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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the limiting distribution of the eigenvalues for random tridi-
agonal matrix models. In the paper [Pop09], the limiting distribution is well described by its
moments. Here, an analytical approach allows us, as in the case of Wigner matrices, to relax the
assumptions on the random variables. With this method, we proved the convergence of the spec-
tral distribution under an assumption on the second moment. We discuss also about an algebraic
approach for the tridiagonal models, which are more complicated than the classic freeness.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the area of random matrices, the full models and the reduced models are very rich. For
example the history started with the work of Wigner in [Wig58b] and [Wig58a] which led to an
almost independent area of study which is documented in the book by Mehta [Meh04]. The
full matrix models is an area in itself. In an interesting paper Trotter [Tro84] proved the Wigner
semicircular law using a tridiagonalization procedure. In a subsequent work [DE02] Dumitriu
and Edelman introduced a general tridiagonal model which is now known as the β-ensemble
as [DE02] is

1√
β



N (0, 2) χ(n−1)β 0 · · · 0 0
χ(n−1)β N (0, 2) χ(n−2)β

. . . ...
...

0 χ(n−2)β N (0, 2) . . . 0 0
... . . . . . . . . . χ2β 0
0 · · · 0 χ2β N (0, 2) χβ

0 · · · 0 0 χβ N (0, 2)


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and the exact distribution of the eigenvalues is

1
Zn,β

∏
1≤i<j≤n

|xi − xj|β e− β
2
∑n

i=1 x2
i .

Some exact and fine details can be studied from this form.
The main property of the β-ensemble is that the distribution of the eigenvalues is computable

and puts a matrix model being the distribution of eigenvalues which extend the distribution of
eigenvalues of the G(O/U/S)E corresponding to β = 1, 2, 4 to any β > 0. This spurred a
large body of work which can be seen in the comprehensive monograph by Forrester [For10],
which unifies the study of random matrices with log-gas systems in statistical mechanics. A
significant breakthrough following the tridiagonal models was the characterization of the con-
tinuum limits. Ramírez, Rider, and Virág [RRV11] proved that the "soft edge" of the spectrum
converges to the eigenvalues of the Stochastic Airy Operator, a random differential operator,
thereby defining the Tracy-Widom laws for general β. Further extensions to unitary ensembles
were developed by Killip and Stoiciu [KS09] using CMV matrices, providing a complete picture
of the universality classes for β-ensembles. These developments have established that the tridi-
agonal models are not merely computational tools, but discrete approximations of fundamental
stochastic operators [KRV16].

The tridiagonal models a general class that includes β-ensembles that have been studied
using combinatorial tools in [Pop09]. Later on some extensions to these models were considered
in [ABZ23, LSW10, Tri19, BS22, BB11, BHS10, BSS21, Cha09, LS15, BS13].

The tridiagonalization of a Wigner ensemble produces a random tridiagonal matrix. How-
ever, a major challenge arises: the entries of this resulting matrix are no longer i.i.d., making
their analysis considerably more difficult. To address this, we study models where the entries
remain i.i.d., hoping that insights gained in this setting will illuminate the more complex case.

Finally, these models connect to the broader problem of band matrices with widths growing
as a function of matrix size. Tridiagonalizing such an ensemble yields a matrix with strong
entry dependencies, yet understanding the band matrices may reveal new and interesting phe-
nomena reated to eivenvalues and eigenvectors.

The tridiagonal model considered in [Pop09] is

(1.1) Aα
N =



aN bN−1 0 · · · 0
b̄N−1 aN−1 bN−2

. . . ...

0 b̄N−2 aN−2
. . . 0

... . . . . . . . . . b1
0 · · · 0 b̄1 a1


where the parameter α > 0 is related to the non-degenerate convergence of the moments

∀k : lim
n→+∞

E

( bn

nα

)k
 = mk < +∞.(1.2)

We also assume that all entries are real (the complex case can be studied similarly). The vari-
ables (ai)i∈N are bounded in L2 and i.i.d.

The rescaled matrix Xα
N = 1

Nα Aα
N provides a suitable framework for investigating the con-

vergence of the spectral distribution. Using the method of moments, we study the quantities
Lk = tr

(
(Xα

N)k
)
, where tr denotes the normalized trace. Under these assumptions, the main
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theorem of [Pop09] establishes the almost sure convergence of all moments of the spectral dis-
tribution. Let us recall it.

Theorem 1.3 (I. Popescu). Let α > 0. Assume that all random variables an and bn are independent
and there exists a sequence {mk}k≥0 with m0 = 1 such that

(2.7) lim
n→∞

E
(

bn

nα

)k

= mk for any k ≥ 0.

Moreover, assume

(2.8) sup
n≥1

E|an|k <∞ for any k ≥ 0.

Denoting Xn = 1
nα An, we have

(2.9) lim
n→∞

E trn(Xk
n) = Lk for any k ≥ 0,

and almost surely,

(2.10) lim
n→∞

trn(Xk
n) = Lk for any k ≥ 0.

Moreover, Lk is given by

(2.11) Lk =

0 if k is odd,
1

αk+1
∑

γ∈Γk

∏
i<0 mli(γ) if k is even,

where Γk is the set of one-step paths of length k linking 0 to 0, i.e.,

Γk = {γ : {1, . . . , k} → Z, ∀i < k : |γ(i)− γ(i + 1)| = 1 and γ(1) = γ(k) = 0}

and for any path γ,

ci = #{j ∈ Im(γ) : i ∈ [γ(j), γ(j + 1)]}.

Notably, Lk = 0 for all odd k.

As highlighted in [AZ06], this result ensures the almost sure convergence of the spectral dis-
tribution towards a measure uniquely characterized by its moments, provided that (mk) corre-
sponds to the moment sequence of such a measure. The same observation holds for measures
with compact support.

By leveraging similar combinatorial techniques, we can also establish the convergence of
joint distributions for tridiagonal matrices. Specifically, the joint distribution of k tridiagonal
matrices is determined by the limiting moments of the matrix entries (including odd moments)
and the structure of k-colored one-step paths.

The goal of this work is to present a natural extension of Theorem (1.3) through the Stieltjes
transform, which allows us to obtain spectral convergence results beyond moment methods
which, for instance, relaxes the integrability condition on the entries. We explore a broader
results that do not require the existence of all moments.

Our goal is to analyze the spectral distribution under optimal conditions, and the Stieltjes
transform emerges as the natural analytical tool in this setting.
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1.1. Stieltjes Transform. We give a quick recap of the Stieltjes transform.

Definition 1.4 (Stieltjes Transform). Let µ be a measure on R. We define its Stieltjes transform by

Sµ(z) =
∫
R

( 1
z − x

)
dµ(x) for all z ∈ C+.

The Stieltjes transform is a useful object to study measures on R. An important remark,
although immediate, is that Sµ maps C+ to −C+. In particular (see [AGZ10] for more details),
it characterizes the convergence of measures and random measures. To illustrate this, we state
the following result.

Proposition 1.5. Let (µn) be a sequence of random probability measures. Then (µn) converges weakly
almost surely to µ if and only if for all z ∈ C+, limn→∞ Sµn(z) = Sµ(z) almost surely.

The assumption z ∈ C+ can be reduced to z ∈ K ⊂ C+ where K has a non-isolated point,
thanks to Montel’s theorem. We now present two important examples of Stieltjes transforms.

We consider the determination of the square root on C+ given by
√

ρeiθ = √ρ ei θ
2 .

Example 1.6. We denote by σr the semicircular law on [−r, r], i.e., the distribution with density
1[−r,r](x) 1

π

√
r2 − x2. Its Stieltjes transform is

Sσr(z) = 2(z −
√

z2 − r2)
r2

and it satisfies the algebraic equation

Sσr(z) = 1
z −

(
r
2

)2
Sσr(z)

.

Example 1.7. We denote by γr the arcsine law on [−r, r], i.e., the distribution with density 1[−r,r](x) 1
π

1√
r2−x2 .

Its Stieltjes transform is

Sγr(z) = 1√
z2 − r2

.

Throughout this paper, for every matrix M , we denote by SM(z) the Stieltjes transform of its
empirical spectral distribution, i.e.,

SM(z) = tr
(
(zIN −M)−1

)
.

To relax the moment assumptions, we need to consider a specific space where we have con-
vergence of the off-diagonal coefficients.

1.2. The Wasserstein space. We will suppose that (b2
n) converges in the Wasserstein space.

Definition 1.8. Let µ, ν be two probability measures on (X , d), a separable complete metric space. We
define the Wasserstein distance between µ and ν by

W (µ, ν) = inf
X∼µ, Y ∼ν

E
(
d(X, Y )

)
.

In this setting, this is equivalent to

W (µ, ν) = sup
∥f∥Lip=1

(
Eµ(f(X))− Eν(f(X))

)
.

Recall the following important lemma; the proof can be found in [Vil09].
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Lemma 1.9. If (X , d) is a separable complete metric space, then (P(X ), W ) is also a separable complete
metric space.

With these two notions, we will prove in Sections 2 and 3 the following main theorem.

1.3. Main result. For the main context we extend the definition of Xα
N . For a given sequence

(σk,N)k≤N, N∈N, we define

(1.10) Xσ
N =



aN,N σN−1,NbN−1 0 · · · 0
σN−1,NbN−1 aN−1,N σN−2,NbN−2

. . . ...

0 σN−2,NbN−2 aN−2,N
. . . 0

... . . . . . . . . . σ1,Nb1
0 · · · 0 σ1,Nb1 a1,N


The case Xα

N is recovered by the sequence
(

kα

Nα

)
k≤N, N∈N

.
We also write XN when σ is constantly equal to 1, and call it the simple tridiagonal model

(see Section 2 for details).

Theorem. Let (Xσ
N) be the tridiagonal model (1.10) and (XN) the associated simple model. If

• ((bi)2) is a sequence of independent variables that converges in (P(R), W ) to a variable b;

• 1
N

N∑
k=1

E(a2
k,N) −−−→

N→∞
0;

• sup2≤k≤N−1 |σk,N − σk−1,N | −−−→
N→∞

0

• the measure
1

N − 1

N−1∑
k=1

δσk,N
converges to a measure µT and satisfies the uniform integrability

condition in L2,
then the empirical spectral distribution of Xσ

N converges almost surely to µT
b , defined in terms of its

Stieltjes transform by

SµT
b
(z) =

∫
R2

1
z − xt

dµb(x) dµT (t),

where

Sµb
(z) = E

(
1

z − b2
1S1(z)− b2

2S2(z)

)
,

and where S1(z) and S2(z) are two i.i.d. copies characterized in law by

S1,2(z) L= 1
z − b2S1,2(z)

and independent of b1 and b2, which are two i.i.d. copies of b.

In addition to this theorem, in Section 6, we also discuss the analog of Voiculescu’s theory
of free probability. This is less clear in this tridiagonal context. We prove that in general there
is convergence of mixed moments for several tridiagonal random matrices, but the algebraic
underlying structure similar to the free probability is not clear. We leave a number of open
question in the last section some related to this particular question.
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Structure of the paper. In Section 2 we prove the convergence for the simple case, which re-
quires some technical steps.

In Section 3 we extend the result to the general case. In particular, we highlight the im-
portance of the assumptions on the sequence (σk,N)k≤N,N and how they modify the empirical
distribution.

In Section 4 we give some exotic examples of limiting distributions, illustrating the diversity
of laws obtained with the tridiagonal model.

In Section 5 we extend the convergence theorem to the joint distribution of the diagonal
matrix and the tridiagonal one.

In Section 6 we discuss some underlying algebraic structure, partially described in [Pop09],
and leave some open questions.

2. THE SIMPLE TRIDIAGONAL MODEL

In this section we first study a simple model with independent entries and without any
growth factor. The growth factor will consequently be dealt with later in Lemma (3.4).

We call the simple tridiagonal model the tridiagonal model with σ = 1 (or α = 0 in the less
general context) and with zero diagonal entries, i.e.

(2.1) XN =



0 bN−1 0 · · · 0
b̄N−1 0 bN−2

. . . ...

0 b̄N−2 0 . . . 0
... . . . . . . . . . b1
0 · · · 0 b̄1 0


where (bi)i∈N are complex i.i.d. random variables in L2(Ω,A,P).

We recall a useful lemma for the rest of the paper, which reduces the study to this case.

Lemma 2.2 (Hoffman–Wielandt). Let A, B ∈ HN(C), and let λA
1 ≤ · · · ≤ λA

N and λB
1 ≤ · · · ≤ λB

N be
their eigenvalues. Then

N∑
i=1
|λA

i − λB
i |2 ≤ ∥A−B∥2

2.

To delve deeper, we need to precisely describe the resolvent entries. Throughout this section,
write

SN(z) = (zIN −XN)−1

for the resolvent (not to be confused with its normalized trace trNSN(z), i.e., the Stieltjes trans-
form). The starting point is the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Let A ∈ HN(C). For each i, let ai denote the ith column of A with the ith entry removed,
and let A(i) be the matrix obtained by deleting the ith row and column. Then, for any z ∈ C+,

(zIN − A)−1(i, i) = 1
z − A(i, i)− a∗

i(zIN−1 − A(i))−1ai

.
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With this description, we can express trNSN(z) in terms of the matrices obtained by removing
the (i, i)th rows and columns:

trNSN(z) = 1
N

N∑
i=1

1
z −XN(i, i)− x∗

i(zIN−1 −X
(i)
N )−1xi

= 1
N

N∑
i=1

1
z − x∗

i(zIN−1 −X
(i)
N )−1xi

.

The term x∗
i(zIN−1 −X

(i)
N )−1xi is now easier to manipulate. Indeed,

X
(i)
N =

[
X̃i−1 0

0 X̃N−i

]
,

where X̃i−1 and X̃N−i have the same distribution as Xi−1 and XN−i. Thus

(zIN−1 −X
(i)
N )−1 =

[
S̃i−1(z) 0

0 S̃N−i(z)

]

where S̃i−1(z) and S̃N−i(z) are independent copies of Si−1(z) and SN−i(z). Consequently,

(2.4) x∗
i(zIN−1 −X

(i)
N )−1xi = b2

i S̃i−1(z)(i− 1, i− 1) + b2
i+1 S̃N−i(z)(1, 1).

Therefore, the first issue is the behavior of SN(z)(1, 1) and SN(z)(N, N) as N → ∞. To this
end, we prove the following.

Proposition 2.5. For all i ∈ N, Si(z)(i, i) and Si(z)(1, 1) have the same distribution.

Proof. First, consider the distribution of Si(z)(1, 1). Denote by Pi the characteristic polynomial
of Xi. By a classical computation,

Pi+1(z) = zPi(z)− b2
i Pi−1(z).

Using the classical formula for the inverse of a matrix,

(z −Xi)−1(1, 1) = det(z −Xi−1)
det(z −Xi)

= Pi−1(z)
Pi(z) .

If we denote si = Si(z)(1, 1), we deduce the recursion

si+1 = 1
z − b2

i si

, s0 = 0.

For the second term (see [CdF01]), ui = Si(z)(i, i) = 1
δi

i
, where, fixing i, the sequence (δi

k)k≤i is
defined by

δi
k = z −

b2
n−i+1
δi

k−1
.

Hence

ui = 1
z − b2

1ũi−1

where ũi−1 is a copy of ui−1, independent of b1. Moreover u1 = 1
z
, so ui and si have the same

distribution. □
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Thanks to these considerations we have, in distribution,

(2.6) trNSN(z) = 1
N

N∑
i=1

1
z − b2

i si−1 − b2
i+1uN−i

.

The convergence in distribution of si is the next step.

Working in C, this holds; we can easily show the convergence.

Lemma 2.7. Let (bi) be a sequence of i.i.d. real variables and define s1 = 1
z
, and for all i > 1:

si = 1
z − b2

i si−1
.

If E(b2
1) < +∞, then for ℑz > E(b2

1), (si) converges in distribution to a random variable S that satisfies,
in distribution,

S ∼ 1
z − b2S

where b is a copy of b1 independent of S.

Proof. Let ℑz > E(b2). Note that si ∈ −C+ for all i and |si| ≤ 1
ℑz

. Denote by Pn the law of sn. Let
f be a 1-Lipschitz function on C.

E
(
f(sn+1)

)
− E

(
f(sn)

)
=
∫
R

[
E
(

f
( 1

z − x2sn

))
− E

(
f

(
1

z − x2sn−1

)) ]
dx

=
∫
R

[
E
(
f ◦ gx(sn)

)
− E

(
f ◦ gx(sn−1)

)]
dx,

where gx(w) = 1/(z − x2w). For each x, f ◦ gx is x2

(ℑz)2 -Lipschitz, so by the definition of the
Wasserstein distance,

E
(
f ◦ gx(sn)

)
− E

(
f ◦ gx(sn−1)

)
≤ x2

(ℑz)2 W (Pn,Pn−1).

Integrating and using E(b2) =
∫

x2 dPb(x) yields

W (Pn+1,Pn) ≤ E(b2)
(ℑz)2 W (Pn,Pn−1).

Thus (Pn) is Cauchy for ℑz large enough, hence convergent. The characterization of S follows
by the same argument. □

We also recall the Burkholder inequality, which allows us to manipulate expectations directly.

Lemma 2.8 (Burkholder inequality). Let Y ∈ L2(Ω,A,P) and (Fk) be a filtration. Set Yk = E(Y |
Fk)− E(Y | Fk−1). Then for all p > 2,

E
(∣∣∣∣∣

n∑
k=1

Yk

∣∣∣∣∣
p)
≤ Cp E

(
n∑

k=1
|Yk|2

)p/2

where Cp is a constant depending only on p.

We add a classical bound between resolvents of minors.

Proposition 2.9. Let M be an n × n Hermitian matrix. For each k, let Mk be the (n − 1) × (n − 1)
matrix obtained from M by erasing the kth row and column. Then for all z ∈ C+,∣∣∣trn

(
(zIn −M)−1

)
− trn−1

(
(zIn−1 −Mk)−1

)∣∣∣ ≤ 1
ℑz

.
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See a proof of this proposition in Lemma 1.5.6 of [Cap13].

Combined with this proposition and a classical martingale argument as in [AGZ10, Sec-
tion 2.4], the Burkholder inequality allows us to consider only expectations. More precisely:

Proposition 2.10. Let z ∈ C+. If E
(
trNSN(z)

)
converges, then trNSN(z) converges almost surely.

Theorem 2.11. Let (XN) be the simple tridiagonal model defined above. If (bi) is a sequence of i.i.d.
variables with a finite second moment, then the empirical spectral distribution of XN converges almost
surely to µb, defined in terms of its Stieltjes transform by

Sµb
(z) = E

(
1

z − b2
1S1(z)− b2

2S2(z)

)
,

where S1(z) and S2(z) are i.i.d. as in Lemma 2.7 and independent of b1 and b2.

Proof. Fix z with ℑz > E(b2). Start from the expression of trNSN(z) in (2.6):

trNSN(z) = 1
N

N∑
i=1

1
z − b2

i si−1 − b2
i+1uN−i

.

Let ε > 0 and choose δ ∈ N such that W (Pn,PS) ≤ ε for all n ≥ δ, with the notation of
Lemma 2.7. For N > δ,∣∣∣E(trNSN(z))− Sµb

(z)
∣∣∣ ≤ 1

N

N∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∣E
(

1
z − b2

i si−1 − b2
i+1uN−i

− 1
z − b2

1S1 − b2
2S2

)∣∣∣∣∣
≤ 4δ

N (ℑz)2 + εN ,

where

εN = 1
N

N−δ∑
i=δ

∣∣∣∣∣E
(

1
z − b2

i si−1 − b2
i+1uN−i

− 1
z − b2

i si−1 − b2
2S2

)∣∣∣∣∣
+ 1

N

N−δ∑
i=δ

∣∣∣∣∣E
(

1
z − b2

i si−1 − b2
2S2
− 1

z − b2
1S1 − b2

2S2

)∣∣∣∣∣ .
Fix δ ≤ i ≤ N − δ and control

αi,1 = E
(

1
z − b2

i si−1 − b2
i+1uN−i

− 1
z − b2

i si−1 − b2
2S2

)
.

As above,

±ℜαi,1 =
∫
R

∫
R
E
(
±ℜ

[
1

z − x2si−1 − y2uN−i

− 1
z − x2si−1 − y2S2

])
dPb(y) dPb(x)

≤
∫
R

∫
R

y2

(ℑz)2 W (PN−i,PS) dPb(y) dPb(x)

≤ E(b2)
(ℑz)2 W (PN−i,PS) ≤ ε

E(b2)
(ℑz)2 .

The same computation yields the bound for the imaginary part, and using
√

a2 + b2 ≤ |a| + |b|
we obtain

|αi,1| ≤ 2ε
E(b2)
(ℑz)2 .
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Similarly,

|αi,2| =
∣∣∣∣∣E
(

1
z − b2

i si−1 − b2
2S2
− 1

z − b2
1S1 − b2

2S2

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2ε
E(b2)
(ℑz)2 .

Therefore,

εN ≤ 4ε
E(b2)
(ℑz)2 .

For N large enough,∣∣∣E(trNSN(z))− Sµb
(z)
∣∣∣ ≤ 4

(
δ

N (ℑz)2 + ε
E(b2)
(ℑz)2

)
≤ ε

4E(b2) + 1
(ℑz)2 .

Hence E(trNSN(z)) converges to Sµb
(z) on {ℑz > E(b2)}, and by analyticity on all of C+. By the

Burkholder inequality, trNSN(z) converges almost surely to Sµb
(z). □

This generalization of Theorem (1.3) ensures convergence for a large family of tridiagonal
models not studied until now.

A corollary of this result concerns more general tridiagonal models.

Corollary 2.12. Let (XN) be a tridiagonal model (1.10). If (bi) is a sequence of independent variables
that satisfies

• ∀i : bi = βi + ϵi,

• βi are i.i.d. variables in L2,

• lim
n→∞

E(|ϵi|2) = 0,

then the limiting spectral distribution of XN is the same as that of the tridiagonal model with entries
(βi).

Proof. We notice that

E
(
∥XN − YN∥2

2

)
=

N∑
i=1

E(|ϵi|2) = o(N),

where (YN) is the tridiagonal model with entries (βi). By Theorem (2.11), the limiting spectral
distribution of YN exists, and by Proposition (2.2) and the Burkholder inequality, it is the same
as that of XN . □

FIGURE 1. Spectral distribution when bi follows a Pareto(1, 4) law for N = 104.
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We have seen the behavior in a simple case, without the diagonal and without a growth coef-
ficient for (bi). However, the growth behavior of bi is an important component in the tridiagonal
model and will be addressed next.

3. A MORE GENERAL TRIDIAGONAL MODEL

We proceed in two steps via a classical truncation argument for the main result. First, we
treat compactly supported measures, and then we address the general case.

3.1. Compact case. For the compact case, the method of moments is directly effective.

Theorem 3.1. Let XN be the simple tridiagonal model

XN =



0 bN−1 0 · · · 0
bN−1 0 bN−2

. . . ...

0 bN−2 0 . . . 0
... . . . . . . . . . b1
0 · · · 0 b1 0


,

with {bk}k≥1 independent (real or complex) and satisfying the hypotheses of [Pop09] that ensure the
empirical spectral distribution (ESD) of XN converges (in expectation and almost surely) to a compactly
supported symmetric law µX (odd moments 0; even moments given by Dyck-path counts). For each N ,
let (σk,N)1≤k≤N be positive numbers and define the σ-deformation

Xσ
N =



aN,N σN−1,NbN−1 0 · · · 0
σN−1,NbN−1 aN−1,N σN−2,NbN−2

. . . ...

0 σN−2,NbN−2 aN−2,N
. . . 0

... . . . . . . . . . σ1,Nb1
0 · · · 0 σ1,Nb1 a1,N


,

where the moment bounds in [Pop09, Sec. 2] become

lim
N→∞

sup
k

E
[
|ak,N |l

]
= 0 for any l ≥ 0.

Assume now
(SV) Slow variation: sup

2≤k≤N−1

∣∣∣σk,N − σk−1,N

∣∣∣ −−−→
N→∞

0.

(EM) Empirical measure: (σk,N) is a bounded sequence and
1

N − 1

N−1∑
k=1

δσk,N
⇒ µT as N → ∞,

where T is a random variable with law µT .
(B) Boundedness: supN≥2 sup1≤k≤N−1 |σk,N | <∞.

Then the ESD µXσ
N

converges weakly (in expectation, and almost surely) to the scale mixture µ, which
is the law of T ·X for T and X independent.

Moreover, for all k ∈ N,

m2k(µ) = m2k(µX) m2k(µT ) and m2k+1(µ) = 0.

Equivalently, writing µb for the limit law in the simple model and µT
b for the limit of the σ-deformation,

we have
m2k(µT

b ) = m2k(µb) m2k(µT ), m2k+1(µT
b ) = 0.
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Proof. First, since (σk,N) is bounded, T is compactly supported, and the convergence 1
N

∑N
k=1 δσk,N

⇒
µT entails convergence of all moments as well. We now examine the path expansion of the ESD.

Fix M with −M ≤ σk,N ≤ M . Expand trN

(
(Xσ

N)k
)

via paths as in [Pop09, Sec. 2, eq. (2.6)].
For tridiagonal matrices with zero diagonal, only Dyck paths contribute; with diagonals, the
same bookkeeping includes flats, still governed by [Pop09, (2.6)] and the shift partitions [Pop09,
(2.5)]. For a fixed admissible path of length k whose top index is p, only indices p + i with
|i| ≤ k/2 appear. By slow variation (SV),

max
|i|≤k/2

∣∣∣σp+i,N − σp,N

∣∣∣ = oN(1) uniformly in p,

so the product of the σ’s contributed by the path equals σ k
p,N up to a (1 + oN(1)) factor (with

nonzero diagonals the exponent is k minus the number of flat steps, but this only changes the
inner Dyck sum, not the argument). After taking expectation over the b’s and summing over
paths as in [Pop09, Thm. 1; (2.12)–(2.15)], we obtain for even k

E trN

[
(Xσ

N)k
]

=
( 1

N

N−1∑
p=1

σ k
p,N

)
mk(µX) + o(1),

with odd moments equal to 0. By the classical Weierstrass approximation on compact sets of
continous functions with polynomials, this yields the desired weak convergence.

The almost sure convergence follows by the same variance summability used in [Pop09,
(2.17)], since the extra bounded deterministic factor σ k

p,N does not affect summability. □

The astute reader may ask whether the variables X appearing in Theorem 3.1 have any spe-
cial structure. We end this section with a general result showing that any distribution can be
realized as in Theorem 3.1 with an appropriate double sequence (σk,N)1≤k≤N .

Proposition 3.2. Let T be a real random variable with distribution function FT . Then there exists a
double sequence (σk,N)1≤k≤N such that:

(1) Vanishing mesh:

max
2≤k≤N

∣∣∣σk,N − σk−1,N

∣∣∣ −→ 0 as N →∞.

(2) Empirical convergence: The empirical measures νN = 1
N − 1

N−1∑
k=1

δσk,N
converge weakly to the

law of T .

Proof. Let F := FT and let Q : (0, 1)→ R be the (left–continuous) quantile function

Q(u) := inf{x ∈ R : F (x) ≥ u}.
It is classical that if U ∼ Unif(0, 1) then Q(U) has distribution F .

Step 1: choose a central window and a target mesh. For N ≥ 2, define

R(ε) := Q(1− ε)−Q(ε), ε ∈ (0, 1
2 ].

Note R(1
2) = 0 and ε 7→ R(ε) is nonincreasing. Set

εN := inf
{
ε ∈ (0, 1

2 ] : R(ε) ≤
√

N
}
.

This is well-defined and εN ↓ 0: indeed, for any fixed ε > 0, R(ε) <∞, hence R(ε) ≤
√

N for all
large N , so eventually εN ≤ ε. Put

LN := Q(εN), UN := Q(1− εN), WN := UN − LN ≤
√

N.
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Choose a target step

δN := 1
log(N + 1) −−−→N→∞

0.

Let

BN :=
⌈

WN

δN

⌉
+ 2 ≤

√
N log(N + 1) + 2 = o(N), mN := N −BN .

Step 2: core quantile points. Define equally spaced probabilities on [εN , 1− εN ] by

uk,N := εN + k

mN + 1 (1− 2εN), k = 1, . . . , mN ,

and set the core points xk,N := Q(uk,N) ∈ [LN , UN ]. List the multiset {xk,N}mN
k=1 in nondecreasing

order, and between any two distinct consecutive values s < t insert

ℓ(s, t) := max
{

0,
⌈
(t− s)/δN

⌉
− 1

}
additional “bridge” points on the arithmetic progression from s to t, so that every consecutive
step along the progression is ≤ δN . The total number of bridge points used is at most∑

ℓ(s, t) ≤
⌈

UN − LN

δN

⌉
≤ BN − 2.

If fewer than BN slots have been used so far, fill the remaining slots with duplicates of LN (these
do not affect the mesh). Concatenate the resulting list to obtain σ1,N , . . . , σN,N .

By construction,
max

1≤k≤N−1

∣∣∣σk+1,N − σk,N

∣∣∣ ≤ δN −−−→
N→∞

0,

which proves item (1).

Step 3: weak convergence. Fix φ ∈ Cb(R) and set f := φ ◦Q : [0, 1]→ R. Since Q is nondecreasing,
it has at most countably many discontinuities; hence f is Riemann integrable on [0, 1].

Let JN := [εN , 1 − εN ], LN := |JN | = 1 − 2εN , and hN := LN/(mN + 1). Define the grid
tj,N := εN + jhN (j = 0, . . . , mN + 1) and tags uk,N := tk,N (k = 1, . . . , mN ). Then

1
mN

mN∑
k=1

f(uk,N) = mN + 1
mN

· 1
LN

(
hN

mN∑
k=1

f(uk,N)
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:SN (f)

.

By Riemann integrability of f on [0, 1], for any η > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that for every
partition of any subinterval of [0, 1] with mesh < δ, its Darboux gap is < η. Since mesh(t•,N) =
hN → 0, we have ∣∣∣SN(f)−

∫
JN

f(u) du
∣∣∣ −−−→

N→∞
0.

Because (mN + 1)/mN → 1 and LN → 1, it follows that∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1
mN

mN∑
k=1

φ(Q(uk,N))− 1
LN

∫
JN

φ(Q(u)) du

∣∣∣∣∣∣ −−−→N→∞
0,

i.e. ∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1
mN

mN∑
k=1

φ(xk,N)− E
[
φ(Q(UεN

))
]∣∣∣∣∣∣ −−−→N→∞

0,

where UεN
∼ Unif[εN , 1− εN ].
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Next, since UεN
⇒ U with U ∼ Unif(0, 1) and f(u) = φ(Q(u)) is bounded and continuous

Lebesgue-a.e. (discontinuities are countable), the Portmanteau theorem yields

E
[
φ(Q(UεN

))
]
−→ E

[
φ(Q(U))

]
=
∫

φ dF.

Combining the last two displays gives

1
mN

mN∑
k=1

φ(xk,N) −→
∫

φ dF.

Let µ
(x)
N := 1

mN

∑mN
k=1 δxk,N

. Since ∥νN − µ
(x)
N ∥BL ≤ 2 BN/N → 0, we obtain

∫
φ dνN →

∫
φ dF , i.e.

νN ⇒ F . □

Remark 3.3. If F is continuous (no atoms), one may simply take σk,N = Q
(

k− 1
2

N

)
in increasing order;

then the mesh already vanishes without inserting bridges. The bridge trick above is only needed to handle
atoms and heavy tails uniformly.

3.2. The general tridiagonal model. As in the compact case above, the diagonal does not affect
the limiting distribution.

Lemma 3.4. Let Xσ
N be the tridiagonal model (1.1) and assume that (ak,N) is a family of independent

variables satisfying
lim

N→∞
sup

k
E
[
|ak,N |2

]
= 0.

Then the limiting distribution of Xσ
N exists if and only if the limiting distribution of X̃σ

N exists; in that
case the two limits coincide, where X̃σ

N is obtained from Xσ
N by setting the diagonal to zero.

Proof. We have

E
(∥∥∥Xσ

N − X̃σ
N

∥∥∥2

2

)
=

N∑
i=1

E
[
|ai,N |2

]
= o(N).

By Proposition (2.2), ∣∣∣∣E(SXσ
N

(z)
)
− E

(
SX̃σ

N
(z)
)∣∣∣∣ −−−→

N→∞
0,

where SM(z) denotes the Stieltjes transform (normalized trace of the resolvent) of the ESD of M .
By Theorem (1.3) and moment determinacy, E

(
SX̃σ

N
(z)
)

converges; by Burkholder’s inequality,
SXσ

N
(z) converges almost surely to the same limit. □

Hence we may (and will) study Xσ
N directly in the case where (ai,N)i,N is the zero family.

We also note how the parameter α appears in the limiting distribution as a deformation in
Theorem (1.3). The case σ ≡ 1 contains all the information needed to describe the limiting
spectral distribution of Xσ

N , together with the limiting distribution of σ.
The natural next step is to determine whether the reusult in Theorem 3.1 also holds under

more relaxed conditions.
Before stating the main result, we record a technical lemma, which is likely well known, but

we include a full proof for completeness.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose (σi,N)1≤i≤N satisfies:
(EM) Empirical convergence:

1
N

N∑
i=1

δσi,N
⇒ µT ,

where T is a random variable with law µT .
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(SM) Second moment: E[T 2] <∞.
Then for any M > 0,

(3.6) lim sup
N→∞

1
N

N∑
i=1

σ2
i,N1{|σi,N |>M} ≤ E

[
T 2 1{|T |>M}

]
,

and

(3.7)
1
N

N∑
i=1

σ2
i,N −→ E[T 2] as N →∞.

Proof. Let FN denote the empirical measure

FN = 1
N

N∑
i=1

δσi,N
,

so that FN ⇒ µT .
For M > 0, define φM(x) = x2 ∧M . Then φM is bounded and continuous, hence by weak

convergence,
1
N

N∑
i=1

φM(σi,N) −→ E[φM(T )].

For tail control, note that for A > 0,

x21{|x|>A} =
∫ ∞

A
2u 1{|x|>u} du.

Thus
1
N

N∑
i=1

σ2
i,N1{|σi,N |>A} =

∫ ∞

A
2u FN({|x| > u}) du.

By the Portmanteau theorem,

lim sup
N→∞

FN({|x| > u}) ≤ P(|T | > u),

so

lim sup
N→∞

1
N

N∑
i=1

σ2
i,N1{|σi,N |>A} ≤

∫ ∞

A
2uP(|T | > u) du = E

[
T 21{|T |>A}

]
.

Since E[T 2] < ∞, the right-hand side tends to 0 as A → ∞. This proves (3.6) and uniform
integrability.

To remove the truncation, write with A =
√

M ,

1
N

N∑
i=1

σ2
i,N = 1

N

N∑
i=1

φM(σi,N) + 1
N

N∑
i=1

σ2
i,N1{|σi,N |>

√
M},

and similarly,
E[T 2] = E[φM(T )] + E

[
T 21{|T |>

√
M}

]
.

Letting N → ∞, the first terms converge by weak convergence; the second terms are bounded
above by E

[
T 21{|T |>

√
M}

]
by the previous step. Then sending M → ∞ kills the tails, yielding

(3.7). □

As is common in random matrix theory, the main work is truncation; we now prove the main
result.

Theorem 3.8. Let (Xσ
N) be a general tridiagonal model (1.1). Suppose {bi} are i.i.d. in L2, and that

(σk,N)0≤k≤N, N≥1 satisfies:
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(SV) Slow variation: sup
k

∣∣∣σk,N − σk+1,N

∣∣∣ −−−→
N→∞

0.

(EM) Empirical measure:
1
N

N∑
k=1

δσk,N
⇒ µT as N →∞, where T has law µT .

(SM) Second moment: E[T 2] <∞.
Then the empirical spectral distribution of Xσ

N converges almost surely to µσ
X = L(T · X), where T

and X are independent and X has the limiting spectral distribution of the simple tridiagonal model with
entries {bi}.

Proof. Fix C > 0, M > 0, and z ∈ C+. Define

βi := |bi|1{|bi|≤C}, σM
i,N := σi,N 1{|σi,N |≤M}.

Compare Xσ
N with XσM

N,C , the tridiagonal model whose off-diagonal entries are {σM
i,N βi}. By

moment convergence,

µ
XσM

N,C
−−−→
N→∞

L
(
T 1{|T |≤M} ·X 1{|X|≤C}

)
, µ

XσM
C
−−−−−→
M,C→∞

L(TX).

Moreover, ∥∥∥Xσ
N −XσM

N,C

∥∥∥2

2
≤ 2

N−1∑
i=1
|σi,N |2 |bi|2

(
1{|bi|>C} + 1{|σi,N |>M}

)
.

Taking expectations,

E
(∥∥∥Xσ

N −XσM

N,C

∥∥∥2

2

)
≤ 2E

[
|b1|2 1{|b1|>C}

]N−1∑
i=1
|σi,N |2

+ 2E
[
|b1|2

]N−1∑
i=1
|σi,N |2 1{|σi,N |>M}.

By Burkholder’s inequality, it suffices to control E
(
SXσ

N
(z)
)
. Using Proposition (2.2) together

with (3.6) and (3.7) from Lemma 3.5, we obtain∣∣∣∣E(SXσ
N

(z)
)
− E

(
S

XσM
N,C

(z)
)∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2

(ℑz)2 E
[
|b1|2 1{|b1|>C}

]
E[T 2]

+ 2
(ℑz)2 E

[
|b1|2

] 1
N

N−1∑
i=1

σ2
i,N 1{|σi,N |>M} + oN(1),(3.9)

where oN(1)→ 0 as N →∞.
Letting N →∞ and using Lemma 3.5 yields∣∣∣SµXσ (z)− SµXσ

M,C
(z)
∣∣∣ ≤ 2

(ℑz)2 E
[
|b1|2 1{|b1|>C}

]
E[T 2] + 2

(ℑz)2 E
[
|b1|2

]
E
[
T 2 1{|T |>M}

]
.

Finally, sending M, C →∞ gives, for z in any fixed subset of C+,

SµXσ (z) = SL(T X)(z),

which proves the claim. In particular,

SµXσ (z) =
∫
R

∫
R

1
z − xt

dµX(x) dµT (t).

□
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4. EXAMPLES

We now present a few simple yet somewhat exotic examples that appear to be less commonly
discussed in the literature.
Constant and classical laws.

Proposition 4.1 (Limiting distribution for constant coefficients). If all the coefficients satisfy bi

iα =
1, then the limiting distribution of XN is Ullmann’s law, that is, the distribution of T αX where T is
uniform on [0, 1] and X follows the arcsine law on [−2, 2], with T and X independent.

Proof. We provide two proofs.
First approach (Toeplitz). We recognize a tridiagonal Toeplitz matrix. The well-known eigenval-
ues of XN are {

cos
(

kπ

N + 1

) ∣∣∣∣∣ k = 1, . . . , N

}
.

A simple change of variables shows convergence to the arcsine law.
Second approach (Stieltjes transform). Applying Theorem (2.11), we must solve

s(z) = 1
z − s(z) .

This is precisely the equation satisfied by the Stieltjes transform of the semicircular distribution
(cf. (1.6)). The Stieltjes transform of the limiting spectral distribution is then

S(z) = 1
z − 2s(z) = 1

z − z +
√

z2 − 4
= 1√

z2 − 4
,

which corresponds to the Stieltjes transform of the arcsine law.
Finally, convergence to Ullmann’s law for each α > 0 follows from Theorem (3.8). □

FIGURE 2. Simulation of Ullmann’s law for α = 0, α = 0.2, and α = 0.8 with N = 2000.

Bernoulli case. We now study XN without any growth factor.

Proposition 4.2 (Limiting distribution for Bernoulli entries). Let bi ∼ Bernoulli(p) with parameter
p ∈ (0, 1), independently, and set q = 1− p. Then the limiting distribution of XN is

µBp = q2
∞∑

k=1
µk p k−1,

where µk denotes the spectral distribution of the k× k tridiagonal Toeplitz matrix with 1 on the sub- and
super-diagonals and 0 on the diagonal.
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Heuristic approach. We observe that

1
N

SN = nN

N
· 1

nN

nN∑
i=1

P ′
∆i

P∆i

+ 1
N
·

P ′
N−τnN

PN−τnN

,

where nN denotes the number of indices i such that bi = 0. The last term is negligible. It is
known that nN ∼ Binomial(N, q). Moreover, the ∆i are i.i.d. and follow a geometric distribution
G(q) on N∗. We therefore expect that

1
N

SN =⇒
(

lim
N→∞

nN

N

)
·
(

lim
N→∞

1
N

N∑
i=1

P ′
∆i

P∆i

)
= q ·

(
q

∞∑
k=1

Sµk
p k−1

)
.

Proof. We describe the decomposition. The characteristic polynomial χXN
of XN can be written

as

χXN
= PN−τk

·
k∏

i=1
P∆i

,

where we define τi, ∆i, and Pi by:

• τ0 = 0, and for i > 0, τi = min{m > τi−1 : bm = 0};
• for all i ≥ 1, ∆i = τi − τi−1;
• for i ≥ 1, Pi denotes the characteristic polynomial of the i× i tridiagonal Toeplitz matrix

with 1 on the off-diagonals.

Here k is such that τk ≤ N < τk+1. The Cauchy–Stieltjes transform is then

SLN
= 1

N

χ′
XN

χXN

= 1
N

N∑
n=0

1{τn≤N<τn+1}

(
P ′

N−τn

PN−τn

+
n∑

i=1

P ′
∆i

P∆i

)
.

A computation shows that for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

P
(
∆i = k, τn ≤ N < τn+1

)
= qnp N−n

(
N − k

n− 1

)
.

Using standard manipulations for negative-binomial expectations, we obtain

lim
N→∞

1
N

E(SLN
) = q2

∞∑
k=1

Sµk
p k−1.

□

We can attempt to apply Theorem (2.11). The problem reduces to solving, for b a Bernoulli
variable,

s
d= 1

z − b s
.

This yields the expression

S(z) = q2

z
+ 2qp

z − s
+ p2

z − 2s
.
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FIGURE 3. Limiting distribution with parameters p = 0.5 (left) and p = 0.9 (right).

5. A JOINT DISTRIBUTION RESULT

We now upgrade Theorem 3.1 to a joint convergence result for the pair (ΣN , XN).
Theorem 5.1 (Joint convergence of (ΣN , XN)). Let XN and σk,N satisfy the assumptions of Theo-
rem 3.1, and define

ΣN = diag(σ1,N , . . . , σN,N).
Let T be a bounded random variable with law µT (the weak limit of the empirical measure of (σk,N)), and
let X be the limit operator associated with the tridiagonal model (so that the ESD of XN converges to
µX). Consider the noncommutative probability space

(A, φ) =
(
L∞(ΩT )⊗AX , E⊗ φX

)
,

where T lives in the first tensor factor and X in the second. Then, for any noncommutative polynomial
P in two variables,

lim
N→∞

1
N

ETr P (ΣN , XN) = (E⊗ φX)
(
P (T, X)

)
,

and the convergence also holds almost surely.
In particular, for all integers k, ℓ ≥ 0,

lim
N→∞

1
N

Tr
(
Σk

NXℓ
N

)
= mk(µT ) mℓ(µX),

with m2r+1(µX) = 0 and m2r(µX) given by Dyck-path counts as in [Pop09]. Thus the joint non-
commutative distribution of (ΣN , XN) converges to that of the commuting pair (T, X), with T and X
independent in the classical sense.

Proof. We proceed in two steps.
1. Asymptotic commutativity of ΣN and XN . Recall that XN is tridiagonal, and ΣN is diagonal
with entries (σk,N)1≤k≤N . A direct computation shows that the commutator [ΣN , XN ] is again
tridiagonal, with off-diagonal entries(

[ΣN , XN ]
)

k,k+1
= (σk,N − σk+1,N) bk,

(
[ΣN , XN ]

)
k+1,k

= (σk+1,N − σk,N) bk.

Introduce the normalized Hilbert–Schmidt norm

∥A∥2
2,N := 1

N
Tr
(
A∗A

)
.

Then

∥[ΣN , XN ]∥2
2,N = 1

N

N−1∑
k=1

2 |σk+1,N − σk,N |2 |bk|2 ≤ 2 δ2
N

1
N

N−1∑
k=1
|bk|2,
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where
δN := sup

2≤k≤N−1
|σk,N − σk−1,N |.

By (SV), δN → 0 as N →∞, and by the assumptions on the bk (in particular the boundedness of
second moments implied by [Pop09]), the sequence

1
N

N−1∑
k=1
|bk|2

has bounded expectation and converges to m2(µX). Hence

E ∥[ΣN , XN ]∥2
2,N −−−→

N→∞
0,

and the same holds almost surely along a subsequence by standard arguments. Thus [ΣN , XN ]
is asymptotically negligible in normalized Hilbert–Schmidt norm.

Now let W (ΣN , XN) be any monomial (word) of total degree d in ΣN and XN . By repeated
use of the identity

AB = BA + [A, B],
we can reorder the factors so that all ΣN ’s stand to the left of all XN ’s:

W (ΣN , XN) = Σk
NXℓ

N +
∑

r

Cr,N ,

where each remainder term Cr,N contains at least one factor [ΣN , XN ], and k + ℓ = d.
Using the traciality of trN = 1

N
Tr and Hölder’s inequality for ∥ · ∥2,N , we obtain

|trN(Cr,N)| ≤ ∥[ΣN , XN ]∥2,N

∏
j

∥Aj,N∥2,N ,

where the Aj,N are products of ΣN and XN of degree at most d − 1. By (B) and the moment
bounds on XN , these Aj,N have uniformly bounded operator and Hilbert–Schmidt norms in N .
Consequently,

E
∣∣∣trN(W (ΣN , XN))− trN(Σk

NXℓ
N)
∣∣∣ −→ 0.

The same holds almost surely along a subsequence by Borel–Cantelli, and hence along the full
sequence by a diagonal argument over a countable family of monomials.

Thus, to determine the limiting joint moments, it suffices to compute the limits of

trN(Σk
NXℓ

N)

for all k, ℓ ≥ 0.
2. Limit of mixed moments trN(Σk

NXℓ
N). Fix k, ℓ ≥ 0. Expand Xℓ

N via the path method as in
[Pop09, Sec. 2]. Each contributing path uses only indices within a bounded window (of size
O(ℓ)) around some “base point” p, and the weight of a path involves a product of off-diagonal
coefficients bj (and possibly diagonal entries aj,N , which are negligible by the assumption on
their moments) and, in our deformed setting, products of the σj,N along the path.

In the proof of Theorem 3.1, the slow variation assumption (SV) is used to replace all σj,N

along the path by a single representative σp,N , up to a multiplicative (1+oN(1)) error, uniformly
in p. Exactly the same argument applies here, with the only difference that we now have an
additional factor σk

p,N from the left multiplication by Σk
N :

trN(Σk
NXℓ

N) = 1
N

N−1∑
p=1

σk
p,N ·

(
Dyck/path contribution at level p

)
+ o(1).



TRIDIAGONAL RANDOM MATRICES, AN ANALYTIC APPROACH 21

As in [Pop09] and Theorem 3.1, the path contribution does not depend on p in the limit and
equals mℓ(µX) for even ℓ and 0 for odd ℓ. Hence

lim
N→∞

E trN(Σk
NXℓ

N) = mℓ(µX) lim
N→∞

1
N

N−1∑
p=1

σk
p,N .

By (EM) and boundedness (B), the empirical measure of the σp,N converges weakly to µT , and
boundedness implies convergence of all moments, so

lim
N→∞

1
N

N−1∑
p=1

σk
p,N = mk(µT ).

Thus
lim

N→∞
E trN(Σk

NXℓ
N) = mk(µT ) mℓ(µX),

with mℓ(µX) = 0 for odd ℓ.
The almost sure convergence of these mixed moments follows by the same variance estimates

as in [Pop09, (2.17)], noting that the extra bounded deterministic factor σk
p,N does not affect

summability.
Finally, for a general noncommutative polynomial P , write it as a finite linear combination of

monomials and combine Steps 1 and 2. We obtain

lim
N→∞

1
N

ETr P (ΣN , XN) =
∑
k,ℓ

ck,ℓ mk(µT ) mℓ(µX) = (E⊗ φX)
(
P (T, X)

)
,

which is precisely the joint moment convergence of (ΣN , XN) to (T, X). The almost sure state-
ment is obtained similarly.

This proves the theorem. □

6. AN ALGEBRAIC STRUCTURE

In the Wigner case, the limiting distribution of the sum or product of two Gaussian ensem-
bles is well defined thanks to rotational invariance. In contrast, significant differences arise
here—especially when describing sums.

Throughout this section, we focus on the case α = 0 and work within the standard frame-
work of noncommutative probability spaces used for Gaussian ensembles, namely the family
(MN(R), ΦN)N∈N.

Recall that we defined the set of cyclic paths of size n by

Γn =
{

γ : {1, . . . , n} → Z : ∀i < n, |γ(i)− γ(i + 1)| = 1, γ(1) = γ(n) = 0
}

.

As seen previously, the empirical measure of a tridiagonal model depends only on the distri-
bution of its coefficients. The idea behind introducing paths is to view, in the limit, a tridiagonal
model (XN) as

X = U + UT ,

where U acts on ℓ2(N) as

U =



. . . . . . ...
...

· · · 0 b−1 0 · · ·
· · · 0 0 b0 0 · · ·
· · · 0 0 0 b1 · · ·

...
...

... . . . . . .


←− 0(6.1)
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The entry indexed by 0 is indicated by the arrow, and the diagonal entries are highlighted.

Definition 6.2. Let A denote the set of all operators of the form (6.1).

We now compute limiting moments in terms of bx, a random variable with the same distri-
bution as the coefficients. Any polynomial in X can be expressed as a polynomial in U and UT .
Multiplication by U corresponds to a step upward, and multiplication by UT corresponds to a
step downward.

Thus, to compute Φ
(
P (U, UT )

)
in the limit, it suffices to count the number of crossings at

each point of the path.
For example, for the path γ below, we have

Φ
(
Pγ(U, UT )

)
= E(b2

x)2.

iγ
i− 1

FIGURE 4. A 4-step path.

We now introduce colors to paths to describe joint distributions.

Definition 6.3 (k-colored path). Fix k colors and let c = (c1, . . . , cn) be a sequence of length n with
entries in {1, . . . , k}. A path γ of length n is said to be k-colored according to c if each edge (γ(i), γ(i+
1)) is assigned color ci for i = 1, . . . , n− 1. We denote by kΓc the set of k-colored paths according to c.

Theorem 6.4 (Joint distribution). Let (X1,N), . . . , (Xk,N) be k independent tridiagonal models. Then
the limiting joint distribution of X1,N , . . . , Xk,N satisfies

lim
N→∞

1
N

Tr Pc(X1,N , . . . , Xk,N) =
∑

γ∈kΓc

∏
j∈Im(γ)+ 1

2
d∈{1,...,k}

E
(
b

c(j,d)
Xd

)
,

where Pc(X1, . . . , Xk) = Xc1 · · ·Xcn , and for each level j ∈ Im(γ) and color d,

c(j, d) = #
{

i : • j ∈ [γ(i), γ(i + 1)] ∪ [γ(i + 1), γ(i)],
• edge (γ(i), γ(i + 1)) has color d

}
.

iγ
i− 1
i− 2

FIGURE 5. Example of a 2-colored path.

For the path above,

Pγ(U, V, UT , V T ) = E(bx)E(by)E(b2
x)2 E(b2

y).
It is important to note that the joint distributions are expressed through the moments (includ-

ing odd moments) of the coefficient distributions for bx and by. In general, one cannot expect
independence between two arbitrary tridiagonal models—even when the underlying variables
are symmetric.

Let T denote the classical shift operator. Then the distributions of (X, T ) and (Y, T ) together
determine the distribution of (X, Y ). Hence, additional information (through the shift) is re-
quired to recover joint distributions from the marginals.
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6.0.1. The addition. In noncommutative probability, a central question is which notion should
replace classical independence. For our models, we seek an appropriate analogue of indepen-
dence and a corresponding algebraic formulation.

Definition 6.5. Let a be a random limit of a tridiagonal model as in (6.1). Denote by µ(a,a∗) the law of
(a, a∗) and by µ(T,a) the law of (T, a). Define

NC2 = { µ(a, a∗) : a as in (6.1) }, NCT = { µ(T, a) : a as in (6.1) }.

Remark 6.6. We have µ(T, a) = µ(T, a∗) and µ(a, a∗) = µ(a∗, a), even though in general a∗a ̸= aa∗

and Ta ̸= aT .

The construction of [Pop09] provides a map N : NCT → NC2 such that

N
(
µ(T, a)

)
= µ(a, a∗),

where N is defined via 1-colored paths. Thus, the essential structure is NCT , with NC2 recov-
erable through N .

Proposition 6.7. There exists a unique map Nn : NCn
T → NCT such that for all a1, . . . , an,

Nn

(
µ(T, a1), . . . , µ(T, an)

)
= µ

(
T, a1 + · · ·+ an

)
,

and Nn is defined using n-colored paths as in Theorem 6.4.

We can now define an addition map

(+) : NCT ×NCT −→ NCT

such that the following diagram commutes:

A2 A NCT

NC2
T NCT

+

µ

µ

(+)

N2

REMARKS AND OPEN QUESTIONS

We conclude with several remarks and open questions that emerged during our discussions.

Remark 6.8 (Finite band matrices). Combinatorial tools based on paths of more than one step can also
be used to describe the moments of the limiting spectral distribution of band matrices [BB12]. As in the
tridiagonal case, one might attempt to adapt these methods to the band-matrix setting. However, the
specific tridiagonal structure cannot be directly exploited to establish convergence in the band case.

Nevertheless, an analogous algebraic structure can still be defined for finite-band matrices.

Question 1 (Band matrices). For growing band matrices, similar phenomena arise. In particular, for
certain regimes—such as when the bandwidth is of order

√
N , a “thinning-band” perspective might

provide a new analytical framework or key simplification.

Question 2 (Algebraic structure). A satisfactory algebraic framework likely depends on a deeper un-
derstanding of the shift operator.

An initial approach based on freeness with amalgamation (or B-type freeness) over the shift does not
seem to capture the situation. A more refined structure may therefore be required in this specific context.

Also in this context it is good to have a clean and clear structure of the joint distribution of constant
matrices and tridiagonal matrices in the spirit of free probability à la Voiculescu. This would unify and
extend the results in Section 5 with the results presented in this section.
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Question 3 (Groups and matrices). To further clarify the algebraic interpretation of tridiagonal mod-
els, one might investigate the structure of the orthogonal matrix appearing in their diagonalization.

In the literature, three main types of ESD (empirical spectral distribution) compositions are well char-
acterized. Let AN , BN be diagonal random matrices with ESDs converging to µA and µB, respectively.
Then:

• Freeness. If UN is Haar-distributed on ON(R), then

ESD
(
AN UNBNUT

N

)
=⇒ µA ⊠ µB.

• Traffic independence. If UN is uniformly distributed on the permutation group, then ESD
(
AN UNBNUT

N

)
can be expressed in terms of µA and µB via traffic independence.
• Classical independence. If UN = I , then

ESD
(
AN UNBNUT

N

)
=⇒ µA ⊗ µB.

It is straightforward to move from the model Xσ
N to ΣNXN , where ΣN is diagonal with entries

(σk,N)k≤N . Writing µσ for µT , we have

µΣN XN
=⇒ µσ ⊗ µX ,

which corresponds to classical independence.
An intriguing open problem is how “small” the group associated with the orthogonal matrix from

the diagonalization of a tridiagonal matrix can be. One may speculate that this matrix behaves almost
like a random N -cycle, though much remains to be explored. A related question concerns the transition
from the GOE to the GβE via products of Householder transformations: perhaps such a product becomes
asymptotically Haar-distributed.

Question 4 (Gaussian field). To better understand the Stieltjes transform of certain tridiagonal models,
one could aim to establish a central limit theorem on the entire upper half-plane, yielding a Gaussian field
under suitable assumptions. For the GβE, this has been shown in [LP25]. Building on the Gaussian
CLT results in [Pop09, Theorems 6–7], one might hope to extend this to a Gaussian field through a
Gaussian analytic function framework.
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