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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 Marcenko-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. Related methods infer latent basis correlation or
covariance under sparsity assumptions, including SparCC [Friedman and Alm, 2012], CCLasso
[Fang et al., 2015], and COAT [Cao et al., 2019]. 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
=<r
Zgzl Wie
The unbiased sample covariance matrix of X, is defined by S, 5y = %X;CHXH, whereC,, =1, - %lnl,’w
1, is a n-dimensional vector of all ones, and N = n—1 is the adjusted sample size. To match the
orders of the numerator and denominator in (1), we introduce the rescaled sample covariance
matrix

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

1 )
Bp,N = pzsn,N = ﬁ(pxn) C.(pXy)-

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

where Iy denotes the indicator function. If FA(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) = x—ZdP(x), zeC":={z: Im(z) > 0}.
Many classes of statistics related to the eigenvalues of Bp,N 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

By () — L
ff(x)dF (x) b

1=

f(/\i(Bp,N))-

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,, = W,,KP, 7\!, = diag(+/n|lw; —v:v1||51,...,\/ﬁ||wp —%pllgl), and %j = %Z?:l w;;1, with 1,
being an n-dimensional all-one vector. It can be seen that the normalizing matrix A, of S, y is
very similar to Kp of R,,. The former uses (Zle u/ij)’1 for normalization, while the latter utilizes
\/ﬁ||wj —%j“;. 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. {wij >0,i=1,...,n,j=1,...,p}arei.i.d. real random variables with Ewy; = u >0,
Var(wll) = O~2 >0 and IE(wH —]/1)4
paper.

< oo. For notational simplicity, we write A = 0/u® throughout the

Assumption 2.2. ¢y = 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, N converges weakly
to a deterministic probability distribution with a density function

fup®) =~ [0, )

21tcAx
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
1 . Wiu-ply1g
G,=1, —Elplp, WH:T”, D, = puA,,

where A, is defined in Section 2.2. The entries of Wj, are i.i.d. with mean zero, variance A, and
finite fourth moment. Let

L1
Y,:=2cAWw, ¥,=—CWG,

VN VN

Then B, v =Y} Y,. The identity D,W,/p=1,1,+D,W;G, implies that
Y, =C,D,WiG,/VN.

Let H, = (W2)'C,W2/N. Then Y,Y =G,H,G, and

(W)W (WL LW o LLHEG, Hl,

H - - »
" N nN " p p

Each of the three terms on the right-hand sides has rank at most one. Hence the difference between
Y,Y, and (W3)’'WS/N has rank at most three. The rank inequality [Bai and Silverstein, 2010,
Theorem A.43] therefore shows that the two matrices have the same LSD.



Write p = p,, and define

P
1 .
Eipi= wie—1, 1<i<n
v pnﬂ;’

Under Assumptions 2.1-2.2, Lemma 2 of Bai and Yin [1993] gives max;<j<y|€; | 230, and hence

a.s.
— 0.

-1

”Dn _In” = max
1<i<n

1+ ‘Si,n

The result in Bai and Yin [1993] gives |[WS/VN|| = A(1 + +/c). These two estimates imply that

9 1 o W? || as.
Y, =Yl = H\/_ﬁcn(Dn_IH)wnGp <D, - Ll \/I_\’; — 0. (3)
This, together with Theorem A.47 of Bai and Silverstein [2010], completes the proof. O

We denote the LSD of B, y 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) = mpc(z), is
the unique solution to the equation

1
AMl-c—czm)—z

m =

in the set {m € C: —(1 —c)/z+ cm € C*}. Consider the companion matrix B n= pWZCanX;Cn of size
nxn, which differs from B, iy only by |[n—p| zero eigenvalues; its LSD is F*(x) = (1—¢)I[g,e0)(X)+cF(x)
with Stieltjes transform

with inverse

Proposition 2.4. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, we have

Amax(Bpn) = AL +V0)> and  Amin(By,n) = A1 = V), (4)
where Amax (B, n) is the largest eigenvalue of B, v, and Ayin(B,, ) is the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of
B, n. Furthermore, for any £>0, 111 > A(1 + Ve)?and 0 <y < A(1 - \/E)ZI{0<C<1}, under the truncation
condition |wij — ul < 6,\n (i =1,...,n, j = 1,...,p) where {5,} is a positive sequence satisfying that
5, — 0, 6,n* — 00, 5,4 Flw;; — y|4I{|w”_V|25n\/;l} — 0 as n — oo, we have

P(Amax(Bpn) 2 11) = 0(n™") and  P(Amin(Bpn) <112) = 0(n™). (5)
The proof of Proposition 2.4 is provided in 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 ;-1 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, ).

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, jf )dF€¢(x). In this section, we explore the
second-order fluctuation of %Zp 1 f(A;), which describes how such LSS converges to its first-order
limit. Define

ff AR ()~ F (),

where F(x) is obtained by substituting cy for ¢ in F(x), the LSD of B, y. 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 fy, f5,..., fi be functions on R and analytic on an open
interval containing [A(1 = Vc)*Ijo<c<1), A(1 + Vc)?]. Then, the random vector (Gpn(fi)-r s Gon (i)
forms a tight sequence in p and converges weakly to a Gaussian vector (Xg,..., Xy, ) with mean function

oA f@)m’(2){1 + Am(2)}

T i 1+/\m( )}2 = cA?m?(z)]? d
f(2)m=(2){1 + Am(z)}{z(hy + A)m(z) + A}
27(195 {1+/\m( )2 —cA?m?(z) dz
f(2) )1+ Am(2){(ag + az)m?(z) + 2A%m’(z)) d
 2mi 96 {1+ Am(2)}? - cA?2m?(z2) “

and covariance function

Cov(Xy, Xg) = 53 9861 9662 2121 )}2 dm(zy)dm(z,)

clar +ar) Zl)g( 2)
dm(zy)dm(z,),
A 96‘31 éz 1+ Am(zy)} {1 + Am(z,))? iz dilz2)

where ay = B(wy/u—1)* =312, ay = —4ABw? /p® + 413 + 1242 + 4, by = —2Fw}, /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 = V¢)*[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. Our
test statistic uses the first two CLTs in this corollary, corresponding to f;(x) = x and f,(x) = x>. 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)—pA 2 N(p, V1),

Gy (f2) = tr(B2 ) = p(1 + ex)A% B N (i, V),

Gy (f3) = tr(B] ) —p(1+ 3ey + cE)A® D N (3, V),
where c = p/N, and

pi=hy, po=1+c)A%+2(1 +c)Ahy +c(ag +ay),
3 =(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 (aq + ay).

3 Application

In microbiome sequencing, observed relative abundances are compositional, whereas scientific ques-
tions often concern co-occurrence, exclusion, and dependence among latent absolute abundances.
Because the constant-sum constraint can produce spurious correlations among the observed com-
ponents, methods have been developed specifically for microbial association and latent covariance
inference from compositional data, including ReBoot [Faust et al., 2012], SparCC [Friedman and
Alm, 2012], CCLasso [Fang et al., 2015], and COAT [Cao et al., 2019]. Letx = (%, %,..., %)’ € IRP
be a random vector, where {wi}f:1 are positive latent variables and w := Zle w;. Within this
specified basis-data model, we consider the global hypothesis

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

[¢]

_ VZ 1 /2 V(ZD
COV(X) = m(:{p — E].plp) =: WGP’ (6)

where v5 := IE{pwl/(Zizl wy) — 1}%. 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

w;, with probability %,

kooddd g
w;}:_. == Uniform(0,1), wy,;=
{witiy (0,1) ki {1 —w;, with probability .

It is easy to verify that {wz-}f:1 are uncorrelated but dependent, and therefore do not satisfy H,.

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 Hy, 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:

B := Cov(px) © ;Vz

2
F’ -1 7

1
= BB

where ||A||f := (Zl-’]-Al.zj)l/2 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) = xK,
k =1, 2. Specifically,
2v3 p(v3)?

1 2 2
T = —tr(Bp’N) - I:tr(Bp,N) + pj

p
Here, we use the identity léBp,N 1, = 0. Using the CLT for tr(B,, ) and tr(B;’N) (see Corollary 2.6)
and the Delta method, the limiting null distribution of T is obtained:

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

p(T—pr) D N(0, 02),

where 5
2Ah; + A
,,[T:/\ZCN+&—1—+, 0'12« :4/\2V1—4/\V12+V2,
p p-1
V12 = 2/\C(1 +C)(2/\2 +aq + az),

hy, aq, ay are defined in Theorem 2.5, and p,, Vi, V, are defined in Corollary 2.6.

10



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

p(T _VT)/OT >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, a;, 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 make the rescaled sample covariance matrix independent of the estimators of yr
and v3, which facilitates the derivation of the CLT for T, we split X into two parts:

(1) 1
X (1)
X = ?21)Xp = (X(z))' LA c; €(0,00), LN ¢y € (0,00),
X X np 1y
nzxp

Here, X1 is used to form the rescaled sample covariance matrix BLII)%, whereas X(? is used to
estimate p and v;. The new test statistic is defined by

o 2
T:% B;},},l—;leGp K
where Ny =n; -1, and
g :p—2(X(1)),C x(®) ,QOZL . i( x? _
PN N; 1 ’ 2 pry e p ij

Moreover, we estimate pr by jir. Because the covariance statistic is formed from X! the ratio in
its centering uses Ny = n; — 1; the unknown moment parameters are estimated from X ). Thus fir
is obtained by replacing N in pr with N; and substituting A, E(w;,/4)3, and E(w;/p — 1)* with
A=75and

2

p n

) = ) ) B -

i=1 j=1

p

[N)

(pxf7 1)
i=1 j=1

The consistency of A, ﬁ(wll/y)3, and I/E\(wll/,u —1)% follows from the law of large numbers. Using
these newly defined notations, we derive the CLT for T as follows:

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 0% in (7), with c replaced by c1, and
2 w11 Y
Ha :—2C1/\h1, (7/\—4/\ CICZ{IE(T_l) -A +h2—2/\h1}.

Here, hy and h, are defined in Lemma 5.3.
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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 Hy ifp(T—ﬁT)—ﬁ,\>za,/c?%+ 63, (8)

where z, represents the upper a-quantile of the standard normal distribution corresponding to
the nominal level a. The quantities ji,, 672;, and GA/% are finite-sample plug-in estimates of y,, (7%,
and o?, respectively. Unlike fiy and 75, these remaining plug-in estimators do not need to be
independent of T and are computed using the full data matrix X. Their consistency and Slutsky’s

theorem are sufficient for the feasible testing rule, so no additional data split is required.

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 {wi}f:1 are not i.i.d. in the sense that they have the same mean but different
covariance structures. We first give a sufficient condition (see (9)) under which the power of T
exceeds a against a specified alternative, and then give two examples in which this condition holds
asymptotically.

For the alternatives below, we write the basis data matrix as W, = Z,,X = (w;;),xp, where the
entries of Z,, = (2;;),x, satisfy the distributional and moment conditions in Assumption 2.1 and
Y is normalized by tr(X) = p. This normalization is without loss of generality, as the observed
compositional data x;; = w;;/ Zi:l wj is invariant under scaling of the basis data W,,. Under either
Hj, or Hy, we use the same deterministic rescaling

p2
By = 5 X, CoXon

where C,, =1, - %1,11; and N =n—1. We distinguish the probability law generating X,, by writing
By, Vary, , and Py, for r € {0, 1}.

In the following proposition, we present a sufficient condition for the oracle test based on T to
have power exceeding a against a specified alternative.

Proposition 3.3. Consider a specified alternative hypothesis H; where {wl-}f:1 are not i.i.d. but have the
same mean. Suppose that the entries of Z,, satisfy Assumptions 2.1-2.2, and

a

Ap =By, By N —BIIE - ppr > za07 + \/ —— Vary ([[B,y ~BIZ ) (9)

Then, the power of the test based on T exceeds a against this alternative, that is,
Py, {P(T —pr) > ZaUT} > a.
Moreover, if as n — oo,
Ay, —oco and  Varg([B,xN —BI})=o((A})%) (10)
then the asymptotic power of the test is one, that is,

lim ]PHl{p(T —yr) > Za(TT} =1.

n—-oo

12



Proof of Proposition 3.3. Using Cantelli’s inequality, we have
Py, {p(T - pr) > 2407} = 1 - Py, (lpr,N ~BI|z ~Eg, B, N ~ Bl < -Ap, + zm)
(Ap,s—2a01) ©)

- E 2 > a
(Afw - zq07)? + Vary (B, - BI?)

Moreover, if (10) holds, then the right hand side of the above inequality converges to one, and
therefore lim,,_,o, Py, {p(T — pt) > zo07} = 1. O

We consider two examples to verify that 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 X is
non-diagonal.

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

p

p
_ — 2_1\2 o
;dk—p, maxd; = O(1), ;(dk 1)2 < p.

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

p -32
El|z;1]3? < o0, supE ngzlg/p < oo.
P te=t
Under these assumptions, we have
/\2 (lezzl ]?)z_p2 P
AE, = { . } +A2) (@ -1)+o(p)=<p, Varp(IIB,y ~BI)=0(1).

k=1
The detailed proofs are provided in the Supplementary Material. Hence, both conditions (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 4
Y= Y 1 . , y>-1
. y. 1
In this non-diagonal case, the leading-order comparison in condition (9) reduces asymptotically to
Lo 202+ ) (1) 1)

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?,E,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.

13



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;;}1<j<n,1<j<p

is generated by the normalization x;; = wij/zgzlwig. 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. w;; follows the exponential distribution with rate parameter 5;

2.

variance of the standard normal distribution;

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

w;; 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

The dimension and sample size pair, (p,n), is set to (500,500) or (500,800). We display his-
tograms of eigenvalues of B, v 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.

0.0

Eigenvalues

(a) Exponential(5)

00

0.5 10 15
Eigenvalues

(b) TN(0,1;0,10)

20

0.0

Eigenvalues

(c) Poisson(10)

Figure 1: Histograms of sample eigenvalues of B, with (p, 1) = (500,500). The curves are density

functions of their corresponding limiting spectral distribution.

Eigenvalues

(a) Exponential(5)

05 1.0
Eigenvalues

(b) TN(0,1;0,10)

Eigenvalues

(c) Poisson(10)

Figure 2: Histograms of sample eigenvalues of B, 5 with (p,n) = (500,800). The curves are density

functions of their corresponding limiting spectral distribution.
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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(x’), 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. wj; 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, y(x")
closely match their respective theoretical limits under all scenarios. To verify the asymptotic
normality of LSS, we draw the histogram of normalized LSS, EP,N(xT) ={Gpn(x") - w/NV,, r =
1,2,3, where p, 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.

Table 1: Empirical mean and variance of G, y(x"), r = 1, 2,3, with w;; ~ Exp(5).

Gp,N (x) Gp,N (x2) Gp,N (x3)

p/n n mean var mean var mean var

100 -2.01 2.63 4 3654  -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  40.3 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 6837  -6.91 1090.14

Emp 1 300 201 397  -406 687 716 1082.72
400 -1.98 3.71 3.99 6422  -7.07 1010.09

Theo 2 4 -4 68 7 1050
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Table 2: Empirical mean and variance of G, y(x"), r = 1,2,3, with w;; ~ x?(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 -97.31  46790.03
200 -5.96 16.74 -24.39  920.63 -96.17 45375.75
Emp 3/4 300 594 16.6 -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 -90.25 105467.9
Emp 1 300 -5.81 21.82 -23.16 1526.34 -74.54 96864.11
400 -6.13 23.18 -25.41 1599.96 -90.31 99475.82
Theo -6 24 -24 1600 -80 96000

04
0s 04
> 03 >~O3 >~03
£ o £ o2 £ o2
a a o
o1 o1 o1
00- — : : : 00- : : : | 001 : : :
4 2 o 2 4 2 o 2 4 4 2 o 2
Eigenvalue Eigenvalue Eigenvalue
— — 5 —
(a) Gpn(x) (b) Gp,n(x7) (c) 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.

Eigenvalue Eigenvalue Eigenvalue

(@) Gpn(x) (b) Gy, (x?) (c) Gpn(x)

Figure 4: Histograms of normalized LSS EP,N(xr), r=1,2,3, with w;; ~ x*(1) and (p, n) = (300,400).
The curves are density functions of the standard normal distribution.
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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: w;; Lid x2(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, ¥, with two choices of the matrix X:

e ¥ =X;: The first diagonal entry is ¢;, the other diagonal entries are 1, and all other entries
are zero, with i € {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}.

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 a = 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.
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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 np np =1 P1=3 P1=35 P=4 P1=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
s (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
05 (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
s (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 2 ny ny Py =0 Pp=-02  P3=-025 Pp=-03 ¢y =-035

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
) (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
L5 (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)

x2(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
L5 (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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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
p 1o,
Bg = pzs(r)l = z(xn - EX,) (X, - EX,) = EYnYnI

2
B, N =p°Sun = %X;Cnxn’
and Y, = (9i)uxp, ¥ij = u%—i’f—l and w; = z% Z?Zl 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
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;;/ 21221 w; 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

C . ; w; g— .
establish independence for r; = L(@ -1,..., % - 1) , W; = p‘1 Z?Zl wie, 1=1,2,...,n, and express

Vil wi
B) as B) = +Y,, Y, = YL, r;r]. The ultimate goal is to establish the CLT for LSS of Bj.
By the Cauchy integral formula, we have

1
27

Jf(x)dG(X) - gSC f(2)mg(z)dz (12)

valid for any cumulative distribution function G and any analytic function f on an open set
containing the support of G, where 956 is the contour integration in the anti-clockwise direction. In

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

My(2) = p{my(2) = mp(2)} = nfom, (2) - mp(2)},

1 _
my(z) = mFsg(z) = Etr(Bg —zl,) L mg(z) = MFpe (2),
1 -
my(2) = m g (2) = w(B) 2l m(e) =y (2),
B! = p—2(x EX,)(X, - EX,)
=p - n n n n n



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 {A7Ip(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, A(1 —+/c)?). Now let
C, ={x+ivy:x€[x,x,]}. Then we define C* :={x; +iv:v € [0,v9]JUC, U{x, +iv:v €[0,vy]}, and
C =C*UC*. Now we define the subsets C, of C on which M,(-) equals to Mp(-). Choose sequence
{€,} decreasing to zero satisfying for some a € (0,1), &, > n™%. Let

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

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

M,(z), forze(C,
Mp(z) = { My (x, + in"le,), forx=x,ve[0,nle,], andif x; >0
M (x; + in"le,), forx=x,vel0,nle,]

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

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

m
EM(z) = 1+ Am2) = cA2m?(2) [{z(hl + )m(z) + A}
(13)
2 2 2 cA?m(z)
+ez m(z){(al + a0 m?(z) + 20%m (z)}— TES TR EEt
and covariance function
Cov(M(z1), M(z2))
| M z)m(z) 1 clay +az)m’(z1)m’(z5) (14)
Tz —m(z))? (21 -22)7 ] {1+ Am(z0)12{1 + Am(zp)}?

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,(z) into a random part Mp(,l)(z) and a deterministic part MF(,2)(Z) for z € C,, that is, My(z) =
Ml(,l)(z) + Ml(,z)(z), where

My (2) = plmy(2) - Emy(2)} and  MP(2) = p{Em, (2) - m(2)).

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:
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Step 1 Finite-dimensional convergence of MI,(7 )(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) for ze(C,,.

Step 3 Convergence of the non-random part M,(,Z)(z) to(13)onze(C,,.

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,  to that of Bg, 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

GP’N = 2n19€f tr N~ zI) —pmN( )}d

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

1
0 () —
my(z) = mpey (2) = )
n(@ P (2) /\(l—cN—chmZO\,)—z

with ¢y = p/N. To obtain the asymptotic distribution of G, n(f), it is necessary to find the

asymptotic distribution of tr(B, y — 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, Ny —zI,)" —pmy(z) = tr(B, —zI,)™" — pmy(z) + op(1).

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

GO - 271156f trB —zl,)” —pm()}dz,

where c,, = p/n, m3(z) = mp.,(z) (note that we denote m9(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 {6,} such that

Sp=o0(1), &n'* 500, & Blwiy — pl*y, _uss, vy = 0(1). (15)
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Let Eg = ’z—j(in - IE/)Zn)’(s(\n - IEs(\n), where the (i, j)-th entry of X,, is normalized using truncated
variables w;; = wi]-I“wi]_,Hké”\/g}, as described in (1). We then have

(B} = B)) < IP(UiSn,jsp{Wij —ul = 5"\/5}) snp: IP('“’U —ul= 5”\/5)

S Kéﬁé}lElwll - ’/l|41{|w11_14|2(5n\m} = 0(1)

Define é\g(x) analogously to Gg(x) = p{FBIO'(x) —F(x)}, but with Bg replaced by ﬁg. Then IP(@S(x) #

Gg(x)) =0(1). In view of the above, we obtain

[ r1a6800= [ a3+ op)

Therefore, in the remaining part of the proof of the CLT for LSS, we assume that the underlying
variables are truncated at 6,,Vn.

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
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, (¢) decays polynomially to 0 and leverage Taylor
expansion on the event B,(¢) = {w : [w; —p| < e, w; = Z?:l 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
Cyn <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 —,u|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

w
A 2 A

V12 —IE(U;l —1) (uéz—l) g 2+o(p_1),
w w

where W = p~! Z?Zl W, A= o%/u?, and
3 3

Ewj 2 Ewj 3 2
hy=-2—=+3A"+51+2, hy=-81—5=+104"+221"+8A.
14 14
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Lemma 5.4. Suppose that w = (wl,...,wp), has positive i.i.d. entries with Bw; = u > 0 and B(w; —p)? =

02’;”: that p < n. For any p X p matrix A and q > 2, then there is a positive constant K, depending on q
sucn that

1
E|r'Ar - —T (wy/w - 1)2trA|q
n

< Kq{ n‘q[{IE Jwy —p[* tr(AA’)]q/ * B — puPtr(AA)Y 2]

1B ) JIAI + B w1/~ 1)7 = A1A]1,
wherer = n‘l/z(wl/w— L..ow/w- 1), A= O'Z/VZ: Bp(f) ={w:lw-pl<ew= Z;’:l wj/p}, and
)

in which ¢, t, C; (which depends on t) are positive constants. Furthermore, if [E |w1 - ]/l|4 < oo and ||A|| is
bounded, then for the truncated data w; = Wil —pi<s, vy (j=1,...,p) where 6, satisfies condition (15),

IP(B;(E)) < Cte_t{p_t/z(IElwl —u?? 4+ p7E |w1 —u

we have

1 — 2 q _
E(r'Ar - —IE(u?l/u‘/ - 1) trA| < anflé,zzq 4, forany q > 2,
n

A

_ 120 m ~ = _ -1yP
wherer =n /(wl/w—l,...,wp/w—l)’,andw_p Zj:le.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that w = (wl,...,wp), has positive i.i.d. entries with Bw; = u > 0 and B(w; —p)? =

02, p = n, A and B are p xp matrices, if E |w1 - ,u|4 < 00, ||A|| and ||B|| are bounded, then for the truncated
data w; = Wilijw,—pi<s, v} (j =1,...,p) where 6, satisfies condition (15), we have

IE(r'Ar - 2trA)(r'Br - QtrB)
n n

P 2

V4 — 3V V12 Vip—V _

-T2 E AiiBii + — 5 {tr(AB’) + tr(AB)} + thrAtrB +o(n),
izl

S
|
—_
—
<
S
N
I
&
—
SIS
|
[S—y
N —
—
s|§
|
—
N —

“ [N}

__ _ N 2 N
wherer = n_l/z(wl/u?— L., 0p/w- 1), v, :IE(%— 1) , V4 :IE( A

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

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 6,,v/n. To
simplify notation, we suppress the superscripts on the variables w;;; that is, we use w;; in place of
w;; below.

5.3.1 Step 1: Finite dimensional convergence of Ml(jl)(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 (Mt(,l)(zl ),...,MI(,I)(zr)) converges weakly to an r-dimensional centered Gaussian vector

with covariance function (14).
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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 {aj};zl,

the sum 2;21 ale(,l)(zj) converges weakly to a Gaussian random variable. To this end, we first

approximate Ml(,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 Ml(,l)(z).

First, we introduce some notations. In the following proof, we assume that v = Imz > vy, > 0.
2 2 2
: — “1yP
Moreover, for j = 1,2,...,n, let wj=p Zgzleg, vy = 113(2'2—111 - ) , Vip = IE(@ - 1) (% - 1) ,

1 wq 1
V4=IE(m— ),

wy
1 (w; w; ¢
rp=—(2L-1,.,2L 1), D(z) = B)-zI
Vi \ w; w;
1
D:(z)=D(z)-r.r’, (z ,
&= —rx), @)=
1] ]
_ 1 1
ﬁj(z)

= T bpla)= T,
1+ n‘lvztrD]T (2) 1 +n~1v,EtrD] (2)
_ ) _
ej(z) = r}D]. l(z)rj - —trD7(2),

n o
- -2 V2 -2\ = d .
&i(z) = r]-D]- (z)rj - ztrD]- (2) = &ej( )
By Lemma 5.4, we have, for any q > 2,
2q-4 29— 4

K
and [E|&j(z)|T < _16

K
Ele;(2)l! < — 1o (16)

It is easy to see that
D™'(z)-Dj'(2) = -Dj ! (2)r;r'D; (2);(2),
where we use the resolvent identity AIl —Agl = Agl (A, —Al)AI - Note that |8;(z)|, |ﬁj(z)l and |b,,(z)]

are bounded by |v£| Let [E;() denote conditional expectation with respect to the o-field generated

by {ry,15,...,1;}, where j = 1,2,...,n. By convention, we use [, = E to denote expectation. By using
the above identity, we write

n

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

=

From the identity ;(z) = Ej(z)—ﬁj(z)ﬁj(z)ej(z) = E]-(z)—ﬁjz( )ej(z )+/j’] (z)Bj(z)e ( ) and the definition
of &;(z), we obtain that

(Ej - Ej1)Bj(2)r'D; % (2)r;
= (B~ E;1)| (B (2) - B; ()ej) + B (2B 20 (@) () + D72 (2|
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= —Yi(2)+ E;, Y(2)
- (8- 0)[B 2)fej(2)65(2) - By (202D 2
where
Vi(2) 1= ~E5{F;(20(2) - ;) (2)ej () 2urD3 (2,
and the second equality follows from (E; - Ej_l)ﬁj(z)trD]fz(z) = 0. By using (16), we have

n

Y (B - Ej 1), (2)e5(2)8(2

=1

E <4ZIE|,6’] 2)ei(2)¢;(2)|" = (1),

here we use the martingale difference property of (IE; - IE]-_l)E]?(z)ej( )€j(z). Thus,

n

Y (B~ Ej1)B; (2)¢j(2)¢1(2) = op(1).

=1

By the same argument, we have

3 (B~ Ej1)B; (2)B;(2)x D3 (2)rje(2) = op(1).

=1

The estimates above imply that

(z)=) {Yj

j(2) —Ej_1Yj(z)} +0p(1), (17)

j=1
where {Y;(z) —E;_1 Y;(2)}7_, is a sequence of martingale difference.

j=1
Part 2: Application of martingales CLT to (17).

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

Z“M ZZ“: zi) ~ ;1 Yj(z )}+0p(1), (18)

j=1i=1

where Im(z;) # 0, and {«;};_, 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

n r 2

Y B ailYi(z) =B iz g e (v, v = 000 (19)
j=1 li=1

ZIE, [{He0 - Bzl - B v S a4 (20)

26



First, we verify (19). By Lemma 5.4, we obtain
E|Y;(2)|* < KEle;(2)* = o(p~"),
which, together with Jensen’s inequality, implies that
E|E;_; Y;(2)|* < E(E;_]Y;(2)]*) = ElYj(2)|* = o(p~").

It follows from the above two equations that

n T 4
K
LHS of(l9)§£—221E ;aiyj(zl) JEj 1 Yj(z)| —0.
Then, we verify (20). Since Y/(z) = —Ej%{ﬁj(z)ej(z)}, we have
2
LHS of (20) = m{yl(zl,zZ>—yz<z1,zz>}, (21)

21122 ZIE] 1[ {[3’] 21 ( )}IEj{Ej(ZZ)Ej(Zz)}];

Wa(z1,22) : ZIE] 1{5](21)51(21)} j- 1{/3](22)5](22)}

=1

Thus, it is enough to consider the limits of V;(z;,2;),i = 1,2, which are provided in the following
lemma.

Lemma 5.7. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, as n — oo, we have

9° P 9?
821 822 yl (Zl’ ZZ) - (14)r aZl 822

Va(z1,25) = 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 M[(,l)(z)

Tightness of Ml(,l)(z) can be established by Theorem 12.3 of Billingsley [1968]. It is sufficient to
EIM; (21)-Mj (2:)
21—z,
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 (2) = p{Em,(z) - m(2)} = n(Em,(z) - m)(2)}, where ni,(z) = m

p FPp p
ch,, (Z)l mp(z) = mF§2 (Z)I mg(z) = mFCn (Z)l Cn = p/n- From
1 cyA 1 Cy
— = 1 - IE ’
IEmp(z)+Z 1+ AEm, (2) IEmp(z){ et 2By (D)4 T, e )}
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we have

Ac Ap(z) 7!
E —J)_ n p ,
m,(2) { 1 AEm(2) ]Emp(z)}
where A, (z) := #nmp&) +2¢,[Em,(z). From this equation and the identity mg =(-z+ 1;\;’1@2 )71, we
get
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+h)m(z)+ A} c2?mP(2){(@) + ay)m?(z) + 202m'(2))
1+ Am(z) - 1+ Am(z)
2wl (2)
T Am@) [+ Am(@)P - A2 (2)]

nA,(z) - -

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

have Mz(jz)(z) — (13) as n — co. 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 — S1.4 are from existing literature, while Lemma S1.5 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 s;(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 IEy denote conditional expectation with respect

to Fy.. Then, for g > 1,
]E|ZXk’q <K, {IE(ZIE,<_1|X,<|2)”7/2 + IEZ|X,<|‘?}.

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

ZIE Y2IF ) & 0%,

where 02 is positive constant, and for each € > 0,

ZIE Ly, 12¢) = 0,

then

ZYn] B) N(O,GZ).

j=1
Lemma S1.4 (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

" r n n r/2
Y x, scr{ZIEnxiHW(zIEnxinz) }
i=1 i=1

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

E

Lemma S1.5. Suppose that x, = \/Lﬁ(l, 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 |w;; — p| < S\, where 5, satisfies condition (15), we have

IElxI',D_l(z)xp +1/2> -0,

for z=u+iv, v >0, where D(z) is defined in the main text.
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S2 Proofs

S$2.1 Proof of Proposition 2.4

Throughout this proof, eigenvalues are ordered nonincreasingly, including zeros, whereas A,
denotes the smallest nonzero eigenvalue, as in the proposition. We set A,;,;,(0) = 0 and extend the
singular-value sequence of an n x p matrix by zeros when p > n. Recall that N = n—1, and write
r, =min{n—1,p —1}. Write a = A(1 —+/c)? and b = A(1 ++/c)?, and set
1, o Wu—pl,l,
Gp:Ip—Elplp, WH:T, D, =puA,.

The entries wfj of W}, are i.i.d. with Ew}, =0, IE(w?l)2 = A, and Elw], |* < 0. Define

_CGDWiG, pCAW, o _CWiG, i

Y, = , —= Bpn= .
W VN "W P

so that B, y =Y} Y,,. Using Theorem 2.3, we have

limsup Apin(Bp,n) < 4, liminf Ao (Byn) 2 b a.s. (52.1)
n n

Lemma S1.1 and the inequality ||Y,,|| <|[Y, = Y, + Y, give

An = max |/\i(Bp,N) — /\i(ﬁp,N)l = max |Sj(Yn)2 - Si(Yn)2|

1<i<p 1<i<p
<Yy =Yl (IXall +1Y011)
< ”Yn_Yn”2+2”Yn_Yn””Yn”: (52'2)
and
o w?e
”Yn _Yn” < ”Dn _In” \/ﬁn . (523)
By Lemma 2 of Bai and Yin [1993], the row averages w; = p~! Z?:l wj; satisfy
max [w;/p— 1| 3.
1<n
Since (D,,);; = p/w;, this and Theorem 2 and Remark 1 of Bai and Yin [1993] yield
S, o W || as.
D, ~LI=0, Yl < | 2|5 Ve.
Hence
A, 550, (S2.4)
and

o
n

2
W
+ An] =b as.
N

b <liminf A, (By n) < limsup Apax(By n) < lim[
n n n

For c <1, let H, = (W})’C,W;/N. Choose Q with orthonormal columns such that G, = QQ’,
and define U=[Q,1,/+/p]. Then

’
U/U — Ip; U/Ep,NU — (Q HnQ 0)

0’ 0
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a.s

Theorem 1.4 of Xiao and Zhou [2010], applied to the p x n matrix (WS)'/V2A, gives Ap(Hy,) = a,
since n/N — 1. Cauchy interlacing applied to U'H,,U then gives

a.s

Ap—l (ﬁp,N) = /\p—l (Q,HnQ) 2 /\p(Hn) —a. (52.5)

For ¢ > 1, apply the same theorem to the # x p matrix W3/V1, whose aspect ratio n/p tends to
1/c < 1. Thus,

WoG, (W) WoG,(W?) s, B
n= - Ili] : :% - 1})7 - ’ /ln(Ln)a_)C/\(l_C 1/2)2:61.

Choose P with P'P =1,_; and PP’ = C,, and define O = [P,1,/+/n] Since Y, Y}, = C,L,C,,, using
Cauchy interlacing yields

a.s.

/\nfl(ﬁp,N) = /\nfl (P’LnP) = /\n(O’LnO) = /\n(Ln) — a. (52-6)
The factors C,, and G, imply rank(B,, n) <r,. Thus, for c# 1, (52.4) - (52.6) yields

rank(B, y) <7, liminfA, (B, n) = hmmf/\ ( pN)=a>0 as. (S2.7)
n

Combining (S2.7) with (52.1) gives
a.s.
/\min(Bp,N) —a.
For ¢ =1, we have a = 0. The inequality Ayin(B, ) > 0 and (52.1) give Apin(B, n) Sa=o.
For the probability bounds, fix £ > 0 and retain B, y and B p.N for the matrices constructed from
the truncated variables defined below. Set

X X — 5 ynlnl’
Wij = Wik, —yi<s,ymp P =Edny, W= Zw’J’ Wi = I3
Writing w7; = (W;j — pn)/p for the entries of W2, we have
po—n  EwS, =0,  E@S)*—2,  supEwS,|*<co.
n
Let
gnZ{min51>0}, (lwiy —pl = 6,Vn
1<i<n
For all sufficiently large n,
P(G5) =1-(1-qp)" <ngh <n2P =o(n"). (S2.8)
Define _
-z GWiG, y e
Y, = ~—t,  B,n=Y,Y,




On Gj, define B, y = 0; by (52.8), this convention does not affect the asserted probability bounds.
With A, defined on G, as in (S2.2), the same perturbation bound holds on G,,. For u > 0, define

<uf.

Fix u > 0. Since y,, — u, we have |u,, — p| < pu/2 for all sufficiently large n. Bernstein’s inequality
therefore gives

Yi_q
2

1<i<n

A, (u) = {max

¢ - |> M G Lt
IP(An(u) )Sﬂ)(lrgiegllwz Pl > 5 )§2nexp{ 1+6nﬁ}_o(n ), (S2.9)

where C, > 0 is independent of n. For 0 < u < 1, on A, (u) we have w;/u > 1 —u > 0 for every i.
Hence A, (u) € G,, and on this event

_ Wi/ u—1
1D, — 1| = max /A=t v
i wz/l/l 1-u

Fix ¢ > 0, choose d > Vb, and then choose u € (0,1) sufficiently small that

2
d2[( 4 )+2 “ ]<5.
1-u 1-u

Since C,, and G, are orthogonal projections, (52.2) and (52.3) give, on G,,,

2

Ay <(ID -1 + 21D, - Inn)H

w;

VN

Consequently, on A, (1) N {|[W3/VN|| < d}, we have A, < e. Thus, we have
Gn N (A > £} © Ay () U{IW5/ VN > d.

Using Equation (1.9a) of Bai and Silverstein [2004], we obtain P(|[WS/VN]|| > d) = o(n~¢) for every
fixed d > Vb. This bound and (S2.9) yield

P(Gy N {Ay > e}) S P(A, (u)) + P([W5/VN||>d) =o(n™),  &>0. (52.10)

To obtain the upper tail bound, fix 77 >b and 0 <e <#; —b. On G, N{A, < ¢}, the definition of
A, gives
/\max(Bp,N) < /\max(Bp,N) +e< ||WZ/‘/N||2 +E.

Therefore, _
G N (Amax(Bp,n) 2 1} N {A, < ) S{IW/VNIP 2 17y e}, (52.11)

Partition {Anax(Bp n) = 771} according to the three disjoint cases Gy, G, N {A,, > ¢} and G, N{A, < €}.
Using (52.8), (52.10) - (S2.11), and Equation (1.9a) of Bai and Silverstein [2004] yields

P(Amax (By,n) = 171 ) SP(G5) + P([W5/ VNI 2 1y — ) + (G, 0 (A, > £}) = o(n™").
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It remains to prove the lower tail bound, for which the proposition assumes 0 < ¢ < 1. Fix

0 < g < a. For fixed M > 0 and 6,\/n > M, write WS, = UM+ R™M), where

(M) wij1{|w,-j*}4|SM} _IE[wUIﬂWU*MSM}]

Uj = P ,
R0 _ Wit ma<ho, <o, vm ~ B T m < pi<o, v
i T .
"

The entries of U;M)

M, and

are i.i.d. and centered with a bounded distribution independent of » for fixed

512\,1 = Var(UﬁVI)) — A,

Var(wy1Iyjy, . —
lim Var(R(lAlA)) = TJI\)'/I = (w1 {Ivzun ;4|>M})
n—o0 ‘u

-0 (M — o0).

The limits s,; — VA and 1y — 0 allow us to choose M large, with sy > 0 and P(lwy; —p| < M) >0,
and t,d > 0 such that

d>ty(1+ve),  g+d<Vt<sy(l-voe). (S2.12)
We keep M, t,d fixed as n — o0, so S,\/n > M for all sufficiently large n.
For the bounded matrix USIM), set
M)\, (M M), (M),, M),,
g wu” w1 e

7 7 Vi Vi
Define &, = {S — tI, > 0}. Equation (1.9b) of Bai and Silverstein [2004] gives
P(ES,) = o(n~). (S2.13)

Set o)
p X = (Un ")
n

Cyh=—,

= A =2 \C XX Z, = .
n ’ M n n» n
saa(np) 74 " G

Define R, (z) = (XX, —zI,)"!. On &, ,, the resolvent identity gives
b'(S—tI,) 'b=1+te’(A-tI,) e =1+2z,e'R,(z,)e. (S2.14)
By Theorem 2.5 and Remark 2.7 of Bloemendal et al. [2014], for every fixed ¢ > 0, we have
P(E,, N {le'Ry(zy)e = me, (2,)| > €}) = o(n™), (52.15)

where

ep—1—t/s2, — \/(1 +c, —t/s2)? - 4c,

2z,

mcn(zn) =

Since ¢, > c<1and z, — t/(sfw\/f) > 0, the limit of m, (z,) is negative, so there is a fixed €3 > 0
such that m, (z,) < -2¢ for all sufficiently large n. On £, ;, we have

1, (M M B (S52.14)
E(UL YC, UM — 11, =S —bb' I, > 0 = b/(S—11,) 'b<1 = €'R,(z,)e <0.
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On &, ;, €'R,(z,)e > 0 implies |e'R,,(z,)e—m, (z,)| > 9. The bounds (S2.13) and (52.15) and n/N > 1
therefore yield

IP(Ap (I%](ULMWCHU;M)) < t) <P(ES,) +P(E,, N {/Ry(z0)e = 0}) = o(n ) (52.16)

For fixed M, the residual entries are i.i.d. and centered, with sup,, lElR11 |4 < oo and |R | <

Kp6,\/n for all sufficiently large n. Thus, when 7y, > 0, using Equation (1.9a) of Bai and Sllverstem
[2004] gives

H)(||R§1M)/\/ﬁ“ zd):o(n—f), d > Ty (1 + Vo). (52.17)
If tpy = 0 and P(lwy; — p| < M) > 0, then

R -0 as. (S2.18)

Using (S2.12), (S2.16)—(S2.18), and Lemma S1.1, with probability 1 —o(n~¢), we have

(M) (M)
an;) c,ul R),
s > - >Vi—d >3
p( VN L VN VN v
Thus, for H,, = (W;)’CnW;/N,
P(A,(H,) < q) = o(n™). (52.19)

On G, since rank(B,, y) < p — 1, Cauchy interlacing and (52.2) give
/\min(Bp,N) 2 /\p—l(Bp,N) 2 /\pfl (Ep,N) AR /\p(ﬁn) — Ay
For 0 <e<a—1p,,(52.8),(52.10), and (52.19) yield
II)(/\min(]?'p,N) S 172) < H)(grcz) + H)(/\p(ﬁn) S+ 5) + H)(grz N {An > 5}) = O(n_é)'

This completes the proof.

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
wzp

this lemma. In this situation, Bg = %Y;Y =) T, T = %(ww—‘ll -1,...,=L-1) = \/ﬁ(l’ilw-r%’p)’;

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

q _ 1 j
IE%]-—IE[(%.‘ ) IBp<s>]+1E (ﬁ_— ) Ty e)

where B,(¢) = {w : [w; —p| < e, w; = p~! Z?Zl w;¢}, 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

< K]E(wl] —]l)q,

tr(B, N —zIP)_1 —pmlo\,(z)
= tr{A™ (2)} - pm})(2) + p{m}(z) - m} (2 )}+tr{A_2(Z)A}
+tr| AT (2)AAT (2))7] + tr[{A(z) - A) T (AAT (2))],
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where A(z) = B0 zl, and A = Bg — B, n. Moreover, after truncation and normalization, for every
zeCt={z: Imz>0}

m(z) +zm (2)
zm(z)
tr{A2(z)AA" (2)A} = {m(z) + zm (z )}{1+Zm(z)}+0p(l), (S2.21)

plmy(z) - mY (z)} = {1 + zm(z)} +op(1), tr{A™%(z)A} =o0p(1), (52.20)

1] {1+2zm(z )V {m (z)+zm’(z)}

[{AA (2) —zm(z)

+op(1). (S2.22)

Note that we also need to check the tightness of tr(B, y - zIp)‘1 - pmg,(z). Since

tr(B, N - zIp)f1 —pm?\,(z)
=tr(Bp,ny —21,) " —tr{AT! (2)) + tr{AT (2)} - pm(2) + plmgy(z) - mY (2)),
and the tightness of tr{A™1(z)} — pm(z) is proved in Section 5.3.2, it suffices to prove tightness of

tr(B, N — 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), l|a(x)<Cylx].

Hence, there exists C; > 0 such that, for any 0 < € < 1/2, on the event Bp(e) ={w: [0 —p,| < e, =
YE Wj/p, pn = Eidy),

1 1 1 2(w - 3(wW—p,)? (-
LI _2[1_ (@ —py) 300 2.”11) +a(w P )]
w #n("’ 12 Ha Fin T Fn
where |a((W — p,)/py)| < C1 3. Hence, we have
~2 ~2 ~2 0 ~2 0 2 82
w; 2wi(w-— 3w (w - w -
%IE (E):{ wy 2y : i) |, 303 - Fn) }IB (8)+_;a(w Mn)IB o (52.23)
W T M Hn 8 M Hn P
This, together with the fact I Bye) =1 - Igo e ) implies that
w? wf - 202 (W — pyy) N 3w (W — py)?
oM i i
_ _ (S2.24)
Wi 20— py,)  3WI(W - py)? w?
N\ 2~ 3 + 7 I < (e )+ﬂ+ IBC( )’
7 M Hn ’ w

~2 - ~2
where a := %a( w;”" )Iép(s) and |a| < C; %83. Taking expectation for (52.24) yields that

a2 A2 a2
w w 2Ews (w — 3Ew: (w —
E—L - 1=_ i ””)+ 1@~ )’ —IEb + Ea + Ec. (52.25)

.”n Hn Vn




where b := {z‘uf/,u,% - 21‘(/%(5— o)/ 3+ 311‘/%(5— yn)z/y%}lg;(g) and c:= (1@%/52)13;(8). Note that
[Ec| < p°IP(Bj(¢)). (S2.26)

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

=N

)= 21?/%(5—]4,1) ps = 31?/%(5—/4”)2

=
1 T

%

It is obvious that

A2
[E(v11s500))| < Cof B g

< CP2(B(e)), (S2.27)
where C, > 0 is a constant. Note that

lEuA/%(E_Vn) . 1E ( Wy — py)

. | (S2.28)
oo P m
Bp(— )’ _ 1 Bij(n - )’ L p-1 Ed{E(wy —Ha) (S2.29)
it pr P’ b
By (52.28), we get
|IE(szz§;<s>) P B (1=l
TZ
< (IEu‘z%IBf 'EW%IBC ol)
) . 1/2
=7 S ) + ) (R0t 1y,) )
f? {IPI/2 BC +IPl/4(BC( ))} (52.30)

where C3 > 0 is a constant. By (52.29), we get

t %|{IEW%IBZ(€)}{IE(UA/1 — ) Ige )

1 A2 (oA 2
|IE(})3II§,C,(E)) < 2—%|1Ew1(w1 —‘lxln) Ié;(e)

< % + %{Hﬂ/z(ég(e)) P2 (B ()

< q{# ' %H’(E;(e))}, (52.31)

where C4 > 0 is a constant. By (52.27) — (52.31), we have

IEb| < CS{H)l/z(é;(e)) + ;—711)1/4(32(3)) + I%} (52.32)

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

P(By(e)) = (1D — | > €)
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p t/2 p
< Ct‘g_ p_t{IE(ZIE]—llw]_."ln|2) +IEZ|w]_.un|t}
=1 =1
P t/2 14
:Ctgtpt{(zlmwj_l"nlz) +IEZ|w]_P‘n|t}
=1 =1

. . . 4
where ¢, t, and C; (which depends on t) are positive constants. Since 1E|w1 —y| < 00, and the

IZSNN,

truncation |w; — y| < 6,V/n, where {9,} is a positive sequence satisfying 6, — 0, 6,1
5,4 Elw, — V|4I{|w1—ﬂ|25n\/ﬁ} — 0 as n — oo, we have supnIE|u71 —yn|4 < oo and [} — p,| < 46,\/n for
sufficiently large n (note that u < §,y/n for sufficiently large n). Based on the estimate for IP(B;(s)),
supnlE|u71 - yn|4 < oo and [W; — p,| < 45,+/n where {5,} is a positive sequence satisfying 6, — 0,
5,nY* - oo, 5,4 Elw; — ”|4I{Iw1—ﬂ|25n\ﬁ} — 0 as 1 — oo, we have Ea —Eb + Ec = o(p~!). From (52.25),
(52.26) and (52.32), we get

a2 a2 A2 (TN A2 (X 2
W W 2EW (W —p,) 3Ew(w—p,) _

IE_A;— - =-—21"" —————+o(p7"). (S2.33)
w Hn Hn Hn

£ 2 ) ~3 «
w w{ h Ew 2
ELL_pYL o)y, = 2=l 4302450, 42, Anzlﬁ(ﬂ—l),
—2 2 » 3 n
w Hn p Hn n
and hence
~2 2 3
w wi h [Ew
E—L-B—1="+1o(p™), h=-2—1+317+51+2,
B I3 p g
which implies the first equation in Lemma 5.3.
Similar to the previous calculation, we obtain
5 20 2
wy w2
(51 (-1 e
_ (B ) (22 ) D Vg )y
(o 1) G 1 o (= vt

W 2 _
+(——1) f2(w1,w2,yn)11§p(£)+a,
n

where |[Ed| = o(p7!),

A 2 (W w 22U, (W w 2
fl(wllw21,un):_ 1(—1—1)(—2—1) — 2(_2_1)(_1_1)}
lbln ’/ln ”n l/ln Vn
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foly, Wo, py) = 4ﬂ2(ﬂ _ 1)(2 _ 1)

Hn Bn \ P Han
+(ﬁ_1)2(&_1)2{ Awf/y,% . 201/ }
Hn Hn (W1/pn—1) w/p,—1
» 2/ 2 52 /142 ”
_,_(ﬂ_l) (&_1) { x W/ Hi 5+ A2w2/”” } (52.34)
Hn Hn (w2/l4n_1) w2/l"n_1

Similar to (52.23) — (52.33), we get

({22 )
w w

W ) 2 W L w 2 _
:]E(—l—l) (—2—1) +1E( —1)f1(w1,w2,ptn)+]E( —1) fo(W1,2, py) +0(p 1)
Hn Hn Hn

=T +T+T3+0(p7t). (S2.35)

Similar to (52.28) and (52.29), we obtain

1 (W Wy .
T :—IE(—+——2) w1, Wy, S2.36
2 o\ f1 (1, W, py) ( )
and
2
1 UA} 2 p—2 71/1 2
Ty=— ) IE( 1—1) Wy, +—IE( —1)IE RN $2.37
3T LM, fo(Wy, W2, py) 7 B, fa(W1, W2, py) ( )

S 2 2 A 2 /a0 2 1 ~ A
1E(“’1 —1) (“2—1) :113(“’1 —1) (2—1) +—1E(ﬂ+ﬂ—2)fl(w1,w2,yn)

w Hn Hn p \HUun Hn
A N
+ ?nIEfZ(wlrwb’/ln) + O(P 1)
A 2 /4 2
A s
Hn n p

A3
]E:;l +10A3 +2212 +841,, and hence

A 2/ 2 2 2
1E(ui1 —1) (112—1) :m(ﬂ—l) (2—1) +Lhyvop ),
Iz 2 p

where h, , =81,

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

N 4 4
IE(lil —1) :IE(ﬂ—1) +o(1),
w I

which implies the third equation in Lemma 5.3.

38



S2.4 Proof of Lemma 5.4

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

P(BS(e)) = P([w -yl > )

‘tp‘t{IE(ZIE] 1w - ﬂ|) +B) |w ﬂ|}
j=1
= Kpe™! —f{(ZIElw ﬂlz) +IEZ|wj_I/‘|t}
j=1
t/2
= Ktef{p”z(lmwl —ﬂlz) +p By -l (52.39)

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

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

E

1 1 g
r’Ar——lE(g ) trA' <K (IEI ’Ar——trA| +IE| tA——IE(——l) trA’ )
n w
Note that

2 q 2 q
E %trA— lm(@ - 1) trA| <K, ’113(% - 1) - )\‘ A", (S2.40)

n w

Now, we consider E|r

"Ar — %trA|q. There exists a positive constant K; such that

A q A q A
r'Ar— ;trA| < Kq{lE|(r’Ar - EtrA)IBg(s) (r'Ar - ;th)IB,,(e)

q}. (S2.41)

Estimating [E|(r’Ar — n™' AtrA) g ,)|7: Since |r’Ar - %trA| < |lt|l|A]l + C||A]| < C - p||A|l, where C is a

positive constant. Thus, we have

o g
IE|(r Ar— ;trA)IB;(E) < C,p|AlITP(BS (¢)), (52.42)

where C, denotes a positive constant depending on g.
Estimating [E|(r’Ar —n~! /\trA)IBp(E)H: Write

A
r'Ar - —trA = —;
n nw

2 (w-wl,)A(w-wl 2/w% -\
o {( p)Al p)—trA}—Fﬂtl’A:ivl"‘vb (52.43)

o? n

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

oA
1E|(r Ar- ;trA)IBP(E)

q
< Kq(IElvﬂBp(g)W + IElvlep(s)lq)'
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On the event B(¢), we have —e <w—p <¢, and

trA 1

q 1 1
Al

//lz
(W —p)(w+ p) I
wzl/{z BP(E)

ElvoIp ()1 = o

q
< o?4||A||7E

< K, JAIER—
— U9

<K, Il (p“’/ 24 prrtE| L ) (52.44)
o

where the last inequality follows from the same argument in the proof of (52.39). By using
w-wl,=w-pul,—(wl,-pul,), we get

(w-wl,) (w-wl)) q
IEl”UlIBp(g)quan_qIE‘ A —trA IBp(S)
o
gl W= p1p)" (W) q
<Kyn ‘HEH ——A E—trA g (o
wl,—ul,) (w-—ul 9
+an_qIE{( p—H1p) A( M p)}IB o
o o P
_ (W_le)/ (W1p_,”1p) 1
+an qIE{ . A o IBP(S)
wl,—ul,) (wl,—ul 9
+an‘qIE{( p—H1p) A( p~H p)}IB ©
o o P
=: anfq(Vll + V12 + V13 + Vl4)' (8245)
By Lemma 2.2 in Bai and Silverstein [2004], we have
— 4 q9/2 — 129
VHSKq[{IE|w1 L | tr(AA’)} +IE|u| tr(AA’)q/z]. (52.46)
o o
From (w—-p)1, = %lpl;](w—ylp) and p‘llEtr(lpl;,A) = p‘2]Etr(lp1;,A1pll’,) <||Al|, we get
1(W—p p), , ( _,ulp) 1
VlZ—IE‘{E . 1,1,A o Ip,(e)
w—ul,) (1 w—ul 1 q 1 q
qu{m’( Hyp) (_1p1;A)(—””)_tr(_1p1;A) +1Etr(_1p1;,A)' }
o p o p p
w-pul,) (1 w—pul 1 q
SKq{IE'( 1) (—1p1,’,A)m—tr(—1pll’,A) +||A||‘1}
o p o p
w4 1 , , , 4/2 wy— | 1 , , , 4/2 q
qu[{IE|T| tr(plplpAA 1p1p)} +E|=E| tr(;lplpAA 1p1p) ]+Kq||A||
<Vi (S2.47)
Similarly, we get
Vis<Vii,  Via<Vi. (52.48)
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By (52.45) — (52.48), we get
q/2 2
Efv1 I o) < K n—q[{na| ‘”| tr( AA)} |w1 ”| "tr(AA )q/z] (52.49)

From (S2.41) — (S2.44) and (52.49), we have

r’Ar—&trAr
q/2 — 12
<K { ‘q[{IE| ”| tr(AA )} +1E‘u| qtr(AA’)W]
o
+ A (p2 4+ por B[ ) 4 anan)(B;(s))}
sg(w[{m}?} tr(AA’)} |w1 ”| r(AA )q/z]+n‘1||A||‘11P(BC( )))
By this inequality and (52.40), we get
q —y4 q/2
< K [t { rann |  B P
o

1 2
E|r’'Ar — —IE(@ _ 1) trA
n w

+ n9|A9P(BS (€)) +

IE(%-1) —/\' ||A||‘7).

Finally, we prove the last inequality in Lemma 5.4. If ||A|| is bounded, E |w1 - ,u|4 <oo, lwj —pl <
ouVn (j = 1,...,p) where {5,} is a positive sequence satisfying 6, — 0, Sn* = oo, 54wy —
pt|41{|wl,y|25”\/5} — 0 as n — oo, then, for any q > 2,

n_q[{IE|$|4tr(AA’)} 'w1 M'th AA )q/2] <K, 1624
and

‘IE(% -1 ‘ IANl7 < K,n~TAll9 < Kn~'snt ™,
Taking e =n"%,0<a <1/2,and t > = 2a yields that

n||AII7P(BS(¢)) < Kyntop0 .

In fact, from (S2.39), we write
t/2
IP(Bj(e)) < Ktet{pt/z(ﬂilwl —#|2) +p " Elwy —#|t} =P +P,.
Since P, < K;e~fp~t*1(n!/25,)t7* < K, 6l e7tn"2~1 < P, we obtain that
P(BS(¢)) < 2P,. (S2.50)
Substituting e =n"% (0<a <1/2)and t > % into (52.50), we have

nP(BY () < KynTn™ G~ < Kyn™9/2 < Kyn~'opt ™,

Combining all these estimates, we obtain the last inequality in the Lemma.
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S2.5 Proof of Lemma 5.5

First, we denote R; = #(% - 1) and derive some identities that will be used in the proof. It is
obvious that Z;]:l Rj=0and Z?:I R]z +) i+, Rj R}, = 0. Since {wj}?zl are i.i.d., taking expectation
on the above two identities yields that, forany 1 <i = j <p,
- 2_ 12 R.o—__ "2 4_Ya 252 _ V12
ER;=0, ER}=-%, ERR;= o) ER!= 3, ERJR}=—2. (S2.51)
Recall that r = (Ry,...,R,)". From (52.51), we have
E(rr') = P2 (1 ! 1,1 ) (52.52)
np-1\" p '
where 1, =(1,1,...,1)" € RP. It is obvious that
IE(r'Ar - 2trA)(r'Br - QtrB)
n n
trB v votrA 2 (52.53)
= IE(r'Arr’Br) e lE(r’Ar - —2trA) -2 ( "Br - —trB) — —trAtrB
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 (52.51) and the identity Z;}:l R;j =0 that

ER3R, = —— [RS( R;-R )] (S2.54)
T p- Z 1 <p )
ER?R,R; = —IE[RZRZ(ZR “Ry - Rz)]
1 3 252
= _E]E(Rle) - ——B(R{R})
(52554) B V4 B V12 (82 55)

n}(p-1)(p-2) n*(p-2)

p
1
ER,R,R3R, = pTS]E[RlRZIQ(ZRj “R,-R, - R3)]

=1
3 2
= —EE(R1R2R3)
(52.55) 31/4 3V12

S TR D23 2p-2)(p-3) (52.56)

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

E(r’Arr’Br) = (ZR AjR; ZRkBkgRg) Z E(R;R;RyR¢A;;Byy). (S2.57)
i,j,k,€

To calculate (52.57), we split it into the following 11 cases:
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l.i=j=k=¢, Zi(R?)AiiBii;
2.i=j,k=CizkY ik (R?R;E)Aiinki
izk

3. i=jk=¢, Zilék,gf(RiszRf)Aiinfi
*

4. i ij,k = g:Zi,j,k(RiRjR]%)AijBkk;

i#]

5. z¢],k¢€z_k]_€ZZJ(RR )AijBij;

li]

6. izjk=Ci=C(j=k Z,z](R RZ)A

li]

ijBjis
7.i#j,kzli=kC=]}Y ijc (RFR;Re)A;;Bis;
izj=l

8. ixj,k={ (= ],1¢kzl]k(RR Ri)AijByj;

i#jzk

9. z¢],k¢€k_],1¢€zljg(RR R)AiiBje;

i#j=l

10. i=j,k=€i=0k=jY ijk (R7R;Re)A;;Bi;
i#j#k

11. i = ],k z0,0 2 j,i * k,z i,j.k,€ (RiRijRg)Ai]‘Bkg.
i#jzk#l

For ease of presentation, we still keep v, in the expectations although we have obtained its value.
The expectations of all cases are listed as follows.

V4
E ZR?AiiBii =2 ZAiiBii-
1 1

Case 1: From (S52.51), we have

Case 2: From (S52.51), we have

Case 3: Note that

lEZRszRgA”Bkg = ER?R,R, Z A;;By+ER RZ(ZA”BM + ZA”Bli (S2.58)
ik, ik, ik
k=( izk=l €¢z k=#i

Now, we estimate the magnitude of the summation terms on the RHS of (52.58). 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

B[y AiBu| = E|itrAI; B, | < pEOAI1B1,) < (AL [B) = 0p%), (5259
ik,€
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E ) A;iBy = BtrAtrB < p”E(|All- [BI) = O(p?), (52.60)
il

E ) A;Bj; < pEl|diag(A)diag(B)|l < pEE(IAll-B)) = O(p). (52.61)
i

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|ZA1, (1,)B1 ’<IE(ZA )l/Z{Z )'Bl,,1;131;',}1/2:0(p3/2). (52.62)

From (52.59) — (52.61), we have

E Z Alszf - (ZAzszé ZAHBIZ ZAzszz ZAzzB€€+ZZA11Bzz) )

ik, ik,
irkzl
(S2.63)
It follows from (S2.54), (S2.55), (52.58), (S2.62), and (S2.63), that
E Z(R?RkRZ)Aiinf = Z AjiBe+o(n").
ik, ik,
k#l 1¢k¢€
Case 4: Similarly to Case 3, one can conclude that
-1
IEZR RiR2A;Byy = — _2 Z A;jBy +o(nt).
i,j,k i,j,k
i#] i=j=k
Case 5:
22 2 2
IEZRi R2A;;B;; = E(RIR} ZAIJB g {tr(AB’) - ZAiiBii}.
1 1, 1
i#] 1¢]]
Case 6: y
2
IEZR2R2A,]B], = E(RIR3) ZA,] i = n—lz{tr(AB) - ZA,,B,,}.
1 1
i#] z¢]
Case 7: By (52.55), we have
E Z R2R;R;A;iBj; = O(n"3) x Z AijBig. (S2.64)
il il
i#j=l i#j=l

Notﬁ that, 1,A’B1, < p||A|-|IB]| = O(p), tr(A’B) < pl|Al|-||B]| = O(p), and by (52.61) and (52.62),
we have

EZAUBZZ = IEZAUBM IEZAIZBZI = O 3/2) (82-65)

izl

44



thus,

i,j,0
i#j=l

i=l i#]
It follows from (S2.64) and (S2.66) that

E Z R2R;R;A;iBj = o(n").
i,j,0
i#j=l

Case 8: Similarly to Case 7, we have

E Z RZRJZRkAIJBk] = O(Tl_1 )
i,j,k
i#jzk

Case 9: Similarly to Case 7, we have

E Z RiRZR;A;iBj¢ = o(n™").
i,j,€
izj=l

Case 10: Similarly to Case 7, we have

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

Case 11: By (52.56), we have

2 -4 E
E RiRijRgAijBkg = O(Tl ) AijBkg.
i,j,k,€ i,j,k,€
i#jzk#l i#jzk=l

Note that, by (52.66) we have
E )  AijBy

i,j,kC
i#jzk=l

= E(1,A1, — trA)(1,B1, - trB) ~ E Z AijBi—E Z AijBy —IEZAi]-Bij

il ik 0
izj=l i#jzk i#]
2
Thus,
E Z R;R;RReA; By = o(n™").
ijkt
i=jzk#l
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Combining (52.57) and Cases 1 — 11 gives us

-3
E(r’Arr'Br) =412 ZA”B” + ~2{trAtB + tr(AB) + tr(AB)}
112 5 ( Z A”Bkg + Z Al]Bkk] + 0 1). (82.67)
P ikl i,j,k
izk=l 1¢]¢k

Step 2: Estimate the second and third terms. From (52.52) and (52.65), we have

2
votrB ( , %) ) votrB { . Vo } v2trB
E(r'Ar— —=trA|= [Etr(Arr’) — —=trA
ot ” r{Arr’) - —=tr E 1%

n n2(p-1)
(ZBkkAke + ZBeeAke + Z BzzAkZ)
Kl
k¢€ k¢€ 1;k¢€
2
V2 -1
=2 N BiAg+o(n™h). (S2.68)
n2(p-1) Zkzg "
ikl
Similarly, we obtain
2
VotrA (/ &) ) V) -1
E(r'Br—- =trB|=——+—"— A;:Byrp+ . S2.69
——E(rBr——tur nz(p_l)ikzguke o(n™) (52.69)
ik2l

Step 3: From (52.53) and (52.67) — (52.69), we have
IE(r’Ar - 2trA)(r’Br - ﬁtrB)
n n

p
V4 —3v v
:u § A;iBj; + ﬁ{trAtrB +tr(AB’) + tr(AB)}
i=1

n7- p > [ ) AiiB+ Z A;JBkk]‘i' [ ) B+ Z A”Bke)

i,k i,j,k i,k i,k
izk=l izjzk izk=l izk=l

2
&) -1
— —StrAtrB+o(n™")
n?

-3 Vi, —v2
u} A;Bj; + 212 {tr(AB )+ tr(AB)} + 2 2trAtB
n

n?
i=
vioy
Y2 T 12 -1
n2 D) [ Z AiiBre + ZAl]Bkk)+0 )
p ikl i,j,k
i#2k=l 1¢]¢k

_3 Vip—v2 v} -v
_va=3vip ZA”BUJF {tr(AB )+tr(AB)}+ 12 —ZtrAtrB + O(—2 . L2y fo(n™h),
11 n

i=1
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vy —3V12 V12—V§ 1
—§ A;B+ 22 {tr(AB)+tr(AB)}+ —2trAtrB +o(n!),
n
i=1

o_»n

where in the third “=" we use Equation (52.63), and in the last we use Lemma 5.3.

$2.6 Proof of Lemma 5.7
Limit of 82y1 (le Zz)/(azl 822)1
Since IE|E]-(2) -b (z)|2 < K|z|4/(nv8), it is enough to prove that

92
921822[ p(22 ZIE] 1{ j(z )}]

(52.70)
I 2[ m'(z))m'(z)) 1 ] clay +az)m’(z))m’(z5)
{m(z1)—m(z2))?  (z1-22)% | {1+ Am(z1)}2{1 + Am(z,)}?
By Lemma 5.5, we have
92
LHS of (52.70) = m{yn(zpzz) +V12(21,22) + )}13(21,22)} +op(1), (52.71)

where

n

~ p
Yii(z1,20) = M—Mbp(zl)bp(ZZ) ZZIEj[Dfl(ﬁ)]z‘ilEj[Dfl(Zz)]ii:

1’12
j=1 i=1
2 n
Via(z1.22) = 32 by(21)bp(z2) ) _tr{E;D; (2 E;D; " (22)},
j=1
V12_V22 - -1 -1
Vislz1,22) = =2 by(z)by(z2) ) tr{E;D; (z1)}tr {E;D} (z2)},

j=1

where v, = IE(u - )2, vy = IE(@ ~ 1)4, Vip = IE(%—T - 1)2(@ ~ 1)2, w, = Y _ wig/p. We claim

wy wy wy
that the following statements hold true as n,p — oo (t

*V11(z1,22) P

o be proven later):

(
m’(zy)m’(z5)
{

a

07,0z, - {1 + /\m( OV + Am(z,))? (52.72)
PVio(21,25) P 2m/(21)m(2)) 2

821822 - {_(zl) _(22)}2 ( 1_22)2’ (8273)
P*Vi3(21,20) P ca,m’(zy)m’(zp)

9210z {1+ Am(z)P(1 + Am(z;))”’ (52.74)

By (S2.70) — (S2.74), we obtain the limit of #gzzyl(zl,zz).
Now, we provide the proofs of (52.72) — (52.74) as follows:
Proof of (52.72): It is enough to find the limit of

n p
% ZZIEf[Dfl (21 )]iiIEf[D;l (22)11‘1"

=1 i=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.
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Lemma S2.1. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, for any 1 < j < n, we have as p — oo
ZIE][D 21 ][D (25 ] — m(zy)m(zy).

By E|:2trD™!(z) - 2EtrD™!(z )|’? < Kn™¥2vy" (K, is a positive constant), the formula (2.2) of
Silverstein [1995], m,(z) = —% i=1Bj(z ) and Lemma 5.4, we have

by (2) ~ By (2 '<T EB1(2) = —2Bm,(2), by(2) +zm)(2)| <

Thus, by (52.75), Lemmas 5.3 and S2.1, we have as n,p — oo

(S2.75)

Biks

caym(zy)m(z,)
{1+ Am(z)}{1 + Am(z,)}

Yi1(z1,22) 3’ cayz1zpm(zy)m(zy)m(zy)m(z;) =

where the equality above follows from m(z) = —z~}{1 + Am(z)}~!. This implies (52.72).
Proof of (52.73): 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
_ _ Srcnvamy(z1)m,(z3)
tr[IEj{Djl(zl)}Djl(ZZ)][l e
{1+ 5 vomy (2 {1 + 5= vomp(20))
necy, 1 1/2
= + Op(n .
2122 {1+%V2m2(21)}{1+%vzm2(22)} pn)
By using (52.75) and this lemma, },(z1,2,) can be written as
ap(21,22)V12 ¢ 2 _
Via(21,22) = = Z =) +O0p(n'?),
nv; =T 1-5rap(z1,22)

where 5 0 0
V2Cﬂmp(zl) p(z2)
1

{1+ 2=Lyymd (201 + 2 vom(z0))

ap(ZIJZZ) =
By Lemma 5.3, the limit of a,(zy,25) is

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

a(leZZ) =

These estimates imply (52.73).

Proof of (52.74): We have lE‘Il]trIE]-DjTl(zl)ll—JtrIE]-D]TI(zz) —mp(z1)m)(z;)| = o(1). By Lemma 5.3, we

getlim, ., p(vi2— v3) = a,. This, together with (S2.75), implies that as n,p — oo

P cam(zy)m(z;)
V13022 = N Am(z))

This implies (52.74).
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Limit of 9%)),(z,2,)/(02,02,):
For any p x p matrix A, we have

4 4 lIA]|
r{D7(2) - D (2)}A < B
By Lemma S1.2 and (52.76), we have
q K
1E|QtrD—1(z) - QIEtrD—I(z)} <1
n n nq/2vg

where K, > 0 is a constant depending on g, which implies that

— > Kz*
E[B(2)-by(2)| < .
J Tl‘l/g

The above inequalities will be used in the following proof.

(S2.76)

(S2.77)

(52.78)

Denoting Y, j(z1,25) := lEj,l{Bj(zl)ej(zl)}IEj,l{Ej(zz)ej(zz)}. To prove the second part of the

lemma, it is enough to show that, for each 1 <j <,
V2,j(21,22) = bp(21)bp (22 B 1 (20 By 8(z2)} = 0p(n7"),
and
by(21)by(22{ B 1 €j(z0)HE _1€j(22)} = op(n™").

Proof of (S2.79): We write

LHS of (52.79) = Ej_; [{Ej(zl)— bp<zl>}sj<zl>]mj,l{Ej<zz>ej<zz>}

+ By (Bplz1 ez [By1 | (B (22) - byl e 22)]
= AV} (21,20) + AV (21,22).

Note that, for any q1,q, > 1 with 1/g; + 1/q, =1, we have

(1) — a\Va — a2\ /42
E|AYE) 12| < (B[E 1 (B e - bpenleien] ") (BB 1B (2] )
_ g1\/n _ 9:\1/92
< (B|iB - bl ") (E[F st
From Lemma 5.4 and (52.78), for any 1 < g; <2 and g, > 2, we have
2q)

2

E|{Bye1) ~ byefesten)|” < (B[ a0) - b,;(zl)lq”zl)w(lElsj(zﬂl””‘z“)

_q _241 4g,-4
<Kn z2n 2 &,

_1 <494
=Kn6,"

and

|Z|‘12
q2

Yo

- 1 24,4
1E|ﬁj(zz)ej(zz)|qz§1< n e,
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Thus,

4914, 2924

1E|Ay§]1j)(zl,zz)| <Kn's," 2 =on).

Similarly, we can obtain 1E|Ay§,2j)(zl,22)| = o(n~1). Thus, we complete the proof of (S2.79).
Proof of (52.80): By (52.52), we get

- v _
E; 1€j(z) =Ej_ {r;DJ- 1(z)rj - ftrD]- 1(z)}

_ V) _
= tr{E;_; D} (2)Erjr/} - ~*Ej,trD; (2)

__pv 1 | V) .
= n(p—])tr{]Ej_le (Z)(Ip—l—lelp)}—zlE]'_ltrDj (Z)
-_ " E
TR

By Lemma 2.3 in Bai and Silverstein [2004] and our Lemma S1.5, we have as p — oo

{rD7!(2) - 1;,D]f1(z)1p}.

1 _ P 1 _ r 1
I—)trDjl(z) = m(z), l—)1;,D]. Y2)1, > -

By (52.77) and the identity m,(z) = -+ Yi-1 Bj(2), we have
|by(2) + B, (2)| < Kn™'/2.
This, together with Lemma 5.4, yields that
|by(2) + 2mp(2)] < Kn ™2, (S2.81)

Equation (52.80) follows from the above estimates.

S2.7 Proof of Lemma S2.1
|z]

By Lemma S1.2, the inequality |B;j(z)| < 7, and Lemma 5.4, we get

E|(15){D7 (z1) - EDT (z1)} 15

n 2
= E|) (B~ B)(1,){Di'(z) - Dy e
=1
n
1 l 2
< KZIE’(IEj—IEj_l)ﬁlj(zl)r D151, D; ! r]’
i 2
< KZIE|/31]~(21 r/D}15(1}) D1 |
<Kn1, (S2.82)

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

nzzZIE][D (z1)-ED; ()] IE;[ D} 22]‘

j=1i=1
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21)0 ZIE' (1,)'{D7" (z1) - ED} (21)}11‘<K” )

and thus
1 & & /2
-1 _ -1
n? ]EJ[ ~ED}'(z ]'i]Ej[Dj (ZZ)]ii_OP(n )
j=1i=1
Similarly, we have
1 & & 2
- E;[D;!(z,) - ED; zz]IE[D zl] = Op(n~12).
j=11i=1

With the above two inequalities, it remains to find the limit of
1 14
-1 -1
> ;E[D ; (zl)]iiIE[D 7 (zz)]ii. (S2.83)
1=

It is easy to see that the sum of expectations in (52.83) is exactly the same for any j. Moreover, we
have

p
117ZIE[D;1(Zl)]iiE[D;1(22)]ii > m(z))m(z;), s p = co.
i-1

This completes the proof of Lemma S2.1.

S2.8 Proof of Lemma S2.2

Let

1
D:(z) =D(z)-r;t.—r;v;, by(z)= ,
ij(2) = D) —rix; —xjxj, - bi(2) 1 +n~1v,EtrD]}(2)

1

Bij(z) = —————
1+riDz‘j (2)r;

We have the equality

n—1 g , n-1
D]‘(Zl)+zllp— 7 Vzbl(zl)lp:Zriri— 7 Vzbl(zl)lp.

i#]
Multiplying by Q,(z1) := {z11, - %vzbl (zl)Ip}_1 on the LHS and D]Tl (z1) on the RHS, and using
r/D;!(2)) = Bij(21)r}D;}! (21), we get

Djl(zl) —Q,(z1) + b1(z1)A(z1) + B(z1) + C(z1), (52.84)

where

1) = iQp(Zl)(l'il'f - %Ip )Di_]’l(zl)r

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

Clz1) = “2b1(21)Qp(z1) )_{D;}'(z1)-Dj' (@)}

i#]
by ( 1+p/
Forany t € R, |1 — tby (2)/2"! < In'f{/z;bl >')} < B} rhys,
1+p/(nv
1Q, (21l < % (52.85)

For any random matrix M, denote its nonrandom bound on the spectrum norm of M by |||M]||. Since
the same argument in (52.77) holds for DI%, and from (52.85), Lemma 5.4, we get

|Z1|2{1+P/(”V0)} 1/2
s n'-.

E|trB(z; )M| < K|[[M]]| (52.86)
Yo
From (S52.76), we have
z1l{1 + p/(nv
trc(zn ] < v E2 B0, (52.87)
0
From (52.85) and Lemma 5.4, we get, for M nonrandom,
1
EltrA(z))M] < K||M||wnl/2. (52.88)
0
Note that
tr[lE-{A(zl)}D]Tl(zz)]
=tr ZQP Z (r T IP)IEJID ]1( )}Di_jl(zz)
i<j
- v
#tr)_ Qplan)(rrf - 21, (D7 (20D () - D 22)
i<j
< v
+ trIEj{ ZQp(zl)(rirlf - 7211, )Di—jl(zl)}D]Tl (z2),
i>j
thus, by using D;l(z) (z) = =Bij(2)D;; (z)r;1;D;; ( ), we can write
tr[IEj{A(Zl )}Dfl (22)] = A1(21,22) + Ax(21,22) + A3(21,22) + R(z1, 22), (52.89)
where
n
A(z1,2) = - Zﬁz](zz JE]{D ]1(21)}ijl(Zz)fiffojl(Zz)Qp(ﬁ )i, (52.90)

i<j
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As(z1,z) = —-2tr )~ Qy(z1)E;{D;} (z)}{D} " (22) - D} (z2),

i<j

As(z1,2)) = tr io,,(zl)(rir; - 221, )IEj{D;jl(zl>}D1]1<zZ)

i<j

R(Zl,Zz) = tI‘IE]'{ ZQP(Zl )(I’il'z" - %IP )Dl_Jl (zl)}D;1 (ZZ)' (8291)

i>j

It is easy to see that R(zy,z;) = Op(1). We get from (52.76) and (52.85) that |A,(z,2;)| < W.

0
Similar to (S2.88), we have [E|A3(z1,2;)| < %nl/z. It remains to derive the limit of A;(z,z25).
0

By using Lemma 5.4 and similar argument in (52.101), we have, for i < j,

E|fij(z2)r/B;{D;} (20)}D}} 221/ D} (22)Qp (21 )
2
22 b1 (z2)tr (D5 (20D 22) |er (D7 )y )|
< E’ﬁij (22 fiIEj{ij (21)}1)1]1( rirD (25)Qp (21 )r;
2

- 22 iyttt By {D7 D7 (22) |1 D7 )y 21|

2
+E|-2{pij(z2) - b1<zZ>}tr[1E]-{D;;<zl>}D;;<zZ>]tr{D;;<zQ>Qp<zl>}|
< JE}ﬁij<zz>(r;IEj{D;j (21))D7} (z2)r; - “2tx| E;{D}] (21)|D7} (2 >])r1Dl] (22)Qp(21)1;
+ 22,z By <zl>)}le< 2)|[£1D7) 2210y (21 - 2ex{ D7 (z2)Q (20}
2
+ |2 {i(z2) - by ()| By (D )JD; (22) (D7 (22)Qp 21|
<Kn™2, (52.92)
By (52.76), we have
lE'tr[IEj{D;jl(zl)}D;jl (zz)]tr{Di_-l(zz)Qp(zl)l
_tr[IEj{D] Yz)|D5 (2 )]tr{D Hz2)Qp(z))| < K (52.93)
It follows from (52.92) and (S2.93) that
E[Ay(z1,22) + %v%bl(zz)tr[mj{D;1(21 D7z )]tr{D 1z)Qy (1)} < Kn2. (52.94)
By using (52.84) — (52.89), we have
(D7 ) (22)] = e By Qp<z1> {EAE)ID] (22)| + Op(n'”)

= —tr{Q,(21)D;  (z2)} + by (21 rEj{A(2))|D; ! (22) + Op (')
= —tr{Q,(21)D; " (22)} + b1 (21)A1 (21, 2) + Op(n'?).
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This, together with (52.94), implies that
D7 1)) e[ 1+ 255 021 (201 (22)0{D} 200y 2|
= —tr{Qp(21)D; (zo)} + op<n“2>.
By using (52.84) — (S2.88) and (52.76), we have
5 D7 D e[ 1= L5 921 (2001 (22 )r{ @y 22)Qp )|
- tr{Qp(zz)QP(zl)} +0p(n'/?). (S2.95)

From (52.76), we have |by(z) - b,(z)| = O(n~!). This, together with (S2.81) and (S2.95), implies that

[ (D} e ][ T ]
j 1+ —vzmg(zl)}{l + Ly, md(2,))
_ ey 1 +0p(n'7?),

2123 {1+ 7V2m2(21)}{1 o Vng(ZZ)}

This completes the proof of Lemma S2.2.

$2.9 Tightness of M,(,U(z)

The proof of the tightness of Ml(jl)(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)) - My (z,)2

1;21,2,€C, |Zl _Z2|2

(S2.96)

is finite.

Before proceeding, we provide some results needed in the proof later. First, moments of
ID~L(2)||, ||D]71(z)|| and ||Dl-‘]-1 (z)|| are bounded in p and z € C,,. It is easy to see that it is true for z € C,,
and for z e Cp if x, < 0. For zeC, or, if x, > 0, z € Cy, we have from Proposition 2.4 that

IA

Ky + v_mP(“B(]’)“ 21y O /\min(B(]’)) < 17€)

< K +Kn"e"n <K

E|ID; " (2)|I"

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, 17, is any number between x; and A(1 —v/c)? and if x; < 0, 77, can be any
negative number. So for any positive integer m,

max D~ (2)I", BID; ()", BID; ()] < K. (52.97)

By the argument above, we can extend Lemma 5.4 and get

q
|]E(a(v)l_[(riB(g)(v)r1 - Tl_ltI'B(g)(‘l/)))| < Kn_lézq - (52.98)
(=1
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where B,(v) is independent of r; and

max(Ja(v)], [B(o)()ll) < K(l 1 Lypo)y, or Amin@)sw})'

for some positive s, with B being Bj or Bg. By (52.98), we have
Ele;(z)|" < K,n 83", (S2.99)

where K, is a positive constant. Let y;(z) = r}D;l(z)rj - n_lvﬂEtrD]Tl(z). By Lemma S1.2, (52.98)
and Holder’s inequality, with similar derivation on page 580 of Bai and Silverstein [2004], we have

Elyj(z) - €j(z)|" < nIan;Z' (S2.100)
It follows from (52.99) and (S2.100) that
Ely;(2)" < Kpyn ' 83", m> 2. (S2.101)
Next, we prove that b,(z) is bounded. With (52.98), we have for any m > 1,
E|B; (2)|" < K. (52.102)

Since by(z) = B1(z) + B1(2)by(2)y1(2), it is derived from (52.101) and (52.102) that |b,(z)] < K; +
K2|bp(z)|n_1/2. Hence, we have

K
b, (2)| < :

_WSK. (52.103)

With (52.98) — (S2.103) and the same approach on Page 581 — 583 of Bai and Silverstein [2004],
we can obtain that (52.96) is finite.

S2.10 Proof of Lemma 5.8
Let ap(z) =L+ /\IEmp(z)Ip, then

nA, = #mp(z) + pzEm,(z) = B{, (2)P1(2)} + BB (2)Ps(2)), (S2.104)

where
Pi(z) = nr| D7 (2)Q, (2)r, - Atr{Q, ! (2)EDT ! (2),
Py(2) = Atr{Q, (2)ED} (2)} - Atr[6;1<z)1ED—1(z)}.
Since 1 = b, —bjy1 +B1byyi, where y; = y(2) :=r{D7' (2)r; — n~ ' v, BtrD7 ! (2), we have
E{B1(2)P1(2)} = by(2)EP1(2) - by (2)E(y1(2) Py (2)} + by (2)E(B1 (2) 77 (2) Py (2)). (52.105)

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

EP) (z) = #ﬁp(z){ﬂﬁyl(z) 12 A IEter(z)}, (52.106)
E{y1(2)P1(2)}
_ nna({rin(zm - 247 @)D 1, (o) - %tr{Df(z)G,,l(z)}])
.- (;% 1)1E[{trD;1 (2)-1,D;" (211, }tr[D7 ()0} (z)}]
- #mp(z)mtr{DIl(z)}lEyl (z)+0(1), (52.107)
E{p1(2)77(2)Pi(2)]

= B{nf1 (272 D7 (21, (2 | - B| 1 (21 2e{AQ; (D7 (2))|
+ Cov(ﬁl(z)yf(z), tr{/\a;,l(z)DIl(z)})
=0(52), (S2.108)

 pradbi(2)

BB (&Pl = = o IEtr{D[l(z)éljl(z)Djl(z)}+O(n_l/z), (52.109)

where 0,, is as defined in the truncation condition 15.

From this lemma and (52.104), (52.105), we get

nAp :]1+]2+]3+0(1), (82110)
where
_ nby(2) vy—A i bg(z)/\tr{IEDfl(z)}IEyl (2)
hi=13 AEm, (2) {Eyl(z) t o BiD; (Z)} i 1+ A\Em, (2)
b2(z)v2 _
- n’é’gz_) vlz)IE[{trDIl(z) - 1;,D;1(z)1,,}tr{D;1(z)Q;I(z)}],
I = —nbg(z)lﬁ({rgngl(z)rl - %trngl(z)}[r;Df(z)G;l (2)r] — %tr{Dgl(z)al—,l(z)l]),

~ pbl%(z)/\vz
- onlp-1)

The limits of J;, ], and J5 are provided in the following lemma, whose proof is postponed to Section
S2.12.

3 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)

Ji—-

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

Jo— -

s

J3—
By this Lemma and (52.110), we get the limit of nA,,.

S2.11 Proof of Lemma S2.3

Proof of (52.106): this equation follows from the definition of y,(z).
Proof of (52.107): For [E{y;(z)P;(z)}, we have

E{y1(2)Pi(2)}

=nE {f'lDIl(Z)h - 24D7 () + 24Dy (2) - %IEtrD;l(z)}
n n

X [r’lDfl (2)Q; (2)r; - —tr{ (2)Q,' (2)) + %tr{DII(z)le(z)}])

A

1+ /\IEmp(z)

= nIE({r’lDII(z)rl - %trDIl(z)}[r'lDIl(z)(S;,l(z)rl - %tr{DIl(z)agl(z)}])
vs

n(p-1)

n(‘; Vgl)Cov(terl (2), D7 (2)Q; (Z)})

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

IE[{trDI1 (z) - 1;)DI1 (Z)lp}tr{DI1 (z)(j;,1 (z)}]

;
(p—l)

A

1+ AEm,(z)

= n]E({rinl(z)rl - %trDIl(z)}[rin(z)a;,l(z)rl - %tr{DIl(z)aljl(z)}])

Cov(trD (2), 1 ;1(z)6;1(z)1,,)
Etr(D;' (2)}Ey; (2)

V2

> -1y B[ {07 (1= 1,07 (21, er{D7 (207 (2]

bl . .
_me(z)mtf{m (2)}Ey1(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 (52.52), we get
nIE[{r'lDfl(z)rl - 2trDIl(z)} . 2t1r{DII(z)6;,1(z)}]
; nm[{%tﬂ);l( )- 2EuD;! (2 )} D7 (2)Q; () ]

:vztr(lE(rlr;)IE[Dgl() ])__§ [trD )t { Il(Z)é,;l(Z)}]
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+ 1/2t1r[IE{DI1 (2)6;1 (z2)trD7! (z)}IE(rlri )] - VZIE{trDI1 (z)}tr[IE{DI1 (2)6;1 (z)}IE(rlri )]
_v
~n(p-1)

Pv3

ulp - 1)

2

2
n(p-1)

IE[{trDI1 (z) - 1;,DI1 (z)lp}tr{Df1 (2)6;1 (z)}]

Cov(trDI1 (z),tr{DI1 (2)Q," (Z)})

Cov(trDIl(z), 1;,0;1(2)6;1(z)1p).
2. The last equality is due to

%Cov(trDIl(z), tr{Dgl(z)(g;l(z)}) — o™, (S2.111)

n(p— 1)C°V(thIl (2), 1,D7'(2)Q," (z)lp) =0(n™). (S2.112)

The equation (52.111) follows from the inequality
E[trD; ! (z)M - EtrD} ' (2)M|” < K|M]P%, (52.113)

where M is any deterministic p x p matrix. The proof of (52.113) is similar to Equation (4.7)
of Bai and Silverstein [2004]. The equation (S2.112) follows from (S2.113) and Lemma S1.5.

Proof of (S2.108): For IE{ﬁl(z)ylz(z)Pl(z)}, we have

E{p1(2)y7 ()P (2 >}
= E{nf1 (20 D7 (10, (s -
= E{nfy (7220 D7 ()G, 2 | - IE[ﬁ1
+Cov(B1(2)72(2), tr{)\Qp (2)D7'(2)})

(2) E[Atr{Q, (2)D7' (2)}]
271 ()t {AQ, ! (2)D7 (2)}]

From Lemma 5.4 and equation (52.113), we have

{n/s1< )7i(2)riDy (2 )6;,1(z>r1}—IE[/31<z>yf<z>tr{A6;1<z>D;1<z>}]
D) 1/2

<n{Ely2@)p1(2) }m[lE|r1 D' (2)Q,' (2 )rl—itr{Qp (2)D 11<z>}|]

Kn(if1 6ﬁ)1/2n71/2 = Ké,%,

IA

and
Cov(ﬁl(z)yf(z), tr{/\agl(Z)Dfl(z)})
<(®ip @) fEnir (B @D 2) - IEtr{A@;l<z)D11(z)}‘2)l/2

< Kn~V453.

These estimates yield (52.108).
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Proof of (S2.109): From (S2.52), and

D;'(z)-D!(z) = B1(z)D7* (2)r; 1, D7 (2),
B1(2) = by(2) = by(2)y1(2)B1(2),
EBi(2) = by(z) + o(n™"/2),

=

we have

= pp—tr[lE{Dfl(z)aljl(z)Dfl(z)}(lp 11)117 p)]+O( -172)
= p—IEtI‘{Dfl (z)(ﬂj;l(z)Dfl(z)} + O(Tl_l/z),

which is (52.109). Below are some interpretations of the above equalities:

1. The fourth equality follows from

E{1(2)71(2)r; D7 (2)Q; ' (2)D7 (2)r1 | = O(n7/?),
which can be proved by using Lemma 5.4.

2. The last equality follows from

Abp(2)v,
n(p-1)

This can be proved by using Lemma 5.3 and Lemma S1.5.

“Etr{D;! ()0, (2)D7 (2)1, 1} = O(n ™)

$2.12 Proof of Lemma S2.4
Step 1: Consider J;. By Lemma 2.3 in Bai and Silverstein [2004], we have

1 1, \ P
I—)trD]- (z) » m(z).

By this estimate, Equation (52.52) and Lemma S1.5, we get

% 1 > N _
nEy,(z) = }%Etr{(ll, - Elplp)Dll(z)} ~ v, EtrD] (2)
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__"n ’ -1 V2 -1
- —EIEtr{lle (2)1,)+ B ()
— Mm(z) +1/z}.

By Lemma S1.5, we have

bz(z)v2 ~ L _ ~_
e 12)“5[{@1 H2) = 1,7 2 fur{ D1 (2)Q, (Z’}]
cz2m?(z) A2 m(z)
= e (O}

By Lemma 5.3, Equation (52.75) and the above estimates, we have

A m(z){z(A+ hy)m(z) + A}

zm(z) B
h_>_1+/\m(z){(/\+hl)m(z)+2}__ 1+ Am(2)

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

Jo =21 +2]20+]23+0(1),

where

B 2(,) P
o =~ (o)) o 0 )
i=1

n
vi2b5(2) -
J22 = ~———Eux{D*(2)Q;' (2),
(viz = v3)by(2) _ A
J23 = _+IE[’[I‘D1l(Z)tl‘{Dll(Z)Qpl(Z)}].
~ 2
since Y7 B([D7!(2)]. [D71(2)Q; (2)],.) > T4k, we have
I —ca,z22m?*(z)m?(2)
21 1+ Am(z)
Note that Il—)]Eterz(z) — m’(z), thus we get
. _c)\zzzm’(z)mz(z)
= 1+ Am(z)
By Lemma 5.3, we get
[ _cazzzmz(z)mz(z)
23 1+ Am(z)

From these estimates, we have

cz’m?(2){(a1 + ap)m*(2) + 2A%m’(2))
1+ Am(z)

J»—-

Step 3: Consider J3. To calculate the limit of J3, we can expand DIl(z) like (S2.84) and find the
limit of /5 using the method similarly to Bai and Silverstein [2004]. The limit of J5 is

cA’m?(2)
{1+ Am(2)}[{1 + Am(2)}> = cA?m?(2)]
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S2.13 Proof of Lemma S1.5

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

IElr;D]TI(z)x x’DTl(z)rjlq

SKq( r'D7! (2)%,%,D;  (2)r; ——tr{D] (z )xpx;,D]fl(z)}r
+|_21Etr D! Xp p ] }'q)
< Ky(n205" 4+n_q):O(n_2), (S2.114)

where %tr{DJTl(z)xpx‘;D]Tl(z)} = nlp lpD 2(2)1 p= O(n~1). Write

X;,D71 (2)x, - xI;IEDf1 (2)x,

- Zx;,{(JE]- —lEj_l)D_l(z)}xp
j=1

5l ta-srel

=1

- Z(IE] - IEj,l)/3j(z)r]'-D]71(z)xpx;]D]Tl(z)rj.
=1

By Lemma S1.2, (52.114), and |;(2)| < |zl/v, we have
2
2)%, |

IEIxI'DD_1 X, — )(;,IED_1 (2)x,

n
<K ) EI(E;~Ej1)B;(2)r;D; (2)x,x, D (2)r,
j=1
n
<K Z‘IE|[%]~(z)r;D]T1(z)xpxl'yD]Tl(z)rﬂ2
=1
<Knl.

Thus, we have
Elx,D~" (2)x, - x,ED " (z)x,|> — 0. (S2.115)
Recall that ap(z) =1, + AEm,(2)I,. From m,(z) = —% X?:l Bj(z) and r]’.D’l(z) = /J’j(z)r’.Dfl(z),

. i
we obtain

= --Q,'(2){D(z) +2Q,(2)|D "' (2)
= - %6;1(27){ r]r; +z/\]Emp(z)Ip}D_1(Z)
j=1
= - % Zﬁ](z)Q;,l(z)rjr;D;l(Z) + /UE{ﬁzl(Z)}Q;l(z)D_l(z)
j=1
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Taking expectation of the above identity yields that
~ -1
{-2Q,(2)} -ED7(2)

= gm{ﬁl(z)égl(z)rlriDjfl(z)}+ AEB (2))

. Ggl(z)IEDfl(z).

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

x‘;IED_1 (z)x, + z{lTEmp(z)} = 01(2) + 02(2) + 03(2),

where
01(2) := glE{ﬂl(Z)Pll(Z)}f
o1(2) =0, (2| D7 (2%, ~ 2x,Q, (2D (2)x,,
A —~
02(2) = ZE| 1 (2,5 (2D () - D )y |
A —~
03(2) = S 1 (2%, G (D 2) - BD ), |
Recalling the notations defined above and the following equalities:
012) = ZE{B, (2hon1 () - ZE{B1 (2)B, (2)e1 (2)ons (2},
Eﬁm:bﬂm—gﬁwumgauﬁ;q@_mnf@w
From (52.116) — (52.117), Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4, it is easy to see that

_ nEpqq(2) 1
B z {1+c/\m(z) +0(1)}'

01(2)

From (52.52) and Lemma 5.3, we have

Ep1(2) = —ﬁ%{xﬂﬂ)f(@x}j + 0(1)}.

Therefore, by (52.118) — (52.119), and Lemma 5.3 we have
Am(z)

01 (Z) = WXPIEDIWZ)XP + 0(1)

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

x[’)IED’l(z)xp 1
14+ Am(z) i z{1 + EAm(z)}

=o(1),

which implies that

_ 1
x,ED 1(Z)xp -

This, together with (S2.115), completes the proof of Lemma S1.5.
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$2.14 Proof of Corollary 2.6

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

1 cA
_ 1 , $2.120
z m+1+/\m ( )
1+ A 2 /\2 2
dp o UHAm”—cdm” (S2.121)
m?(1+ Am)?
m=— (52.122)
-1 -Am+cAm’ '
2 1 2
dm _ m (1 +Am) (52.123)

dz ~ {(1+Am)?—cA2m2}(—1 — Am+ cAm)?’

As their derivations are straightforward, the proofs are omitted.

§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 fi = x,

cA? zm3(2){1 + Am(z))
BXy = 27 986 [{1+ /\m(z)}2 —cA2m?(z))?
1 m?(z) {hym(z) + Am(z) + Az} {1 + Am(z)) dz
27t Je {1+ Am(z)})?2 - cA?2m?(z)
¢ L2 () (ar +ay)m?(2) + 2A2m (2){1 + Am(2)) dz
27 Jo {1+ Am(2)}2 —cA?m?(z) ’
= Ii(f1) + La(f1) + I3(f1)-

For I1(f1), by using (52.120) and (52.121), we get

cA? zm3(2){1 + Am(z)}

i D o

_cA? A1+ Am) (1= Am+cAm){(1+Am)® —cA’m?)
21 Ji {(1+ Am)? — cA2m?)? m3(1+ Am)3 -

1 cA?(1+ Am—cAm)

) %960 (1+ Am)*{cA2m? = (1 + Am)?|

dz

L(fi) =

The poles of I;(f;) are —A71, —m, we have by the residue theorem

A A
fl 1+C—51+\/_ —El—\/_)Z:O.
For the second integral I,(f;), by using (52.120) — (52.122), we have,

1 22m?(2){1 + Am(2)}{hym(z) + Am(z) + A/z)
27U§C {1+ Am(z)}? - cA?m?(z)
1 m?(1 + Am)

1
T2 (14 Am)? —cAZm ¢ {Uﬁﬂ)mHhﬁA c)

dz

L(fi) =

m(1+ Am) }

—1-Am+cAm
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1= 2((1 2_ 12,2
( Am +cAm)“{(1 + Am) c/\m}dm

mA(1+ Am)* -
_ L L W) - AmrcAm)
C2mi Jp m(1+ Am)3 -
The pole of I,(f;) is —A~!, we have by the residue theorem
L(fi)=Mm

For I3(f1), by using (52.120) — (52.123), we get
22m’(2){(a1 + az)m*(2) + 2A%m’(2)}{1 + Am(2)) ds

B(fi) =5
VT omi 3, {1+ Am(z)})2-cA2m?2(z)
1 -m 2 2A2m%(1 + Am)?
=" (ozl + 0(2) +
2ni Jp —-1-Am+cAm {(1+Am)2 —cA?2m2}(-1 - Am +cAm)?

cm®(L+Am)  (=1=Am+cAm)*{(1+ Am)* —cA>m?)
dm
(1+Am)2—cA2m? m>(1+ Am)> -

1 cla; +az)(-1=Am+cAm) 20%¢(-1 = Am+ cAm)
. dm+ dm.
2 (1+ Am)* = 1+ AIm)H(1+Am)2—cAZm?} | —

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

I3(fi) = =2A(1 +¢)+ A1 +Ve)? + A(1 = Ve)? = 0.

Thus, we get
IEXX - hl'

For f, = x?, we have

cA? 22m3(z){1 + Am(z
B = i T el
1 [z Sm?(z) {hym(z) + Am(z) + A/z}{1 + Am(z)} dz
27 Jo {1+ 2Am(z)}2-cA?2m?2(z)
o £ e () 22 @)1 Amz)
271 Jo {1+ Am(2)}? —cA2m?(z2)
1 cA?(—cAm+ Am +1)?
" 2w m(1+ Am)3{(1+ Am)2 —cA?m?} —
_L (APm—h) (=1 - Am+cAm)®
27 J m2(1+ Am)* -
1 c(ay +ay)(=1 = Am+cAm)? 20%¢(-1 = Am+cAm)?
2w c{ m(1+Am)3 erm(l+)\m)3'{(1+)\m)2—d2m2}}dm

=:11(f2) + Ir(f2) + I3(f2).

For the first integral I;(f;), the poles are —A71, —m, we have by the residue theorem,

Li(f2) = —cA’.
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For the second integral I,(f,), the pole is —A~!, we have by the residue theorem,
Iz(fz) = /\(/\ + ZChl + 2]11 )

For the third integral I3(f,), the poles are —A71, , we have by the residue theorem,

AT
I(f2) = c(ay + ap) + 2A%c.
Thus,
EX,> = (c+ 1)A% + 2(c + 1) Ahy + c(a; + ay).

For f; = x*, we have

e [ P+ Am(a)
B = 2§ T Ao T
1 ztm?(z) {(hym(z) + Am(z) + Mz} {1 + Am(z))
i Je {1+ Am(2)}2 —cA2m?(2)
¢ L 22m’(2){(ay +az)m?(2) + 247w/ (2)}{1 + Am(2)) J
2w ge [+ Am(2)? - cAZm?(z) ’
1 éi cA?(-1=Am+cAm)3
T 2mi 21+ Am)*{(1 + Am)?2 —cA2m?} —
1 (A2m—hy)(=1-Am+cAm)’
B 2_7119% m3(1+ Am)> dm
1 c(ay +ay)(=1 - Am+cAm)3 20%¢(-1 = Am+cAm)3
B 2_71196(:{ m2(1+ Am)® St A+ Am) (L Am)? —c)\zmz}} =
=:11(f3) + Io(f3) + I3(f3)-

1

(1£vc)A’

For the first integral I;(f3), the poles are —A~1, — we have by the residue theorem

I (f3) = =3c(1 +c)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¢+ c?)hy ).

For the third integral I3(f3), the poles are —A~!, — we have by the residue theorem

1
(1+vc)A’
I3(f3) = 3c(1 + c)Mag + ap) + 6¢(1 + c)A3.
Thus,

EXs = (3c2+6c+2)A% +3(c? +3c+1)A%hy + 3c(c+ )M ag + ay).
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S$2.14.2 Calculation of variance

We claim that

COV(erl , erz )
rn-1 n ki+k, 11
1—c\ath 2r1—1—-ki =C\(2r, -1 -k, +¢€
i ! ! 2 2 2.124
SR W Ny 14 R o ) el IECREY
ky+k
47 —C)l 2 21"1 kl 21’2—]{2
+ 33 (e +a)(Ae) ZZ( )( )( A (S2.125)

=0k,=0

where 11,7, € NT. By using this result, we obtain the variances in Corollary 2.6. It suffices to
prove the above equation. The contours C;,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 98 A dmldm2
21 Je, Jg, (my - m,

(Xl +C¥2 Zl 22
dm,dm,,
4 96 9662 (1+Amy)2(1+ Amy)2 12

=:Covy, 1,1+ Covy, ) o

The proof of “Cov,, ,, 1 = (52.124)” is exactly analogous to Bai and Silverstein [2004], it is then
omitted. Now, we prove that “Cov,, , » =(52.125)”. Note that

st [p)
9898 2122 dm, dm :96 Z—ldm xgg Z—zdm
¢, Je, (L+ Am)2(1 + Am,)? 17 =2 ¢, (1+Am,)? —1 ¢, (1+Am,)? =2
By (52.120), we have

"
96 Z—ldm
¢, (1+Amy)? !

1 A\
§ (_E + 1+C)\m1 )

_ T
= ()" 966 (1 +1\m1 * %) -a + Am)) (L + Amy ) dmy
: m

181 _ k (o) _ )
:(/\c)’lgs~ Z(;l)(lcc)l 1+ Am,) IZ(rlJr] 1) (1+ Amy ) (1+ Amy)"2dm,
Cl k1:O 1 ]:0
— (A" i(“ )(—1_C)k19§ i(“ +j_1)(1+/\m Y2 4
A TANG =AY . .

by substitution 7, = Am,, we get

! 2} oo '
Z'dm (e 3~ (n (H)klgS S LS

= 1 1=ntj=24 ,

é@l (1+/\m1)2 A Zé kq c = Z j ( +m1) my




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

8] . r k
Z; 271 ri\(l—c\*(2r -k
By = (e (=) .
9601 (2 =) k;(kl) ‘ (ﬁ—l
Similarly, we get
1) . [y k
Z, 271 rp\(1—c\2(2r,—k,
B gm, = (e (=) .
9gc~z<1+mz>2 = k;)(kz) il

Using the two equations above, we derive (52.125).

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:l wy)—1)?
as follows. The proof of this lemma is provided in Section 52.17.

Lemma S2.5. Suppose that p < n and w = (wl,...,wp)’ has positive i.i.d. entries with Ew; = p > 0,

E(w, - p)? =02, and E |w1 - y|6+5 < oo for some s > 0, then we have
h
vy =A+ ?1 +o(p™h),

where A = 02/y?, and hy = —2Bw3/p® + 312 + 51 + 2.

Recall that
2v3 p(v5)?

1., )
T = —tr(Bp,N) — Tltr(Bp’N) + p—l

p
Taking r; =1 and r, = 2in (52.124) — (52.125), we obtain that

Viz 1= Cov(tr(B,,n), tr(B2 ) = 2Ac(1 +¢)(2A° + a1 + ).

From Theorem 2.5 and Corollary 2.6, we have the following joint CLT:

Ltr(B2 ) = A2(1+cy) - L2 o [(0) (V2 vie
PLU StB,n)-A-2 o) \vi, v ]I

o 2
Define a function f(x,y) =x - ppvfy + pl(jvz , then we have

1 1
T = f(};tf(B,%,N), l—)tr(Bp,N))'

20vS\
Vf(A2(1+c )+ 2 A+’“) (1,— pvz),
p p p-1

2Ahy + A2
’/ll)Z/\ZCN+&—1—++Op

f(/lz(1+c )+ P}‘f

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

2pv5\ [V, V. 1
2 . 2 2 12 2
o+=1lim<|(1, — o |8 =41V, =4V, + V).
r V*w{( P—l)(Vn Vﬁ)(—%?%]} : S

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.1.

S2.16 Proof of Theorem 3.2

Define
3
p-1

F
then we have

20575 ey ), PI0S2 - 35

p-1 PN, p-1
2= A=m/p-o(p7)} p{A2+2Ahy/p+O(p~2) - A2)
= P 1 {p)\+OP(1)}+ D1

A-1)2 -
__p( ) +0P(P 1)

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 (52.127). Let

np -1 p 1
then we have
~ . . . 2 /\2 _ 12
mT—ﬂTﬁ#ﬂT—T)+pU"—mﬁ+gégtTJ
= p(T" = jir) + pc1 (A% =A%) + 0p(1). (52.126)

The two leading terms in (52.126) are independent, so we consider their asymptotic distributions
separately. From Theorem 3.1, we obtain the asymptotic distribution of the first term in (52.126)
as follows:

p(T* = fir) & N(0,02),

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

claim that the asymptotic distribution of A (will be proven later) is
3 D - 4_ 42
p(A=2) 5 N(hy, co(B(wyy - 1)* = A%+ by = 24 }), (52.127)
where w; is defined below in (52.128). Using the Delta method again, we have

pCl(/iz — /\2) 2) N(ch/\hl,4A2c%cz{IE(7DH - 1)4 - /\2 + h2 — 2/\]11})
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This, together with (52.1 2621 Theorem 3.1, and the fact that T and 1 are independent, implies the
asymptotic distribution of T.
Finally, we prove (52.127). Let

p
y 1
D= —2,  w =w) ::EijFj, k=1,2. (S2.128)

By the Lindeberg’s CLT, we have
—(A+1) (( )(IEII/4 —-(A+1)? Ew? —/\—1))
i =Y 11 11 '
\/ﬁ[ W1 Ew? - 1-1 A
By Taylor’s theorem and Lindeberg’s CLT, we have the following approximation:

1 & 1
ol L)

fpm w2012l -l 1) (3 - 20wl 1)

1

where

Define a function f(x,y) =x—2y+1—-2(x-p)(y — 1) + (3x — 2p)(v — 1)>. Then we have
A= f(w ) FArL) =2 VAA+11)=(1,-20-2).

Note that

Ew* —(A+1)2 Buwd, -1-1
(VF(A+1, 1)}( IE;% —(/\—1) 11)\ )Vf(/\+l,1)
11

= Ew}, — 41+ 1)Ew], + (A +1)%(41 +3)
= IE(wll - 1)4 - /\2 + I’lz - 2/\’11
By the Delta method, we have
VB(Ai = A) 2 N (0, By~ 1)* = A%+ 1, — 24, ) (52.129)

Since
p(A-1)= nz\/_Z\/_/\ ~A)+op(1), (S2.130)

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

Eol'l=1, Eall=1+1,
[/ - A 21 Ew?, -1-1
IE{wI[ ](wl[.l]—l)}:;, IE{wl[ ](wl[.l]—l)}:—llp )
[/ ~ 20 A _ 12/ -[1 20 AA+1 _
Bl (@' -1))= 7o), B@(@ 1)) = (p )
and thus,
A —2Ew?, +3A2+ 51 +2 . hy .,
Edi=A+ ) +op(p) = A+ =2+ op(p7h) (S2.131)

From (S2.129), (S2.130), (52.131) and the fact that {i; } 2, are independent, we obtain (52.127).
This completes the proof of Theorem 3.2.
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S2.17 Proof of Lemma S2.5

Similar to the derivation of equation (52.33), we have

2 2 2 2(w — )2
w 2Ews (w — 3Ews(w —
i _ 2Bwi(w-p) n 1(4 H) +Ea® - Eb° + Ec®, (52.132)

=

v w Z
2 [ . —_ — 13
where w = p~! Z?:l wj, a° = %“(#)IBP@) with |a(%)l < Cﬂ% ,
3wf(ﬁ—y)2/,u4}132(£), = (w%/ﬁz)IB;(g), By(e) ={w:[w-p <ew= Z?Zl w;/p,p = Ew;}, and the
probability of its complement admits the following bound

b = {wi/p? - 2w (w - p)/u +

_t _ t/2
P(By(e)) < Cep~!{ (pTwy = )" + pIBluy — pf . (52.133)

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

p
) — — Ce
Ela°| < CelElw%(w —y)lep(e)I < CelElw%(w—y)zl =— Z le%(wi —y)(wj -1

p
Ce Ce — _
=7 § Ew}(w; —p)* = F Ew?(w; —p)* + g Ew{E(w; —p)> < Cep™,
i=1

|1Eb°|SC{]Pl/2(B;(£))+%H)I/AL(B;(E))JFI%}’

o 2 C(p
[Ec®|<p IP(Bp(e)),
. . 6 . "
where C > 0is a constant. Given that E |w1 - ]4| ™ < oo for some s > 0, we use this moment condition

to estimate IP(B; (¢)) by taking t = 6+sin (52.133). Consequently, we obtain Ea®—Eb° +[Ec® = o(p7h).
Combining this with equation (52.132), we have

2 h
IE(&— 1) =A+—+o(p7h),
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 14 d2 2_ .2 p
{(Zp_ dir-p }+/\2 Z(dzf—l)z”(l’)xp' (S2.134)
k=1

AY, =
p’n n

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

(df-1)* =<p.

=

p

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

k=1 k=1
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Assumption S2.7. The positive random variables {z;;: 1 <i <n, 1 <j < p}arei.i.d. with

2
o
[Ezy =p>0, Var(zy;) = 02, A=—,
M
p -32
IE|211|32 < 090, sup IE‘ ngzlg/p < oo.
P =t

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

A Yh a? P
EHMBl—mﬁz——LJ;—LL+A?§:MZ—1V+0@»

Vary(|IB; ~BJF) = O(1).

By the definition of yr, since N =n—1 and p/N — ¢, we have

/\2p2 p ) /\2p2
= - (2 h = —
PHT =~ T2 p_l(/\1+/\) ”

+O(1).

(52.135)

(52.136)

Subtracting this expression from (52.135) gives the expansion in (52.134). The Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality and Assumption S2.6 then imply A?;E,n = p.
We first introduce some notations. Let

7
81‘]' = o ) IE€Z‘]‘ = 0, ]EEI-Z]- = A
g
Under the null hypothesis, define
Zij
Xi]' = .
Z!g:] Zi¢

Under the diagonal alternative in Example 1, define

gy = 0%
1] - .
Yy dezic
Let
X:(xij)nxpr Y= (yij)nxpr N=n-1,
and
P’ P’y 1,
BO - ﬁX CnX, Bl - WY CnY, Cl’l == In - Zlnln.
The null target matrix is
pv; pz ?
B=Cov(px)=—=%G,, G,:=1,--1,1, 3 IE( L 1)
-1 p P Zlgzl 21¢

For the alternative, put
d]'Zi]'

U =(Usy,...,UY, Usi=pyp:=—o>0 9
1 ( il zp) 1] pyl] Z?:1 dgzig/p
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Then

=
I

N £ .
i=1 i=1

Define
61' = Ui—lEUi, Fp = IEEigi/' Ap = FP—B.

The symbol A, is used only in this proof and should not be confused with the main-text quantity
AE,. Let
p.n

1
d=(dy,....d)), D=diag(dy,...,d,) 52::Zd-2 K:—D—I—)dd’.

Since ) ;d; = p and max;d; = O(1), we have
j%4 =P i %

1
a; = — ng&ig, & = (&1, €ip) Li:=Kpe;
(=1

Then ,

1

= Zdﬂw = pu(l+a;),

p (=1
and hence L

U =d+mn;, P
! hi i 1+a;
Equivalently,
a;
i :Li+rl~, ri = Li’ Ei:Li+sl~, S; = ri—lErZ-.

1+ai

We shall repeatedly use the following elementary bounds. For 2 < g < 32, Rosenthal’s inequality
(Lemma S1.4) gives
[Ela;]1 = O(p™?). (S2.137)

Moreover, since [|K,|| = O(1),
E|IL;||? = O(p??),  2<g<32. (S2.138)

Using (52.137), (52.138), Assumption S2.7 and Holder’s inequality, for 2<g <8,

| |7]IL;] |7
E||r;||7 = IE{— =0(1). (S2.139)
! |1 +ai|‘7
Consequently, . \
E|IE]1° = O(p™). (52.140)
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We next consider the population covariance expansion. Since
’ _ 2
EL;L; = AK,,
it remains to control the terms involving s;. For fixed j, k,

a:
E(L;: ;) = ~E{ L;; Ljy——
( Z]rlk) { ij zk1+ai 1+a

2
as
} = _IE(LijLikai) + IE{LZ']'LZ'](—I . }
1

The first term is O(p~!) by independence and Assumption S2.6. The second term is O(p~!) by

Holder’s inequality, the bound (52.137), and Assumption S2.7. Similarly,
E(rijrg) =O(p~"),  Brij=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,
Tl = O(1).
Taking d; =---=d, = 1 gives the corresponding null expansion
0 0 0
B=1G,+R,, IR I;=0(1), IR lI=0(1).
Hence

Ap=T,~B=AK;~G,)+O0x(1),  lIAll=0(1).

Here, Op(1) denotes a matrix whose Frobenius norm is O(1). For the diagonal entries,

2 2 2dj3 d1'252 2 -1
(Kp)jj =4 _7+p—2=dj +O0(p™),
whereas )
(Gp)jj=1- . 1+0(p7h.
For j =k,
didp(d; +dy) d;diS; 1
2 _ J J ] _ -1 —
(Ky)jk = - P + P Op™),  (Gpix= s
Thus ,
IK} -Gl =) (@7 -1)*+0(1),
j=1
and therefore )
IApIE =A%) (@7 1) +o(p).
j=1
By Assumption S2.6, we have
1A,lIE = O(p).
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We now prove (52.135). Let

Then ) )
EIIT, -l = - Elle & - TlIE = —(Elie I - I 1E) (52.145)

Since &; = L + 51, (S2.138), and (52.139),
Ell&I* = EIIL I+ o(p?).

Furthermore,
2 2
1L = €] Kzey.

The standard quadratic-form identity for independent entries gives

P
ElIL; [ = A2{tr(K2)} + 20°tr(K;}) + (Eef, - 31 Z

j=1
Because ,
tr(Kp) =S, +0(1),  t(Kp)=0(p), ) {(Kp);;}>=Olp),
=1

we obtain

Ell& I = 4253 +o(p?).
This, together with (S2.144) and (52.145), gives

oL s

E|T, - LllF = T+0(p). (52.146)

The actual unbiased sample covariance satisfies

nN—~ 1n— — 1
B = —F - y = — ..
1 N n Néé ‘S 1 L (Sz
Since _, _ »
ElEE N = EfE)* =0(1),  -1=0(n"),
we have

E|[B, ~ LI} = EIIT, LI + o(p).
Combining this with (52.146) gives

1252
E|B; - Tll; = —= +o(p). (S2.147)

Because [EB; = Fp,

IE||B; - B||7 = E|/B; — LI +IIT, - BI%.
Using (52.143) and (52.147), we obtain (S2.135).
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Finally, we prove (52.136). We first collect the row-wise moment bounds needed below. Define
Ai = élél/ - Fp.
Under the Assumptions S2.6 and S2.7, we have

Var(§/M¢E;) = O(p) for every deterministic M with [|[M|| = O(1), ( )
E(EE) =00, izj ( )
E(A;,Aj))> =0(p?), i=], (S2.150)
Var(||Al7) = O(p?). ( )

Here, (A;,A;) := tr(A,'A}).
To prove (S2.148), first assume M = M’. Then

LML; = ¢;K,MK¢;,
and the usual variance formula for quadratic forms gives
Var(L]ML;) = o(||K,,MKp||§) = O(p).

Moreover,
é;MEZ - L;MLl‘ = 2S£ML1‘ + SI{MSZ',

whose second moment is O(p) by Cauchy’s inequality, (52.139), and (5S2.138). This proves (52.148).
If M is not symmetric, replace it by (M +M’)/2.
For (52.149), first note that for deterministic v € R?,

Elv'g;|* < Clvl|*.

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{(&/&)* 1 &) < CllENt

Taking expectation and using (52.140) gives (52.149).
The estimate (S2.150) follows from [EA; = 0, (S2.148) and (52.149).
For (S2.151), first observe that

Qi:=ILil* = eKpei,  N&IP=Qi+ Ry, R =2Ljs;i+[sill>
Applying the quadratic-form fourth-moment bound to Q;, we have
7 ’ 4 2
EIQ; — EQi[* = E|e/K2e; — B(e]K2e;)|* < c[{tr(Kg)} +tr(1<§)] — 0(p?).
By Cauchy’s inequality, (S2.139), and (S2.138), [E|R; — ER;|* < CIE|R;|* = O(p?). Hence,
4
E||I&11° - ElI&]1P|” < CEIQ; — EQI* + CEIR; — ER;|* = O(p?).

Let
m; := EJI& |, Z; = &1 = m;.
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Then
IEN* —EINEN* = 2m;Z; + (22 - EZ7).

Therefore,
Var([|&i[|*) < CmPEIZ;? + CEIZ;[* = O(p®)O(p) + O(p®) = O(p°). (52.152)

Finally,
IAIIF = 11&]1* = 26T, &; +tr (L),

(52.152) and (52.148) with M =T, give (52.151).
Now decompose

_ 1” ]n — n 1
BSOS UV T AT
i=1 i=1

Then
B,-B=ag,R,—a,M,+H,.

Using (52.141) and (52.142), we have ||H,|| = O(1). It is enough to prove that the following five
random quantities have variance of order O(1):

IRulIE,  IME,  (RywM,),  (RyHu), (M, H,).

First,
2
IRullz = Dr + U,

1 ¢ 2
Dr:=— ) A}, Ur:i== hij,  hij:=(A;, Aj).
n? n2
io1

1<i<j<n

where

Using (52.151),

Var(Dg) = Z

=1
because p/n — ¢ € (0,0). Moreover, by independence and [EA; =0,

Eh;jhte =0 unless {i,j} ={k, ¢}
Using (52.150),
Var(Ug) ER?, %) =0(1).
arlUp) =5 Y Bh= ( ) (v?)=0(1)

1<1<]<n

Thus
Var(|[R,||2) = O(1). (52.153)

Second, by the Rosenthal inequality and (52.140),
_ 4 4
E|IE)® = o(%)+ o(%) = 0(1),

Hence 3
Var(|M,,|I2) < EIM, Iz = E[[E|® = O(1). (S2.154)
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Also, since ||H,|| = O(1),
E(M,,, H,)* = E(E H,&)” < CEJE|I* = O(1). (52.155)
Third, using R, =n"1Y ; A;,

n

RooHy) =+ ) [£7H, & (T )

i=1

By (S2.148),
1y , Cp
Var((Ry, Hy)) = — ;Var(EiHnéi) < =S =0(1). (S2.156)
1=
Finally, consider (R,, M,,). Let
- 1 & ,
rn = E Zéléz
i=1
Then R
Ry M) =& Ryé =& T, - E €.
The second term satisfies o _
E(E T,€)* < CEJIE||* = O(1).
For the first term,
1,
ELE=—) (&7
i=1
so Jensen’s inequality gives
E(ET,E) < E(&&)*
Since E{E = %||§1||2 + %Z;fzzéié]-, we have

4

ya C C S /
BT < Sl + gnz( Zélgj)
=2

Conditional on &y, the variables {£&5,...,&] &, } are conditionally independent and conditionally
mean zero. Rosenthal’s inequality gives

n 4
IE( Zé{é;’) < C[E(ET &) + nE(&] &)Y,
j=2

Using (52.140), (52.141), and (52.149),

and hence

Therefore
E(R,, M,)* = O(1). (S2.157)

Combining (52.153), (52.154), (S2.155), (52.156), and (52.157), and using Cauchy’s inequality
for the covariances among the five terms yields (52.136).
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§3 Simulation of CLT for M,(z)

In this section, we compare the empirical mean and covariance of
0 -1
M,(z) =tr(B, —z1,)" — pmpa(2)

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;; B4 y2y),

Empirical values of EM(z) and Cov(M,(z1), M,(z;)) 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(Mp(z1), Mp(z;)) 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(22))

closely match their respective theoretical limits under all scenarios.

Table S.1: Empirical mean of M(z) with z = F3 + 2i.

Exp(5) x3(1)
p/n  n -3+2i 3+2i -3+2i 3+2i

100 0.0586+0.0857i -0.0373-0.249i 0.1405+0.1628i  -0.55-0.2732i
o 200 0.0582+0.0858i -0.0311-0.2526i 0.1459+0.1697i -0.5761-0.3089i
Empirical = 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
Theoretical 0.0587+0.08721 -0.029-0.2529i 0.15+0.1768i -0.5792-0.3764i
100 0.0547+0.0766i -0.1069-0.26711i 0.1366+0.14737 -0.5458-0.1545i
o 200 0.0572+0.0793i -0.1109-0.2757i 0.1395+0.1518: -0.5847-0.1787i
Empirical = 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

Theoretical

0.0578+0.0804:

-0.0919-0.2764i

0.1432+0.1569i

-0.6025-0.2149i
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Table S.2: Empirical covariance between M(z1) and M(zy).

Exp(5) x*(1)
p/n  n (-3+2i,-1+1i)* (3+2i,5+11) (-3+2i,-1+11) (3+2i,5+11)
100 -0.0038+0.0147i  -0.04+0.0035i 0+0.0304i 0.089+0.014i
o 200 -0.0041+0.0163i -0.0418+0.0022i 0.0004+0.0326:¢ 0.117+0.02841
Empirical  3/4 300 _0.0043+0.0171i -0.0446+0.0011i 0+0.0335: 0.1372+0.0294i
400 -0.0043+0.0168: -0.0465-0.00031 0.0002+0.0356i  0.1273+0.0361
Theoretical -0.0044+0.0172: -0.0448-0.0002: 0.0006+0.0363i 0.1491+0.0524:
100 -0.0032+0.0197:i -0.0483+0.0765: 0.0025+0.0349: 0.0931-0.0373:
o 200 -0.0032+0.0196i -0.0545+0.0763i 0.0032+0.035;  0.0991-0.04061
Empirical  5/4 300 _0.0036+0.0212i -0.0566+0.0708i 0.0026+0.0336i  0.0955-0.0209i
400  -0.0032+0.02i  -0.0594+0.0742i 0.0038+0.0374i 0.1138-0.0297i

Theoretical

-0.0034+0.0206:

-0.0624+0.0743i

0.0035+0.0388i

0.1099-0.0323i

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