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Abstract

This paper studies the asymptotic spectral properties of the sample covariance matrix
for high-dimensional compositional data, including the limiting spectral distribution, the
limit of extreme eigenvalues, and the central limit theorem for linear spectral statistics. All
asymptotic results are derived under the high-dimensional regime where the data dimension
increases to infinity proportionally with the sample size. The findings reveal that the limiting
spectral distribution is the well-known Marcéenko-Pastur law. The largest (or smallest non-
zero) eigenvalue converges almost surely to the left (or right) endpoint of the limiting spectral
distribution, respectively. Moreover, the linear spectral statistics demonstrate a Gaussian limit.
Based on our CLT result, we investigate a test problem on the population covariance structure
of the basis data. Simulation experiments demonstrate the accuracy of theoretical results.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, there has been increasing interest in the analysis of high-dimensional composi-
tional data (HCD), which arise in various fields including genomics, ecology, finance, and social
sciences. Compositional data refers to observations whose sum is a constant, such as proportions or
percentages. HCD often involve a large number of variables or features measured for each sample,
posing unique challenges for analysis. In the field of genomics, HCD analysis plays a crucial role
in studying the composition and abundance of microbial communities, such as the human gut
microbiome. Understanding the microbial composition and its relationship with health and disease
has significant implications for personalized medicine and therapeutic interventions.



Statistical inference in HCD involves microbial mean tests, covariance matrix structural tests,
and linear regression hypothesis testing. These inferences are intricately linked to the statistical
properties of the sample covariance matrix. Mean tests typically utilize sum-of-squares-type and
maximum-type statistics for dense and sparse alternative hypothesis, respectively. Cao et al. [2018]
extended the maximum test framework by Cai et al. [2014] for compositional data. However,
there’s a gap in having a suitable sum-of-squares-type statistic for dense alternatives in HCD
mean tests. Many sum-of-squares-type statistics, like Hotelling’s T?-statistic, rely on the sample
covariance matrix. For bacterial species correlation, Faust et al. [2012] introduced the permutation-
renormalization bootstrap (ReBoot), directly calculating correlations from compositional compo-
nents. Shuffling is suggested due to compositional data’s closure constraint, introducing negative
correlations. Yet, compositional data’s unique properties require an additional normalization step
within the same sample post-shuffling, potentially impacting the theoretical validity of permutation
and resampling methods. Additionally, resampling increases computational complexity for p-value
calculation and confidence interval construction. To address these challenges, Wu et al. [2011]
developed a covariance matrix element hypothesis testing method, allowing control over false
discovery proportion (FDP) and false discovery rate (FDR). All these studies are closely related to
the sample covariance matrix of HCD.

Current research predominantly focuses on sparse compositional data. In dense scenarios,
researchers often turn to the spectral properties of sample covariance matrices. Despite this, there
is a notable gap in the field of random matrices where specific attention to structures resembling
compositional data, where the row sum of the data matrix is constant, is lacking. Statistical
inference for HCD encounters challenges arising not only from constraints but also from high
dimensionality. Recognizing the crucial role of spectral theory in sample covariance matrices is also
vital for addressing statistical challenges associated with high-dimensional data. Importantly, while
previous research on statistical inference for HCD has overlooked studies under the spectral theory
of sample covariance matrices, our work takes on these challenges from a Random Matrix Theory
perspective. Existing literature extensively covers spectral properties of large-dimensional sample
covariance matrices, but most results rely on the independent component data structure, i.e. Z =TX,
where I' is determined, and X has independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) components.
Seminal works by Marcenko and Pastur [1967] and Jonsson [1982] established the limiting spectral
distribution (LSD) of the sample covariance matrix n1XX', where X is an i.i.d. data matrix with
zero mean, leading to the well-known Marcenko-Pastur law. Subsequent research by Yin and
Krishnaiah [1983] and Silverstein and Bai [1995] extended these findings to the sample covariance
matrix n-'XEX for data with a linear dependence structure. Zhang [2007] extended to the general
separable product form n ' A/2XBX A2, where A is nonnegative definite, and B is Hermitian.
Another important area of interest is the investigation of extreme eigenvalues. Johnstone [2001]
explored the fluctuation of the extreme eigenvalues of the sample covariance matrix n~ XX/,
proving that the standardized largest eigenvalue follows the Tracy-Widom law. Related extensions
include sample covariance matrices with linear dependence structures [El Karoui, 2007], Kendall
rank correlation coefficient matrices [Bao, 2019], among others. Considerable attention has also
been given to the study of linear functionals of eigenvalues. Bai and Silverstein [2004] established
the Central Limit Theorem (CLT) for the Linear Spectral Statistics (LSS) of the sample covariance
matrix n71AY2XX A2, later extended to sample correlation coefficient matrices [Gao et al., 2017],
and separable product matrices [Bai et al., 2019]. To summarize, existing results in spectral theory
of large-dimensional sample covariance matrices predominantly rely on independent component
data structure which, unfortunately, HCD does not fit.

Specifically, current second-order limit theorems do not apply to HCD, making the exploration
of spectral theory for HCD with distinct constraints crucial. This paper delves into spectral theory



for sample covariance matrices of HCD, including LSD, extreme eigenvalues, and CLT for LSS.
Analyzing HCD faces challenges due to compositional data’s specific dependence structure, making
existing techniques for i.i.d. observations less applicable. However, we can assume that HCD
are generated from unobservable basis data, while the underlying basis data follow independent
component model structure. In this way, spectral analysis of the sample covariance matrix of HCD
can be approached through the basis data. In fact, the structure of the sample covariance matrix
of HCD is similar to that of the Pearson sample correlation matrix in basis data. Therefore, we
leverage the analysis methods of the spectral theory of the Pearson sample correlation matrix to
study the spectral theory of the sample covariance matrix of HCD. In the field of random matrices,
research on the spectral theory of the Pearson sample correlation matrix based on independent data
is relatively mature. Jiang [2004] demonstrated that the LSD of sample correlation matrix for i.i.d
data is the well-known Marc¢enko-Pastur law. Gao et al. [2017] derive the CLT for LSS of the Pearson
sample correlation matrix. The derivation of spectral theory for the sample covariance matrix of
HCD can benefit from methods in this context. The LSD of the sample covariance matrix for HCD
in Theorem 2.3 is established following the strategy in Jiang [2004], and we further investigate the
extreme eigenvalues in Proposition 2.4. The proof strategy of CLT for LSS in Theorem 2.5 follows
the methodologies outlined in Bai and Silverstein [2004] for the sample covariance matrix and Gao
et al. [2017] for the sample correlation matrix. However, due to the dependence inherent in HCD,
certain tools from these works cannot be directly applied to the sample covariance matrix of HCD.
In response, we introduce new techniques. Specifically, we establish concentration inequalities for
compositional data. One of the central ideas of the paper, grounded in concentration phenomena,
permeates the entire proof (details in Section 5.2 and Section 5.3), where we develop three crucial
technique lemmas (see Lemmas 5.3 — 5.5) essential for the proof. Finally, it is noteworthy that the
mean and variance-covariance in Theorem 2.5 differ from those in Bai and Silverstein [2004], and
additional terms are present in both the mean and variance-covariance.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2.2 investigates the LSD and extreme eigenvalues
of the sample covariance matrix for HCD. Section 2.3 establishes the CLT for LSS of the sample
covariance matrix for HCD. Section 3 studies a test problem on the population covariance structure
of the basis data based on our CLT result. Section 4 reports numerical studies. To facilitate
reproducibility, the source code for the simulation studies is available online!. Section 5 presents
the sketch of proof of our CLT for LSS. Auxiliary lemmas and some technical proofs are relegated
to the supplementary material.

Before proceeding, we introduce some notations that will be used throughout this paper. We
adopt the convention of using regular letters for scalars and boldface letters for vectors or matrices.
For any matrix A, we denote its (i, j)-th entry by A;}, its transpose by A’, its trace by tr(A), its j-th
largest eigenvalue by 1;(A), its spectral norm by [|A[| = y/A;(AA’). For a set of random variables
{Xyu};—; and a corresponding set of nonnegative real numbers {a,},>,, we write X,, = Op(a,) if,
for any ¢ > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 and N > 0 such that P(|X,,/a,| > C) < ¢ for all n > N.

We write X, = op(a,,) if lim,_,, IP(|X,/a,| > €) = 0 for any € > 0. Furthermore, we write X, x

P D
(X, — X, X,, = X respectively) if X, converges almost surely (in probability, in distribution,
respectively) to X. We denote by C and K as constants which may vary from line to line.

1Code available at: https://github.com/ jxqiu77/scm-coda.
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2 Main Results

2.1 Preliminaries and notations

Let X, = (xjj)uxp denote the n x p observed data matrix, and each row (x;i,...,x;,) represents
compositions that lie in the (p —1)-dimensional simplex SP~! = {(yy,...,7,): Z?:l y;i=1,9;>0}. We
assume that the compositional variables arise from a vector of latent variables, which we call the
basis. Let W), = (w;;)xp denote the n x p matrices of unobserved bases, where w;;’s are positive
and i.i.d. with mean p > 0 and variance o2. The observed compositional data is generated via the
normalization:
W
== ,
Zgzl Wie
The unbiased sample covariance matrix of X, is defined by S, y = %x;cnxn, whereC,, =1, - %lnl,’i,
1, is a n-dimensional vector of all ones, and N = n—1 is the adjusted sample size. Since Zgzl Wip =
pu(1 +¢;) with sup; €; = 0p(1), we rescale S,  as

Xij 1<i<n 1<j<p. (1)

1 ,
BPrN = pzsn,N = ﬁ(pxn) Cn(pxn)'

For any p x p Hermitian matrix A, its empirical spectral distribution (ESD) is defined by

p
1
FAP(x) = E ZI{/\i(AP)Sx}'
i=1

where I}, denotes the indicator function. If FAr(x) converges to a non-random limit F(x) as p — oo,
we call F(x) the limiting spectral distribution of A,. The LSD of A, is described in terms of its
Stieltjes transform. The Stieltjes transform of any cumulative distribution function F is defined by

1

mp(z) = J dF(x), zeC':={z:Im(z) > 0}.
X—2z

Many classes of statistics related to the eigenvalues of B, iy are important for multivariate inference,

particularly functionals of the ESD. To explore this, for any function f defined on [0, c0), we

consider the linear spectral statistics (LSS) of B, 5 given by

p
[ £emart =23 £ (4,0
i=1

In this paper, we study the asymptotic spectral properties of B, , including the LSD (see
Theorem 2.3), the behavior of extreme eigenvalues (see Proposition 2.4), and the CLT for LSS (see
Theorem 2.5).

2.2 Limiting spectral distribution and extreme eigenvalues

Analyzing HCD poses challenges due to its unique dependence structure, making existing tech-
niques for i.i.d. observations less applicable. To overcome this difficulty, we assume that the
compositional data is generated from basis data and the basis data follows the commonly used
independent component structure. Specifically, the unbiased sample covariance matrix of X,, is

defined by
]. ’ ]_ ’
Sn,N = ﬁxncnxn = ﬁwnAnCnAnwnt



where X, = A,W,,,and A, = diag(1/ Z?zl Wij...r 1/ szl wyj). Here, we assume that W, = (wy,..., w))

has i.i.d. components w;;, with E(w;;) = p> 0, Var(w;;) = o2. Recall that the Pearson sample corre-
lation matrix for W,, is

1""” g 1 —~ ’ —~
R, = ~X,C,X, = ~A,W,C,W,A,,

where X,, = Wn/~\p, Kp = diag(+/n|lw; —v:v1||51,...,\/ﬁ||wp —ﬁplb ), and W w iy i wjj1, with 1,,
being an n-dimensional all-one vector. It can be seen that the normahzlng matrlx A, of S, N is
very similar to Kp of R,,. The former uses (Z?zl wij)’1 for normalization, while the latter utilizes
\/ﬁllw]- —%jllgl. This allows us to leverage the techniques from the spectral theory of the Pearson
sample correlation matrix in studying the asymptotic spectral properties of the sample covariance
matrix for HCD.

Before diving into the LSS of B, iy, we first explore its LSD and extreme eigenvalues. Specifically,
suppose the following assumptions hold:

Assumption 2.1. {w;; >0,i =1,...,n,j =1,...,p} are i.i.d. real random variables with Ew;; = p> 0,
Var(wy1) = 02 and B(w;; — u)* < co. For notational simplicity, we write A = o2/u® throughout the paper.

Assumption 2.2. cy = p/N tends to a positive constant c as p, N — oo.

Theorem 2.3. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, with probability one, the ESD of B,  converges weakly
to a deterministic probability distribution with a density function

1
fupl) = 5— Axd[(b—xxx—am, 2)

and a point mass 1 —1/c at x = 0 if ¢ > 1, where a := A(1 —+/c)?, A(1 ++/c)?, and [y], := max{y, 0}.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Let Y, = pC,A,W,/VN and Y, = Can/(\/ﬁy). Note that the LSD of Y, Y,,
is the well-known Marcenko-Pastur law with the density function given by (2). From Theorem
A.47 of Bai and Silverstein [2010] and our Proposition 2.4, it suffices to prove that

1Y, - Y.l 55 o. (3)

By [Bai and Yin, 1993, Lemma 2], we have maxlsiSMZ?:l w;i/(pp) — 1| %30, which implies that

llpuA,, — L, 25 0. Moreover, we get from Theorem 2.9 in Benaych-Georges and Nadakuditi [2012]
that ||Wn/(y\/ﬁ)|| is bounded almost surely. Hence, we have

1Y, - Y.l = |c

(P =L) | < lppk, ~ L, - [ ] S

This completes the proof. O]

We denote the LSD of B, 5 by F¢(x), whose density function is fyp(x), as defined in (2). The
superscript ¢ indicates the dimension-to-sample ratio. For each z € C*, by our Theorem 2.3 and
Theorem 1.1 in Silverstein and Bai [1995], the Stieltjes transform of F¢, denoted m(z) = mg<(z), is
the unique solution to the equation

1

"= AMl—c—czm)-z




in the set {m € C: —(1 - c)/z+cm € C*}. Consider the companion matrix B, \, = pﬁzCanX;Cn of size
nxn, which differs from B, iy only by [n—p| zero eigenvalues; its LSD is F“(x) = (1 —¢)I[g,00)(X) +cF¢(x)
with Stieltjes transform

with inverse

Proposition 2.4. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, we have

a.s

Amax(Bpn) S AL+ V) and  Apin(B,n) = AL - V0)%, (4)

where Amax (B n) is the largest eigenvalue of B, n, and Ayin(B,, ) is the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of
B, n. Furthermore, for any € >0, 1, > A(1 + Ve)? and 0 < 1y < A(1 = &) Ijg<c<1), under the truncation
condition |w;; — p| < oV (i=1,...,n,j =1,...,p) where {5,} is a positive sequence satisfying that
Sy — 0, 5,n"* — oo, 5, Blw; — pl*I,

wyy 26, ym) — 0 as 11— oo, we have

P(Amax(Bpn) 2 11) = 0(n™) and  P(Amin(Bpn) <112) = 0(n™). (5)

Proof of Proposition 2.4. The convergence (4) is an immediate consequence of Equation (2.7) in
Jiang [2004], Theorem 1.4 in Xiao and Zhou [2010], Equation (3) and Weyl’s inequality [Horn and
Johnson, 2012, Corollary 7.3.5]. The proof of (5) is postponed to the supplementary material. [

Remark 1. The results of extreme eigenvalues are useful in locating eigenvalues of the population
covariance matrix and proving the CLT for LSS. Proposition 2.4 demonstrates that, with probability
one, there are no eigenvalues of B, \y outside the support of the LSD under Assumptions 2.1 - 2.2.
These results are crucial for applying the Cauchy integral formula (see Equation (12)) and proving
tightness.

Remark 2. For the special case when p = 1, the matrix X,, = (w;;/ Y ;- wi¢) is a random Markov matrix.
The work of Bordenave, Caputo, and Chafai Bordenave et al. [2012] provided key insights into the
first-order properties of both eigenvalues and singular values of the n x n matrix X,,, including the
limiting distribution of its singular values and the convergence of its extreme singular values. Our
first-order results (see Theorem 2.3 and Proposition 2.4) can be viewed as an extension of their
findings regarding singular values when p,n — oo and p/n — c € (0, o).

In contrast to the scope of Bordenave et al. [2012], our work focuses on a different setting and
investigates a different aspect of X,,. Specifically, we examine the centered version C,X,, without
requiring p = n, and we focus on second-order fluctuations of LSS. Beyond first-order limits, we
derive the CLT for LSS of the sample covariance matrix of X,, (see Theorem 2.5).

2.3 CLT for LSS

We focus on linear functionals of eigenvalues of B, v, i.e. %Zle f(Ai(Bp,n)). Naturally, it converges
to the functional integration of the LSD of B, y, that is, ff(x) dF¢(x). In this section, we explore the

second-order fluctuation of %Zle f(A;), which describes how such LSS converges to its first-order
limit. Define

Goax()=p [ FIAED (- F



where FN(x) is obtained by substituting ¢y for ¢ in F(x), the LSD of B, . We show that under
Assumptions 2.1 — 2.2 and the analyticity of f, the rate of Jf(x)d{FBP'N (x) — FN(x)} approaching
zero is essentially 1/n, and G, n(f) converges weakly to a Gaussian variable.

Before presenting the main result, we recall some notations. We denote A = ¢2/p%. Recall
that m(z) and m(z) are the Stieltjes transforms of the LSD F¢(x) and the companion LSD F¢(x),
respectively. Furthermore, we define m’(z) as the derivative of m(z) with respect to z throughout
the rest of this paper. The main result is stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, let fl,fz,...,fk be functions on R and analytic on an open
interval containing [A(1 = vc)*Ijp<c<1), A(1 +Vc)?]. Then, the random vector (G, N(f1),--., Gpn(f))
forms a tight sequence in p and converges weakly to a Gaussian vector (Xg,,..., Xy, ) with mean function

_ch? f(2)m’(2){1 + Am(2)}
EX T omi [{1+ /\m( )2 —cA2m?(z)]? dz
F(@)m2(2){1 + Am(z)}z(hy + A)m(z) + A}
 2mi 96 {1 +Am(z)}? — cAZm?(z) dz
f @22 @)L+ Am(@) (@ + az)m?(2) + 222w (2)
27119S {14+ Am(2)}? —cA?m?(z) K

and covariance function

Cov(X, Xg) = 271295(:19%2 lel )}2dm(zl)dm(22)

clan +az) (z1 )g(zz)
dmi(z,)dm(z,),
B 9661 9562{1+Am Ol (L + Am(z)? e Az2)

where a = B(wy1/p—1)* =312, ay = ~4AEw], /p® + 413 + 1202 + 47, hy = —2Bw}, /p3 + 302 + 51+ 2.
The contours C,Cq,C, are closed and taken in the positive direction in the complex plane, each enclosing
the support of LSD, i.e., [A(1 = Vc)*[jp<c<1p A(1 + V)?]

Remark 3. We restrict attention to functions f which are analytic in a region of the complex
plane containing the support of LSD. As demonstrated in Najim and Yao [2016], the analyticity
requirement for f in the CLT can be relaxed by representing the LSS with the help of Helffer—
Sjostrand’s formula instead of the Cauchy integral formula. For now, we focus on analytic cases
because analytic functions are sufficient to achieve our current statistical objectives.

Applying Theorem 2.5 to three polynomial functions, we obtain the following corollary. The
proof of Theorem 2.5 is postponed to Section 5, and detailed calculations in these applications are
postponed to the supplementary material.

Corollary 2.6. Under the same notations and assumptions as in Theorem 2.5, let f, = x" forr=1,2,3,
we have

Gy n(fi) =tr(B, N) - P/\—>N(l/‘1zV1)
Gpn(f2) =tr(B ) = p(1 +cy)A 2 N (42, Vo),
D
Gpn(f3) = tf(Bz,N) —p(1+43cy +c3)A° > N(u3, V3),
where c5 = p/N, and

pr=hy, py=(1 +0)A%2 +2(1 +c)Ahy +clay + ay),



sz =(2+6c+ 3¢2)A3 +3(1+3c+c?)A%hy +3c(1 + o) May + ay),
Vi =2cA? +clay +ay), Vo=4c(2+c)(1+2c)A* + 4e(1+¢)? A% (aq + ay),

Vs =60(1+6¢+3¢%)(3+60+c2)A+9¢(1 +3c+c?)? A (ay + ay).

3 Application

w . .
Letx=(-, +2,...,--) € RP be a random vector, where {wi}f:1 are independent random variables

and w := Zle w;. We aim to formally test

Hy: {wi}f:1 arei.i.d., vs Hj: {wi}f:1 are not i.i.d.,
based on n samples under the regime p,n — co,p/n — ¢ € (0,00). Under the null hypothesis Hy,
the vector x is exchangeable, that is, its distribution is invariant under any permutation of its
coordinates, implying identical marginals and symmetric dependence. Its covariance matrix is
given by

Cov(x) = V—S(I - l1 1, ) = V—SG (6)
plp-D\P p PP T p(p-1) 7
where v3 := IE{pwl/(Z;z:l wy) — 1)2. Readers are referred to Section S2.5 of the supplementary
material for the proof of (6).

Remark 4. We cannot fully characterize “Hy : {w; }le are i.i.d.” by Cov(x) alone because Cov(x) and
Cov(w) do not have a one-to-one correspondence. In fact, the observed data x may satisfy (6) even
when the underlying components {wi}f:1 are not independent. For example, consider the case

where p = 2k is even for some integer k > 1, and let

2 ’ ith probability 1,
{wi}f—l Lid Uniform(0,1), wyy; = wi W% proba 1 1 y %
i 1 -w;, with probability 3.

It is easy to verify that {wl-}f:1 are uncorrelated but dependent, and therefore do not satisfy Hy.
However, Cov(x) still satisfies (6).

This example implies that even when w have entirely different dependency structures, the
covariance of x can still be the same. However, the dependence structure of w is critical to the
behavior of the LSS. When the dependence structure of w changes, the CLT for the LSS can also
change, altering the distribution of the test statistic. In other words, if we were to characterize
Hj in terms of Cov(x), the distribution of the test statistic under H, would be uncertain and
unidentifiable, making valid testing infeasible. Therefore, we must characterize Hy in terms of w,
since its dependence structure directly determines the behavior of the LSS and thus the distribution
of the test statistic.

3.1 Test statistic and its limiting null distribution

Given i.i.d. samples {x;};" ,, we construct a test statistic based on the rescaled sample covariance
matrix B, v, as defined in Section 2.1. We consider the following Frobenius-norm-type test statistic:

(o}

2 . (6) PY,
” B := Cov(px) = o107

=By -

where ||A|| := (Zi’jA?j)l/z denotes the Frobenius norm of a matrix A. The statistic measures the
distance between Cov(px) and its empirical counterpart. We reject Hy when T is sufficiently large.



The test statistic T is closely related to LSS of B, v, particularly for test functions f(x) = x%,
k =1, 2. Specifically,

1 2v5 p(vs )2
T = —tr(B2,) - —=tr(B
Jr(B )~ (B ) + £
Here, we use the identity 1;7BPrN 1, = 0. Using the CLT for tr(B,, ) and tr(Bf7 ~) (see Corollary 2.6)

and the Delta method, the limiting null distribution of T is obtamed

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold, and Elwy, — p|®** < co for some s > 0, under
Hy, we have

D
p(T —pr) > N(0, o7),
where

2Ahy + A?
pl%, O'% :4/\2V1—4:/\V12+V2,

VIZ = 2/\C(1 + C)(2/\2 +aq + 0(2),
hy,aq, a, are defined in Theorem 2.5, and p,, Vi, V, are defined in Corollary 2.6.

— A2y + 22
HT N D

The detailed proof of Theorem 3.1 is postponed to the supplementary material. Based on this
theorem, we can reject Hy at significance level «a if

p(T_.uT)/GT > Zq,

where z, is the upper a-quantile of the standard normal distribution. When the underlying
distribution of wy; is unknown, the parameters A, ay, ay, hy, pp, Vi, and V, are also unknown,
making the limiting null distribution of T in Theorem 3.1 unidentifiable. In this case, to make the
test statistic feasible for testing, we need to estimate the unknown parameters in the limiting null
distribution. To eliminate correlation between the test statistic and the estimated parameters, we
adopt a sample-splitting strategy. Specifically, we split X into two parts:

(1)
X X(”) p P
X = | Amxp E( , — —c1€(0,0), — ¢y €(0,00),
sz)xp XA) o

where X1 is used to calculate the test statistic, and X(? is used to estimate the unknown parameters.
The new test statistic is defined by

~ 1
- [s

where Ny =n; -1, and
W Py (1) 1 %
B\ = (xM)c,xD, =
PN Nl( JCu " pnzluzl

Moreover, we estimate y7 by fir, which is obtained by replacing N in pp with N, =n; -1, and
substituting the terms A, E(wy,/p)%, and E(wy1/p —1)* with A = ¥, and

5 - pn2ZZ R LS (o

i=1 j=1

<

The consistency of A, IE(wH/;/t)3, and IE(wH/ﬂ —1)* follows from the law of large numbers. Using
these newly defined notations, we derive the CLT for T as follows:

10



Theorem 3.2. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold, and Elwy, — p|®** < co for some s > 0, under
H,, we have

~ D
p(T—-fr) > N(ur, 02 +07),

where o*% is defined similarly to o in (7), with c replaced by c1, and
2 2.2 w11 Y
//t,\:—ch)\hl, (7/\:4/\ ClCz{]E(T—l) -A +h2—2/\h1}.

Here, hy and h; are defined in Lemma 5.3.

The detailed proof of this theorem is postponed to the supplementary material. Based on
Theorem 3.2, the procedure for testing Hj, is as follows:

Reject H,, ifp(T—ﬁT)—,zA>za,/§%+ 632, (8)

where z, represents the upper a-quantile of the standard normal distribution corresponding to
the nominal level a. The quantities ji,, oA‘%, and o”‘/% are finite-sample estimates of y,, o*%, and 0‘/%,

respectively. These estimates are obtained by substituting A, E(w;1/p)3, and E(w;/p - 1)* with
their corresponding empirical estimates as previously defined.

3.2 Power analysis and discussion

In this section, we analyze the power of the test statistic T (see Theorem 3.1) under the alternative
hypothesis where {w;}!" ; are not i.i.d. in the sense that they have the same mean but different
covariance structures. We first propose a general condition (see (9)) for the test to be unbiased
at level a, and then we give two examples to verify that the condition holds asymptotically for
specific classes of alternatives. For the test based on T (see Theorem 3.2), the power analysis is
more complex due to the estimation of parameters, and we do not provide a general condition
for the test to be unbiased. However, we verify through simulations that the test based on T is
asymptotically powerful against specific alternatives (see Section 4.3).

We denote the basis data matrix by W, = Z,)X = (w;;),xp, Wwhere Z,, = (z;;),xp satisfies Assump-
tion 2.1, and X is normalized by tr(X) = p. This normalization is without loss of generality, as
the observed compositional data x;; = w,-j/Z‘Z:l wjk is invariant under scaling of the basis data
W,,. Recall that the rescaled sample covariance matrix of the compositional data X,, is defined as
B,n = ?\[—ZX;CHXW where C, =1, - %1,11;1 is the centering matrix, and N = n—1. Under Hy and H;,
the rescaled sample covariance matrices are denoted by By and B, respectively.

In the following proposition, we present a general condition for the test based on T to be
unbiased at level a and to have asymptotic power one.

Proposition 3.3. Consider the alternative hypothesis H; where {wi}f:1 are not i.i.d. but have the same

mean. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 hold, and

a

Apw = TE|By ~ Bl —E|Bo ~ Bl > za07 + \/ Var(|[B, - BII7). (9)

l-«a

Then, the test based on T is unbiased at level «, that is,

Py, (P(T — ur) > 2507) > @

11



Moreover, if as n — oo,
Ap,—co  and  Var(|B;-BIlZ)=o((A},)?) (10)
then the asymptotic power of the test is one, that is,

lim Py, (p(T —pr) > ZaO‘T) =1.

n—oo

Proof of Proposition 3.3. Using Cantelli’s inequality, we have

Py (p(T = pr) > zg0r) = 1 - P(|IB, ~ Bl ~EIIB, ~BI <-AF, +zq07)
(Apn = 2a0T)? (9)

- E 2 >
(Apn = 2q07)? + Var(||By — BJ1?)

Moreover, if (10) holds, then the right-hand side of the above inequality converges to one, and
therefore lim,,_,o, [Py, (p(T —yr) > zaaT) =1. O

We consider two examples to verify that the condition (9) or (10) holds asymptotically for
specific classes of alternatives. In the first example, we consider a class of alternatives where X is
diagonal with non-identical entries, and in the second example, we consider a specific alternative
where ¥ is non-diagonal.

Example 1. Assume that the matrix ¥ has the form ¥ = diag(dl,...,dp) with

(d,f— 1)2 = p.

=

p
de =p, maxd, = O(1),
k=1 k k=1

Moreover, we assume that the random variables z;; satisfy Assumption 2.1 and the following

moment conditions:
-32

< 0.

P
lE|Zl1|32 < oo, supIE‘ Zdézlf/P
P =

Under these assumptions, we have

12 (ZP7 2)2_p2 p
{ k=1""k }+/\ZZ(dI?_1)2+O(p)xp, Var(||Bl—B||12:)=O(1)
k=1

E _
Apy=

n

The detailed proofs are provided in the Supplementary Material. Hence, both (9) and (10) hold,
and the test is asymptotically powerful against this class of alternatives. This is confirmed by
the simulation results in Table 3 of Section 4.3, where the power of the test approaches one as p
becomes large.

Example 2. Assume that the matrix X has the following form

1 14
Y= o , y>-1.

12



In this non-diagonal case, the leading-order comparison in (9) reduces asymptotically to

(2 +y+1)(p+1)* 1)

2
n>
3y p

This leading-order relation explains the non-diagonal power settings in Section 4.3: it uses ¢, =y €
{-0.2,-0.25,-0.3,-0.35}, with p € {150,300,450,600} and c = p/n € {0.5,1,1.5}. For these negative
values of y, the right-hand side of (11) is negative for every positive p, so (11) holds throughout
these non-diagonal power settings. Moreover, for the full sufficient condition (9), we can verify that
the leading order of A?’n dominates the leading term on the right-hand side. Hence, Proposition 3.3
implies that the oracle statistic T has power against this alternative under these settings. The
empirical results in Table 4 in Section 4.3 are consistent with this conclusion.

4 Numerical experiments

4.1 Limiting spectral distribution

In this section, simulation experiments are conducted to verify the LSD of the sample covariance
matrix B, y from compositional data, as stated in Theorem 2.3. Compositional data {x;;}i<i<n,1<j<p

is generated by the normalization x;; = wij/zgzl wi¢. We generate basis data w;; from three
populations, drawing histograms of eigenvalues of B, y and comparing them with theoretical

densities. Specifically, three types of distributions for w;; are considered:
1. wj; follows the exponential distribution with rate parameter 5;

2. w;j; follows the truncated standard normal distribution lying within the interval (0,10),
denoted by TN(0, 1;0,10), where the first two parameters (0 and 1) represent the mean and
variance of the standard normal distribution;

3. w;j; follows the Poisson distribution with parameter 10.

The dimension and sample size pair, (p,n), is set to (500,500) or (500,800). We display his-
tograms of eigenvalues of B, ; generated by three populations under various (p,n) combinations
and compare them with their respective limiting densities in Figures 1 — 2. The figures reveal that
all histograms align with their theoretical limits, affirming the accuracy of our theoretical results.

0 1 2 3 4 00 05 10 15 20 o 1 2 3 4
Eigenvalues Eigenvalues Eigenvalues

(a) Exponential(5) (b) TN(0,1;0,10) (c) Poisson(10)

Figure 1: Histograms of sample eigenvalues of B, 5 with (p,n) = (500,500). The curves are density
functions of their corresponding limiting spectral distribution.
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Eigenvalues Eigenvalues Eigenvalues

(a) Exponential(5) (b) TN(0,1;0,10) (c) Poisson(10)

Figure 2: Histograms of sample eigenvalues of B,y with (p,7) = (500,800). The curves are density
functions of their corresponding limiting spectral distribution.

4.2 CLT for LSS

In this section, we implement some simulation studies to examine finite-sample properties of some
LSS for B, y by comparing their empirical means and variances with theoretical limiting values, as
stated in Corollary 2.6.

First, we compare the empirical mean and variance of Gp,N(xr), r = 1,2,3, with their corre-
sponding theoretical limits derived in Corollary 2.6. Two types of data distribution of w;; are
considered:

1. w;; follows the exponential distribution with rate parameter 5;
2. w;j follows the Chi-squared distribution with degree of freedom 1.

Empirical mean and variance of G, y(x"), are calculated for various combinations of (p, n) with
p/n =3/4 or p/n = 1. For each pair of (p,n), 2000 independent replications are used to obtain
the empirical values. Tables 1 — 2 report the empirical results for Exp(5) population and x?(1)
population, respectively. As shown in Tables 1 — 2, the empirical mean and variance of G, ny(x")
closely match their respective theoretical limits under all scenarios. To verify the asymptotic
normality of LSS, we draw the histogram of normalized LSS, EPIN(xr) ={Gpn(x") - u/NV,, r=
1,2,3, where y, and V, are defined in Corollary 2.6, and compare them with the standard normal
density. Figures 3 and 4 depict the histograms of EP,N(xr) for Exp(5) population with p/n =1 and
x%(1) population with p/n = 3/4, respectively. The histograms for the cases of Exp(5) population
with p/n = 3/4 and x%(1) population with p/n = 1 exhibit similar patterns and are omitted for
brevity. It can be seen from Figures 3 — 4 that all the histograms conform to the standard normal
density, which fully supports our theoretical results.

0.4
04 04
5,03 ,.03 >~os
-E 02 -E 02 .g 02
[a] [a] o
[o2] [o2] o1
00 00 00
-4 2 o 2 - - 4 4 -2 0 2
Eigenvalue Eigenvalue Eigenvalue
(a) Gp,n (%) (b) G, (x?) () Gpn(x)

Figure 3: Histograms of normalized LSS EP,N(xr), r=1,2,3, withw;; ~ Exp(5) and (p, n) = (400, 400).
The curves are density functions of the standard normal distribution.
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Table 1: Empirical mean and variance of G, y(x"), r =1, 2,3, with w;; ~ Exp(5).

Gp,N (x) Gp,N (XZ) Gp,N (X3)
p/n n  mean var mean  var mean var
100 -2.01 2.63 -4 36.54 -7.82 463.32
200 -1.99 2.93 -3.85 39.73 -7.23  485.05
Emp 3/4 300 -1.93 3.03  -3.57 403 6.32  483.76
400 -2.04 2.95 -3.98 38.78 -7.67 460.01
Theo -2 3 -3.75 39 -6.81 457
100 -1.91 3.61 -3.83  64.09 -6.56 1064.75
200 -1.96 3.89 -3.96 68.37 -6.91 1090.14
Emp 1 300 201 397 -406 68.7 716 1082.72
400 -1.98 3.71 -3.99 64.22 -7.07 1010.09
Theo -2 4 -4 68 -7 1050
o ” ‘A‘-‘H
: go} ““ ||I ;
§0-7 §0.9 7 \ éo'z
a a / N a
ol ol ',1 “ ol
00 00 --=i'||| ||Iliis> 00
’ Eigenvalue : ! * Eigefwa|ue : : Eige(r)wcﬂue :
(a) Gpn(x) (b) Gy n(x?) (c) Gpn(x?)

Figure 4: Histograms of normalized LSS EPIN(xr), r=1,2,3, with w;; ~ x%(1) and (p,n) = (300,400).
The curves are density functions of the standard normal distribution.

4.3 Covariance testing for basis data

We conduct numerical simulations to determine the empirical size and power of the proposed
test statistic. The nominal significant level is set to be a = 0.05. To evaluate the finite-sample
performance, we consider a range of (p, n) settings and perform 2000 independent replications for
each. To assess empirical size, we consider two scenarios for the basis data matrix W, = (w;;),xp:

* Exponential model: w;; Lid Exp(rate = 5);

* Chi-squared model: wij iid )(2(1).

To examine empirical power, we consider two types of alternatives. For both, an n x p matrix Z,,
with i.i.d. entries (from either distribution above) is first generated, and then the data matrix is
constructed as W,, = Z,, X, with two choices of the matrix X:

* ¥ =X;: The first diagonal entry is ¢;, the other diagonal entries are 1, and all other entries
are zero, with ¢, € {1, 3,3.5,4,4.5}.

* ¥ =X,: Ones on the main diagonal, ¢, on the first subdiagonal (below the diagonal), and
zeros elsewhere, with 1, € {0,-0.2,-0.25,-0.3,-0.35}.

15



Table 2: Empirical mean and variance of G, y(x"), r =1, 2,3, with w;; ~ x2(1).

Gp,N(x) Gp,N(xz) Gp,N(x3)

p/n n mean var mean var mean var

100 -5.79 15.53  -24.19 888.99 9731  46790.03

200 -5.96 16.74  -2439  920.63 -96.17  45375.75

Emp 3/4 300 .594 166 23.75  882.92 -90.59  42487.68
400 -5.88 17.51 22,68 912.28 -81.2  42922.06

Theo -6 18 23 918 -83  41806.12
100 -5.92 20.81 26.15 1563.02  -102.73 107846.2

200 -5.98 23.01 -25.15 1639.95 290.25 105467.9

Emp 1 300 -581 21.82  -23.16 1526.34 7454  96864.11
400 -6.13 23.18  -25.41 1599.96 290.31 99475.82

Theo -6 24 24 1600 -80 96000

Simulation results are reported in Tables 3 — 4. We conduct simulations under both the estimated
and known distribution scenarios for {w;;}, with the latter (benchmark) results reported in paren-
theses. In the unknown distribution scenario, the total sample is evenly split, with n; = n, = n/2,
where 1, is used for parameter estimation and n; for computing the test statistic.

The empirical power is close to the significance level @ = 0.05 when (p, n) is large. The empirical
power increases as the strength of 1; and ¢, increases, and it also grows with larger values of (p, n).
The power based on estimated parameters is generally lower than that using the true parameters,
which is due to the limited precision of the parameter estimation. These results confirm the
theoretical properties of the test and demonstrate its effectiveness in detecting alternatives.

5 Proof of Theorem 2.5

In this section, we first present the difference between the CLT for centralized sample covariance
Bg and unbiased sample covariance B, y by substitution principle in Section 5.1, where

2
1
Bg = pzsg = %(XH _IEXn),(Xn _IEXn) = ;Y/ an

n

2
P
Bp,N = stn,N = ﬁxncnxn;

and Y, = (¥i)uxp, ¥ij = u%—i’f—l and w; = I% 2?:1 wje. By substituting the adjusted sample size N = n—1
for the actual sample size 1 in the centering term, the unbiased sample covariance matrix B, y and
the centralized sample covariance Bg share the same CLT (see, Section 5.1). The general strategy of
the main proof of Theorem 2.5 is explained in the following and three major steps of the general
strategy are presented in Section 5.3.

The general strategy of the proof follows the method established in Bai and Silverstein [2004]
and Gao et al. [2017], with necessary adjustments for handling the sample covariance matrix of
HCD, where conventional tools are not directly applicable. Our novel techniques play a pivotal role
in overcoming these challenges. To begin with, we follow the strategy in Jiang [2004] to establish the

LSD of B, in Theorem 2.3. Then, we develop Proposition 2.4 to find the extreme eigenvalues of
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Table 3: Empirical size and power (2000 replications) for X;; values in parentheses are based on
known {w;;} distribution and true parameters are used.

Size Power
c p ny onp Pr=1 P1=3  P1=35 ¢P1=4 P =45
Exp(5) model
150 150 150 0.074 0.83 0.9165 0.9555 0.974
(0.0625) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
300 300 300 0.0655 0.9585 0.995 1.0 1.0
05 (0.0425) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
’ 450 450 450 0.0595 0.989 0.999 0.9995 1.0
(0.0575) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
600 600 600 0.048 0.994 1.0 1.0 1.0
(0.0495) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
150 75 75 0.093 0.3895 0.503 0.602 0.668
(0.0535) (0.999) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
300 150 150 0.0595 0.482 0.6855 0.8195 0.8845
) (0.05) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
450 225 225 0.0585 0.5605 0.797 0.9145 0.9635
(0.054) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
600 300 300 0.06 0.604 0.857 0.9555 0.984
(0.061) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
150 50 50 0.0875 0.2355 0.32 0.3865 0.437
(0.0495) (0.968)  (0.9985) (1.0) (1.0)
300 100 100 0.065 0.2795 0.4125 0.549 0.6385
L5 (0.049) (0.996) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
’ 450 150 150 0.061 0.2815 0.4615 0.62 0.7465
(0.0475) (0.9975) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
600 200 200 0.063 0.2955 0.5165 0.709 0.823
(0.0585) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
x2(1) model
150 150 150 0.092 0.7675 0.8825 0.934 0.9675
(0.053) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
300 300 300 0.0675 0.916 0.9805 0.9945 0.998
0.5 (0.0525) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
: 450 450 450 0.072 0.966 0.997 0.9995 1.0
(0.049) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
600 600 600 0.0575 0.984 0.9995 1.0 1.0
(0.0545) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
150 75 75 0.09 0.4165 0.5405 0.6255 0.6855
(0.0565) (0.9805)  (0.999) (1.0) (1.0)
300 150 150 0.0705 0.4705 0.647 0.7645 0.841
) (0.0535) (0.9995) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
450 225 225 0.058 0.57 0.777 0.884 0.925
(0.0505) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
600 300 300 0.059 0.5855 0.803 0.9245 0.9705
(0.047) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
150 50 50 0.085 0.265 0.3445 0.4235 0.485
(0.05) (0.876)  (0.971)  (0.9965)  (0.9995)
300 100 100 0.073 0.2905 0.433 0.546 0.6455
L5 (0.047) (0.959)  (0.997) (1.0) (1.0)
450 150 150 0.0565 0.3295 0.5025 0.6375 0.747
(0.0495) (0.986)  (0.9995) (1.0) (1.0)
600 200 200 0.0605 0.334 0.5235 0.699 0.804
(0.044) (0.9935) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
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Table 4: Empirical size and power (2000 replications) for X,; values in parentheses are based on
known {w;;} distribution and true parameters are used.

Size Power
c p ny ny Py =0 Py =-0.2 1y =-0.25 1y =-0.3 1y =-0.35
Exp(5) model
150 150 150 0.074 0.5125 0.7375 0.8825 0.959
(0.0625) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
300 300 300 0.0655 0.962 1.0 1.0 1.0
05 (0.0425) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
’ 450 450 450 0.0595 0.9995 1.0 1.0 1.0
(0.0575) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
600 600 600 0.048 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
(0.0495) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
150 75 75 0.093 0.1895 0.2325 0.2745 0.29
(0.0535) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
300 150 150 0.0595 0.341 0.5145 0.704 0.8225
1 (0.05) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
450 225 225 0.0585 0.581 0.829 0.9585 0.9935
(0.054) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
600 300 300 0.06 0.798 0.9735 0.9985 1.0
(0.061) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
150 50 50 0.0875 0.113 0.126 0.127 0.117
(0.0495) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
300 100 100 0.065 0.181 0.242 0.2995 0.3445
15 (0.049) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
’ 450 150 150 0.061 0.2625 0.395 0.5425 0.662
(0.0475) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
600 200 200 0.063 0.3775 0.5915 0.783 0.8945
(0.0585) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
)(2(1) model
150 150 150 0.092 0.384 0.548 0.6875 0.7585
(0.053) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
300 300 300 0.0675 0.844 0.982 0.999 1.0
0.5 (0.0525) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
’ 450 450 450 0.072 0.995 1.0 1.0 1.0
(0.049) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
600 600 600 0.0575 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
(0.0545) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
150 75 75 0.09 0.1465 0.162 0.16 0.1415
(0.0565) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
300 150 150 0.0705 0.2495 0.353 0.457 0.5095
1 (0.0535) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
450 225 225 0.058 0.4265 0.654 0.819 0.896
(0.0505) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
600 300 300 0.059 0.6225 0.872 0.971 0.9955
(0.047) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
150 50 50 0.085 0.0995 0.096 0.082 0.053
(0.05) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
300 100 100 0.073 0.1335 0.1575 0.172 0.159
15 (0.047) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
’ 450 150 150 0.0565 0.1885 0.2525 0.321 0.3545
(0.0495) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
600 200 200 0.0605 0.274 0.4135 0.546 0.6525
(0.044) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0) (1.0)
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B, n. Notably, these extreme eigenvalues are highly concentrated around two edges of the support,
a crucial aspect for applying the Cauchy integral formula (12) and proving tightness. Given that
compositional data x;; = w;;/} ,_, wi¢ are not i.i.d., dealing with the CLT for LSS of the unbiased
sample covariance matrix B, y presents challenges. To address this, we employ the substitution
principle [Zheng et al., 2015] to reduce the problem to the CLT for LSS of the centralized sample
covariance Bg. By substituting the adjusted sample size N = n —1 for the actual sample size n in
the centering term, both the unbiased sample covariance matrix B, y and the centralized sample
covariance Bg share the same CLT (see Section 5.1). We then leverage the independence of samples
to further study the CLT for LSS of Bg. Specifically, we exploit the independence of samples to

establish independence for r; = #(ﬁ — 2

, yeeey w—1 —
Bg as Bg = %Y;Yn =) i=, rir;.. The ultimate goal is to establish the CLT for LSS of Bg.
By the Cauchy integral formula, we have

| £t96t =5 § Flemotara: (12)

’
1) ,wi=p ' YP_ wi,i=1,2,...,n, and express

valid for any cumulative distribution function G and any analytic function f on an open set
containing the support of G, where 950 is the contour integration in the anti-clockwise direction. In

our case, G(x) := Gg(x) = p{FBg(x) —F(x)}, ¢, = p/n. Therefore, the problem of finding the limiting
distribution reduces to the study of M,(z) defined as follows:

M, (2) = p{my(2) — m3(2)} = n{m, (2) - md(2)},

1 _
my(z) = mFBg(z) = Etr(Bg -zlp) L mg(z) = Mpei (2),
1 -
my(2) = m sy )= (B -2 mdle) = (2,
2

BY = £ (x, ~EX,)(X, ~EX,)"
Note that the support of FB»N is random. Fortunately, we have shown that the extreme eigenvalues
of B, y are highly concentrated around two edges of the support of the limiting MP law (see,
Theorem 2.3, Proposition 2.4). Then the contour C can be appropriately chosen. Moreover, as
in Bai and Silverstein [2004], by Proposition 2.4, we can replace the process {M,(z),z € C} by a

slightly modified process {Mp(z),z € C}. Below we present the definitions of the contour C and
the modified process Mp(z). Let vy > 0 be arbitrary. Let x, be any number greater than A(1 ++/c)?.
Let x; be any negative number if A(1 —+/c)? = 0. Otherwise we choose x; € (0, (1 —/c)?). Now let
C,={x+ivy:x€[x,x,]}. Then we define C* :={x;+iv:v € [0,v]}UC, U{x, +iv:v €[0,vy]}, and
C =C*UC*. Now we define the subsets C, of C on which M,(-) equals to ]\7Ip(-). Choose sequence
{e,,} decreasing to zero satisfying for some a € (0,1), ¢, > n™%. Let

01 x+iv:ve[nle,v)), ifx >0,
{x;+iv:ve[0,vy]}, if x; <0,

and C, = {x, +iv:v € [n"'¢,,vy]} for any vy > 0. Then C,, = C;UC, UC,. For z = x + iv, we define

M,(2), forzeC,
Mp(z) = { Mp(x, + in"le,), forx=x,ve[0,nle,], andif x; >0

1

Mp(x;+in""e,), forx=x,v €0, nle,],
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Most of the paper will deal with proving the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Under the same notations and assumptions as in Theorem 2.5, Mp(z) converges weakly
to a two-dimensional Gaussian process M(z) for z € C, with mean

m?(2){1 + Am(z)}

[EM(z) = 1+ Am(z))? - cA2m2(2) [{z(hl + M)m(z) + A}
22 (13)
, Am(z
+ czzm(z){(al +ay)m*(z) + 2A%m (z)} - s /,\m(cz)}z () |
and covariance function
Cov(M(z1), M(zy))
m’(zy)m’(z5) 1 clag + ax)m’(z1)m’(z,)
= . 4
2[{ G -mz)P @ —zZ>2]+ T+ Am(z )P {1+ Am(z)P 4

Now we explain how Theorem 2.5 follows from the above proposition. As in Bai and Silverstein
[2004], with probability one, |ff(z){Mp(z) —M,(z)}dz| — 0 as n — co. Combining this observation
with (12), Theorem 2.5 follows from Proposition 5.1. To prove Proposition 5.1, we decompose

M,

M,(]D(z) + M;,z)(z), where

(z) into a random part MI(,I)(Z) and a deterministic part Ml(,z)(z) for z € C,, that is, M,(z) =

M;,l)(z) = p{mp(z) - lEmp(z)} and M;,Z)(z) = p{IEmp(z) - mg(z)}.

The random part contributes to the covariance function and the deterministic part contributes
to the mean function. By Theorem 8.1 in Billingsley [1968], the proof of Proposition 5.1 is then
complete if we can verify the following three steps:

Step 1 Finite-dimensional convergence of MI(,l)(z) in distribution on C,, to a centered multivariate
Gaussian random vector with covariance function given by (14).

Step 2 Tightness of the Ml(,l)(z) forze(C,.

Step 3 Convergence of the non-random part Mé,z)(z) to(13)onzeC,.

The proof of these steps is presented in the coming sections. Before that, we introduce the
substitution principle, truncation and crucial lemmas in Sections 5.1 and 5.2 respectively. The
former explains the reduction of problem of the CLT for LSS of B, y to that of BY, while the latter

provides truncation and essential lemmas for these three steps in proving the CLT for LSS of Bg.

5.1 Substitution principle

By the Cauchy integral formula, we have
Gon(f)= 2mg€f tr pN—zI ) —pmN( )}d

valid for any function f analytic on an open set containing the support of p{FB»~ (x)— Fo¥ (x)}, where

1

0

My (2) = mpey (2) = ,
N Fov(2) A(l—cN—chm?\,)—z
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with ¢y = p/N. To obtain the asymptotic distribution of G, n(f), it is necessary to find the

asymptotic distribution of tr(B, ny — zIp)’1 - pm?\](z). To achieve this, we derive the following
Lemma 5.2 whose proof is postponed to the supplementary material.

Lemma 5.2. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, as n — oo,
-1 0 _ 0 -1 0
tr(B, n —zI,)" —pmy/(z) =tr(B, —zI,)"" — pm,(z) + op(1).

By Lemma 5.2, the asymptotic distribution of G, y(f) is identical to that of

G0 = 27_“56]‘ trB —zl,)” —pm()}d

where ¢, = p/n, m3(z) = mp.,(z) (note that we denote mY(z) as mg(z) in other sections except this
subsection).

5.2 Truncation and some important lemmas

We begin the proof of Proposition 5.1 by replacing the entries of W,, with truncated variables. We
then introduce three pivotal lemmas that are essential for proving Proposition 5.1.

5.2.1 Truncation

In the following, we will show that the limiting distribution for the LSS remains unchanged before
and after truncation. Therefore, it suffices to derive the limiting distribution of the LSS after
truncation. Specifically, we can choose a positive sequence of {0,,} such that

op=0(1), o,n"" — oo, 67_14IE|w11 - /4|4I{|w11—l4|25n\/7l} =o(1). (15)

Let §2 = ’772(5(\” - IEs(\n)’(j(\n - IEs(\n), where the (i, j)-th entry of X,, is normalized using truncated
variables w;; = wijl{lw,-]-fy|<5,,\/ﬁ}' as described in (1). We then have
IP(Bg ;tﬁg) < H)(Uign,jsp{lwz‘j -yl = 6nx/ﬁ}) <np- 1P(|w11 -yl = 5,1\/5)

< K&y Blwis = 1l L, -pizs, i) = 0(1):

Define @(x) analogously to Gp(x) : = p{FB%(x) - F(x)}, but with B, replaced by Eg. Then n)(ég(x) #
Gg(x)) =0(1). In view of the above, we obtain

ff )dGy(x ff x)+0p(1).

Therefore, in the remaining part of the proof of the CLT for LSS, we assume that the underlying
variables are truncated at ,,/1.
5.2.2 Some important Lemmas

In this section, we introduce three pivotal lemmas, which are crucial for proving the CLT for LSS.
These lemmas represent novel contributions of this paper and unveil the concentration phenomena.
Lemma 5.3 is crafted to estimate essential parameters, facilitating the derivation of estimates of
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any order. Concerning v, and vy, (see Lemma 5.3 for their definitions), the terms h,/p and h,/p
emerge as non-negligible due to the multiplication by p in the CLT. To address these parameters,
we establish that the probability of the event B;(e) decays polynomially to 0 and leverage Taylor
expansion on the event B,(¢) = {w : [w; —p| < e, w; = Zle w;;/p} to handle the issue of dependence.
The proof of the CLT for LSS relies on two pivotal steps: the moment inequality for random
quadratic forms and the precise estimation of the expectation of the product of two random
quadratic forms. Lemma 5.4 establishes the former step, essential for converting them into the
corresponding traces, while Lemma 5.5 establishes the latter step, enabling the application of CLT
for martingale differences. The proof of Lemmas 5.3 — 5.5 are postponed to the supplementary
material. In the following, we write p < n if and only if there exist constants C;, C, > 0 such that
Cin < p < Cyn for all sufficiently large n.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that w = (wl,...,wp), has positive i.i.d. entries with Bw; = u> 0, E(w, —p)? = 02,

and IE|w1 —;4|4 < oo, and that p < n. Then for the truncated data w; = Wil —pi<s, vi) (j=1..,p)
where 0, satisfies condition (15), we have

A 2 h
v, :]E(ui1 —1) :/\+—1+0(p_1),
W p
A 2 A,
Vip o= JE(w_1 —1) (lif—l) A+ 2 1o(pTh),
w w
A 4 4
1/4::IE(U}_1 —1) :E(ﬂ—l) +O(1),
W Iz
where W = p~! Z;’:l Wi, A= o2/, and
Ew?3 Ew?3
hy=-2—F+3A2+51+2, hy=-81— +101°+221% + 8.
Iz Iz

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that w = (wl,...,wp), has positive i.i.d. entries with Bw; = u > 0 and E(w; —p)? =

oz,han;l that p < n. For any p x p matrix A and q > 2, then there is a positive constant K, depending on q
such that

1 q
Efr'Ar - EIE(wl/E— l)ztrA|

< Kq{nfq [{IE |w1 - y|4tr(AA')}q/2 + E|lw; - ,u|2‘7tr(AA')‘7/2]

TP ) JIAIF + [ (wy /@~ 1)~ A1,
wherer =n"Y2(w/w—1,...,w/w-1), A = 0/u? By(e) = {w: [w-p| < e,w = Z;’:l w;/p}, and
)

in which ¢, t, C; (which depends on t) are positive constants. Furthermore, if [E |w1 - ,l/l| < oo and ||A]| is
bounded, then for the truncated data w; = Wil —yi<s, i) (j =1,...,p) where 6, satisfies condition (15),

P(BS(e)) < Coe ! {p™" 2 (Blwy - pl®)"? + p~" ' Ew; - p

we have

1 2 -
E|r’Ar - ~E (/% - 1) trA| <K '6p"", foranyq>2,
n

where r = n~ V2 (1 /i — 1,...,u9p/5— 1), and v = p~! Z?Zl ;.
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Lemma 5.5. Suppose that w = (wl,...,wp), has positive i.i.d. entries with Bw; = u > 0 and B(w; —p)? =

0%, p = n, A and B are p xp matrices, if E |w1 - ,u|4 < 0o, ||A|| and ||B|| are bounded, then for the truncated
data w; = Wilihw, i<, v} (j =1,...,p) where 6, satisfies condition (15), we have

IE(r’Ar - 2nrA)(r’Br - ﬁtrB)
n n

P 2
V4 —3V12 V12 Vi — V) _
i — E AiiBii+ — [tf(AB,) +tf(AB)] + —5—trAtrB+o(n b,
im1
_ _ A 5 ) A ,

and w=p~! Z?:l ;.

5.3 CLT for LSS of the centralized sample covariance matrix Bg

Recall that in the following, we assume that the underlying variables are truncated at §,,y/n. To
simplify notation, we suppress the superscripts on the variables w;;; that is, we use w;; in place of
‘lf}ij below.

5.3.1 Step 1: Finite dimensional convergence of M,()l)(z) in distribution

Lemma 5.6. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, as p — oo, for any finite set of points zy,...,z, € C, the
random vector (Ml(,l)(zl ),...,Ml(jl)(zr)) converges weakly to an r-dimensional centered Gaussian vector

with covariance function (14).

We now proceed to the proof of this lemma. By the fact that a random vector is multivariate
normally distributed if and only if every linear combination of its components is normally dis-
tributed, we need only show that, for any positive integer r and any complex sequence {a]-}]r-zl,
the sum Z]r':1 a]-Ml(,l)(z]-) converges weakly to a Gaussian random variable. To this end, we first
approximate M,(,l)(z) by a sum of martingale difference, which is given in (17). Then, we apply
the martingale CLT (Theorem 35.12 in Billingsley [1995]) to obtain the asymptotic distribution of
Ml(,l)(z). Details of these two steps are provided in the following two parts.

Part 1: Martingale difference decomposition of Mlgl)(z).

First, we introduce some notations. In the following proof, we assume that v = Imz > vy > 0.
. — 1P wiq 2 Wiy 2 Wiz 2
Moreover, for j = 1,2,...,n, let w; = p™ ) ,_, wj, szlE(w—l— ) , vlzzlE(f—l) (?_1) ,

wy wy
V4 = IE(@ - 1)4,

wy
1 (wj wip Y
rj=— _—]1—1,...,g—1), D(z) = By - zI,,
Vi \ wj
1
D:(z)=D(z)-r;r, z)= ’
j(z)=Dl(z) =1 Fi(2) 1+1' D7 (2)r;
J7 ]

_ 1 1

» by(2)

1+ n‘lvztrD]TI(z)
v

A e | 2 -1
ej(z)_r]-D]- (2)r; ntrD]- (2),
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- (2) = ' D 2(2)r: - 2D 2(z) = e,
a](z)_er]. (2)r; ntrDj (z)_dzsj(z).
By Lemma 5.4, we have, for any g > 2,
K K
Elej(2)7 < -152" Y and EE@I < — —152q - (16)
v?

It is easy to see that
D™'(z)-Dj'(2) = -D;j ' (2)r;r'D;  (2);(2),

where we use the resolvent identity AIl —Agl = Agl (A, —Ay )AIl. Note that [B;(z)], IEj(z)l and |b,,(2)|

are bounded by = El Let E; j() denote conditional expectation with respect to the o-field generated
by {ri,15,...,1}, where j=1,2,...,n. By convention, we use [E; = [E to denote expectation. By using
the above identity, we write

= Ztr{(IE] - IE]‘_l )D_l (Z)} = - Z(IE] - ]E]_l)ﬂ](Z)I;DJ_Z(Z)I’]
j=1

=1

From the identity ;(z) = Ej(z)—ﬁj(z)ﬁj(z)f:j(z) = Ej(z)—ﬁf(z)ej(zhﬁj (z)B;(2)e ( ) and the definition

of &j(z), we obtain that

(; —Ej_1)Bj(2)r/D;>(2)r;
= (B~ E;1)|(B(2)- B; (hej) + B (2B 20 @) () + D52 (2|
= - Y](Z) + IE]‘_I Y](Z)
- (B By )|} (2)e(2)65(2) - By 203 @D} 2
where
Yi(2):= —mj{ﬁj(z)gj(z) —Ef(z)gj(z)%tm;z(z)},
and the second equality follows from (E; - IEj_l)Bj(z)trDjfz(z) = 0. By using (16), we have

Z(IE]‘ - IEj—l)E;(Z) 2)€(z

=1

E <4ZIE|,3] 2)¢j(2)§,(2)|" = o(1),

here we use the martingale difference property of (IE; - IEj_l)B;(z)sj(z)éj(z). Thus,

n

Y (B~ Ej1)B; (2)¢j(2)¢1(2) = op(1).

j=1

By the same argument, we have
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The estimates above imply that

1
My (2)= ) (Yj(2) - E;1Yj(2)} + 0p(1), (17)
j=1
where {Y;(z) - E;_, Yj(z)}?:1 is a sequence of martingale difference.
Part 2: Application of martingales CLT to (17).

To prove finite-dimensional convergence of M,(,l)(z), z € C, we need only to consider the limit of
the following martingale difference decomposition:

ZaM ZZ%{ zi)—E;_ ]Y]'(Zl‘)}'i'Op(l), (18)

j=1i=1

where Im(z;) # 0, and {a;}}_, are constants. We apply the martingale CLT [Billingsley, 1995,

Theorem 35.12] to this martingale difference decomposition (18). To this end, we need to check
two conditions: as n — oo, for any ¢ > 0

2
D) =B Vi@ iy, o (v e0-E vy z)ize) = 01 (19)

ZIE] 1[ 21) IE]-_m(zl)}[Yj(z»—IE]-_Jj(zz)}] L (19) (20)

First, we verify (19). By Lemma 5.4, we obtain
E|Yj(2)|* < KElej(2)|* = o(p™),
which, together with Jensen’s inequality, implies that
ElE;_1Y;(2)* < E(Ej1[Yj(2)1") = EIY;(2)l* = o(p™).

It follows from the above two equations that

n r 4
Z(X E ZaiIE]?le(zi)
= 1:1

Then, we verify (20). Since Y(z) = szlﬁ]( z)e (z)} we have

— 0.

LHS of (19) <—ZIE

2

LHS of (20) = W{
22

y1(21:22)—y2(21122)}: (21)
1(21,22) ZIE] 1[ {ﬁ] ] 5](21)} j{Bj(22)€j<ZZ)}]x

2(21,22) XlEjlﬁ]zl 2)JEj1{B;(22)¢(z2).

Thus, it is enough to consider the limits of Y;(z;,2;),i = 1,2, which are provided in the following
lemma.
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Lemma 5.7. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, as n — oo, we have

0? P 2
-— 1 — = .
92,92, Vi(z1,22) = (14), azlazz%(zpzz) op(1)
The proof of Lemma 5.7 is postponed to the supplementary material. This lemma and Equation
(21) complete the proof of (20).

5.3.2 Step 2: Tightness of Ml(,l)(z)

Tightness of MI(,I)(Z) can be established by Theorem 12.3 of Billingsley [1968]. It is sufficient to

M, (z1)-My (z2)1
|21 -2,/
proof exactly follows Bai and Silverstein [2004], and is postponed to the supplementary material.

is finite. Its

prove the moment condition of Billingsley [1968], i.e., sup,,, , ¢

5.3.3 Step 3: Convergence of M;,z)(z)

Recalling that My (z) = p{En,(z) - m3(2)} = n{En, (z) - m)(2)}, where ni,(z) = m

p FPp p
Mg (2), my(2) = m_yp (2), mO(2) = Mg, (2), ¢, = p/n. From
1 cpA 1 Cy
f— = 1 - ]E s
Em,(2) TETTT AEm,(2) lEmp(z){ Cn + 2B, (2) + 1+ A]Emp(z)}
we have
Ac Ap(z) 7!
E —J)_ n p ,
m,(2) { s AEm,(2) " ]Emp(z)}
where A,(z) := #’;n(z) +zc¢,[Em,(2). From this equation and the identity mg =(-z+ 1;\;;"10 )71, we
get - o
cu A2y (2)Em,(z) ]!
E —m(z) = -m%(2)A,(2)| 1 - P P 22

Note that lEmp(z) — m(z), mg(z) — m(z). It suffices to derive the limit of nA,(z), which is provided
in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.8. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, as n — oo, we have

m(2)lz(A+hy)m(z)+ A} czm2(2)l( +ay)m?(z) + 202m'(2))
1+ Am(z) - 1+ Am(z)
2wl (2)
T Am@)(1+ Am(2) - cA2m(2)]

nA,(z) - -

The proof of Lemma 5.8 is postponed to supplementary material. By (22) and Lemma 5.8, we

have Ml(,z)(z) — (13) as n — oo. Combining two parts above yields Lemma 5.6.
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Supplementary Material for “On eigenvalues of sample covariance
matrices based on high-dimensional compositional data”

S1 Auxiliary lemmas

This section introduces several auxiliary lemmas used in the technical proofs of our theoreti-
cal results. Lemmas S1.1 — S1.3 are from existing literature, while Lemma S1.4 is our original
contribution, and its proof is provided in Section 52.13.

Lemma S1.1 (Weyl’s inequality, Corollary 7.3.5 of Horn and Johnson [2012]). Let A and B be two
p xn matrices and let r = min{p,n}. Let s1(A)>--- >s,(A) and s;(B) > --- > s,(B) be the nonincreasingly
ordered singular values of A and B, respectively. Then

max [s;(A) —s;(B)| < [|[A-B|,
1<i<r

where ||A — B|| denotes the spectral norm of A —B.

Lemma S1.2 (Burkholder’s inequality, Burkholder [1973]). Let {X}} be a complex martingale difference
sequence with respect to the increasing o-field {F}, and let IE denote conditional expectation with respect

to F. Then, for g > 1,
IE|ZXk’q <K, {IE(ZIEk,ﬂXklz)q/z + 1EZ|Xk|4}.

Lemma S1.3 (Martingale CLT, Theorem 35.12 of Billingsley [1995]). Suppose that for each n, the
sequence {Yy1,..., Yy, } is a real martingale difference sequence with respect to the increasing o-field {F,;}
having second moments. If as n — oo,

ZIE YR 1) ) 5 o?,

where o is positive constant, and for each & > 0,
XIE vfee)) = 0

rn

Y v, B N(0,62).

=1

then

Lemma S1.4. Suppose that x, = %(1, 1,...,1) is a p-dimensional normalized all-one vector, then for

the random variables {w;;,i =1,...,n,j = 1..., p} satisfying Assumptions 2.1 — 2.2 and the truncation
condition |wj; — ul < 6,\n, where 6, satisfies condition (15), we have

Elx,D~!(2)x, + 1/2> — 0,
for z=u+iv, v >0, where D(z) is defined in the main text.

Lemma S1.5 (Rosenthal’s inequality, Ledoux and Talagrand [1991]). If {x;} are a sequence of inde-
pendent random vectors in R* with Ex; = 0 and E|jx;||" < oo for some r > 2, then

n r n n r/2
> x| <o Y mhr Y misi?) )
i:l 121

i=1
where C, is a constant depending only on r.

E
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S2 Proofs

S$2.1 Proof of Proposition 2.4

The proof of the first part of Proposition 2.4 is given in the main text. In the following, we present
the proof of the second part. Recall that Y,, = pC,AW,/VN, Y, = Can/(\/ﬁ,u), and B,y =YY,
Let Bp,N =Y, Y, For any positive constant ¢ small enough such that

m—e>ML+vVe)?,  mp+2e <A1 -Vo) Ljpeecr)s (S2.1)
we have
P(Amax(Bp,n) = 11)
= P(Amax(Bp,n) = 11, Amax(Bpn) = 11 — ¢
+ P Amax (Bp,n) = 171, Amax (By,n) <171 — €)
< P(Amax(By,n) 2 111 =€) + P Amax (By,n) = Amax By )| = €)
and

P(Amin(Bpn) < 112)
= ]P(/\min(Bp,N) <12 Amin(Bpn) < 112+ 5)
+ P Amin(Bp,n) < 12, Amin(Bpn) > 172 + €
< P(Amin(Bp,n) < 772+ €) + P(|Amin(Bp,n) = Amin(Byn)| > €).

To prove the second part of Proposition 2.4, it suffices to give the following three estimations:

P max 1 (By) = 4Byl 2 ¢ = o(n™), 522)
P(Amax(Byn) 2 11 =€) = o(n™), (52.3)
P(Amin By, ) <112+ ) = 0(n™). (52.4)

The proof of these estimates is provided as follows:
Proof of (52.2): By Lemma S1.1, we have

lngza<);7 |/\i(Bp,N) - /\i(Ep,N)| < ”Bp,N - 1\ép,N“ < ”Yn - Yn”2 + 2||Yn - Yn“ : ”Yn“
Note that ||Y, - Y, || < llpuA, — In||||Wn/(,u\/IV)||. We get from Theorem 2.9 in Benaych-Georges and
Nadakuditi [2012] that ||Wn/(,l/l\/ﬁ)|| is bounded almost surely. In view of the above inequalities

and (52.3) (will be proved below), it suffices to show that, for any £ > 0 and ¢ > 0, P(||[ppA, - L,|| >
€)= o(n~t), which is guaranteed by

Zle w;i/p B

IP( max
K

1<i<n

1‘ > s) =o(n7%). (S2.5)
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This inequality follows from Equation (B.115) in Gao et al. [2017], and thus we complete the proof
of (52.2).
Proof of (52.3): Let B N = (Y$)'Y;, where Y, = W”\_FTIEFW'R From Bai and Silverstein [2004], we have
P(Amax(Bj, ) 2 111 =) = 0(n ™), (52.6)
IP(/\min(B;’N) <+ s) =o(n"). (52.7)
By the identity Y,, = C, Y, we have
D o 1 o0y/ /R 4]
Byn =B) x — (Vi) 1,1,V (S2.8)
This, together with Cauchy interlacing theorem, implies that

A1(Bj ) = A1 (Byn) = Aa(By ) = Ap(Byn) =2 A, (B) ) = A, (B, ). (S2.9)

pl
For the largest eigenvalue, we have
/\max(B;,N) = /\I(B;,N) >\ (Bp,N) = /\max(ﬁp,N)l

which, together with (52.6), implies (52.3).
Proof of (52.4): When p > n, the smallest eigenvalue of ]V3P’N is its (n — 1)-th largest eigenvalue. By
using (52.9), we have

/\min(ﬁp,N) = /\n—l(ﬁp,N) = /\n(B;,N) = /\min(B;,N):

which, together with (S2.7), implies (52.4). When p < n, the smallest eigenvalue of IUBP’N is its p-th
largest eigenvalue, and all eigenvalues of Ep,N and B \ are interlaced each other as in (52.9). From
(52.8), we have

p n
o > n 2 Z':] wij/n
By ) = trByn) + =) A2 Aj= IT 1L
=1

Hence, there exists some constant C such that /\min(ﬁp,N) = )\min(B;’N) - %ﬁ Z?:l A]Z’n, and thus

Pr(Amin(ﬁp,N) < 12 + 5)

p
y Cn
+ Pr(/\min(Bp,N) <1y te PN ZA]Z,H 2 5)
j=1

< Pr(Amm(B;; V) <t 25) + Pr( max |, > e/C). (52.10)
! 1<j<p

From (S2.1) and Bai and Silverstein [2004], the first term in (S2.10) is of order o(n~¢) for any £ > 0.
Similar to (52.5), for any ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 0, we have P(max;<j<, |A]-,n|2 > ¢) = o(n~?). Therefore, we
conclude that (S2.4) still holds true when p < n.
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S2.2 Proof of Lemma 5.2

The proof of this lemma is quite similar to Sections 5.3.1, 5.3.2, and 5.5 of Zheng et al. [2015]; the
details are therefore omitted. For readers’ convenience we present the outline of the proof for
Wiy wlP

. . . 1 1
this lemma. In this situation, Bg =YY, =Y 1 = \/_H(T L., 5= 1) = W(yil,...,yip)’,

wi

w;=p! Z?zl wi¢. As for moments of y;;, by Lemma 5.4, for any q > 0, we have

q Wij !
]Eylj =E ﬁ_ IB ,(€) +[E u}i IB;,(&)

where B,(¢) = {w: [w; —p| < e,w; = p! Z?:l wie}, in which € > 0 is a constant. Therefore, in the
following proof, the requirement of truncation of y;; reduces to truncation of w;;. First, we get that

< KE(w;;—p)",

tr(B, N — zIP)_1 —pmlo\,(z)
= tr(A”(2)} - pmy(2) + p{m)(2) - mY (2)) + tr{A_Z(Z)A}
+tr| AT (2)AAT (2))7] + tr[{A(z) - A) T (AAT (2)],
where A(z) = Bg —zl,and A = Bg - B, n. Moreover, after truncation and normalization, for every

zeC*={z:Imz> 0},

m(z) +zm (2)

plmy(z) =m () = {1+ zm() ===+ op(1),  tr{A(2)A) = 0p(1), (82.11)
tr{A2(z)AA (2)A} = {m(z) + zm (z )}{1+zm(z)}+0p(1), (S2.12)

1] 1+Zm { (z )+Zm,(z)}+0p(1). (52.13)

[{AA (2) —zm(z)

Note that we also need to check the tightness of tr(B, y - zIp)’1 - pm?\,(z). Since

tr(B, N —zI,) "' —pm}(2)
= tr(By N —21,) "' —tr{AT (2)} + tr{AT (2)) - prug(z) + plimy(z) - m (2),
and the tightness of tr{A~!(z)} — pmJ(z) is proved in Step 2 of Section 5.3, it suffices to prove

tightness of tr(B, - zIp)‘1 —tr{A~!(z)}. It can be obtained from similar arguments in Section 5.3.2
of Zheng et al. [2015], and we omit the details. Finally, the proof is completed.

S2.3 Proof of Lemma 5.3

Note that, by Taylor expansion, there exists C; > 0 such that, for any —-1/2 <x <1/2,

1

(112 =1-2x+3x>+a(x), |a(x)|<Cylxf.

Hence, there exists C; > 0 such that, for any 0 < ¢ < 1/2, on the event Bp(e) ={w: |- Pl < g, =
Z;)zl w]/pr iy = By b




where |a((W — u,)/py)| < C1€3. Hence, we have

2 ) Yo Yoy 2 "2
w w 2w (w — 3w (w— w -
“1i (g)z{_;_ i . ) | 30 . Hn) }IB (€)+—;a(w ””)13 o (S2.14)
W’ Hin Hn Hn N 7N p
This, together with the fact IBp(e) =1- Iéfa(é‘)’ implies that
w% LAV% _ 21@%(5—‘14”) 31‘9%(5_.”11)2
I 3 + 1
w Hn Hn Hn
) . S — , (52.15)
w 2w (w_l"n) 3w (w_l"n)z w
— _;_ 1 3 + 1 7 IBC(t)‘f‘a‘f‘__;IB‘C(é),
Hn Hn Hn ’ w7
where a := ﬁa i Ip . and |a| < C ﬁg?’ Taking expectation for (S2.15) yields that
= 2N T B Stge g exp 1I)y
) ) “2/ Yoy 2
w w 2Ewi(w — 3Ew;(w —
Bl B2l = 1(3 ) | 1(4 P Eb s Ea+Ec. (S2.16)
w Hn Hn Hn

where b := {W?/p2 — 23 (W — p,,)/pd + 303 (b — yn)2/y§}135(5) and ¢:= (wf/EZ)IB;(E). Note that
[Ec| < p°IP(Bj(¢)). (S2.17)

Next, we derive a bound for [Eb. For notational simplicity, we denote by

—N

27‘?}%(5_?%) 31&%(5_,‘%)2

yl = , y3 =
T T

’ y2:

e

It is obvious that

< Co[ B gy,

[E(51135.,)) <GP (B e), (52.18)

where C, > 0 is a constant. Note that

Ed (@ —py) 1 B} (1 — i) o1
WP oW -
B3 1 B ) -1 BOIBD, w20
4 ) 4 2 z | |
Hn p Hn P fin
By (52.19), we get
2 2 n
[E(vatsgo)| = o |21 = pa) e
n
C N A
<l st
c A ) X 1/2
< 73{1131/2(3167(5))4.|(]Ew‘f)l/2(]E %IB‘(e)) |}
< %{H)I/Z(B;(E))+1P1/4(B;(5))}1 (8221)



where C3 > 0 is a constant. By (52.20), we get

. E“IEW%IA;(E)}{IE(UAH — 1) Igg o))

1 A2
’E(%Iég(g)) < m‘mwf(uﬁ — i)’ Igg o)

P2
Cs C , ,
< =3+ P2 (By(e)) - PV (By (o))
p*> P
1 1.
< c4{—2 ; —IP(B;(e))}, (52.22)
p> p
where C4 > 0 is a constant. By (52.18) — (52.22), we have
IEb| < C5{IPU2(I§;(5)) + %1131/4(1@;(5)) + %} (S2.23)
p

where Cs5 > 0 is a constant. Now, we provide an estimate for IP(B;(E)). By Markov’s inequality and
Burkholder’s inequality, we get

~

P(By(e)) = P~ ol 2 ¢

p
—t| L .
<e'E E;(wj—yn)
]_
14 t/2 14
< Cte_tp_t{IE ZIE]—lle_,"‘n|2) +IEZ|UA}]‘—,M”|t}
= j=1
p t/2 p
=Ce tp_t{(zmlw]_ﬂnlz) +1EZ|w]_Hn|t}
=1 j=1

. .. . 4
where ¢, t, and C; (which depends on t) are positive constants. Since IE|w1 —,u| < 00, and the

1/4 — 00,

truncation |w; — pl| < d,Vn, where {6,} is a positive sequence satisfying 6, — 0, o,n
5,4 Elw; — V|4I{|w1*y|25,lx/ﬁ} — 0 as n — oo, we have supn]E|u71 —yn|4 < oo and [ — pyl < 46,+/n for
sufficiently large n (note that u < 6,y/n for sufficiently large n). Based on the estimate for IP(B;(e)),
supn1E|u>1 - yn|4 < oo and [W; — p,| < 45,\/n where {5,} is a positive sequence satisfying 6, — 0,
o,nV* = o0, 8,4 E|lw; — I"|4I{|wl—yI25nW} — 0 as 1 — oo, we have [Ea — Eb + [Ec = o(p~!). From (S2.16),
(52.17) and (52.23), we get

w2 W 2B (W-p,) 3EWH(W-p,)?

E— -E—L=- + +o(ph). (S2.24)
W M i i
Plugging (52.19) — (52.20) into (52.24), we get
~2 ~2 ~3 .
w W h Ew 2
E— -E— = L po(pTY),  hpg =2 L +3A5+51,+2, Anzm(ﬂ—l),
w Hn p Hn n
and hence
~2 2 3
w w h Ew
—-B—t="to(p™), h=-2—5+317+51+2,
) g p g



which implies the first equation in Lemma 5.3.
Similar to the previous calculation, we obtain

w w

U 204 2 =
_ (%1 wy W o A
_(#n 1) (yn 1) Iy (6)+(’1n 1)f1(w1'w2’l/‘n)13p(5)

n

where |Ed| = o(p71),

2wy (W D 2 2, (W D 2
fl(wllwbﬂn):_ W1(ﬂ—1)(ﬁ—l) — wz(ﬁ_l)(ﬂ_l)]

Hn \ Hn Hn Hn \ Pn Hn
A Wy Wy (W Wy
it =42 2B (22 )
Pl =40 G ™ N,
(B (g D/, 2 !
Hn Hn (wl/ﬂn_l)z wl/l"n_l
N 2, A 2 A2 210
+(ﬂ_1) (2_1){ Do/ - 20/ } (52.25)
Hn Hn (Wo/py— 1) W/ py =1
Similar to (52.14) — (52.24), we get
(2 ()
w w
W\ (W o oo\ »
:E(——l) (——1) +1E(——1)f1(w1,w2,ptn)+IE( —1) Sa(W, W, py) +0(p™")
Hn Hn Hn Hn
=T+ T+ T3+0(p7}). (S2.26)
Similar to (52.19) and (52.20), we obtain
1_(w; Wy o
T :—IE(—+——2) Wy, W, S2.27
2 o\, f1 (1, @2, py) ( )
and
1 & (b .\ p=2 (i \2
T = 2 ;’IE(E - 1) fa (g, W, py) + ?IE(E - 1) Ef> (W1, o, pn)- (52.28)

A 2 2 2 /a0 2 N ~
113(“’1 —1) (w_z—l) :I‘E(w1 —1) (&—1) +11E(ﬂ+ﬂ—2)f1(w1,wz,#n)

w w Hn Hn p \Hun Hn
A N
+ ?"IEfz(wl,wz,yn) +o(p™!)
A 2 /4N 2
A s
Hn Hn p



A3
IE“;l +10A3 + 2212 + 81, and hence

IE(“:; 1)2(1;2 1) :IE(%—l) (7—1) +%h2+0(p_1),

where h; ,, = -

3
where h, = —8AIF;% +10A3+ 2212 + 81, which implies the second equation in Lemma 5.3.
Similarly, we get

IE(%—l) :IE(%—l) +o(1),

which implies the third equation in Lemma 5.3.
S$2.4 Proof of Lemma 5.4

First, we establish an estimate for IP(Bj(¢)), where B,(¢) = {w : [w—pl <ew= Z?:l w;/p}. By
Markov’s inequality and Burkholder inequality, we get

IP(By(¢)) = P([w — pl > €)

p
|1
< 'E —Z(wj—y)
P =
]
P t/2 p
< Kte_tp_t{IE(ZlE]_llw] - y|2) +E le] - ylt}
j=1 j=1
p t/2 p
= Ktstpt{(Z]Elw] —ylz) + IEZIw -~ ‘l/l|t}
j=1 j=1
t/2
=K;e~ {p t/z(IElw ,u|2) +p " UEw, —,ult}, (52.30)

where ¢, t, and K; (which depends on t) are positive constants. We aim to derive an estimate for the

2
g-th moment of r’Ar — %IE(% - 1) trA. For any g > 2, there exists a positive constant K, such that

r’Ar—lIE(g—l) trA’ <K (1E1r Ar——trA| +1E| A——IE(——l) trA’q).
n w

Note that

wy

q
SKq‘IE(——l —/\‘ A1, (52.31)

1 2 q
IE'itrA— —IE(@ - 1) trA
n n w

Now, we consider E

r'Ar - %trA|q. There exists a positive constant K; such that

A q A q
r'Ar— ;trA| < Kq{IE|(r’Ar - ;trA)IBW)

, A
(r Ar - ;trA)IBp(E)

q}. (52.32)

Estimating E|(r’Ar — n‘l/\trA)IB;(S)lq: Since |r’Ar - %trA| <|[¢|lllA]l + Cl|A]l < C - p||A||, where C is a

positive constant. Thus, we have

IE|(1' Ar— itrA)IBc

< CplIAlI7IP(By(¢)), (52.33)
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where C, denotes a positive constant depending on g.
Estimating [E|(r’Ar —n~! )\trA)IBp(g)lq: Write

1 2 ((w-—wl,)Aw-wl 2% -2
rAr—2trA = 2 {( p) Al p)—trA}+i
n

5 trA =: v + vy, (52.34)
o

nw?

where lp =(1,1,...,1) € RP. For 0 < € < 1/2, there exists a positive constant Kq such that

A
1E|(r’Ar - —trA)IB ©
n p

q
< Kq(lElvllgp(g)l”I + IEleIBp(s)W)-

On the event B,(¢), we have —¢ <w—p <¢, and

q q

trA
n

Elv, g (o)1 = 0 E

(L_L)I

w2 ;42 B,(¢)

(W—p)(w+ p) I
wzluz BP(S)

< K, IAIYEf@ - pl?

< aqulAlquE‘

< Kq||A||q(p*q/2 +p"1+1IE‘%‘q)’ (S2.35)

where the last inequality follows from the same argument in the proof of (52.30). By using
w-wl,=w-pul,—(wl, - pul,), we get

~ (w-wl,) (w-wl,) q
IElvlpr(E)W San QIE‘ 5 A 5 —trA IBP(E)
w—pul,) (w—pul q
San_qIE’{( M)\ W) —trA}IB (©)
o o P
wl,—ul,) (w-ul q
+an‘qIE{( p K p)A( ! p)}IB (e)
o o L
_ (W_l"lp), (WIp_lllp) 1
+an QIE{ . A o IBP(S)
wl,—ul,) (wl,-ul 9
+an-q1E{( p 1) A( p_ K p)}IB ©
o o P
=: an_q(Vll + V12+ V13 + V14). (8236)
By Lemma 2.2 in Bai and Silverstein [2004], we have
—yl4 q/2 —u12gq
VHSKq[{]E|w1 ”| tr(AA’)} +1E|u| tr(AA’)q/z]. (52.37)
o o
From (w-p)1, = %lpll’,(w—ylp) and p‘llEtr(lpll’,A) = p‘zlEtr(lplz’,Alpll’)) <||A]l, we get
1(W_P‘1p)’ , (W_le) 1
VIZZE‘{ET%AT I, 0
w—ul,) (1 w—pul 1 q 1 q
SKq{lE’u(—lpléA)(—'up)—tr(—lPI;,A) +1Etr(—1p1;,A)'}
o p o p p

37



1,y - g
qu{lE’M(ll 1'A)M—tr(11p1;A)
p p

o pep o
SKq[{

HMW}

1 a/2 -pn2a (1 a/2
( 1,1,AA'1,1/ )} +113|w1 s t( 1,1,AA'1,1/ ) ]+Kq|IAIIq
o p

p2 prp 2°P°p
< Vi (S2.38)
Similarly, we get
V13 S Vlll V14 S Vll' (8239)
By (52.36) — (52.39), we get
Elv; Il < K n—q[{na| ”| tr(AA )} |w1 ”| r(AA )q/z] (52.40)
From (52.32) — (5S2.35) and (S52.40), we have
r'Ar — &trA'q
2
<K{ —q[{m| ”| tr(AA )} ‘wl ”‘ tr(AA )W]

#IAI(p2+ ot ) prA B e ))}
2
<1<( —q[{lﬁl ”' tr(AA )} |w1 ”| tr(AA )4/2] n‘i||A||qn)(B;(e))).
By this inequality and (52.31), we get

9 — 4 q/2 2
E SKq(n‘q[{IE d ”| tr(AA’)} 'wl TV )q/z]
o

1 2
r’Ar — —IE(@ - 1) trA
n \w

+nq||A||qIP(B;,(£))+‘IE(%—1) —/\' ||A||q).

Finally, we prove the last inequality in Lemma 5.4. If ||A|| is bounded, E |w1 - ]4|4 < oo, [w; —pl <
5,\n (j = 1,...,p) where {5,} is a positive sequence satisfying 5, — 0, 6,1n"* — oo, 6;*E|w; —
/”|4I{|wl—/4|26n\/ﬁ} — 0 as n — oo, then, for any q > 2,

n*‘i[{ [t ”| tr(AA )}/ Bt ”'zqt AA )q/2]<1< R T

and

i 12q4
Al < Kyn™|A[17 < Kyn™ o

2
‘112(2—1) Y
w

Taking ¢ =n™%, 0 <a < 1/2, and t > =L yields that

n||AI7P(BS(¢)) < Kyn~ton' .
In fact, from (S2.30), we write

t/2
P(By(¢)) < Kte_t{p_t/z(IEle —ylz) +p " Ew, —ylt} =P +D,.
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Since P, < K,e~fp~t*1(n1/25,)i7* < K, 6! e tn~"?~1 < P, we obtain that

P(BS(¢)) < 2P (S2.41)

Substituting e =n™* (0 <a < 1/2) and t > ;= into (52.41), we have

n1IP(Bp(e)) < Kynln~ (z-a)t <Kyn ‘7/2<K n_lézq -

Combining all these estimates, we obtain the last inequality in the Lemma.

S2.5 Proof of Lemma 5.5

First, we denote R; = \/Lﬁ(% - 1) and derive some identities that will be used in the proof. It is

obvious that Z;}:l Rj=0and Z?Zl RJZ +2 i+, Rj R}, = 0. Since {wj}le are i.i.d., taking expectation

on the above two identities yields that, forany 1 <i=j <p,

- 2_12 R.—__ "2 4_Ya 2p2 _ Y12
ER; =0, IER;= o ER;R; = A1) ER; = et ER/R; = 2 (52.42)
Recall that r = (Ry,...,R))". From (52.42), we have
n_  P¥V2 1 ’
E(rr’) = n(p_l)(lp—l—)lplp), (52.43)
where 1, =(1,1,...,1)" € RP. It is obvious that
IE(r’Ar - 2t1rA)(1"B1‘ - 2trB)
n n
2 (S2.44)

votrB VvotrA

= IE(r'Arr'Br) -

v
IE(r'Ar - 2t1rA) - IE(r’Br - 2trB) - —itrAtrB.
n n n
We first estimate each terms in the RHS of the identity above, and finally prove the equation given
in Lemma 5.5. The details are provided in the following three steps.
Step 1: Estimate the first term. It follows from (52.42) and the identity Z;}:l R;j =0 that

IER3R2__ [R3(ZR Rl)] (p L (S2.45)

ER?R,R;3 = —IE[RZRZ(ZR “Ry - Rz)]

= _Tz]E(RfRZ) - EE(Rng)

(52.45) V4 V12
= - - , (S2.46)
n?(p-1)(p-2) n?(p-2)

P
1
ER,R,R3R, = EIE[RlRZ&(ZRj “R,-R,- R3)]
j=1

3
= —EE(R%RZI%)
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(52.46) 31y . 3vi2
n2(p-1)(p-2)(p-3) n*p-2)(p-3)

To calculate E (r’Arr’Br), we expand it as

E(r’Arr’Br) = (ZR AR ZRkBkgRg) Z E(R;R; Ry ReA;;Bre):

i,jkt
To calculate (52.48), we split it into the following 11 cases:
1. i=j=k=¢€ Y ;(R)A;Bi;
2. i=jk=0i=k Y ik (R?R?)A;Biss

izk
3. i=j,k#6Yike(R2RkRy)A;iBiss
k=(
4.1 i];k ¢, ZZ]k(R R R )AZ]Bkk’
i#]

5. z¢],k¢€z—k]—€zl](RR)A iBj

li]

l]l

6. izjk=li=0j=kYij(RIR})A;B

li]

ij ]l’
7. 1% ],k * 5,1 = k,g * ],Z i,j,0 (RZZR]RZ)A,]BM,
i#j#l

8. ixjk=( (= ],mtkz,]k(RR Ri)AijByj;

i#jzk

9. z:«t],kifk—],lisz]Z(RR Re)AijBje;

i#j#l
10. i ij,k zl,i=0k= ],Z i,k (RI-ZR]‘Rk)Ai]‘BkZ‘;
i#jzk

11. 1 ij,k i&g * j,i * k,z ijk,C (RiR]'RkRg)AijBkg.
i#jzk-l

(S2.47)

(S2.48)

For ease of presentation, we still keep v4 in the expectations although we have obtained its value.

The expectations of all cases are listed as follows.

Case 1: From (52.42), we have

V4
E ZR;LAiiBii = ZAiiBii-
1 1

Case 2: From (52.42), we have
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Case 3: Note that

IEZRQRkRgAHBkg = ER?R,R; Z A:;Bys +ER RQ(ZA”BZZ + ZA”B;“] (S2.49)
ik, i,k ik
k=l izk=l éiz k=i
Now, we estimate the magnitude of the summation terms on the RHS of (52.49). Recall that
for any p x p matrix, we have Etr(M) < pE[[M|| and max<;<, M;; <|[M||. By using these facts
and Holder’s inequality, we obtain that

\XA,,BM| E|(trA)1,B1,| < pE(IAll-[1,B1,) < p>E(JAll- [BI) = O(p%),  (52.50)

ik,
JEZAﬁBa» = EtrAtrB < p’E(||Al|- [B]) = O(p?), (52.51)
IEZAUBH < pIE||diag(A)diag(B)|| < pE([|A]- 1B])) = O(p). (52.52)

Let 1;, be the p-dimensional vector with all components being 0 except for the i-th component
being 1, then we have

IE'ZA”BM IE|ZA” (1,)'B1 ’<IE(ZA )l/Z{Z )'Blp1;,131;',}1/2:0(p3/2). (52.53)

From (52.50) — (52.52), we have

E Z Azszf - (ZAUBM ZAHBIZ ZAzszz ZAzzB€€+ZZA11B11) )

ik, ik,
izk=l

(S2.54)

It follows from (S2.45), (S2.46), (52.49), (S2.53), and (S2.54), that

E) (REReROABe = =725 ) Aubieo(n™),
ikl ikl
k= izk=l

Case 4: Similarly to Case 3, one can conclude that

IEZRR R2A; By = ZAl]Bkk+o -1,
i,j,k i,j,k
i#] i#j=k
Case 5:
E) RRIA;B;; = E(RIR3) ZAIJB {tr(AB’)—ZAl-Z-BZ-i}.
— n -
i i i
i#] i#]
Case 6:
v
E) RIRZA;Bj; = E(R}R}) ZA,] e %{tr(AB) - ZAHB,,-}.
ij i
i#] z:t]
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Case 7: By (52.46), we have

E ) RIRjRA;Big=O(n>)x ) AjijBy. (S2.55)
i,j,0 i,j,0
i=j=l i=j=l

Not}elz that, ll’jA’Blp < pllAl]-|IB|| = O(p), tr(A’B) < p||A]|-|IB|| = O(p), and by (52.52) and (S2.53),
we have

IEZAiiBie = IEZAiiBié_IEZAiiBii =0(p¥?), (S2.56)
1=l i i
thus,

E Z AjjBic = IE{l;'yA/Blp ~tr(A’B) - ZAiiBM - ZAijBii} = 0(p™?). (52.57)

i,j,l izl i#]

izjzl
It follows from (S2.55) and (S2.57) that
E Z R?R;R;A;iBj¢ = o(n”").

i,j,0
i#j=l

Case 8: Similarly to Case 7, we have

E Z RiR?RiA;iBy; = o(n™").
i,j,k
i=j#k

Case 9: Similarly to Case 7, we have
E Z Rl’R]ZRgAi]'B]'g = 0(1’1_1).
i,j,l
i#j=l

Case 10: Similarly to Case 7, we have

E Z (R2R;R¢)A;;By; = o(n™").
i,j,k
i#j=k

Case 11: By (52.47), we have
E Z R;R;RyReA;Byy = O(n*) Z AijBre.
i,j,k,0 i,j,k,€
i#jzk#l i#jzk=l
Note that, by (52.57) we have
E )  AijBy

i,j,k,C
i#jzk=l
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= IE(I;JAIP —trA)(l;jBlp —tI‘B) -E Z AijBif -E Z AijBki _IEZAZJBl]

i,j,¢ i,j,k i,j
i#j=l i#j=k i#]
2
= O(p?).
Thus,
E E RiR;RR¢A;Bye = o(n™").
ikt
i#jzk#l

Combining (52.48) and Cases 1 — 11 gives us

3
E(r’Arr’Br) =2~ 2Y12 ZA”BZ, + 22{1rAtB + tr(AB') + tr(AB)}
n2 5 ( Z A;;Bo+ ZAl]Bkk +o(nh). (S2.58)
p ikl i,j,k
likig 1¢]¢k

Step 2: Estimate the second and third terms. From (52.43) and (S2.56), we have

votrB ( , 12 ) vztrB{ 2 } trB
E|r'Ar— —=trA|= [Etr(Arr’) — —=trA} =—
” rAr-—=tr ” r(rr)nr Zkg
(ZBkkAke + ZBMAM + Z BuAke)
k0
k¢€ k¢€ 1;k¢€
2
= _V—2 .. -1
=) Z BiijAp +o(nh). (S2.59)
1,k L
izk=l
Similarly, we obtain
2
VotrA . V2 M ) -1
: IE(r Br 7an) =T sze A;:Be+o(nb). (S2.60)
izkzl
Step 3: From (52.44) and (52.58) — (52.60), we have
IE(r'Ar - 2trA)(r'Br - 2trB)
-3
u ZA,,B,Z + ~2{trAtrB + tr(AB) + tr(AB)}
i=1
le p D) ( Z AjiBre + Z AZ]Bkk]+ _1 ( Z BiiAke + Z AUBM]
ikl i,j,k ikl ikl
izk=l izjzk izk=l izk=#l
v2 1
- —2trAtrB +o(n ")
n
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-3 Vi) — V2
MZA”B”Jr P21ir(AB') + tr(AB)} + — >~ trAtrB

nZ
i=1
—Vi2
[ ZA”Bkg+ ZAljBkk]"‘O 1)
ik, i,j,k
i#k={ i#jzk
_3 Vip— V2 vi-v
= ZAZ,BM Z{tr(AB) + tr(AB)} + =2 trAtrB + O(Z—=) + o(n ™),
n n
i=1
_3 Vip— V2
I e 2 AR B+ 2 e o),
f’l n
i=1

o_»n

where in the third “=" we use Equation (52.54), and in the last we use Lemma 5.3.

$2.6 Proof of Lemma 5.7
Limit of 9%} (z1,2,)/(9z,02,):
Since IE|E]-(2) - bp(z)|2 < K|z|4/(nvg), it is enough to prove that

2 n
e Bttt Y e e )|
J=1 (S2.61)
nf e 1), doteonne
lz) -~z (7227 (L AP0+ Amz)

By Lemma 5.5, we have

2

LHS of (5261) = m{yn(zl,zz) +y12(21,22) +y13(21,22)}+0p(1), (8262)
where

v4—3v1p ¢

Mi(z1,220) = Tb ZIE] Zl ]nIE [D ( )i
j=11i=1

2
Vi2(z1,22) = vlzb (22 th{ Y(z1) JE;D; Yz )}

V12_V22 1 -1
Vislzn,z2) = = bp<zl>bp<zZ>Ztr{1E]~Dj (z1)}tr {IE;D (o)},

=1

where v, = IE(& - )2, vy = IE(@ - 1)4, Vi = lE(’i“ - 1)2(@ - 1)2, w; = Z?Il wi¢/p. We claim

wy wq w_l wy
that the following statements hold true as n,p — oo (to be proven later):

*Vi1(21,22) P caym’(z))m’(z;)

0210z, {1+ Am(z))2{1 + Am(z,)12 (52.63)
PVia(z1,20) P 2m'(z1)m(2;) 2

821 822 - {m(21) _m(zz)}z - (Z] _22)2’ (8264)
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9*V13(21,2) P ca,m’(z;)m'(z;)
dz1 0z, {1+ Am(z))}?{1 + Am(zp))?

(S2.65)

By (S2.61) — (52.65), we obtain the limit of #;Zzyl(zl,zz).
Now, we provide the proofs of (52.63) — (52.65) as follows:
Proof of (52.63): It is enough to find the limit of

ZZIEJ[D (21)] [ D7 (z2)]

j=1i=1

By calculations similar to those in Gao et al. [2017], we get the following lemma and its proof is
postponed to Section S2.7.

Lemma S2.1. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, for any 1 < j < n, we have as p — oo
ZIE][D zl ][D (25 ] — m(z1)m(z,).

By E|22trD™!(z) - ZEtrD ! ()9 < an‘q/zv(;q (K, is a positive constant), the formula (2.2) of
Silverstein [1995], mp(z) = —% 7:1 Bj(z), and Lemma 5.4, we have

K
1y (2) 1 (2) < <= B (2) = ~=Emy(2), Iy (2)+ am(a) < = (52.66)
Thus, by (52.66), Lemmas 5.3 and S2.1, we have as n,p — oo
caym(zy)m(z;)

P
yll(ZIJZZ) - Calzlzzm(zl)m(22)m(zl )m(ZZ) = {1 + /\m(21)}{1 + /\m(zz)}’
where the equality above follows from m(z) = —z~'{1 + Am(z)}~!. This implies (S2.63).
Proof of (S2.64): By similar calculation of Bai and Silverstein [2004], we get the following lemma
and its proof is postponed to Section 52.8.

Lemma S2.2. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, for any 1 < j < n, we have

=1 . .2 0 0
—c,vim_ (z1)m (z;)
-1 1 w CnVolip\zy )i,z
tr[IEj{D]. (zl)}D] (22 ][1— E— PR v—
+ = Vzmp(zl)}{ + = Vzmp(zz)}
nec, 1 172
= — — +Op(1’l )
Z122 {1+ %Vzmg(zﬂ}{l + %Vzmg(zz)}

By using (52.66) and this lemma, };,(z;1,2;) can be written as

a,(21,22)V12 2 _
Vialz1,22) = == Z =) +O0p(n~'?),
nv; =T 1-5rap(z1,22)
where
( ) V§cnm2(zl)m2(22)

a,(z1,25) = )

p\*1,<2 _ _
{1+ ”lemg(zl)}{l + %Vzmg(zz)}
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By Lemma 5.3, the limit of a,(z;,25) is

cAZm(z1)m(z,)
{1+ Am(z))H{1 + Am(zp)}

a(zl, ZZ) =

These estimates imply (52.64).

Proof of (S2.65): We have IE|Il]trIEijfl(zl)I%trIEijfl(ZQ) - mg(zl)mg(zz) =o(1). By Lemma 5.3, we

getlim, ., p(vi2— v%) = a,. This, together with (52.66), implies that as n,p — o

p car,m(zy)m(zy)
Ysl2022) = T+ Am@)

This implies (52.65).
Limit of 9%),(z;,2,)/(02,02,):
For any p x p matrix A, we have

Al

-1 -1
[r{D7(2) - D7 (2)}A| < e (S2.67)
By Lemma S1.2 and (52.67), we have
V2, -1 V2 “105| Ky
IE|—trD (z) - 2EuD (z)| <4 (52.68)
n n n/2y
where K, > 0 is a constant depending on ¢, which implies that
- > Klz]*
E|B;(2) - bp(2)|” < — (52.69)
nvg

The above inequalities will be used in the following proof.
Denoting Y, j(z1,25) := ]E]-_l{ﬁj(zl)ej(zl)}IE]-_l{Ej(ZQ)ej(zz)}. To prove the second part of the
lemma, it is enough to show that, foreach 1 <j<mn,

V2,j(21,22) = by(20)bp (221 €520 {1 £(20)) = 0p(n "), (52.70)
and
by(21)by(22){Ej_1€j(z1){Ej_1€j(22)} = op(n). (52.71)

Proof of (52.70): We write

LHS of (52.70) = E;., [{Ej(zl)— bp(zl)}ej(zl)]mj_l{Bj(zz)ej(zz)}
F Byl ez B | 2) - byz2) e 2]
= AV (21, 2) + AVY (21, 22).
Note that, for any g;,4, > 1 with 1/q, + 1/4, = 1, we have

qz)l/fh

th)l/ql (IE‘IEj,lﬁj(zz)sj(zz)

E[A))(z1,25)] < (IE‘IEj,l{Ej(zl)— by(z1)ej(z1)

46



9@ )1/‘72

< (E]1B 20~ bozles |) " (B[R e 2

From Lemma 5.4 and (52.69), for any 1 < ¢q; <2 and ¢q, > 2, we have

1E|{3j(21) - bp(zl)}ej(m)"h < (IE|B]'(21) ~by(zy)|" Z )ql/z(IE|e]~(z1)|‘“ - )22[“

_a _2a1 4g,-4
<Kn 2n 2 &,

_1 49,4
=Kn6,"

and 1l
— z|12 1 2q,-4
1E|ﬁ]-(Zz)«f‘f]'(22)|q2 <K qu n 16nq2 .
0
Thus,

4914 | 244

IE|A3/§,1]~)(21,22)| <Kn's," 7 =o(m).

Similarly, we can obtain 1E|Ay;2j)(zl,zz)| = o(n~1). Thus, we complete the proof of (52.70).
Proof of (S2.71): By (52.43), we get

_ v _
E;_i¢j(z) =B, {r;-D]- 1(z)r]- - ftrDj 1(z)}

_ , v _
= tr{IEj,le 1(z)IE1'~r.} - fIEj,ltrDj L(z)

17
__pPv -1 ( 1 ,)} V2 -1
= tr{E;,_1D: I,--1,1,)t——IE,_;trD:
n(p—l) r{ ]*1 ] (Z) 14 p p-p n ] 1 r ] (Z)
V2

- m11~:j_1{trD]71(z) ~1,D7(2)1,}

By Lemma 2.3 in Bai and Silverstein [2004] and our Lemma S1.4, we have as p — oo

1 _ P | p 1
I—)trDjl(z) — m(z), Elijl(z)IP -
By (52.68) and the identity mp(z) = —% Z?:l Bj(z), we have
|bp(2) + B, (2)] < Kn™'/2,
This, together with Lemma 5.4, yields that
|by(2) + zm (2)] < Kn™2. (S2.72)

Equation (52.71) follows from the above estimates.

S2.7 Proof of Lemma S2.1

By Lemma 51.2, the inequality |B;;(z)| < %, and Lemma 5.4, we get
1E|(1;,)'{D11(zl) ~ED; (2)1}
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n 2

=B (B~ B)(1,){Di(z) - Di e
j=1
1 2
< KZIE|(1Ej ~Ej_1)pj(z0)r/D7 ! 15(1,) Dy} r]|
n
SKZIE|/31j(zl r/D;11,(15) Dy r I
< K?’l_l, (8273)

where 1;) is the p-dimensional vector with all components being 0 except for the i-th component
being 1. Hence, we have

nZZZlE][D (21) - ED;' (z))]. ;[ D} ZQ]‘

]11

»)IDT!(z1) - ED}' (21))1)| < Kn"2,

and thus
1 & &
— Ej[D;'(z1) - ED; (21)] Ej[D; (z2)].. = Op(n7"?).
j=1i=1
Similarly, we have
1 & v
— E;[D;!(z,) - ED; zz]IE[D zl] = Op(n~'?).
n
j=11i=1

With the above two inequalities, it remains to find the limit of
1 p
-1 -1
5 Z IE[D ; (zl)]iiIE[D 3 (zz)]ii. (S2.74)

It is easy to see that the sum of expectations in (52.74) is exactly the same for any j. Moreover, we
have

P
1 » B )
E;E[DJ (Zl)]iiIE[Dj (22)11-1- — m(zy)m(zy), asp — co.
i=
This completes the proof of Lemma S2.1.

S2.8 Proof of Lemma S2.2

Let

1
D.:(z)=D(z)-r;r.—r:1¥,, bi(z)= ,
ii(2) (2) —rixi = ] 12) 1+n‘1v21EtrDI%(z)
1
\z) = —
Pijz) 1+r;Di_].1(z)rl~
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We have the equality

n
n—1
vab1(z1)I, = Zl‘il'f - v2b1(21)1p.

i#]

n
D]‘(Zl) +Z11P -

Multiplying by Q,(z;) := {1, - %vzbl (zl)Ip}‘1 on the LHS and D]71 (z1) on the RHS, and using
l‘fol(Zl) = Bij(z1 )l‘fDi_jl(Zl)» we get

D}I (z1) = =Qp(z1) + b1(21)A(z1) + B(z1) + C(z1), (52.75)

where

A1) = ;me)(rir; - 221, )07 @)

B(z1)= ) {Bij(z1) = b1(21)}Qp(z1)rix/D}} (21),
i#]

C(z) = %bl(zl)Qp(zl)Z{D;jl<zl) —Dfl(zl)}-

i#]

For any t € R, [1 - thy (2)/2] ! < e, < ELp/wol) iy,

1Q,(z)ll < %O("UO). (52.76)

For any random matrix M, denote its nonrandom bound on the spectrum norm of M by |||[M]||. Since
the same argument in (52.68) holds for DI%, and from (52.76), Lemma 5.4, we get

|z1]7{1 +P/(”V0)}n1/2'

E|trB(z; )M| < K|[[M]]| 3 (S2.77)
From (52.67), we have
|trC(z0)M]| < IM]] Iz :‘Z ()}, (52.78)
0
From (52.76) and Lemma 5.4, we get, for M nonrandom,
E|trA(z;)M| < K||M||L§”v°)n“2. (S2.79)

Note that
tr[lEj{A(zl)}D]TI(zz)]

=tr) Qylan)rir = 221, JE,{D (20} (=2

i<j
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+tr ZQP(ZI )(rir; - %IP)IE].{DI,—],1 (z; )}{D]Tl (z0) - Di_jl (z2)}

5
; trIEj{ zZQp(zl)(rir; - %Ip )D;jl(zl)}D]fl(zz),
thus, by using D+'(2) - D}/ (z )_] Bij(2)D; ! (2)r;x/D;} (2), we can write
tr[IEj{A(zl)}D]Tl(zz)] = AL(21,25) + Ax(21,20) + As(21,20) + R(z1, 22), (52.80)
where
(z1,22) Zﬂu 20 E,{D}! (21D} (22)ri/ D (22)Qp (21 ), (S2.81)
5

Ao(z1,22) = =22tr )" Qpa)E; (D (2 [{D} (22) - Dj} (22),

i<j

As(z1,20) =tr ZQp(Zl)(rir; - %Ip )IEj{Dj_]'l(Zl)}D ]1(22)

i<j
n
) v — —
R(z1,25) = tr]E]-{ ZQp(zl)(riri - 721,, )Dijl(zl)}D]. L(z,). (S2.82)
Z>]
It is easy to see that R(zy,z;) = Op(1). We get from (52.67) and (52.76) that |A,(z,2;)| < %.
0

Similar to (S2.79), we have [E|A3(z1,2;)| < %nl/z. It remains to derive the limit of A;(zq,2;).
0

By using Lemma 5.4 and similar argument in (52.92), we have, for i < j,

E|fij(22)r/Ey{D7} (20)}D}} (22)rix/ D (22)Qp (21 )
2
- by ()| B (D 2)}D;) (22)5{D7 (22)Qp (21

< | ij(z2)e/E;{D;} (2)}D;} (z2)ri1/ D} (22)Qp (1)
2
- 2 gt By {D7 oD 2o) |7 )y )|
2
+E| 2 {pij(z2) - b1<Z2>}tr[1Ej{D,] <zl>|D;]-1<zQ>]tr{D;;<22>Qp<zl>}]
< |75 {D3 (z)JD (2o - “2 e By (D7) (20)|D7 22 | JrD3 (22)Qp 1)
+ %ﬂiﬂz-z)tr[mj{vzjl(zl>)}D;;<zZ>][r;D;;<zZ>Qp<zl )= 22 D7 (22)Qp 0}
2
+ |2 {ij(z2) — by ) B (D7 )07 (22) (D7 (22)Qp 21|
<Kn™12, (S2.83)
By (52.67), we have

IE’tr[IEj Dljl(zl)}szjl(22)]tr{D;j1(zz)Qp(zl)}
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_tr[IEj{D]Tl(zl)}D 2 )]tr{D Hz2)Qp(z))| < K (52.84)
It follows from (S2.83) and (S2.84) that
E|Ay(z1,2) + j;—zlvgbl(zz)tr[IEj{D]fl(zl)}D] (z )]tr{D Hz)Qp ()| < Kn'”2 (52.85)
By using (52.75) — (52.80), we have
tr[E;{D}" (21)|D} ! (20)] = tr[IEj{—Qp<zl> * b1<z>A<zl>}D;1<Z2>] +0p(n'?)
= ~tr{Qp(21)D; ' (22)} + by (21 B {A (20D} (22) + Op (%)
= _tr{Qp(zl)D;1(22)} +b1(21)A1(21,22) + Op(n'?).
This, together with (52.85), implies that
tr[E;{D; (2 1)}D;1<zz>][1 + jn‘—zlvﬁbl<z1>b1<zz>tr{D;1<zQ>Qp<zl)}]
= ~tr{Qy(21)D; (z2)} + Op(n'"?).
By using (52.75) — (52.79) and (52.67), we have
5 D} e} 2] 1= L5 w21 (201 (22 )r{ @y (22)Qp )|
= tr{Q,(22)Qp (z1)} + op(nl/z). (52.86)

From (52.67), we have |by(z) - by(z)| = O(n!). This, together with (52.72) and (S2.86), implies that

iy v2m9(z1)mP(z,)
_ _ nvpylt 1)10% 2
tr[IEj{Djl(Zl)}Djl(ZZ)][l - 1 - 0 F nfl 0 ]
{1+ 5 vamy(z) {1 + - vomp(20)}
ne 1
=t o+ Op(n'?).
2122 {1+ 5 vomp (201 + 55 vam,(25))

This completes the proof of Lemma S2.2.

$2.9 Tightness of MI(Jl)(z)

The proof of the tightness of Ml(,l)(z) is similar to that provided in Bai and Silverstein [2004]. It is
sufficient to prove the moment condition (12.51) of Billingsley [1968], i.e.

1 1
EIM (z)) - M (2,)2

1;21,2,€C, |Zl _Z2|2

(52.87)

is finite.

Before proceeding, we provide some results needed in the proof later. First, moments of
ID~1(2)||, ||D171(z)|| and ||Dl.‘j1(z)|| are bounded in p and z € C,,. It is easy to see that it is true for z € C,
and for z € Cp if x, < 0. For z € C, or, if x, > 0, z € C;, we have from Proposition 2.4 that

1E||D;1(Z)||m < Ky +v "P(|IB(j)ll = 1, or Apin(Byj) < 71¢)
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< K +Kn"e"nt <K

for large £, where B ;) = Bg - rjr;, Ki,Kj, K are positive constants. Here 7, is any number between

A(1 ++/c)? and x,; if x, > 0, #¢ is any number between x, and A(1 - \e)? and if x, < 0, #¢ can be any
negative number. So for any positive integer m,

max (B[ (2)", EID;  (2)|", EID;} (2)|”") < K. (52.:88)
By the argument above, we can extend Lemma 5.4 and get

q
) — — 2q-4
|]E(a(v)l_[(r1B(g)(v)r1 -n ltI'B(g)(’l/)))| <Knls,77, (52.89)
(=1

where B(v) is independent of r; and

max(la(v)l, B (v)ll) < K(1 1L B>, or Amm@)sw})l
for some positive s, with B being Bj) or Bg. By (52.89), we have
Ele;(z)|" < K,,n 6", (S2.90)

where K, is a positive constant. Let y;(z) = r;.D]TI(z)r]- - n’lvzlEtrDjfl(z). By Lemma S1.2, (52.89)
and Holder’s inequality, with similar derivation on page 580 of Bai and Silverstein [2004], we have

Ko

Elyj(z) - ¢j(z)|" < 3 (S2.91)
It follows from (52.90) and (S2.91) that
Ely;(2)" < Kpyn ' 83", m> 2. (S2.92)
Next, we prove that bp(z) is bounded. With (52.89), we have for any m > 1,
E|B:1(2)|" < K. (S2.93)

Since by(z) = Bi(2) + B1(2)by(2)y1(2), it is derived from (52.92) and (52.93) that [b,(z)] < K; +
K2|bp(z)|n_1/2. Hence, we have

K
b, (2)| < 1

< m <K. (52.94)

With (52.89) — (52.94) and the same approach on Page 581 — 583 of Bai and Silverstein [2004],
we can obtain that (52.87) is finite.

S2.10 Proof of Lemma 5.8
Let Q,(2) =1, + AEm, (2)I, then

nA, = #ﬂp() + pzEm,(2) = E{By (2)P1 (2)) + E(Bi ()P (2)), (52.95)
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where
Pyi(z) =t} D7 (2)Q, (2)r; - Atr{Q,! (2)EDT (2)},
Pi(2) = Mr{Q, (2)ED; (2)} - Atr{Q, (2)ED ! (2)}.
Since By = b, —bJyy + p1byyi, where yy = 1 (2) := 1] D7 (2)r; — n7 v, EtrD7 ' (2), we have
E{B1(2)P1(2)) = by(2)EP (2) - by (2)E{y1 (2) Py (2)} + by (2)E(B1 (2) 7 (2) Py (2)). (52.96)

The estimates for EP;(z), E{y,(2)P;(z)}, IE{ﬁl(z)ylz(z)Pl(z)}, and [E{B;(z)P,(z)} are provided in the
following lemma, and its proof is postponed to Section S2.11.

Lemma S2.3. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, we have

IEPl (Z) =

{]Eyl (2)+ 2= A EtrD;l(z)}, (52.97)

n
1+ /\IEmp(z) n

E{y1(2)P1(2)}
_ nm({rgngl(z)rl - %trDIl(z)}[riDIl(z)a;l(z)rI _ %u{n;l(z)é;l(z)}])

2
V)

+
n(p-1)
A
1+/\1Emp(z)

]E[{trDIl (2)-1,D7(2)1,}tr{D'(2)Q;! (z)}]

Etr{D; ! (2)}Ey; (2) +o(1), (52.98)

E{1(2)y1 (2)P(2)}
= ]E{nﬁl (z)yf(z)riDIl (2)6;1 (z)rl} - IE[/31 (z)yf(z)tr{Aé;l (z)DI1 (z)}]

+ Cov(ﬁl (2)y2(2), tr{A6;1 (z)D7! (Z)})

= 0(52), (S2.99)
b2 _
(B (2)Py(2)} = © Zzp _Pl()z) IEtr{Dgl(z)Q,;l(z)Dgl(z)} oY), (52.100)

where 0, is as defined in the truncation condition 15.
From this lemma and (52.95), (52.96), we get
nA,=J1+J2+J3+0(1), (52.101)
where

b;(z))\tr{IEDI1 (2)}Ey1(2)
1+ /\]Emp(z)

{]Eyl (z) + Vzn_ AIEtrD[l (z)} +
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b2(2)v3
n(p-1)
Jo =32 {<{ D7 e - 22uD; @)1 D7 (G5 e - 210 (G, 0
pby(2)Av,
P nlp-T)

The limits of J;, ], and J; are provided in the following lemma, whose proof is postponed to Section
S2.12.

IE[{trDI1 (z) - 1;DI1 (z)lp}tr{DI1 (2)61;1 (z)}],
Etr{D;(2)Q,' (2)D7" (2)}.

Lemma S2.4. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, as n,p — oo,

m(z){z(A + hy)m(z) + A}
1+ Am(z)
cz2?m?(2){(ay + ap)m?(z) + 2A%m’(z))
1+ Am(z)
cA2m?(z)
{1+ Am(2)}[{1 + Am(2)}2 - cA?m?(2)]

J1— -

s

Jo— -

J3 =
By this Lemma and (52.101), we get the limit of nA,.

S2.11 Proof of Lemma S2.3

Proof of (52.97): this equation follows from the definition of y;(z).
Proof of (52.98): For E{y;(z)P;(z)}, we have

E{y1(2)P1(2)}
=nE { 1( )ri— —trD L(z) + %trDIl(z) - %IEtrDIl(z)}

thf@éﬁUn——u{ 1(2)Q' (2)} + —2tr{Dy HQPH”)

A
1+ /\IEmp(z)

= nIE({riDIl(z)rl - %trDIl(z)}[riDIl(z)();l(z)rl - %tr{DIl(z)Ggl(z)}])

Etr{D; (2)}Ey, (2)

+ P )IE[{trDll (2) - 1;7DI1 (z)lp}‘[r{DI1 (2)6;71 (z)}]

’; v )Cov(trD (), tr{D [1(z)6;1(z)})

- 1)Cov(trDIl (z), I;Dfl (2)6;1 (z)lp)
A

1+ AEm,(z)
_ nm({rgngl(z)rl - %tﬂ);l(z)}[r;n;l (20, (2)r, - %tr{DIl(z)aljl (z)}])

Etr{D}" (2)}Ey;(2)
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2
o E (D () 1,07 211, D7 ()07 2
A
1+ AEm,(2)

Etr{D;" (2)}Ey; (2) + O(n™"),

which is the second equation in Lemma S2.3. Below are some interpretations of the above equalities:

1. The second equality uses the following derivation: By (52.43), we get
nIE[{riDIl (z)r] — %trDIl (z)} . %tr{Dfl (z)a;,1 (z)}]
+ 11113[{%trD[1 (z) - %IEtrDIl (z)} -r}D7! (z)é;l (z)rl]

/ -1 -13-1 v -1 -1 -1
:1/2tr(IE(r1r1)1E[D1 (z)tr{D1 (2)Q, (z)}])—;IE[trD1 (z)tr{D1 (2)Q, (z)}]
+ vztr[lE{Dfl (2)6;1 (z2)trD7! (z)}IE(lrlr'1 )] - vzlE{trDIl (z)}tr[]E{DIl (Z)6;1 (z)}lE(rlri )]
2
- n(;il IE[{tngl(z)—11’0D;1(z)1p}tr[D;1(z)6;1(z)}]
pv
"l
v

)
2
2

1)Cov(trDIl (z),tr{DI1 (2)6;1 (2)})

2
2

P 1)Cov(terl(z), I;Dfl(z)agl(z)lp).

2. The last equality is due to
%Cov(trDIl(z), tr{Dfl(z)élgl(z)}) — o™, (52.102)

np— 1)COV(trDIl(z), 1;,D;1(z)6,;1(z)1p) =0(n™). (52.103)

The equation (52.102) follows from the inequality
E[trD; ! (z)M - EtrD} ' (2)M|” < K|M]P%, (52.104)

where M is any deterministic p x p matrix. The proof of (52.104) is similar to Equation (4.7)
of Bai and Silverstein [2004]. The equation (S2.103) follows from (52.104) and Lemma S1.4.

Proof of (S2.99): For lE{[Sl(z)ylz(z)Pl(z)}, we have

E{p1(2)](2)P1(2))
= IE{nﬁ1<z>y%<z>r1D;1<z>6;1 <z>r1} ~B{1 (21 (2)} E[Atr{Q, (2)D7 (2)}]
- IE{n/sl<z>yf<z>riD;1<z>6,:1<z>r1 } ~E[p1(2)1(2)tr {AQ;, (2)D7 (2)}]
+Cov (12} (2), tr{AQ, (2)D7 ' (2)}).
From Lemma 5.4 and equation (S2.104), we have

IE{nﬂl(Z)Vf(Z)riDil(2)6;1(2)r1}—IE[/31(Z)Vf(Z)tr{/\5,31(2)13[1(2)}]
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1/2 _ 1 (- L1172
< n{lE|y12(z)[j’1(z)|2} [IE'riDll(z)Qpl(z)rl - ;tr{Q;l(z)DII(z)H ]
< Kn(n_léﬁ)l/zn_l/z — Ké%,
and

Cov(ﬁl(z)ylz(Z), tr{AG;l(z)Dil(Z)})

< (BB (21") " {B2 (1Y) 4(1E‘tr{/\6;1(z)DIl(z)} - IEtr{A6;1<z)D11(2)}|2)l/2

< Kn~Y453.

These estimates yield (52.99).
Proof of (52.100): From (52.43), and

D;'(z)-D7(z)
Bi(2)
I13131(2’)

B1(z)D7! (2)r;r; D7 (2),
p(Z)—'bp(Z)}d(Z)ﬁl(Z%
(

71/2)

b
b

p(2) +o(n
we have

E{B:(2)P>(2)}

= AE(1 (2)}E|{b,(2) - b,(2)B1 (2)71(2)}r; DT (2)Q; ' (2)D7 (z)rl]
= Ab, (2)E{B1 ()| E{r] D7 (2)Q, (2)D7 ! ()1}~ B{p1 (2)y <z>riD;1<z>6;1<z>D;1<z>r1}]
= Ab3(2)E{ri D' (2)Q," (2)D! (2)r1 | + O(n /)

- Abg(z)tr[lﬁ{ngl(z)é;l(z)D;I(z)}m(rlr;)] + o)

Ab2(z)pv, o ) 1 / _
= ”ip—l) tr[lE{Dl1(Z)Qp1(Z)D11(z)}(Ip—;1p1p)]+o(n 172)
Ab2(z)pv, o ) )
= nfp—l) IEtr{Dll(Z)Qpl(z)Dll(z)}+O(n 172y

which is (52.100). Below are some interpretations of the above equalities:
1. The fourth equality follows from
E{1(2)71(2)r{ D1 (2)Q," (2)D7 ! (2)r1} = O(n™72),
which can be proved by using Lemma 5.4.
2. The last equality follows from

/\bg(z)vz
n(p-1)

Etr{D;' (2)Q;' (z)D;l(z)lpl;,} =0o(m™).
This can be proved by using Lemma 5.3 and Lemma S1.4.
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$2.12 Proof of Lemma S2.4
Step 1: Consider J;. By Lemma 2.3 in Bai and Silverstein [2004], we have

1
—trD7!(z) 5 m(z).
p J

By this estimate, Equation (52.43) and Lemma S1.4, we get

nEy(z) = ;LIEU{(I - %1p1;)DII(z)} - VZIEterl(z)

:_—IEt {ll’,DIl(z)lp}+—IEtrD1 (2)

p-1 p-1
— Mm(z) + 1/z}.
By Lemma S1.4, we have
b2(z)v? ~ L o
- I(jp 12)IE[{trD11(Z)—lpD11(2)1p}tr{D11(z)Qp1(z)}]
cz’m’(2)A? m(z)
i e )

By Lemma 5.3, Equation (52.66) and the above estimates, we have

zm(z) /\} 3 _m(z){z(/\ + hy)m(z) + A}

h _>_1+Em(z){(/\+hl)m(z)+; - 1+ Am(z)

Step 2: Consider J,. By Lemma 5.5, we have

Jo =J21+2]20+]23+0(1),

where
(va—3vi2)by(2) &
= o] o o)
v1,b2(2)
22 = ———Et{D (20 ()},
(vi2 —v2)b2(2) —
J23 = —um[ter(z)tr{D[l(z)QP‘,l(z)}].
Since = [D ] Z[Dfl(z)a;,l(z)]ii) — 1?/\22()2), we have
—ca, 2> m*(2)m’(2)
Jor — T+ Am(z)
Note that Il)]EtrDIz(z) — m’(z), thus we get
cA?z22m’(2)m?(z)
Ja2 == 1+ Am(z)
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By Lemma 5.3, we get

cay2’m?(z)m?(z)

1+ Am(z)

Joz = =

From these estimates, we have

cz2?2m?(2){(ay + ay)m?(z) + 2A%m’(z))
1+ Am(z)

J»—-

Step 3: Consider J3. To calculate the limit of J3, we can expand DIl(z) like (S2.75) and find the
limit of /5 using the method similarly to Bai and Silverstein [2004]. The limit of J5 is

cA?m?(z)
{1+ Am(2)}[{1 + Am(2)}? — cA?m?(2)]

S2.13 Proof of Lemma S1.4

By Lemma 5.4, we obtain, for any 2 < g € IN¥, there exists a positive constant K, such that

IElr;DJT1 (z)xpx;,D]T1 (z)r;l

_ _ 2% _ _ q
< Kq(m]r;D 712y D} (@)t - 224D} (2)x,x,D; 1(2)}]

V2 -1 ' -1 |7
+|71Etr{D]- (Z)XpoDj (z)’ )

<Ky(n 25, +071) = O(n7?), (52.105)

where %tr{DTl(z)xpx;,Dfl(Z)} =Lly D]TZ(Z)I

j np Lp = O(n~!). Write

p

x;)D_1 (2)x, — xl')IED_1 (2)x,

- Zx;,{(naj —IE]'_l)D’l(z)}xp
j=1

B e — .

=1

n
- Z(IE] - IEj_l)/ij(z)r;-Dfl(z)xpx;]D;I(z)rj.
=1
By Lemma S1.2, (52.105), and |8;(2)| < |z|/v, we have
|2

IE|x;7D71(z)xp —X;)IEDil(Z)Xp

n
<K ZlEl(lEj ~E;_1)B;(2)r)D; (2)x,x, D} (2)r;
j=1
n
<K Zn«:mj(z)r;D;l (2)x,x, D7 (2)r; 2
j=1
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<Knl.

Thus, we have
1E|xl’,D_1(z)xp —x;]ED_l(z)xp|2 — 0. (S2.106)

Recall that ap(z) =1 + AEm,(2)I,. From m,(z) = —% Z?:l Bj(z) and r;D_l(z) = ﬁj(z)r]’.D]TI(z),
we obtain

== % Z/))j(Z)é;l(z)rjr;D;I(z) + A]E{il(z)}
=1

Q; (2D (2).

Taking expectation of the above identity yields that

(-20,(z)] ~ED(2)

= — glE{ﬁl(z)6;1 (Z)rlriD]TI(Z)}-l- /UE{/JJI(Z)}

. Q,'(2)ED(2).

Multiplying by —x,, on the left and x,, on the right, we have

1

’ -1
x,ED™ (2)x, + —z{l " /\IEmp(z)}

= 01(2) + 02(2) + p3(2),

where

01(2) = ZE{Bi ()01 (2)),
o11(2) = x,0; (A x{ DY (2, — -3, (2D (2],
)= S| (2@, (D7 (2)- D7 @)y |
3(2) = S| (2@, (D (2) - BD () |
Recalling the notations defined above and the following equalities:
01(2) = ZE{B, (2)o11(2)} - ZE{B1(2)B, (2)er (2)ona ()], (52.107)
By(2) = b,(z) - %b,,@)ﬁl (2)tr{D7" (2) - ED7' (2)}, (52.108)

From (52.107) - (52.108), Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4, it is easy to see that

o1(2) = nIEpu(z){ 1 . 0(1)}. (52.109)

z 1+ cAm(z)
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From (S2.43) and Lemma 5.3, we have

1A
m(z)+ 1 ~{x,ED (2)x, +0(1)}. (S2.110)

Eo11(2) =
Therefore, by (52.109) — (52.110), and Lemma 5.3 we have

Pl(Z)Z—AA(m()Zle x,EDT (2)x, +0(1).

Similarly to Bai et al. [2007], one may have p,(z) = 0(1) and p3(z) = o(1). Hence, we obtain

x,ED ™! (z)x, 1
1+ Am(z) " z{1 +EAm(z)}

which implies that

_ 1
x,ED 1(z)xp -

This, together with (S2.106), completes the proof of Lemma S1.4.

$2.14 Proof of Corollary 2.6

We begin by presenting some expressions that will be used in the subsequent calculations:

1 cA
=—— S2.111
z 1+)\m ( )

(1+/\m) —cA?m?

dz = — — dm, S52.112
T mp (2112

—-m

d 2(1+ Am)?

m_ m(1+ Am) . (S2.114)

dz {(1+Am)2 —cA2m2} (-1 — Am +cAm)?

As their derivations are straightforward, the proofs are omitted.

S$2.14.1 Calculation of expectation

The contour C is closed and taken in the positive direction in the complex plane, enclosing the
support of F¢. Let C denote the image of C under the mapping 1, that is, C = {m(z) : z € C}.
For f; =x,

cA? zm3(2){1 + Am(z))
BXe= 0 960 [{1+ /\m(z)}z — cA2m2(z)?
1 m?(z) {hym(z) + Am(z) + A/z}{1 + Am(z)} dz
27 Jo {1+ Am(2)}? —cA2m?(z)
£ 2@+ anm’@) + 22 @)+ Am)
27t Jo {1+ 2Am(z)}2-cA?2m?2(z) ’
=:I1(f1)+ L(f1) + I3(f1)-
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For I;(f;), by using (52.111) and (52.112), we get

20 ()1 + Am(z)
W= 950 [T+ AmE)P =22 @ 2

_cA? m3(1 + Am) (=1 = Am+cAm){(1 + Am)? —cA?m?) dm
27 Je {(1+ Am)? —cA2m?)? m3(1+ Am)3 -
1 cA?(1+ Am—cAm)

" 27 Yo (1+ Am{cA?m? — (1+ Am)?)

The poles of I;(f;) are —A~1, - T we have by the residue theorem

1+\f
L(fi)= 1+c—31+«f —%1—()2:0.

For the second integral I;(f;), by using (52.111) — (52.113), we have,

1 22m?(z){1 + Am(z)}{hym(z) + Am(z) + A/z}
L(fi) = 2mi {1+ Am(z)}2 - cA2m2(z)
_ m?(1+ Am)
T2mi Jo (14 Am)2 —cA?m? ¢ {(hl’”\)m*(hﬁ/\ hyc)

(L= Am et cAm)?{(1+ Am)? - cA?m?)

dz

m(1+Am) }

—1-Am+cAim

d
m*(1+ Am)t =
1 L (Pm-hy)(=1-Am+cAm)
C2mi Jp m(1+ Am)3

The pole of I,(f;) is —A~!, we have by the residue theorem
L(fi)=h
For I5(f;), by using (52.111) — (S2.114), we get

¢ [ 2md(2){(a) +ar)m*(z) + 247 m’(2)}{1 + Am(2))

d
()= 2mi Jp {1+ Am(z)})2 - cA?2m?2(z) z
-m 2 202m? (1 + Am)?
=70 (a1 + 0(2) +
27 Ji -1-Am+cAm {(1+Am)?2 —cA?m?} (-1 — Am+cAm)?
en’(L+Am) (=1 =Am+eAm){(1+Am)* —el®m?)
(1+Am)2—cA2m? m>(1+ Am)> -
1 98 clag+az)(=1—=Am+cAm) 20%¢(-1 = Am+ cAm)
=—— m+ dm.
27ti (1+ Am)* = 1+ Am)2(1+Am)?2—cA?m?} | —

The poles of I5(f;) are —%, —W, we have by the residue theorem

I3(fi) = 2M1+c)+ A1+ V)2 + A(1 = +c)? = 0.
Thus, we get

IEXX - h].

61



For f, = x?, we have

e 22m3(2){1 + Am(z))
B = o 960 [T+ Am(z)2 - eA2n2 (@ 2
1 z3m2(z) {hym(z) + Am(z) + A/z}H{1 + Am(z)} d
T omi X {1+ Am(z))? — cA2n2(z) ¢

) ng Zm(2){(ay + an)m?(2) + 222 (2)H1 + Am(2))
iy {1+ Am(2)}? - cA?m?(z)

1 cA?(—cAm+ Am +1)?

- Tmﬂgma AmP{(1+ Am)? —cX2m?)

dz

1L (A2m—hy)(=1-Am+cAm)?
_ngg@ m2(1+ Am)4 dm
1 c(ay +ay)(=1 = Am+cAm)? 20%¢(=1 = Am + cAm)? J
i Jg m(1+ Am)S T (1 AP+ Am)? —e2m?) |
=11 (f2) + Io(f2) + I3(f2)-

For the first integral I;(f,), the poles are -1 L —m, we have by the residue theorem,

Li(f2) = —cA’.
For the second integral I,(f,), the pole is —A~!, we have by the residue theorem,

Iz(fz) = /\(/\ + 2Ch1 + 2]’11)

For the third integral I5(f,), the poles are —A71, —m, we have by the residue theorem,

I(f2) = clag +a;) +2A%c.
Thus,

EX,2 = (c+ 1)A%2+2(c+ 1)Ahy + c(aq + ay).

For f3 = x3, we have

~ C/\Z z3m3(2){1 + /\m(z)}
EX,s = 2_7'(1§% [{1+ /\m(z)}z - C/\zmz(z)]z @

1 ztm?(z) {hym(z) + Am(z) + Mz} {1 + Am(z))

27t Jo {1+ Am(z2)}? —cA2m?(z) dz

o £ Pl +a)mt(e) s 22 @)1+ Amia)
27 Jo {1+ Am(2)}? - cA?m?(z)

1 cA?(-1=Am+cAm)3

"2 g%: m2(1+ AP {(1+ Am)? — cA2m?)

_ ng (APm—h) (1= Am+cAm)®
27 Jo m3(1+ Am)> -

~ L gg {c(al +ay)(=1 = Am+cAm)d dm+ 20%¢(-1 = Am+cAm)3 }dm
2mi Je m?(1+ Am)® m?(1+ Am)*{(1 + Am)? — cA2m?)
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= 1i(f3) + Io(f3) + I3(f3).

For the first integral I;(f3), the poles are —A~!, — +» we have by the residue theorem

1+\f
L(f3) = =3c(1+¢)A°,
For the second integral I,(f3), the pole is —A~!, we have by the residue theorem

L(f3) = A*{(2+3¢)A + 3(1 + 3¢+ c2)hy ).

For the third integral I5(f3), the poles are —A~!, — we have by the residue theorem

1
(Lxve)A?

I3(f3) = 3c(1 + c)May + ay) + 6¢(1 +c)A°,
Thus,

EX.s = (3c?+6c+2)A3 +3(c? +3c+1)A%hy + 3c(c+ 1) AMaq + ay).

S2.14.2 Calculation of variance

We claim that
COV(er1 ,X Vz)

T -1 1y k+k
1 —c\ath 2r1=1—=-ki =€\(2r,—=1—-k, +¢
r+r; 1 1 2 2
2(Ac) § ) ( )( )( ) ;_1 e( o )( L ) (52.115)

=0k,=0

/\ ((X1+0(2 )(Ac) r1+rZZZ( )( )( —C)k1+k2(2:11_51)(2;‘22:52), (S2.116)

=0k,=0

where r,7, € N. By using this result, we obtain the variances in Corollary 2.6. It suffices to
prove the above equation. The contours Cy,C; are closed and taken in the positive direction in the
complex plane, each enclosing the support of F¢. Let C; be m(C;) for i = 1,2. From Theorem 2.5, we
have

2,2,
Cov(Xyn, Xyr2) ng 96 A dmldm2
21 Je, Jg, (my —m,

al +a2 Zl 22
dm,dm,,
42 9651 96(;2 (14 Amy)?(1 + Am,)? —1 =2

=:Covy, 1,1+ Covy, 1 0

The proof of “Cov,, ,,1 = (52.115)” is exactly analogous to Bai and Silverstein [2004], it is then
omitted. Now, we prove that “Cov,, ,, » = (52.116)”. Note that

p)

n
§ é Zl 22 dm, dm :é —Zl dm Xé —22 dm
e, Jo, (L+Am)2(1+ Amy)? ' 2 Je (1+ Amy)2 ' 7 G, (14 Am,)2 =%

By (S52.111), we have

r
56 Z—ldm
¢ (L4 Amy)2 =

63



1 A\
é (_m_l + 1+C/\ﬂ1 )
= ) 2 dml
¢ (1+Amy)

1 1-c\n
= (o) 95 (Hm1 + C) (1= (1+Am)} (1 + Amy) 2 dmy

o0

-uard Y (1)(16 1+Aml>"1“2(717‘1)(1”%)41”%)f’-dml
Lk =0

i=0
~ (o) i(;:l)(l_
k=0 L

c

k (S

198 Z(r1+] )1+/\m1)k1—rl+j—2dm1,
by substitution 7, = Am,, we get

1]:0

L5t

z,'dm Ac)n 1—c rn+j—1 e ki) g—
95 (1j—Am1)2 - /\) ( ) (1 ] ) + )T dny,
¢ =1 k= Cl] 0

where C| is the 7, contour. For this integral, the pole is —1, we have by residual theorem

51 . I k
Z, 271 ] (1—6)1 2r -k
———dm, = —(Ac)" :
9851 (T4 Amy)2 770 "o ,;(kl) ¢ rn-1
=

Similarly, we get

5] . Ty k
Zy 2711 0 (1—c)2 21y —ky
— < d - 5] - - .
9552 (1+ Am,)? =7 (A9) Z_O(kz) c rp—1

Using the two equations above, we derive (52.116).

S2.15 Proof of Theorem 3.1

Before moving to the proof of Theorem 3.1, we first establish a lemma of v := IE{pwl/(Z’]Z:1 wy)—1)?
as follows. The proof of this lemma is provided in Section S2.17.
Lemma S2.5. Suppose that p < nand w = (wl,...,wp)’ has positive i.i.d. entries with Ew; = p > 0,

E(w; — p)? =02, and 1E|w1 —y|6+s < oo for some s > 0, then we have

[e]

V) :/\+%+0(p_1)1

where A = 02/u?, and hy = —21Ew‘i’/y3 +312 451 +2.

Recall that
2v5 p(v3)?

1, )
T = —tr(Bp,N) - Tltr(BplN) + pj

P
Taking r; =1 and r, =21in (52.115) — (52.116), we obtain that

Viz = Cov(tr(B,n), tr(B} \)) = 2Ac(1+¢)(2A% + a1 + ).
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From Theorem 2.5 and Corollary 2.6, we have the following joint CLT:

Ltr(B2 ) - A%1+qﬁ 2Yp [0\ (v, V
p[p Bir(B, )~ A~ p]HN((O)’(VS )

0)\2
Define a function f(x,y) = x - :;pvfy + Pl(Jvzl)

, then we have

1 1
T = f(}—)tr(B;’N), I;tr(Bp,N)),
20vS\
Vf(Azu.+c )+ 2 AA—”I) (1,- pvz),
p p p-1

2Ahy + A?
A2(1+c ”2A+”ﬁ Aoy + B2 MR 672,
f( (I+cen)+ P p Nt P (™)

=Ur

where in the last equation we use Lemma S2.5. By the Delta method, we obtain that p(T — ) is
asymptotically Gaussian with mean zero and variance

2pvi\(V, V, 1

o2 2 2 12 2

= lim<{|(1, — =41V, =4V 5 + V5.
or Pﬁm{( P—l)(hz ‘4)( ??]} ' 2

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.1.

S2.16 Proof of Theorem 3.2
Define

then we have

= e 2005-v5) oy plvs)P = (99)?)
T-T P tr(B, \, ) P
1 _ 1 2 —2y_ {2
_ 2{A=A—=hy/p—-o(p )}{p/\+O (1)}+p{/\ +2Ah/p+O(p~°)— A7}
p-1 p-1
A-4)2
-2 o)

where the second equality follows from Corollary 2.6 and Lemma S2.5, and the fourth equality
follows from the CLT of A as shown in (52.118). Let

2if11 + iZ
p-1 "~

L
p

then we have

= _ pr(A*-14%)



=p(T* - jit) + pc1 (A% = A%) + 0p(1). (S2.117)

The two leading terms in (52.117) are independent, so we consider their asymptotic distributions
separately. From Theorem 3.1, we obtain the asymptotic distribution of the first term in (52.117)
as follows:

p(T" = fir) = N(0,62),

where 0'% is defined similarly to 02 in Theorem 3.1, with the limiting value ¢ replaced by c;. We

claim that the asymptotic distribution of A (will be proven later) is
P(A=2) 2 N (hy, ey~ 1)* = A% +hy — 2A1y)), (52.118)
where w; is defined below in (52.119). Using the Delta method again, we have
pei(A2 =A%) D N (26, Ay, 4A% o [B(wyy — 1)* = A% + iy = 201y},
This, together with (52.117), Theorem 3.1, and the fact that T and A are independent, implies the

asymptotic distribution of T.
Finally, we prove (52.118). Let

p
Wi 1
By o= f L0 D 0 , Zu;f. k=1,2. (S2.119)

By the Lindeberg’s CLT, we have

(2) ~4 2 ~3
w, —(A+1)| D 0\ (Ew}, —=(A+1)" Ewj, -A-1
‘/’_’( w1 = Mo} Ew;, —-A-1 A '

; —

By Taylor’s theorem and Lindeberg’s CLT, we have the following approximation:
A 1 ) A ( 1 )
A=— ) Ai+O0p|l—=|
1, ;, S P2

ii = wz[zl - sz['l] +1- 2(wl[2] - wl[l])(wlll] - 1)+ (Swzm - 2w[1])(w[1] - 1)2.

i i

where

Define a function f(x,y) =x—2y+1-2(x-y)(y — 1) + (3x - 2p)(y — 1)>. Then we have
L= fwPel), rarLn=2 VEA+1L,1)=(1,-24-2).
Note that

-4 2 ~3 4
{Vf(A+1,1)}’(IEIE”;;3 _(A;_ll) IEWHAA 1)Vf(A+1,1)
11

= Ew}, —4(A+ 1)Ew}, + (1 +1)%(41 +3)
= IE(II/II - 1)4—/\2 +I’l2— 2/\}11

By the Delta method, we have
VB(Ai = A) 2 N (0, By, —1)* =A% + Iy — 201y ). (52.120)
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Since

p(A-1) = \/:2\/_2{ A)+op(1), (S2.121)

it is necessary to expand the expectation of A; up to the order O(p~!). From direct calculations, we
obtain that

Tl A 121/ Ew A-1
E{w, ](wl[.l] ~1)} = L E{w, ](wl[.l] ~1)} = Hp
- - 2 - _[2 1 2 AA+1 _
IE{wl[l](wl[l]_l) 1=2+0(p 2)’ E{w [ ]( [ ] 1) ) = ( ; ) o( 2)’
and thus,
. —2Ew}, +3A2+ 51 +2 . hy _1
EAi=A+ p +op(p )=A+?+0P(P ). (52.122)

From (52.120), (S2.121), (52.122) and the fact that {i; } 2, are independent, we obtain (52.118).
This completes the proof of Theorem 3.2.

S2.17 Proof of Lemma S2.5

Similar to the derivation of equation (52.24), we have

2(— 2(—
wi_pwi _ 2Bwi@op) SEwi@-p)? oo e e (52.123)
w2 ”2 l’l3 ‘1/14

where w = p~ Z Wi, a° = Mza(w ”)IB (¢) With |a( )|<C1| b° = (wi/p? - 2w (w - p)/p> +
3w1(w — )/t Hps(e), € := (wl/w M5 (e), Bple) = {w: w—pl<ew= Z?:l w;/p, p = Ewy}, and the

probability of its complement admits the following bound

o t/2
P(B(e)) < Cre™'p t{(plElwl —ul?)"" + pElw, —ylt}, (52.124)

where ¢, t, and C; (which depends on t) are positive constants. By straightforward calculations, we
have

o — — Ce
[E|a°| < CeIElw%(w —y)ZIBP(E)I < CelElwf(w—y)zl =— Z Iwa(wi -m(wj—p)

p
Ce Ce Ce(p-1) _
=— § Ew? (w; - p)* = ?wa(wl -+ (pp—zle%IE(wl —p)? <Cep™',

IEb°| < c{lpl/Z(Bg(g)) + ;;lpl/‘*(B;(e)) + z%}

5] < 2P (B3 1)
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where C > 0is a constant. Given that E |w1 - ]4|6+s < oo for some s > 0, we use this moment condition
to estimate IP(B; (¢)) by taking t = 6+s in (52.124). Consequently, we obtain Ea®—Eb° +[Ec® = o(p7h).
Combining this with equation (52.123), we have

2
IE(g—l) :)\+h—1+0(p’1),
w p

which corresponds to the result stated in Lemma S2.5.

$2.18 Proof of Example 1

In this section, we aim to prove

Az p d2 2_ .2 p
(2 dp2-p }+/\2 Z(dzf—l)z”(l’) =p. (S2.125)
k=1

AE =
p’n n

Recall the assumptions in Example 1:
Assumption S2.6.

(df-1)* =<p.

™=

p

E dr =p, maxd; = O(1),
k

k=1 k=1

Assumption S2.7. {z;;: 1 <i<n, 1 <j<p}bei.id. positive random variables with

[Ezyy =pu>0, Var(zy1) = 02, A=—,

-32
< 00.

p
B2 <o, supE|) dezielp
P (=1

We claim that under the above assumptions, we have the following estimates:

,\2( P .2) p
E|B, - B||Z = ++A2 Z(djz—l)2+o(p), (S2.126)
j=1
2.2
E|Bo - Bl = Anp +o(p), (52.127)
Var(|B; - BJI) = O(1). ($2.128)

These estimates, together with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Assumption S2.6, imply
(S2.125).
We first introduce some notations. Let

2:
K
Under the null hypothesis, define
X = %ij
l] - *
Zlgzl Zi¢
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Under the diagonal alternative in Example 1, define

Yij = pd]#
Y o=19ezic
Let
X=&ij)uxpr  Y=@ijluxpr N=n-1,
and
P’y P’y L
Bo="XCX,  Bi=YCY,  C=Li- 1,1
The null target matrix is
B=Covipx)= 222G, G,=L,- 11,17, 5= IE(pZ—” - 1)2.
p-1 p P AR,

For the alternative, put

U= Usy)s U= py 4%
;= i1r---2»Uip)» e = .
i i ip ij if Z;‘;:l dgzig/p

Then
N3 )
Define
& :=U;-EU;, [, := &), A, :=T,-B.
The symbol A, is used only in this proof and should not be confused with the main-text quantity
A%, Let

1
d=(dy,...,dy,),  D=diag(dy,...,d,), Sp:=) d?>, K,:=D-=-dd’
p p ;, ] p p
Since Zj d; = p and max;d; = O(1), we have
p
S2=0(p), de =0(p),  IKNI=0(1),  [K,llr=O(p)
j=1

For each row i, define

p
1 Z ,
a; = — dgé‘ig, & = (Eil""rgip) ’ Li = Kpgi-
P (=1

Then
1 P
- Zdezie = u(l +a;),
p (=1
and hence L
Ui:d+77i: 1i ::1+la'.
1
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Equivalently,

a;
1+ai

ni :Li+rl~, ri = Li’ ‘Si:Li+5i! S; = r; — Er;.

We shall repeatedly use the following elementary bounds. For 2 < g < 32, Rosenthal’s inequality
(Lemma S1.5) gives
Ela;]1 = O(p™?). (52.129)

Moreover, since [[K,|| = O(1),
E|L;||? = O(p??),  2<g<32. (S2.130)

Using (52.129), (52.130), Assumption 52.7 and Holder’s inequality, for 2 < g <8,

i |T]IL; |
1E||r-||q:lE{— =0(1). (52.131)
Z 11 +a;9
Consequently, . \
E[I&1° = O(p™). (S2.132)

We next consider the population covariance expansion. Since
, 2
EL;L; = AK,

it remains to control the terms involving s;. For fixed j, k,

2
a; a:
E(Ljjrik) = - {LijLileai} = —E(L;jLixa;) + IE{LijLileai}-

The first term is O(p~!) by independence and Assumption S2.6. The second term is O(p~!) by
Holder’s inequality, the bound (52.129), and Assumption S2.7. Similarly,

E(r;jr) = O(p™"),  Er;j=0(p7"),
uniformly in j, k. Therefore

I, = AK; +R,, max [R,il=0(p7™"),  IR,p=0(1),  IR,lI=0(1).

1<j,k<p
Thus,
LIl = O(1). (52.133)
Taking dy = ---=d, = 1 gives the corresponding null expansion
0 0 0
B=1G,+Ry, IR I-=0(1), IRy lI=0(1).
Hence
Ay =T,-B=AK>-G,)+Op(1),  [IA,ll=0(1). (52.134)
Here, Op(1) denotes a matrix whose Frobenius norm is O(1). For the diagonal entries,
2 2 2d1'3 d]?Sz 2 -1
(Kp)jj =4 _?+7:dj +O0(p™),
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whereas )
(Gp)jj=1- . 1+0(p™).

For j =k,
didi(d; +di) d;dS, 1
(Kp)j =~ + =0(p™"),  (Gylx=--.
r’/i p p2 p’/] p
Thus b
K} -Gl =) (d7-1)*+0(1),
j=1
and therefore )
A2 = A2 ) " (d2 = 1)+ o(p). (52.135)
j=1
By Assumption 52.6, we have
1A,lIE = O(p). (82.136)
We now prove (52.126) and (52.127). Let
— 1
L= ; Zéléz’
i=1
Then ) )
I, T, = - Bllé, & - TI2 = — (Bl I1* - I, 1) (52.137)
Since &; = L + 51, (S2.130), and (S2.131),
Ell&ll* = EIL |1* + o(p?).
Furthermore,
IR = €],
The standard quadratic-form identity for independent entries gives
p
ElL;[[* = 22{tr(K2)} + 202t (K3) + (Eefy —34%) Z
j=1
Because ,
tr(Kp) =$,+0(1),  t(Kp)=0(p), ) (K});}>=0(p),
j=1
we obtain
El&1ll* = A%S3 + o(p?).
This, together with (52.136) and (52.137), gives
- A2S3
E[T, - Tl = - 2 4+ o(p). (S2.138)
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The actual unbiased sample covariance satisfies

N~ n— —
B :—F—— y = — .
=N Nes ¢ n 4 &

Since ., _
E|EE 2 =ElE]*=0(1), —-1=0(m™"),

we have N
E|[B; - L,lI? = EIT, - L,II% + o(p).

Combining this with (52.138) gives

A
E|B, -L,|I = —2+o(p). (52.139)

Because EB; =T,
E|[B; - B||; = E|[B; — L[| +IIT, - BII3.

Using (52.135) and (52.139), we obtain (52.126). Under the null, dy =---=d, =1,s0 S =p, [, =B,
and the same calculation gives (52.127).
Finally, we prove (52.128). We first collect the row-wise moment bounds needed below. Define

Ai = élél/ - Fp.

Under the Assumptions 52.6 and 52.7, we have

Var(&/ME;) = O(p) for every deterministic M with [[M]| = O(1), (52.140)
E(&g) =0(p%), iz (S2.141)
E(A;,A))*=0(p?), i=]j, (S2.142)
Var([lA;lI) = O(p). (S2.143)

Here, (A;,A;) := tr(AiA;.).
To prove (S2.140), first assume M = M’. Then

L'ML; = £/K,MK,¢;,
and the usual variance formula for quadratic forms gives
Var(L;ML;) = O(||K,MK,|2) = O(p).

Moreover,
51’Mf§z - L;MLI = ZS;MLI' + S;Msi’

whose second moment is O(p) by Cauchy’s inequality, (52.131), and (52.130). This proves (52.140).
If M is not symmetric, replace it by (M +M’)/2.
For (52.141), first note that for deterministic v € IR?,

Elv’&|* < Cllwl|*.

This follows from v’&; = v'K,¢; +v’s;, Rosenthal’s inequality for v'K,¢;, and the same Hélder bound
for v’s;. Conditioning on &;, we get

E{(&/&)* | &) <l
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Taking expectation and using (52.132) gives (52.140).
The estimate (S2.142) follows from [EA; =0, (52.140) and (S2.141).
For (52.143), first observe that

IEP = IL; +sill> = Li + Ry, Ry = 2Ljs; + sl
Applying the quadratic-form fourth-moment bound to L; = E;K?,Ei, we have
4 2
E|L; - EL;|* = E|e/KJe; - E(e]K¢;)|” < c[{tr(Kg)} +tr(1<§)] = 0(p?).
By Cauchy’s inequality, (52.131), and (S2.130), E|R; — ER;|* < CE|R;|* = O(p?). Hence,

4
E[I&1” - Ell&I?|” < CEIL; - EL;|* + CEIR; — ER;|* = O(p?).

Let
mi:=EI&I7,  Zi= &I - m.
Then
l&ill* ~BlEN* = 2m;Z; + (2} ~EZ}).
Therefore,
Var(||&[|*) < Cm?EIZ;|* + CEIZ;|* = O(p*)O(p) + O(p®) = O(p).
Finally,

IAE = €N = 28T, & + (L),

(52.144) and (52.140) with M = I}, give (52.143).
Now decompose

R . 1 v = n 1
LSRRl A MSE s Hisbegl
i= 1=

Then
B,-B=4,R,-a,M, +H,.

(S2.144)

Using (S2.133) and (52.134), we have ||H,|| = O(1). It is enough to prove that the following five

random quantities have variance of order O(1):
Rl IMalle,  (Ru M), (RyyHy), (M, Hy).

First,
IR, |If = Dg + Ug,

where

1 v 2
DR:=EZIIAiII%, Ur:=73 Yl hiji=(ALAp.
i=1

1<i<j<n

Using (52.143),

Var(Dy) = = ) 0(p%) = O(1)
i=1
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because p/n — ¢ € (0,00). Moreover, by independence and [EA; =0,
Ehijhge =0 unless {i,j} = {k,¢}.

Using (52.142),

Var(Ug) = % Z lEhizj = %(Z)o(pz) = 0O(1).

1<i<j<n

Thus
Var([IR,|[7) = O(1).

Second, by the Rosenthal inequality and (52.132),
_ 4 4
EIElR - o[ 25+ o2 ) - o).
n n
Hence _
Var(|IM,[I7) < EIM, [z = EIIE|® = O(1).
Also, since ||H,|| = O(1),

E(M,,, H,)> = E(Z H,&)? < CEIE|I* = O(1).

Third, using R, =n"1Y ; A,

n

(R, Hy) = % Z{E;Hnél _tr(rpHn)}'

i=1

By (52.140),
Cp

1 n
Var(Ry, Hy)) = — ) Var(¢/H, &) < =2
i=1

Finally, consider (R,, M,,). Let

—~ 1<
L= ;;‘Slé;
1=

<Rnl Mn> = E,Rng = Ekfng - g,rpg-

Then

The second term satisfies o _
E(£ T,&) < CEJIE||* = O(1).

For the first term,
n

(E18)?,

i=1

ETE=

Q=

so Jensen’s inequality gives
E(ET,E)* <EB(£{E)*
Since &/& = %||§1||2 +1 ;’:zéiéj, we have

_ C C n 4
E(&&)* < FIEH&HS + FIE( ZE{(E]') .
i=2
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(S2.147)
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Conditional on &;, the variables {£]&5,...,&{ &) are conditionally independent and conditionally
mean zero. Rosenthal’s inequality gives

n 4
IE( zé{éj) < C[n?B(&{T &) +nB(E] £5)*].
i=2
Using (52.132), (52.133), and (52.141),

n 4
IE( Zé{éj) = 0(n’p?),
=2
and hence

Therefore
E(R,, M,)? = O(1). (52.149)

Combining (52.145), (52.146), (52.147), (52.148), and (52.149), and using Cauchy’s inequality
for the covariances among the five terms yields (52.128).

§3 Simulation of CLT for M,(z)

In this section, we compare the empirical mean and covariance of
0 -1
Mp(z) =tr(B, —zI,)™" — pmpa(z)

with their theoretical limits as stated in Proposition 5.1. This proposition is a key step for the proof
of our main result, Theorem 2.5. We consider two types of data distribution of w;; as follows:

* Exponential model: w;; Lid Exp(rate = 5);

* Chi-squared model: w;; iid x2(1).

Empirical values of EM(z) and Cov(M,(z1), M,(2;)) are calculated for various combinations of
(p,n) with p/n = 3/4 or p/n = 5/4. For each pair of (p,n), 2000 independent replications are used to
obtain the empirical values. Table S.1 reports the empirical mean of M,(z) with z = +3 + 2i for both
Exp(5) population and x?(1) population. The empirical results of Cov(M,(z1), Mp(22)) are reported
in Table 5.2. As shown in Tables S.1 - 5.2, the empirical values of EM,(z) and Cov(M)(z1), My(z2))
closely match their respective theoretical limits under all scenarios.
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Table S.1: Empirical mean of M(z) with z =3 + 2i.

Exp(5) x*(1)
p/n  n -3+2i 3+2i -3+42i 3+2i
100 0.0586+0.0857i -0.0373-0.249i 0.1405+0.1628i  -0.55-0.2732i
200 0.0582+0.0858i -0.0311-0.2526i 0.1459+0.1697i -0.5761-0.3089i
Emp  3/4 300 0.0567+0.0844i -0.0336-0.2566i 0.1465+0.1712i -0.5705-0.3212i
400 0.0596+0.0878i -0.0352-0.2528i 0.1463+0.172i -0.5631-0.3465i
Theo 0.0587+0.0872i -0.029-0.2529i 0.15+0.1768i -0.5792-0.3764i
100 0.0547+0.0766i -0.1069-0.2671i 0.1366+0.1473i -0.5458-0.1545i
200 0.0572+0.0793i -0.1109-0.2757i 0.1395+0.1518i -0.5847-0.1787i
Emp 5/4 300 0.0587+0.0808i -0.1074-0.2752i 0.1382+0.1511i -0.5747-0.1934i
400 0.0559+0.0778i -0.0949-0.2733i 0.1434+0.1553i -0.5751-0.1933i
Theo 0.0578+0.0804i -0.0919-0.2764i 0.1432+0.1569: -0.6025-0.2149i
Table S.2: Empirical covariance between M(z1) and M,(zy).
Exp(5) x2(1)
p/n n (-3+2i,-1+14)F (3+2i,5+11) (-3+21,-1+11) (3+21,5+1i)
100 -0.0038+0.0147i  -0.04+0.0035: 0+0.0304i 0.089+0.0141i
200 -0.0041+0.01637 -0.0418+0.0022i 0.0004+0.0326i  0.117+0.0284i
Emp 3/4 300 -0.0043+0.0171i -0.0446+0.0011i 0+0.0335i 0.1372+0.0294i
400 -0.0043+0.0168i -0.0465-0.0003: 0.0002+0.0356i  0.1273+0.036i
Theo -0.0044+0.0172; -0.0448-0.0002: 0.0006+0.0363: 0.1491+0.0524i
100 -0.0032+0.0197i -0.0483+0.0765i 0.0025+0.0349i 0.0931-0.0373:
200 -0.0032+0.0196i -0.0545+0.0763i 0.0032+0.035:  0.0991-0.04061
Emp 5/4 300 -0.0036+0.0212i -0.0566+0.0708i 0.0026+0.0336i  0.0955-0.0209:
400  -0.0032+0.02i  -0.0594+0.0742i 0.0038+0.0374i 0.1138-0.0297i
Theo -0.0034+0.0206: -0.0624+0.0743i 0.0035+0.0388: 0.1099-0.0323:

tThis row denotes different combinations of (zy, z,).
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