. we expand fi o weights into an order 1 deterministic quantity plus fi o light weights. For fs4
weights on atom «y, we keep them unchanged, since they are already independent of the a, atom.

Then as in the proof of Lemma [6.10, we can expand the edges and weights, which are not connected with
the atom ay directly, step by step:

G=0"+ P =G +F+F=,

until we get that

G(a, @) = goax+ZZCK a, B, 1), (6.59)

where

CH(B) = O (W4)# Patoms) 1 (max 8 — x| < (log N)O“)W> .
3

Note that (6.59) corresponds to (6.45]) in the proof of Lemma In Gy, expect for the two solid edges
connected with ay, all the other edges and weights are independent of the a, atom. Thus we immediately

get that
Ea, Qa, (Go(a, ¥)) = 0. (6.60)

As explained in the proof of Lemma“ 6.10, the new ﬁ atoms in G, come from the expansions in , and the
coefficients C*(3) come from the s coefficients in . If the expansion happened for a weight on atom z;,
then the new atom B] satisfies 8] — z; = O(W). Slrmlarly, if the expansion happened for a weight on atom
o in molecule M;, then the new atom 7 satisfies 8/ — a = O(W), which implies |3! — z;| < (log N)OMW.
We then include these new 6f atoms into the molecule M; of G,..

We define
ZZZ i CX(B)) - & - Gular, B, 7).

Note that it has the same structure as the forest F, ¢, in (6.47) in the proof of Lemma Suppose in
G(a, ), the two solid edges connected with «, are G(I) ng')%. Then we define

G(I) G(I) Qa* (Ga*ﬁ*Ga*’Y*) ’

Qg By T Ax Y

G9 e, B, T) :=

and the forest
(%)

FSE.ZZZ B))-Ex - G2 e, B, 7).
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With 7 we obtain that

EQ..(F)=>»_ Y EF,

Kk Ex-E

Note that F.° Q. has the same structure as F,e,. defined above except that F.7 Q _ has two Q-colored edges.
For the colorless forest Fy ¢, , the statements (a)-(c) in the proof of Lemma also hold here. Therefore
we have that the number of Slmple free molecules in Fj ¢, is strictly smaller than that of F. Finally, we

apply (6.55)) to the Q-colored solid edges Qa, (Ga,8,Ga,~,) With a, playing the role of atom z in (6.55)),
and we add the new w and « atoms in (6.55) into the molecule M, (i.e. the one containing «,). Then for

each .7-" ¢, We can write

Fle. = Fusww +O(N7P),

where F ¢« are colorless standard forests by replacing Qa, (Ga, 8, Ga,~, ) With the terms on the right-hand
side of . Moreover, it is easy to see that each F ¢, ./ contains at most the same number of simple free
molecules as Fj ¢, , i.e., each Fy ¢ . contains at most (t; — 1) simple free molecules. This completes the
proof of Lemma by relabelling the standard forests. O

A PROOF OF (2.34)

With Taylor expansion, we can write

K-1
(1—[m28) 715 = (1 — [mPK %) ™" 37 |m[2ksh+, (A.1)

k=0
Since ||S[iee—10e = 1 and |m| < 1 — cn for some constant ¢ > 0 by (1.4), it is easy to see that by taking

K =n~1in (A1), we have

-1

0< [(1—|mPs)~'s],, < cn;%XZ(sk)zy. (A.2)

Since S is a doubly stochastic matrix, (S k)ry can be understood through a k-step random walk on the torus
Z4;. We first prove the following lemma. Here different from the previous proof, for any vector v € R? we
denote |[v| = ||v]]2.

Lemma A.l. Let B, = Y. | X; be a random walk on 74 with i.i.d. steps X; that satisfy the following
conditions: (i) X1 is symmetric; (i) | X1| < L almost surely; (iii) there exists constants C*,c, > 0 such that

L™ M gjce.r SP(X1| = 2) S C' L™ y<p, jEZ (A3)
Let ¥ be the covariance matriz of X1 with ¥;; = E[(X1);(X1);]. Assume that n € N satisfies
logn > colog L (A4)
for some constant cog > 0. Then for any fized (large) D > 0, we have

1+On(1) 7%wT(nZ)71
(27rn)4/2\/det (%)

P(B,=1)= T O(L™P), (A.5)

for large enough L (and n).

Proof of Lemma[A-]l Note that (A.5) is in accordance with the central limit theorem. Our proof below is
in fact a variant of the proof of CLT with characteristic functions.
Combining condition (ii), i.e., |X;| < L, with a large deviation estimate, with (A.4)), we get that

P (|Bn| > Ln1/2+f) — O(L™D),
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for any fixed (small) 7 > 0 and (large) D > 0. Thus to prove (A.5)), we only need to focus on the case
|z| = O(Ln!/?+70)

for some small enough constant 7y > 0. In the following proof, we always make this assumption.
For p € R? with 0 < [p| < L™ 'n~'/?*7 we have

in- 1 ki (p) .
log Ee'” ™ = —2pTSp+ k(, )(llpl)’“,
k>3 :

where p = p/|p| and ki (p) is the k-th cumulant of p - X;. It gives that

1 i 1 Iik(ﬁ) .

~logEei?Br = ——pTy WA

—logEe 5P Zp+ ;3 o eD
By the condition (A.3)), it is easy to verify that

Cl'IP<v<CL? (A.6) {operator_sig
in the sense of operators, and
lkk(p)| < CRRILF, keN, pes?
for some constant C' > 0. Then for |p| < L~'n~1/2+70 we have
B — =m0 (1 37 ap(p)(Lnt2]p))*) + O(L7P), (A7) {ganzz}
3<k<Kp

where «y, € C are coefficients (independent of p) satisfying

ap(p) = O(n'*/2) = O(n*/%), k>3, (A.8) {amp}

and Kp = O(1) is a fixed integer depending only on D and the constant co in (A.4]).
Now we estimate EeP"Br for large p. Because of the existence of the core in (A.3)), it is easy to see that

for some constant ¢ > 0,
[Be®X1| < 1—emin{L, (Llp|)*}, L~ 'n~ "2 L Jp| <,

which implies that for some ¢ > 0,

< e—chO

X

’Eeip'B" p| > L~ ip~1/2+70

)

Together with (A.7), with
yi= )" e, |yl =0(n™), q:=(n%)"’p,
and H,, being the Hermite polynomials, we have

1 : 1, T
P Bn = = dpe P Te—2nP 3p 1 7 (L 1/2 k 0 L—D
( x) (2m)d /p|<L1n1/2+fo pe e 2 ( + Z ar(p)(Ln*"=|p|) ) + O( )

3<k<Kp

. q2
dge Ve |1+ Y ax(d)|LE?q* | + O(L7P)

s |
(2m)dy/nd det(X) JiLx-1/2¢/<nm0 3<k<KD

. 42
dge Y%~ 7 [ 1+ Z ap(P)|LE"Y2¢F | + O(L~P)

S
(2m)¢y/nd det(X) Jqere schekn

1 Y
_ 14 O(n~ /o=y | e 4 O(L™P)
(2mn)d/2\/det () 3<§KD
where in the third step we used 0_1/2|Q| < |LE_1/2CI‘ < 01/2|Q| by (A.6) and approximated the f‘szl/z‘Ilg"TO

with qu]R up to an error O(L~2) due to the factor e=4°/2, and in the last step we used (A.8), |y| = O(n™)
and stationary approximation to bound the integrals. This proves ({A.5)). O
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Now we can give a proof of ([2.34).

Proof of (2.34). Fix any small constant 7 > 0. We now bound the sum in (A.2)). Let B, = Y i, X; be a
random walk on Z4, with i.i.d. steps X;, with distribution P(X; =y — ) = Sgzy. Then it is easy to see that

(8%)py =P(B =y — z).
For 1 < k < N7, with (2.4) we can bound
N(@=2)7
k —d
(5%)ay < Lp—yicoaew W™ S W2(z — gyd—2 (A.9)
For N™ <k < N2_T/W2, we have a large deviation estimate
clz —yf?
P(|Bx| > |z —y|) < exp <_k2VV2>
for some constant ¢ > 0. In particular, with high probability, b, can be regarded as a random walk on the
full lattice Z¢ if k < N2=7/W?2, and we can apply (A.5) to get that

(55)y = P(By, =y — e~mwzlv=el® 1 o(N D), (A.10)

1
2) S L2y d

for some constant ¢ > 0 and for any large constant D > 0. Finally, for N2=7/W? < k < 7=}, using
||S||la<>_>loo < 1 we get that
k N27T/W2 1
(S )zy < rgilx(s )zy < Ni—dr/z (A.11)
where we used (|A.10) in the last step. Applying (A.9)-(A.11) to (A.2]), we obtain that
-1
n —
N(d 2)T Nd'r/Z 1
k -D
(5%)ay S W2(x — y)d-2 + N + Z kd/zwdlk>N”\z—y|2/Wz +O(NT),
k=1 NTLESN2=7 /W2
where it is easy to verify that
1 < 1 1
Z kd/zwd1k>N*’\I*yl2/W2 ~ Wl\w—yKN*W + WA(N—T|z — y|2/W?2)d/2—1 Lio—y/znw
NTLESN2—7 /W2
(d—2)7
< N
S W g
This finishes the proof of (2.34]) since 7 can be arbitrarily small and D can be arbitrarily large. O

B PRroOOF OF LEMMA [6.15]

We fix z, 9,9’ in the proof. For simplicity, we ignore “z” from the coefficients c,,, and C.,,. With , we
can write
()
GoyGay = M2 HyoHoy GEIGS), + (20, M, + A2)

s,s’

Similarly for = ¢ {y,y'} UT U I, together with (5.5)), we get that

Gy Gy

Ay = Gpp — M.
G:Ex ’ G

Q

8

xT

B Gty = M2 S e GEE) 48 (et 4 Ao 5.4, ) GG )

.oa o GuaGay  GupGay = GuzGay GuzGay
= Mx2 Z SowGuyGuy — MzZ Z Szw (Gwy G Guy — S ) (B.1)

+E, ((AmMI + A, M, + AzAm) g“’ g“’) :
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Now we define the “error” part as

Buim M2 s ( Gy Szl GGy Gualiay GuaCiny

Gy Gmy
Ga:m sz

+IE$<(AM+AM+AA) ) ifzd {y,yyUTUI,

and

By = ETGWGW/ — M? Z smwGwyGwy/, ifxe{y,yJUTUI.
y

With the above definition and (B.1)), we have for any = € Z4,,

It implies (with {y,y’YUIUT C J)
Gﬂcyqu’ = Z [(1 - M*S ) ] (Qw ( wy wy’) + Bw)
_Z (1= 2228)71],,, (Qu (GuyGun ) +Bu)

w¢J
[0 = M2, S (1= 028, (Gury Gy ) -
weJ w’

Then using (2.15)), we obtain that for any fixed D > 0,

CayGay = Qo (CayCy) = 3 wQu (GunGuu ) +Ba + Y culBu

w¢J Ji¢J
+ Z Co Gy Gy + Z Zdww’GU)’yGw’y’ +O0<(N7P),
weJ wedJ w’

for some coefficients satisfying

cw = OW ™ N1 wi<og 2w, duww = OW 2N L1 it 10— /| < (log N)2W -

Furthermore, by the definition of B,,, we have

. é’uwéw ’ vaGw - G’uwGw C.'."vwcjw !
2 o= 22 e (G”y I -y Gw>

i¢J w¢J v ww
Cruy G
+§Icwﬂiw ((A My + AoMy + KA )Gwzaw@;)

for some coefficients

C;u = O(Wid)llz—w\g(log N)2W -
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Therefore, up to the error term O~ (N~P), Gzmey/ - Q. (nyGzy/) is equal to (see the explanation below)

QM —
y y
- @ + deww @

y’
Z CW
xO w' O
y Y y y
+ 2 Cl1w v 4.+ EWCZW (BG) {tiank}
X w

fx2

y' y Y
P
+ M, + e 4+ *
OX 2 fix2 fox2
X

+

~

where ¢ ., and ¢z ,, are some coefficients that also satisfy . Here we have only drawn the dashed lines
and ignored the x-dashed lines. Moreover, the y and 3’ can be the same atom, but we did not draw this
case. The first graph in the first row represents the first term on the right-hand side of . The second
and third graphs in the first row represent the two terms in the second line of . The second row of
represents the the first row of , and the third row of represents the the second row of .
The graphs of Zw%, cwBy have the same structures as the graphs in the second and third rows of (B.6)),
and we used “ --” to represent them in the fourth row.

Now the first graph in gives the second term on the right-hand side of . All the other graphs
in the first and second rows of can be included into the third term on the right-hand side of (6.54)) by
relabelling w, w’ as « atoms. It is easy to check that these graphs satisfy the conditions for G, belo.
Therefore to finish the proof of , it remains to write the graphs in the third line of into the form
of the third term on the right-hand side of .

Following the idea in the proof for Lemma we can write the graph with P, color into a sum of
colorless graphs. More precisely, using

Gw Gw 4 z . . —1 o0 o .
GTZ G;; = Z HwalHIazGal)yGazy” Ga:w - M, = (%) - M, + Z(Jﬂm) 1(29;) s

1,09 m=1

and taking partial expectation E,, we can write the graphs in the third row of as

Z Z Cg : gfﬂ(o_zv J), ya y/) + O-<(N_D)7 (B?) {3rdrow}

where

g -0 ((W—d)# of a atoms) 1 (mlax |3;‘ _ Oél| < (logN)QW) 7
and G (d,x,y,y’) are colorless graphs which look like the graphs in . In fact, it is easy to check that
G, either has a light weight (i.e. fy light weight on the atom z or fs weight on some « atom) or there exists
a solid line between a atoms. Hence can be written into the form of the third term on the right-hand
side of and satisfies the conditions below (6.56]). This completes the proof of in Lemma [6.15]

For , we use and see that it suffices to write B, into the form of the third term on the
right-hand side of , which have been done above. Thus we finish the proof of .
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