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Let B, = S»(Sn —|—oznTN)_1, where S,, and Tn are two independent sample covariance matrices
with dimension p and sample sizes n and N, respectively. This is the so-called Beta matrix. In
this paper, we focus on the limiting spectral distribution function and the central limit theorem
of linear spectral statistics of B,,. Especially, we do not require S,, or Tn to be invertible.
Namely, we can deal with the case where p > max{n, N} and p <n -+ N. Therefore, our results
cover many important applications which cannot be simply deduced from the corresponding
results for multivariate F' matrices.
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1. Introduction

In the last two decades, more and more large dimensional data sets appear in scientific
research. When the dimension of data or number of parameters becomes large, the clas-
sical methods could reduce statistical efficiency significantly. In order to analyze those
large data sets, many new statistical techniques, such as large dimensional multivariate
statistical analysis (MSA) based on the random matrix theory (RMT), have been devel-
oped. In this paper, we will investigate a widely used type of random matrices in MSA
which are called Beta matrices.

Firstly we introduce some definitions and terminology associated with Beta matrices.
Let X, = (@i;)pxn, where {x;;} are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) ran-
dom variables with mean zero and variance one, and similarly let Ty = IV _1XNX7V be
another sample covariance matrix independent of S,,, where Xy = (x;;)pxn and {xij}
are i.i.d. random variables with mean zero and variance one. The Beta matrix is defined
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as
B, =S,(S, +a,Ty)"}, (1.1)

where v, is a positive constant. For any n x n matrix A with only real eigenvalues, we
denote F2 as the empirical spectral distribution function (ESDF) of A, that is F4(z) =
LS I(A® <), where A denotes the ith smallest eigenvalue of A and I(-) is the
indicator function. In addition, we shall call [ f(z)dFA(z) =137 | f(Af) a linear
spectral statistics (LSS) of matrix A. In this paper, we focus on the limiting ESDF and
the central limit theorem (CLT) of LSS of B,,.

One motivation to study Beta matrices is that their ESDFs are very useful in MSA,
such as in the test of equality of k (k > 2) covariance matrices, multivariate analysis of
variance, the independence test of sets of variables, canonical correlation analysis and so
on. There is a huge literature regarding this kind of matrices. One may refer to [1, 9, 11]
for more details. For pedagogical reasons, we provide one statistical application of Beta
matrices as follows.

Let {z1 5 )} be an ii.d. sample drawn from a p-dimensional distribution and
{z(2) .. )} be an i.i.d. sample drawn from another p-dimensional distribution. Sup—
pose p; = Ezg) =0 and ¥; = Varzg), 1 =1,2. Write z(l) = 1/ X (.5 and z =

Z}/ X(.5) where X(. ;) (X(. ;) is the jth column of X, (XN) and Ei/ is any square
root of 3;. We wish to test

H():El 222 V.S. H1:21 7522

This is one of the most elementary problems in MSA, for Wthh there are lots of test
statistics. If we write Z\) =n~ S (1)(z(1)) and Z 12 L J ( z, ))* then

111 [

all the following L;, j =1,2,...,5 are the most frequently Ubed test btatlbtlcs for Hy (see
Chapter 8 in [11]).

iz |ZP Y

Ly =log /(nlog(x/cn) Nlog((1 - x)/cN))dFB“ (x),

|cnZ, 1) +cn Z(2 [P +N

_ 1-—
Lo = (2 @) ) =p [ T ()
Qpx
Ls =log|ZV(Z() + o Z ) =p /logxdFB"(x),

Ly = tr(ZW(ZD + 0,20 7 = p/xdFB" (z),
Ly = en tr(Z0 (e, Z0) + enZ) T = 1) + en tr(Z (cn 20 + enZQ) ! - 1)

- cnp/(c,;lx —1)*dFBn () + ch/(cZ—Vlu —2) = 1)2dFB (2),
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where ¢, =n/(n+ N), cy = N/(n+ N) and «,, = N/n. Apparently all the above test
statistics are linear functionals of the ESDF of Beta matrices B,,, which are all the LSS
of B,,. It is already well known that the classical limit theorems for those LSS are not
valid when the dimension is large. So it is crucial to investigate the sequence {FB»} in
the large dimensional case. The following result tells us the limiting behavior of {FB~}
as p,n, N — .

Theorem 1.1 (Limiting spectral distribution function (LSDF)). Assume on a
common probability space:

(i) ap —a>0 and y, =p/n—y>0.
(iii) For each k,l, N, xp = XN are i.i.d. with Exq; =0, Elx11[?> = 1.

)
(iv) Yn =p/N =Y >0 and 25 = 25 € (0,1).
(v)

sup,, E|z11]* < 0o and supy E|x11|* < 0.
Then with probability 1, FB»—F weakly, where F is a non-random distribution function

whose density function is

(i) For each i,j,n, x;j = xpn;; are i.i.d. with Exyy =0, E|lzg;[?=1.
)

V(@ -Y) —1+y)> +4a){t, —t)(t —t)
27tt(1 — ) (y(1 —t) + atY) ’
0, otherwise,

when t; <t <t,;

where t;,t, = (2("_(1_11)([28:};;1131)131(1 y_yy+y). In addition, when y > 1, F(t) has a

point mass 1 —1/y at t =0; when Y > 1, F(t) has a point mass 1 —1/Y at t=1.

Remark 1.2. Condition yY/(y+Y) <1 is to guarantee that the random matrix S,, +
a, Ty is invertible almost surely because yY/(y +Y) > 1 ensures that the dimension p
could be eventually larger than the number of observations n 4+ N. This would imply
that S, + «,, Tx is singular. Condition (v) gives us the a.s. bounds of the limit of the

)\?n +a, TN

smallest and largest eigenvalues, and A?“*‘J‘"TN respectively, of the random

matrix S, + «,, T since by the definition of B,, we can rewrite

Sn"’anTN
Lixxr + 9y oxe
= — ; . _— N
n (2 1 N N
11 0 Tin X111 . XIN 11 - Tin X110 XIN

_ 1
T n4+N

xpl e xpn Xpl e XpN xpl e xpn Xpl e XpN
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Here

n+ N

n+ N

(n+ N)a,

(n+ N)a,

N NxN/ (ngyN)x(n+N)

is a diagonal matrix. Thus under (v), for any € > 0 and any [ > 0, there exist two posi-

tive constants v1 = min{1,aY/y}- (1+y/Y)(1 — ,/;%,)2 and v = max{l,aY/y} - (1+

y/Y)(1+ Uer_Yy)z such that almost surely

lim /\?"LJFO‘“TN >, lim )\2”'+(""TN <y (1.3)
p,n,N—o0 p,n,N—o0
and
PAT T TY <y —e)=o(n7h),  PASHTOTN Sy 4 e)=o(nh). (1.4)

One may refer to [2] for the proof of (1.3) and (1.4).

Remark 1.3. Under the assumptions (i) and (ii) in Theorem 1.1, it is proved that the
ESDF of the sequence {S,,} has a non-random limit which is known as the Marchenko—
Pastur (M—P) distribution [2, 10]. Yin [15] and Silverstein [12] investigated the LSDF of
the sequence {S, Ty} assuming (i)—(iii) of Theorem 1.1. If Ty is invertible, Bai et al.
[5] gave the LSDF of the sequence {S, Ty'}.

Remark 1.4. If max{y,Y} <1, by (v) we know that at least one of the matrices S,, and
Ty is invertible a.s. Without loss of generality, we assume Y < 1. So Ty is invertible
a.s. Then we have

B, =S, Ty (S, Ty + 1), (1.5)

which is a function of S, Tx'. Via = a,,t/(1 —t) we can recover Theorem 5.3 in [5] from
our Theorem 1.1 directly. Thus our Theorem 1.1 includes Theorem 5.3 in [5] as a special
case.

Remark 1.5. From the density function in Theorem 1.1, we can find that the condition

n_’:N — y?j_—yy € (0,1) is necessary, which is to make sense of Vy+Y — yY.




Convergence of ESDF of Beta matrices 5

For the purpose of multivariate inference, it is of interest to know the limiting distri-
bution of these LSS (1.2). Thus, we will give the central limit theorems (CLT) of LSS of
Beta matrices. In order to present this result, we need more notation. Denote

B (2) = p(FP (2) - Fo(x)),

where Fy is the limit distribution of FB» with «,y,Y replaced by au,, yn, Y, respectively.
For any function of bounded variation G on the real line, its Stieltjes transform is defined
by

1
sG(z):/)\_ZdG(x\), ze€Ct={2€C:S2>0}.
Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6. In addition to the conditions (1)—(iv) in Theorem 1.1, we further assume
that:

1. Ez?, = Ex}, =t, Elz11|* = m,, Elxi1]* = my and max, , y{m,, my} < oo, where
t=0, when both X,, and Xy are complex valued, and t =1 if both real.

2. Let f1,..., fr be functions analytic on an open region containing the interval [c;, ¢,
where c; =vy (1= \y)?, ¢, =1—avy '(1— VY)?, and vy is defined in Remark 1.2.

Then, as min(n, N,p) — oo, the random vector

(/fid%n(a?)>, i=1,....k,

converges weakly to a Gaussian vector (Gy,,...,Gy, ) with mean functions

= g () e (RS )
4m}l{fl(a+ >d10g(1_ys (2)(1+5(2)) %)

‘“X‘F‘Q ¢ fi( - )(1—YéQ(z)(l+é’<z>)‘2>dlog<1—Ys'2<z><1+s'<z>>‘2>

47 a+z
and covariance functions
Cov(Gy,,Gy;)

o t+1 filz1/(a+ 21)) fj(z2/ (o + 22)) d5(21) d5(22)
T A2 ]{}[ (8(21) — 5(22))?

Cy(my —t=2)+ Y (me —t—2) ]{]{fz z1/( a+Zl))fg(@/(oé+22))d8(21)d8(22)
42 (8(21) +1)2(8(22) +1)2 7
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where
s(z) = 1+y)(1—2)—az(1=Y)+/ (1 -y) (1 —2)+az(1-Y))2 —daz(l —2) 1
22(1—2)(y(1 — 2) + azY) z’
. « z 1 .. _ .
S(Z):(oz+z)28(oz+z)_a+z’ 8z)=—2""(1—y) +43(2),
o) = XAV STV Y ) vy )+ G- ).

2Y 2z

All the above contour integrals can be evaluated on any contour enclosing the interval

[125, 12%].

Remark 1.7. Actually, this result should be right under the condition that f; is analytic
(or continuously differentiable) on an open region containing the interval [t;, t,]. However
its proof is more difficult at the current stage because we do not have the following results
of Beta matrices: the exact separation of eigenvalues, the limit of the smallest and the
largest eigenvalues and the convergence rate of the ESDF.

Remark 1.8. In this theorem, the notions s(z) and s}, (2) are the Stieltjes transforms
of the LSDFs of B,, and Ty respectively. If Y < 1, Zheng in [16] established the CLT
of the LSS of F' matrix Sanvl whose proof is based on [4]. It is apparent that our
Theorem 1.6 covers Zheng’s result. In addition, notice that the conclusions in Theorem 1.6
and Theorem 4.1 in [16] have the same form. The reason is that, by calculation we can
easily get

1 1yl -Y)+1-—y)+22Y —y /(1 —y)+2(1-Y))2 -4z
2y oz 2z(yz+Y)

which has the same expression of the Stieltjes transform of the LSDF of F' matrices (see
(2.6) in [16]). Here we want to remind the reader that, when we use the last formula to
calculate the density function, that is, calculating 7t=!lim, |, 10 3$(2), we can find that
the condition Y < 1 is not needed but y +Y > yY is necessary (see page 79 in [2] for
more details).

Remark 1.9. If {z;;} and {x;;} are independent standard normal random variables and
p < max{n, N}, Beta matrices can be seen as Beta—Jacobi ensemble with some parameter
8. Some related results about this ensemble can be found in [8] and the references therein.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we present the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Theorem 1.6 is proved in Section 3 and Section 4. Some technical lemmas are given in
Section 5.
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2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we will give the proof of Theorem 1.1. The main tool we use here is the
Stieltjes transform. Its function can be explained by the following two lemmas.

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 1.1 in [6]). For any random matriz A, let FA» denote the
ESDF of A,, and spa, (2) its Stieltjes transform. Then, if FA» is tight with probability
one and for each z € C*, spa, (2) converges almost surely to a non-random limit s (z)
as n — 0o, then there exists a non-random probability distribution F taking sp(z) as its
Stieltjes transform such that with probability one, as n — oo, FAn converges weakly to
F.

Lemma 2.2 (Theorem 2.1 in [14]). Let G be a function of bounded variation and
xo € R. Suppose that lim,cc+ ., Ssq(z) exists. Its limit is denoted by Ssq(xo). Then G
is differentiable at xo, and its derivative is T *Ssg(w0).

Theorem 1.1 follows from the following Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 2.3. Under the conditions (i) and (ii) in Theorem 1.1, we assume that:

(1) {A,} is a sequence of p x p Hermitian matrices with uniformly bounded spectral
norm in n with probability one and the ESDFs of {A,} almost surely tend to a
non-random limit F* as p — co.

(2) The smallest eigenvalue of matrices {S,, + anAp} almost surely tends to a positive
value as n— oo and p — o0.

Then we have FBn “* F where B,, = Sp (S + anA,)”
tribution function whose Stielljes transform s =s(z)=s

(1-y(1-2)(zs+1)) +at
/(1—Z)(1—y(1—z)(z§+1)) e AFA(t), (2.1)

L and F is a non-random dis-
r(z) satisfies

S =

and in the set {s:s € CT} the solution to (2.1) is unique.
By Lemma 2.1, we know that to prove Theorem 2.3 we just need to prove three

conclusions: (1) {FBn} is tight a.s. (2) s, — s with s satisfying (2.1). (3) The solution
to (2.1) is unique in C*. Now we prove Theorem 2.3 step by step.

2.1. Proof of Theorem 2.3
Step 1: Applying Lemma 5.2 directly, we have for any x1, 29 >0

FBu{(2122,00)} < FS"{(z1,00)} + FEn+ann) 1 (1) 00)}
= FS{(z1,00)} + FS»TonA){(0,1/2)}.
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It is known that, under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, with probability one FS» tends
to the M—P distribution F¥_. which has a density function

mp?

rqulp(x):{%'flxy (b—z)(x—a), ifa<ax<b, (2.3)
0 otherwise,

and has a point mass 1—1/y at the origin if y > 1, where a = (1—,/y)? and b= (1+,/7)*.
Thus {FS~} is tight almost surely, that is, the first term on the right-hand side of (2.2)
can be arbitrarily small by choosing z1 large.

On the other hand, by the second assumption of Theorem 1.1, the second term on
the right-hand side of (2.2) can be arbitrarily small as n is large, provided that 1/xs is
smaller than the smallest eigenvalue of the matrices {S,, + a, Ap}. Thus {FBn} is tight
almost surely.

Step 2: Recalling the definition of Stieltjes transform we have that for z € C*

1< 1 1
=y 5 =—tr(B, —zI)".. (2.4)
PN~z P

SFBn (Z) =
Here we have used the fact that B,, has the same eigenvalues as

S}zﬂ(sn + O‘nAp)ils}v,/Q'

Denote B, =S, (S,, + an A, + eI)~! with small £ > 0. From Lemma 5.3, we have

By the fact

B, —B. =<8/%(S, + auAy) "2 (Sy + anA, +1) 7 (Sn +anA,) 1282
<e(Sp+anA, +eI)™t
together with condition (2) in Theorem 2.3, we obtain almost surely that L?(FB» FB-) <
Ce?, which implies lim. 0 lim,, o L(FBn, FB:) =0.

Next, we consider the LSDF of B,. Noticing that the matrix a, A, + €l is invertible
for any € > 0, we have

B =I- (BE+I)71’

where BE =S, (anA, +eI)~L Thus, we get that FB:(z) = Fﬁe(lim —1) and

sFBg(z)z1iz+(1_12)23F35<1iz). (2.5)



Convergence of ESDF of Beta matrices 9

Silverstein in [12] derived that for any z € C*, the Stieltjes transform of the ESDF of BE
has a non-random limit, denoted by ss(z), which satisfies the equation

sé(z):/t( ! dFA(),

1—y—yzse(z)) — 2

where FA is the LSDF of (a, A, +I)~!. Note that S(z/(1 —2)) = |1 — 2|23z > 0.
Thus by (2.5) we get that almost surely sps. (z) tends to a non-random limit, denoted
by s.(z), which satisfies

(1-2)%s.(2) = (1-2)

_ 1 N
‘/ M=y =y =N = 2Pa(s) — =2 =27 = =) e @

By definition of FA and FA, we have that

-1 _
dFA () :—dFA<t7€).
«

Therefore letting € — 0, we have

S:/ (1—y(1—2)(zs+1))+at
- (I—2)(1—y(l—2)(zs+1)) —azt

Step 3: From Lemma 2.1, we conclude that there exists a distribution function G with
support W¢ C [0, 1] satisfying for any z € CT,

dFA(1). (2.6)

§(Z):/\1/ ! dG(x). (2.7)

ac—%z

Noticing that Sz(a+ 2) 7! = ala + 2| 7232 > 0, we infer from (2.7) that

(a—(sz)Qﬁ(aiz) _a—li—z - (a—fz)Q [I,Gx—z/ta—i—z)dG(x)_ a—li—z

N

s=i(s)= 2 ( ) ! (28)

(422 \a+z) a+z

Thus

is a Stieltjes transform of the distribution function G(;3;) with x € [0, 00). Notice that

even if G(x) has a point mass at = 1, we have #&_M = 0. Thus, (2.6) can be
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é<Z>=/R+ t(l_y—;z§<z))—zd<1_FAG)>’

where RT = {¢:t € R,¢ > 0}. It is shown that the solution of the last equation is unique
in C* (see [12]). Thus, we obtain that (2.6) has a unique solution in C*, which completes
the proof of Theorem 2.3.

represented as

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Using Theorem 2.3 and Remark 1.2, we know that the Stieltjes transform of F' is the
unique solution in CT to the equation

_ (1-y(l—2)(zs+1))+ ot
= T 3 2 et A0 (2.9)

Here FY  is the limit of FT~ which is also the M-P distribution. After elementary

mp
calculations, we may represent the last equation as

s=_1_ @ 1
oz a2 ) t—((1-2)w/(az))

dFY (1), (2.10)

where w=1—y(1 — z)(zs+1). Recalling (2.8), we have that

0+ ()

and

w=l-y(l-2)(s+1)=1-y- (10632)8'(106—:)’

which implies

oz az

(1-2)w <1—z><1—y>_yé( oz )

- 1—2z

Noticing that 3% >0, we have S% <0 and

=G 0= SXW(O _i)zwg))

where s} is the Stieltjes transform of the M—P distribution F} . Since

1-Y —z4/(z2-1-Y)2—4Y
B 2Y z ’
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the equation (2.10) implies

1 w (1 Y —((1-2)w/(a2)) + /(1 - 2)w/(az)) =1 -Y)2 — 4Y>
2Y((1 - 2)w/(az)) 7

where, and throughout this section, the square-root of a complex number is specified as
the one with positive imaginary part. The solution to this equation is

o= 4= —az(1=¥) + (I= 0=+ eV —fas1=5) _1
22(1—2)(y(1 — 2) + azY) 2

Now using Lemma 2.2 and letting 2z | z +i0, 7 1$s(2) tends to the density function of

the LSDF of B,,. Thus, the density function of the LSDF of B, is

Vidar(l—z) — (1 -y)(1 —z) +ax(l - Y))?
27tz (1 — z)(y(1 — z) + azY) ’ ,
ifdor(l—z)—(1—y)(1—2)+azx(l1-Y))" >0
0, otherwise.

Or equivalently,

V(@1 -Y) —1+y)? +4a)(z, —2)(z — 1)
2ma(1 — 2)(y(1 — x) + azxY) ’
0, otherwise,

if o <x<ay;

where z;,, = (2a7(17y)([28:§%jiz])fiia ol )

at 0 and 1. When z — 0 with &z > 0, we have

). Now we determine the possible atom

S{((1— 5)(1 - =) + az(1 - ¥))* — daz(1 - 2)
=20z{[(1 = Y)a—1+9][(1 —y)(1 —Rz) + (1 = Y)Rz] — 2a(1 — 2R2)} < 0.

By the fact that the real part of y/g(z) has the same sign as that of the imaginary part
of g(z), we obtain that ®/((1 —y)(1 — 2) + az(1 —=Y))2 — 4az(1 — z) < 0. Thus

V(=)= 2)+az(1 - Y))? —daz(1—2) = —[1 - y].
Consequently,

y—1 .
-yl —1—y —, ify>1

F{0} = — lim zs(2)
#=0 2y 0, otherwise.
When z — 1 with Sz > 0, we have
(1 —y)(1—2)+az(1=Y)) —daz(l - 2)]

=23z{[(1 - V)a—1+y][(1 —y)(1 = R2) + a(l — Y)Rz] — 2a(1 — 2R2)} > 0.
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Hence, we get R/((1 —y)(1 —2) + az(1 —Y))2 — 4az(1 — z) > 0. Thus,

V(=) (1= 2)+az(1 - V) —daz(1—2) = all - Y|

Consequently,

y-1
F{1} = - lim(z — 1)s(z) = |1_Y|_(1—Y):{T, if Y > 1

2y 0, otherwise.

Then the proof of Theorem 1.1 is complete.

3. Framework of proving Theorem 1.6

In this section, we will give the proof of Theorem 1.6. Recall the definition of the Stieltjes
transform of a distribution function G(z). Now we extend the Stieltjes transform to
the whole complex plane except the interval [¢;,¢,] analytically. Since every fi(z) is
analytic on an open region containing the interval [¢;, ¢, ], we assume that the analytic
region contains the contour C ={ze€ C:Rz € [, — 0,¢, +0],S2 =20} U{z € C: Rz €
{1 =0,¢, +0},3z € [—0,0]}. Here 0 can be small enough. By Cauchy’s integral formula

:i. fk(z)dz’
2mi Jo z—x

fr(z)

we have for [ > 1 and complex constants a1, ...,a;,

;akp(/ fr(z) dFB" (2) —/fk(x) dFo(x)) = _E%féfk(Z)Sn(z) dz, (3.1)

where S, (2) =p(sn(2) — so(z)) and so(z) is the Stieltjes transform of F' with constants
y and Y replaced by y, =p/n and Y,, = p/N. We remind the readers to notice that the
above equality may not be correct when some eigenvalues of B,, fall outside the contour.
However, by Remark 1.2, Lemma 5.7 and the exact separation theorem in [3], we know
for y > 1 (or Y > 1) and sufficiently large n (or N), the mass at the origin (one) of FBn»
will coincide exactly with that of Fy and with overwhelming probability all the other
eigenvalues of B, fall in [¢; — 0, ¢, + 0]. Thus to prove Theorem 1.6, it suffices for us to
derive the limiting distribution of (3.1).
Write

Sn(2) =p(sn(2) — sno(2)) + p(sno(2) — 50(2)) := Sp1 + Sna,

where syo(z) is the unique root of the equation

B (1 —=yn(1—2)(zsno(z) + 1)) + ant Ty
N ‘/ T2l - om0 T 1)) —anzt T )
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in the set {sno(z) € CT}. Using the notation $y¢ = $y0(2) = (a:—:z)Q sNo(anz+z) — an1+z,

S0 = So(2) = (a:J:ZV solanrz) = oznl—i-z’ §n0(z) = =271 (1 — yn) + ynéno(z) and 5o(z) =
—27 11— yn) + YnSo(z) we have
! / AT (1) 1 /dFng (t)

2=—c—+ - and z=-——+ —.
SNoO Yn t+ Sno S0 Yn t+ So

Making difference of the two identities above yields that

S0 — SN0 _ / (50 — §N0) dFT~ (t) y / dFT~ (t) — dFrsz’\)’ (t) .

S08N0 (t + Sno)(t + 50) t+ 3o
Then we get
L - dFTN(t) — AR (1) - dFTN (1) o
SO—SNO—ynSOSNO/ . (1 —ynsosNo/ (t+§N0)(t+§0)) (3.2)

Let sT~ be the Stieltjes transforms of FT~ and then from (6.32) in [16] we have the
conclusion that

TN _ YN
, /dF (t) — dEX (1)

T = ps™ (<) — sha(—50)

converges weakly to a Gaussian process ®; on C with mean function

YR +3()]7° Y[$(2)PP[1 +5(2)]7°

N T B e B B )
and covariance function
Con(®(e2). 1 (a2)) = (14 1) Bl - L)
(3.4)

+(my—t—2)

where 3(2) = 8}, (=3(2)), §,(2) = =27 (1=Y) +Y s} (2) and (3(2:))' = £ 805 (2) =520,

mp mp = dz%mp
i=1,2. And {Sp2(-)} forms a tight sequence on C and Spa( converges weakly to a

Gaussian process —(a + 2)25(2)®1(2) with mean function

ars)

E(—(1+ 2)%5 (2)®1(2)) = —(a + 2)%5 (2) - (3.3)
and covariance function

Cov(—(a+ 21)2%8 (21)®1(21), — (0 4 22)%5 (20) 1 (22))
= (a+21)*(a + 22)%5 (21)5 (22) - (3.4).
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Recall the notation w =1—y(1 —z)(zs+ 1) and suppose we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1 and z € C, we have that given Ty =
{all Tn}, {Sn1(")} forms a tight sequence on C and Sp1(z) converges weakly to a two-
dimensional Gaussian process Po(2) satisfying

E(®2(2)|TN)
J(ay(1 - Z) /(1 — z)w — zat)®) dFy (1)

1—yf 2)’@? /(1 = 2)w — zat)?) dF (1))
(3.5)
+ (my —t—2)(1 — 2)y=®
J(1/(1 = 2)w — zat) dF (1) [(at/((1 = 2)w — zat)?) dF, (1)
1—y [((1=2)?@?/((1 - 2)w — zat)?) dFY (1)
and
(COV(@Q(Zl),(PQ(ZQ)VEN) (36)

- 82?2822 ((H— b
S T e e g )

" (1 B t/ ’ y(1—z1)(1 = zp)w(z1)w(22) ngp(t)) _1dt]

1—2z1)w — z1at)((1 — z2)w — z2at)

+(my; —t—2)y
| A [ G an o)

We postpone the proof of this lemma to the next section. Now we use the notation
s=5(2)= and §(z) = —z"1(1 —y) +y$(z) to get

az [ az
=)= 5(1), (55)
which can be used to rewrite (3.5) and (3.6) as

(o752 fev)

y(a+z2fat 5(2))°(5(2) + 1) 2 dFy, (1)
(1 =y [(5(2)2(5(2) +t)"2dFY,(t))?

1
(a+z)25(a+z) a+z
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+(my; —t—2)
(3.10)
MO N5+ DAL S/ 5) P
T R
and
COV<(I)2<a+1z1>’(I)2<a+2z2>“ZN)
YA (0 (CS N
> oo+ (G325 ) )

+ (me —t—2)y(a+ 21)* (o + 22)°

_at¥(z) pv atd(z) oy
X/(5(21)+t) anlp()/(é(z)+t)2 dFpp (1)-

Here we used the fact that (similar to (3.2))
—2275(21)_§(Z2) — 5(21)8(22)(5(= (2 4R,
== T (1 [sesten) 60 + 07 6e2) 407 4B 0)

As the mean and covariance of the limiting distribution are independent of the condi-
tioning ¥, we conclude that S,,; and S, are asymptotically independent. Then from
the above argument and page 473 in [16] we can get that .S, ( —) converges weakly to a

Gaussian process —(1+ 2)28'(2)®1(2) + ®a 15;) and together Wlth (3.1) and Lemma 5.1
implies Theorem 1.6.

4. Proof of Lemma 3.1

In this section, we give the proof of Lemma 3.1. Following the similar truncation steps
in [4] we may truncate and renormalize the random variables {z;;} as follows:

|25 < dp/n, Ez;; =0 and E|z;[*>=1.
Here 6,, — 0 which can be arbitrarily slow. Based on this truncation, we can verify that:
Elzi;[* =m, + o(1), (4.1)
and if X,, is complex valued,
Ex% =0(nh).

We will introduce some notation and provide some bounds in the first part of this section.
The proof of Lemma 3.1 will be given in the next part. The main procedures of the
proofs, including the Stieltjes transform, the martingale decomposition and Burkholder’s



16 Bai, Hu, Pan and Zhou

inequality, are routine in RMT, hence we will outline them without detailed descriptions.
Interested readers are referred to Bai and Silverstein [2]. Throughout the rest of the paper,
constants appearing in inequalities are represented by C' which are nonrandom and may
take different values from one appearance to another.

4.1. Definitions and some basic results

In this part, we introduce some notation and some useful results. First, we assume z =
u + 16 with 6 > 0. For simplicity, write S =S,, and B=B,,. Let D =D(z) =B — 21,
F=F(z) = (1 - 2)S—2a,Ty and I be the identity matrix. Define r; = n~/2X ;) where
X(.iy is the ith column of X,,, S; =8 —r;r}, B; = S;(S; + a,Ty) Y, D;=D;(2) =B, —
2land F; =F;(2) = (1 — 2)S; — za,,Tn. Let E; =E(-|Ty,r1,...,1;) and Eg =E(-|Ty).
Moreover, introduce

1
14 (1 - 2)trF N (z)

1 tr tr
i = wWil2) = 9 i —wW; (2
@i =@i(2) 1+ (1—_2rF (o, 0% )
1

z) = ,
1+n"1(1—2)Eotr F; (2)

zrz‘Fi_lri —nilEotrFi_l, 7 zm(z):r;fFi_lri —nfltrFi_l,

zn_ltlrF;1 — n_lEoterl,

Yi =iz
& =&z

Sn = 8n(2) = spea (2), s=5(z)=spv.u(2), $0 = 80(2) = Spun.mn (2)-

)
)

Obviously we have,

7i(2) = 0i(2) + &(2), (4.2)

w; =l — (1 - 2)wiwy = wb — (1— 2)(@F)*y + (1 — 2)2(@F)*win?  (4.3)

and
w; =)’ — (1 - D)@ wm; =@} — (1= 2)(@)’ns + (1= 2)° (@) . (4.4)
It is easy to verify that
J(1—2)"t=0|1 -2 (4.5)
and
SriF; 1 (2)r =0 F 7 (2)(Si + an Ty)F L (2)ry (4.6)
have the same sign. Therefore from the definition of w;, we have

1 1 <|1—z|
T2 /(-2 + o F (| 0

|owi| =
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Similarly we can obtain

1-— 1—
i< 2 < A (4.5
By the fact that
IE7 (=)l = D7 (2)(Si + anTw) | < CO (4.9)
and Lemma 5.4, we have for any [ > 2
1 Céil_4
Elni(2)" < — 75— (4.10)

In the last inequality we used |z;;| < 0,+/n. For any invertible matrices M, M +r;r} and
N, using

* Pt S 1 s\ f—1 -1_N-1__WN-! o -1
ry(M+r;r]) = T oM M, ryM™-, M N N (M-N)M"",(4.11)
we obtain that
Fl(2)-F;'(2)=—(1—2)wF; 'rir} F L (4.12)

which together with (4.6)—(4.9) implies that for any Hermitian matrix M with [|[M]| < C,
[trF~ 1 (2)M — tr F; 1 (2)M| = |(1 — 2)wir} F; 'MF; 'r;| < CO . (4.13)

Lemma 4.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.6, we have for any non-random Her-
mitian matriz M with |[M|| < C and 1> 2,

Cl52l—4

-1 -1 -1 -1 be 2%
Eln™ trF ()M —n""Egtr F~ " (2) M| Snl/2+193l’

where z =u + 6.
Proof. The martingale decomposition (one can refer to [2] for more details) gives

trF "M —EotrF~!M = Z(El —E;y)tr(F'M —F; 'M)

i=1

—(1—2) ZE —E;_1)wiri F'MF; !
=1
= (z=1)> (B, —E;1)w'r;F; 'MF; '

i=1

+(1—-2)*> (B —Eiy)w @} F; 'MF; 'r;.
=1
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Here we used (4.12) and (4.4). From (4.9) and Lemma 5.4, we obtain that

. 052l74
E[r;F;'MF; 'v; —n ' tr F;'MF; ' < =2
i) B i i no2!
Thus it follows from (4.8) and Lemma 5.6 that
n !
E|Y (B — Ei_1)w!'r;F; 'MF; 'r;
i=1
n COnl/2§21—4
_ . tr/ xpp—1 -1, _ -1 —1 —1 n
K ;(Ez Ei)w! (r}F; ' MF; 'y —n~ 0B TMF; )| < ——

On the other hand, from (4.8), (4.13), (4.10) and Lemma 5.6 we also have

l
n Cnl/262l—4
tr *—1 —1 n
E i:E : (]El — Ei,l)wi TwiniTr; Fz MFz r| = W,
which completes the proof. O

Remark 4.2. From the last lemma and (4.13), one can easily verify that for any [ > 2,

Clnl/252l—4

~1 -1 1
EjtrF; " ()M —EtrF; " (2)M]| < Gl

(4.14)

Furthermore, by combining (4.2), (4.10) and (4.14) with M =1, we have for any [ > 2,

C 52l74
Ely|' < =-2—. (4.15)
n
Denote S;j =S —r;r] —r;r; for i # j. Correspondingly, let B;; = S;,(S;; + a,Tn) 1,
Dij = D”(Z) = B” — ZI, Fij = F”(Z) = (1 _Z)S/,:j — ZO&TN and assume H(SU +
a, Tn) 71| < co. Moreover, we have

1
14+ (11— z)r;F;jl(z)rj
_ 1
140711 - 2)E trF;jl(z) ’

1
C14nl(1- z)trF;jl(z)7

, it = wi(2)

Wij = Wij (Z) = ij — Mg

w?j = w?j (2)

vij = Vi (2) = r;F;jl(z)rj —n"'Ey trF;jl(z)7
nij = Nij(2) = r;Fi_jl(z)rj —n! trFi—jl(z)7

& =&j(z)=n""tr Ffjl(z) —n"'Egtr Fz_jl(z)
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We can get the same bound as we did in (4.2)—(4.13) by changing the subscript i to
7. Thus from now on When we consider these bounds we will ignore the subscripts. Let
Hy; =Hio(2) = (1 — 2) 21 whI — 20, Ty. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.6 and z = u + if, we have for any
1<k<p, 1<i<n and non-random matriz M with |M| <C

Eoe;F; ! (z)Mey, = e;H ; (z)Mey, 4+ O(n~1/?), (4.16)

where ey, is the p-dimensional vector with the kth coordinate being 1 and the remaining
being zero.

Proof. Using (4.11), we can check that

F7l(z) = Hp (2) + w” DS = () (R () - B (2)
J#i
w” ZH (1-2) > wiHiy (2)ry0Fp (2) (4.17)
JFi VED)

=Hi, (2) + Hay — Hizy — Hesy,

where
wk _

Hqy = 12 Zle () — Fijl(z))v
J#i

Hpy = (1= 2)@ty Y (Hy (2)r;rF () —n 7 'HY (2)F (2)),
#i

Hey = (1-2)) (@i — @) Hig (2)r;05F; 1 (2).

J#i

Note that, similar to (4.5), either the real parts or the imaginary parts of (1 — 2)w}; and
—z have the same sign. Thus, we have for any ¢ > 0

-1

(1 —z)n_ why — zapt| < 9%, (4.18)
which implies
_ C
Hy (2)] < ek (4.19)

Then it follows from (4.9), (4.19) and Lemma 5.4 that

Eole;Hpy (2)r;1F ! (2)Mey|?
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<Cn 2e;Hy, (z)Hl_Ql(Z)ekIEoe,”;MFi_jl(z)Fi_jl(Z)M*ek
+n 2 Eolef Hiy (2)F;; (2)Meg|”.
From (4.19), we have
le;Hiy (2)ex| and  efH, (2)Hiy (2)ey (4.20)
are both bounded from above. In addition, by (4.9) we get that
eiMF ! (2)F ;' (2)Me; < C||F;'(2)]* < 02 (4.21)
and
|e’,;H1_21(z)Fi_j1(z)Mek| <Cco. (4.22)
Thus combining (4.3), (4.8), (4.15), (4.12), (4.21), (4.22) and Holder’s inequalitywe obtain
Eo|Hy|=O(n™") and Eo|Hg)|=O0(n""/?).

Apparently we have EoH 2y = 0. Thus the proof of the lemma is complete. g

Lemma 4.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.6 and z = u + if, we have for any
1<k <p, 1<j<n and non-random matriz M with |M| < C

Ele;F~'(z)Me;, — EgefF ' (2)Me|* = O(n~ )
and
Ele;F; ' (z)Me; — Eoe;F; ' (z)Mey|* = O(n ™).

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.3, we can easily get this lemma
and we omit details. g

Lemma 4.5. For any non-random matrix M with |M| < C and z, = uy + 161,22 =
ug + 103 with min{6y,02} > 0, we have

2
! =0(n"?).

E EtrMFi_l(zl)Ei(Fi_l(zg)) — IEJO(%trMF;l(zl)Ei(Ffl(zg))>

3

Remark 4.6. Checking the proof of Lemma 4.5, we see that Lemma 4.5 holds as well
when we replace E;(F;*(22)) by F; !(22). The main difference in the arguments is that
we do not distinguish between the cases j < ¢ and j >+ when dealing with the latter.
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Proof of Lemma 4.5. Using the martingale decomposition, we have

%u« MF; ! (21)E; (F; (22)) — Eo <% tr MF;l(zl)Ei(Fi_l(ZQ))>

= % > (Ej —Ejo1)[tr MF; ™ (20)Eq (F ! (22)) + tr MF ! (21) i (F75 (22))]
J#i

1 n
== D (B —Ej-1) (K1 + K+ Ks),
i
where (via (4.12))

’Cl = Wij (Zl)I‘;Frjl (21 )Ez (wij (ZQ)F_l (zz)rjr;fFi_jl (ZQ))MFZ_jl (Zl)I‘j,

ij
’CQ = —Wij (Zl)r;F;jl(Zl)Ei(F;jl(ZQ))MF;jl(Zl)rj,
ICg = —tr MF;l(Zl)H‘L (w”(ZQ)F;Jl (ZQ)I'J'I‘;F;J»I(ZQ)).
Note that by (4.13)

*— 2 * T — —1/=
@i e ()N = |wig By (2)F 5 (2)r| < C, (4.23)

which implies that Ky is bounded.
When j >4, applying (4.3) to get

(Ej —E;_1)K1 = (B —E;_1)w@)5(21) (K — Ki2),
where 1o = 715 (21)KC1 and
K11 =13F ' (21)Ei(@i;(22)Gr(z2)) MF ! (21)r;
—n~ e F(20)Ei (wij (22)Gij(22) ) MF ' (21)

with Gj(22) = Fi_jl(zg)rjr;Fi_jl(zg). We conclude from (4.23), (4.8), (4.15), Lemmas 5.4,
5.6 and ||M]|| < C that

2

1o M C
B~ Z;(Ej —Ej-1)(Ku —Ku2)| < — Z;(]EUCHF +ElKnf?) < —.
J=>1 J=>1

. . -1 .
On the other hand, when j <i, we define F;"(2),z;;(z) and L.j(z) using ri,...,r;_1,

-1 .
Liiseosl 13,0, as Fio(2),wij(2) and 7y,(2) are defined using ri,...,rj-1,

Tj4yi,..Ti—1,T41,...,p. Here r,...,r are ii.d. copies of r; and independent of
{r;,j=1,...,n}. Let

Rijl(zl, 22) = I‘;Fi_jl(zl)Fil(Zg)I‘j, Rijg (21, ZQ) = r;E;jl(ZQ)MFi_jl(Zl)rj.
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Applying the equality for @y ;(22) similar to (4.3) yields

(E; —E; 1)Ky = (Ej — E;j_1)[wi;j (21)z@;; (22)Rija (21, 22) Rija (21, 22)]
=(Ej —E;j-1)(Ki3 + K1a — K15 — K16),
where
Kis = wij(21)@;; (22) Tiji (21, 22) Rija (21, 22),
5 (22)n T e B () B (22) Tija (21, 22),

Kis = why(21 w%(zz)@ij(@)lij(zg)nfz trFi_jl(Zl)E;jl(Zg)th;jl(ZQ)MFi_jl(Zl),

E(n wij(21)7ij(21)@;; (z2)n "2 tr Fi_j1 (zl)E;jl (22) trEfjl (ZQ)MFi_jl (1)

Tiji(z1,22) = Rin —n” e B (21)E (22),

X5
’njg (21, ZQ) =TRis — n~! trE;jl(Zg)MFi_jl(Zl).

Apparently Ei_jl(z),gij (z) and Y (z) have the same bound as Ffjl (2),wi5(2) and ;5 (2),
respectively. Thus it follows from Lemma 5.4, (4.9) and (4.23) that

31Q
31Q

E|Tij (21, 2)" <=, E|Tia(21,2)" < (4.24)

and

n*1|trFi_j1(zl)F71(zl)| <C, n*1|trEZj1(zg)MFi_j1(zl)| <C. (4.25)

L5
Therefore combining (4.15), (4.7), (4.8), (4.24) and (4.25), we can obtain that for ¢ =
374) 57 67
B|(E; — Ej-1)Kul” =O(n™).

This via Lemma 5.6 implies that

2
=0(n"?).

n

1
- > (B —E; 1)Ky

7<i

E

The terms Ko and K3 can be similarly proved to have the same order. Then the proof
of Lemma 4.5 is complete. g

Now we use (4.17) to write that

1
—tr MF; (21 E;F; ' (20)
n
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= %tr MH ;) (21)E;F; *(22) + %tr MH 1) (21)E;F; ' (22) (4.26)
— My (21 BB (22) — b M (1B (22).
Then we have the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.7. For any non-random matrix M with |M| < C and z, = uy + 161,22 =
ug + 10y with min{6y,02} > 0, we have

[Eo tr MH 1) (21)Ei(F; ' (22))] = O, (1) (4.27)
and

[Eo tr M Hs) (1) Es(F; ! (22))] = Op(1). (4.28)

3

Proof. By (4.12), we obtain that
trMH(l)(Zl)]El(Fl_l(ZQ))
@i (z1)(1 — z e _ _ _
= PO A1) S e (o0 B () M 1R (o).
J#i

AsHL' (2) Fl(2), Fi_jl(z), @iy (2) and wya(2) are all bounded when Sz > 0, we can get

directly that for j > 1,
|Eo tr MH 1) (z1)E; (F; (22))| < C.
When j <, note that we also have

|Eq tr M H ) (21)Ei(F;' (22))| < C.
Then from (4.12), E|z;j| < oo and the definition of E;jl(z),zij(z) and l;j(z) in
Lemma 4.5 we have
[Eowyj(21)rF 5t (21)Ei(F; ! (22) — Fijt (22)) MH, (21)F ' (21)r5]

= [Eowij(21)@;; (22)rFy;  (21)Ey; (22)r505 Fyt (22) MH (21)F (20)r5] = O(1),

which completes the proof of (4.27).
Now consider (4.28). When j < i, using (4.3) we rewrite the left-hand side of (4.28) as

(1 — z1)why(21)Eo Zwij(zl)%j(21)T§F¢_j1(Zl)]Ev:(Fi_l(22))MH1_21(21)TJ'
o (4.29)



24 Bai, Hu, Pan and Zhou

=|(1 - z1)@iy(21)Eg sz'j(zl)%j(zl)ﬁjB(zlv 22)
i

— 21 wa:Q 21 n~!
+ (1 = z1)wi5(21)Eo (430)

Y wij(21)7i(21) e By (21 i (Fy (22)) MH (21)),
i

where
Tija(21,22) = vjF ;1 (20)Ei (F; ' (22)) MH, (20)r; —n~ e FH (20) B (F (22)) MH (21).

From Lemma 5.4, we have E|T;;3(21,22)|> = O(n~!) which together with (4.15) and
Holder’s inequalityimplies

(4.29) = 0O(1).

For (4.30), we apply (4.3) again and obtain that

(4.30)] = | (1 — 21)@55(21)) Bon ™" > wij(21)7 (21) tr F it (21 (B (22)) MEL (21) .
i

Here we have used the fact that [n=!tr F;jl(zl)Ei(le(zg))MHf; (z1)] is bounded. Thus
from (4.15), we get that

(4.30) = O(1).

On the other hand, when j > 4, the above argument apparently also works if we replace
E;(F; ' (22)) with El(Ffjl(zQ)) And the remaining term can be expressed as

(1= 20)@1(20)E Y @i(21)mi(22)7i5 (200 Fy (20 E (220)r505 B (22)MH ) (20)r;

i
= (1 - 2)@ha(20)E Y @ij(21)my; (22)7i5 (21) Tojn v} By (22) MH (1)1 (4.31)
i
+ (1= 21)@h(20)En~ " Y @i (21)@,;(22)i (21) 0 By (21) By (22) Tija (21, 22)
i
— (1= 21)(1 = z2) s (21) o (22)En Y i (21)@yj (22) i (21) i (22)

J#i
-trFfjl(zl)EZjl(zg)trEi_jl(zg)MHf;(zl)
— (1= 20)@12(20)) Bn ™Y i (21)my(22) (755 (1)) (4.32)
J#i

trF (2 E!

o (22) tr B (20)MH 5 (21).
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By Lemma 5.4 and a similar argument in (4.27), we can show that (4.31) and (4.32) are

all bounded. Then the proof of Lemma 4.7 is complete.

O

Lemma 4.8. For any non-random matrix M with |M| < C and z = u; + 161,22 =

ug + 10y with min{6y,02} > 0, we have
Eon™" tr MH ) (21)E;i (F; ' (22))
= —(i = 1)n"2(1 = 21)(1 — 22)wha(21)wra(22)
-t Hpy' (22)MH; 5 (20)Eo tr F; ! (20)E ' (22) + Op(1).
Proof. It follows from (4.12), (4.8), (4.9), (4.19) and E|z,;| < C that
Eo tr MH(3)(21)Ei (F; ' (22))
=—(1—21)(1 - z2)wip(21)
% Y Eow; (22)r5Fi (2)E;; (22)r;05 By (22)MHL (21)r;

j<i
+ (1= 21)(1 — 22) w5 (21)

1 e _ _ _
x — > Eom,; (22)r;E; (22) MHL, (210)F ;' (2)F (22)r;
Jj<i

and

(4.33)

(1—21)(1 = z0)wla(21) Y Bomy; (22)r; Fy; (22)MH (21)F; (2)E;; (22)r; = Op(n).

j<i
Applying (4.3) to rewrite the first term of (4.33) as
> Eow,; (22)r5F it (2)E; (22)r,0 By (20) MH T (21)r;
j<i

=iy (z2)n 2 Z Eg tr F;jl (zl)Ele (22) trEfjl (22)MH; (21)

j<i
+ @iy (22) Z EoTiji (21, 22) Tija(z1, 22)
j<i

(4.34)

(4.35)

— w% (22) Z EOEz‘j (Zg)lij (ZQ)I‘;Fi_jl (Z)E;jl (ZQ)rjr;E;jl (ZQ)Hl_Ql (zl)rj (4.36)

j<i

where Tiju(21,22) = r;Ei_jl(zg)MHle(zl)rj - n‘ltrEi_jl(zg)MHle(zl). The arguments

in (4.31) and (4.32) and (4.24) ensure that
(4.35) =0,(1) and (4.36) =O0,(1).
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In addition, from (4.12) and (4.13), we have
EotrF;; (20)Hpy (21) = Eo tr E; ' (22)Hiy (21) + 0p(1).

Then using (4.17) again and repeating similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.7
we obtain that

Eo trE; ' (22)Hiy (21) = tr Hiy (22)Hiy (21) + Op(1).
Combining the above arguments, we conclude that
Eon™" tt MH 2)(21)E; (F; ' (22))

=—(i—1)n?(1—21)(1 — 22) @y (21) @y (22)
X tr H1_21(,22)MH1_21 (z1)Ep tr F;1(21)E;1(2'2)

which complete the proof of the lemma. O

Remark 4.9. Let H; = Hy(2) = (1 — 2)@}1 — 20, Ty. We conclude from the above
arguments and the fact |wh, — @i = 0(n~1) that

eiF ! (2)er =efH ' (2)er, + O, (n~1/?) (4.37)
and

%trFfl(zl)Ei(Ffl('z?))
(4.38)
(1/n) trH; ! (20)H{  (21)

I D - 2 - 2@ )@ () /) () H; (1)

Here we have used the fact that the denominator of (4.38) is bounded when min{6:, 6>} >
0.

4.2. Proof of Lemma 3.1

Note that the contour C of the integration contains four segments: two horizontal lines
and two vertical lines. We need to calculate the limit of S,1(z) at the four segments
respectively. First of all, considering the top horizontal line C* = {z € C: Rz € [c; — 0, ¢, +
0], 3z = 0}, we know that there exists some event Q,, with P(Q,,) — 1 such that,

Elsn(2) = sn(2)1(Qn)| < (32)7'P(Q7) — 0.
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In this part, we let @ = Q,, = {||(S», + @, Tn) || < C} with some C < co. By (1.4) we
have that for any [ > 0, P(Q¢) <n~!. Tt is known that AT T Ty > \§itenTy > )\S”—m" T
for any i, j, which implies

0D Q; D Q.

Here Q; = {||(S; + a,,Tw) || < C} and Q;; = {||(Sij + @ Tn) ! < C}. Notice that we
also have

P(Q¢) <n~! and P(Qj;) < n=t.
Now we rewrite S,1(z) as S, = S,(} 5(2 + 0p(1) with

57(31) =p(sn(2)I1(Q) — Eo[s,(2)I1(Q)]) covariance part,
S = p(Eosa(2)1(Q) — 50(2)I(Q)  mean part.

4.2.1. The covariance part

The martingale decomposition used in the proof of Lemma 4.1 gives that

Sf#—i(ﬁ ~Ei1) (D71 = D7) I(Q)) +0,(1)

=1

(Ei —Eim1) tr(S — S)F ' (2)1(Qi)

“M:
;

+Z (Bi — Ei1) tr(S; + an T ) (F 1 = F; )I(Q;) + 0p(1)

i=1

= (Bi — Ei_1)1i(2)1(Qi) — D1 — Dy + 0p(1),

i=1
where

D= (B —Ei1)(1 - 2)wir}F; ' (2)rir}F; (2)ri(Q0),
=1

Dy=> (B —Ei_1)(1 - 2)wir} F; ' (2)(S; + anTn)F; ' (2)riI(Q;).
=1

Here we used (4.12) and the fact that

P(I(Q:) #1(Q) <n”". (4.39)
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Check that
*—1 *—1 2 2 —1 1 —1 ?
r;F ()i F O (2)r =03 (2) + 5777(2) trF;(2) + o trF(2) ) -

Applying (4.4), (4.10) and Lemma 5.6 we obtain

2

=o(1).

n

E’Dl - i(}Ei —Ei1) (W trF; - %(trFil)z)I(Qi)

1 2
i=1

Similarly we have

E|D; - (B —Ei_) ((1 — 2)wK;(2)
i=1
_ % trF; (S, + anTN)> 1(Q) : =o(1),

where K;(2) = riF; 1 (2)(Si+a,Tn)F;  (2)r; —n~ 1 tr F; 2 (2)(S; + @, T ). Thus we have
p(sn(z) —Esn(2))1(Q)
=Y B (@ - (- A=l )
i=1

# LR o T (2) ) Q1) 00,

Check that

(L@ D) | e

n

+ Si +a,Tn),

which implies

L [ FEp(su(z) - Esn(2))1(Q0)

2m
“2m§3 Q) d(1 - 2)=!" (=)mi(2) + op(1).

Apparently, {E;1(Q;)d(1 — 2)w!"(2)n:(z)/dz} is a martingale difference sequence so
we can resort to the CLT for martingale (see Theorem 35.12 in [7]). By Lemma 5.4 and
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(4.9), we can get

4
E|K(:)1(Q)]* < L.

n

which together with (4.10) and (4.8) implies

ZEH (Q:)d(1 — 2)@ (2)ns(2)/dz]" = O(6,) = 0

This ensures the Lyapunov condition. Thus, it is sufficient to investigate the limit of the
following covariance function

47-[2 At th 21 f(22)8 88 Gn (Zl,,ZQ)(jl,zleZ7 (440)

where

n

Gn(z1,22) = Y Bica [Bi((1 = 20)@} (20)mi(20) 1(Qi)Ei (1 — 22)ay (22)mil(22)1(Qi)).

i=1

From the arguments in [4], we need to show G, (21, z9) converges in probability. Applying
(4.8), (4.10), (4.14) and the fact @' = wr — wi'w;&;, we have

Gn(21,22)

=1 =2z)(1~2) Zwlf(zl)wlf(»’rzﬂﬁ 1B (1 (20)1(Qa))Ei (i (22) 1(2i))] + 0p(1)-

By Lemma 5.5, we have

Ei1[Ei(ni(21)1(Qi))Ei(1i(22)1(Qi))]

_ Elay] nlEx11| —25 Z 1(Q0), Ed(F (22)1(Q0),]
+ —Exlﬁﬁ "B, B (F; (20 1(Qi)Ei(F;  (22)1(Q0)))- (4.42)

Using (4.37), we have
(4.42) = Z Hi ' (22)) 5] + 0p(1)-

It is worthy to remind the reader that in order to satisfy the condition in the last sub-
section we used here the fact

P(1(Qi) #1(Qij)) <n”'
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And by (4.38), we have

t+1 (1/n)trH Y (22)H{ (1)

(4.42) = 1— (G — 1)1 — 2)(1 — 22)@E(21) B (22)) /n2) tr Hy L (22)H (21)

+0p(1).
From the arguments of the next part, we can conclude that for z € C*

Eosn(2) = so(2) + O(n™1) 225 s(z).
Thus we get in probability

Gn(z1,22)
_>(H_1)/K/ ’ y(1 —21)(1 — z2)w(21)w(22) ngp(t))

1—z1)w — z1at)((1 — z2)w — z2at)

" (1_w/ ’ y(1—21)(1 = z2)w(z1)w(22) )anxqu(t))l} dw

1—21)w — z1at)((1 — 22)w — 200t

-2y [ ((1‘“)“(“) ar, 0 [ ((1‘22)7”(@) dFY, (1),

1—2z)w— zat 1 — z9)w — z0at

which is (3.6).
In addition, by definition of Sflll) we get

E[Siy (1) = 81 (22)” = |21 = 22 "Eltr D™} (21)D ™! (22) ~ Eo tr D™} (:1)D ™! (22) *1(Q).
Therefore using (4.12), Lemmas 4.1, 4.5 and the fact that
D '(2)=(1-2)"'I+a,TnF(2)),
we can easily check that
E|SY (1) = S (22)P < Clar — 2, 21,z €C, (4.43)
which implies the sequence {Sflll)()} forms a tight sequence on C*.

4.2.2. The mean part

From the definition of the Stieltje transform of s, (z), we have

1 1
$n(2) =spB, = —trD™ ' = —tr(S,, + a, Ty )F1(2)
p p

1-— 1 1 1 1
(1 + Z) —trS,F1(2) - == —trS,F1(z)— —.
2 Jp z  z2p z
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Using (4.11) we get that

which implies

Thus we have

1 n
- E w;=1—yp(l—2)(zs, +1)
n

i=1

and
Eow11(Q1) =1 —yn(1 = 2)(2E0sn1(Q1) + 1).
Denote A, = Eq(w11(Q1))(Eo(ww11(Q1))I+ a,, Ty)™ L,
C,=A, 2IA(z)=Ey and s,(2)I(Q1)—p *trC,.
Then we obtain that

_ Eowi1(Q1) + ant
1 o oW1 1 TN
ptrCn = / (1— 2)Eow 1(Q1) — zant dFTN (2).

Recalling the definition of wq and (2.9) we have

1_w0 1 1 1 Oént T
L = dF-N(t
2y(1—2) =z 1—z+1—z/(1—z)w0—zant ®),

which implies

wy = <1+y/ (1_§)11;)Z_)Z%t dFTN(t))_l.

According to (4.46) and (4.47), we get that

Eow11(Q1)

31

(4.44)

(4.45)

(4.46)

(4.47)

= <1+y/ =) (1-2) dFTN(t)+(Eowlf(Ql))_lzy(l—z)An>_ .

Eowlf(Ql) — zant
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The difference of the above two identities yields

Eowl_[(Ql)’(Eoy(]. — 2)2(’WO — Eo’(ﬂl_[(Ql))
[(1 = 2)wo — zant][(1 — 2)Eqw1 1(Q1) — zant]

+wozy(l — 2)A,.

wo — Ew11(Q1) :/ dFT~ (1)
Thus we use (4.39) to obtain that

Eosn(2)1(Q) — s0(2)

= _ Yn(1 = 2)*Eow1 1(Q1)wo T
= w0l (1 / (1= 2)mo — zant][(1 — 2)Eow1 1(Q1) — za,t] dr (t))

(4.48)

We will use the following lemma.

Lemma 4.10. For z € C;

pA(z) = (my —t— 2)22(1 —2)(w7)? trﬂal(z)trHSQ(Z)TN

n %7% trHy?(2)Tx 4 o(1).

Proof. It follows from the definition of D,, and C,, that
D !-c;'=c;'(A,-B,)D,!=C,'A,D;! -C.;'B,D.

n

Using (4.44), we have
C,'B,D,'=C 'Y wirr[F; ' (2)
i=1

and

C,'AB, —20) ' =C'A> @irir}F; ' (2) + an C ' ATNF ' (2).
=1
Then from the definition of A(z) and (4.11) we have
pAn = nEowlr{Ffl(z)C_lArlf(Ql)
+ Ega, tr ATNF 1 (2)CT I (Q1) — nEowwi v} Fy 1 (2)C e 1( Q1)
=dy +dy +d3+dy,

where

dy = nBow 1 1(Q1)riF 1 (2)C ' Ary — Eow 1(Q1)Eo tr F 1 (2)C A,
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dy = Bow1 I(Q1)Eotr F{ 1 (2)C ™ A — Eowy 1(Q1)Eo tr F1(2)C A,
ds = Eow1 1(Q1)Eotr F{*(2)C™! — nEow I(Q1)riF 1 (2)C My,
dy =Eow1 1(Q1)Eotr F~(2)C™! — Egwwy I(Q1)Eg tr Fy ' (2)C L.
First, consider d;. We apply (4.3) and (4.2) to represent d; as
dy = —n(1 — 2) (@) Eom (riF; 'C 'Ary —n ' tr F{'CTTA)I(Qy)  (4.49)
+ (1= 2) (@)’ By (tr FT'CT'A —Eotr F;'CTA)I(Q)) (4.50)
+n(1 - 2)*(wh)*(Eom17iriFy ' C 1 Ary
—n  Eow72Ee tr BT 1CLA)I(Qy). 5

Note that similar to (4.18) we can get that ||[C~!| and || AC™!|| are both bounded when
2z € Ct. Thus by Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 5.4 we obtain that

EltrF7(2)C A —Eo trFy ' (2)CA> = O(1),
ElriF; ' (2)C 'Ar; —n ' tr Fy ' (2)C A = O(n ™).
These together with (4.10), (4.8), (4.14) and Holder’s inequalityimply that
(4.50) =0, (n~/?) and (4.51)=0,(52).
Using Lemma (5.5), we have
(4.49) = —(m, — t— 2)(1 — 2) (@5) g (F (), (F1 ' (2)C 1 A)  1(Q1)

_trbu- A& g e Fr2(2)C AL(QL).

For do, we use (4.12) to get
do = (1 — 2)Eow1 B (w1 [(Q1)r{F () C AR (2)1(Q1)ry)
= %trFﬁ(z)C*IAI(Ql) + 0, (1).
Similarly, we can get

ds = (my =t —2)(1 = 2)(@}) ynBo(Fy " (2))1, (F1 (2)C71) 11 1(Q1)

. (t+1)(1 T—L 2)(w?

)QEO trF2(2)C7(Q1) +0,(1)

and

(1—2) (=t

2
dy=— ) trF2(2)C! +0,(1).
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Therefore combining the above four equations, we conclude that

EotrD, ' 1(Q1) —trC;*

= e DU ) Py (012, (B (01— A)),, 1(Q)
n WEO trF2(2)C NI — A)I(Q1) +o,(1).

By Lemmas 4.3-4.5 and the fact that
[C1 I = A)| = |anTn((1 — 2)Eow1 1(Q1)I — za,, Tyy) | < C,

we have that

(my — = 2 (1~ 2)(F

pn

Ktj%ﬁ&ﬁwawﬁN+%m’

2
EotrD; ! —trC; ! = ) trHy ' (2) tr Hy 2(2) Ty

+

which complete the proof of this lemma. O
Noting the transform §,(z) = ﬁsn(liz) — %, S0(2) = ﬁso(liz) — iaﬂ_ti
and (3.12) in [3] we have that for z € C;

(- | e g ) h

Thus we have Es,, = sg + O(n~!) — s, which combined with (4.48) gives (3.5).

We so far have proved Lemma 3.1 under the condition that z € C*. It is easy to check
that the above arguments evidently work when z belongs to the bottom line due to
symmetry.

When z belongs to the left vertical line of the contour, that is z € C' = {Rz = ¢, — 0,z €
[—0,0]}, we split C! into two parts C! + CL where

< Cy.

Cl={Rz=c,—0,n71e, <|S2| <0} and Ch={Rz=c;—0,|3z|<n e}
with &, =n~? for some S € (0,1). We truncate s,, at each part, that is

4(2) = {sn(z), zeCl;

sn(Rz +in~le,),  z€Ch.

Then from a similar argument in [4] we can get that the limit of p(8,(2)I(Q) — so) has the
same form as Lemma 3.1 provided. Here Q = {[|(Sp, + anTn) 1| < CY N {A5" > ¢ — 1}
with small enough ¢ > 0. And the situation is the same if z belongs to the right vertical
line of the contour due to symmetry. We omit the details.
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5. Some basic lemmas
In this section, we give some basic lemmas which are used in the paper.

Lemma 5.1 (Lemma 6.1 in [16]).

5(z)(3(z) +1—-y)

TTER LAY -Y)
§(z) = BRI A1/ -Y))(-Y)
G
() = - S YU V) 2 = ¥)?
(1-Y)3(2)2+28(2)+1—y’
/#dFY (t) = §(2)
S(z) 4+t ™P EOESIES e}

[ s 07 am 0 = )((52 ST

SR B L)) =~ Y6 5(e) + U ().
2y [ at(3(2))3(5(z) + 1) dF ), (1) B <1og (1-Y)5(2)? + 28(z )—|—1—y>/
[ [P + 0 A, 0F 5 s 25 +1 )
2 ()5 () + )
(Y GCIPGE) 1P

Lemma 5.2 (Lemma 2.3 in [13]). Let 2,y be arbitrary non-negative numbers. For A
and B square matrices of the same size,

= (log(1 - Y (3(2))*(3(2) + 1)*)).

FVABIABY (4 00)} < FYAR{(2,00)} + FYBB {(y, 00)}.

Lemma 5.3 (Lemma A.45 and Corollary A.41 in [2]). Let A and B be two n x n
Hermitian matrices. Then

1
L(FA FB)<||[A-B|| and L3(FA FB)<—tr(A—-B)(A-B)",
n
where L(-,-) denotes the Lévy distance and || - || denotes the spectral norm.

Lemma 5.4 (Lemma 9.1 of [2]). Let A be an n x n nonrandom matriz bounded in
norm by M, and X = (z1,...,2,)* be a random vector of independent entries. Assume
that Ex; = 0,
Elz;|? = 1, Elz;|* < oo and |z;| < 6n/n with 6, — 0 slowly. Then for any given
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2 <1< blog(nd?) with some b>1, there exists a constant C' such that
E|X*AX —trAl' <nl(ns?) ' (MCS2).

Lemma 5.5 ((1.15) of [4]). Let A = (aij)pxp and B = (bij)pxp be nonrandom matrices
and X = (x1,...,x,)* be a random vector of independent entries. Assume that Ex; =0
and

E|x;|> =1. Then we have,

P
E(X*AX —tr A)(X*BX —trB) =Y (Ela;|* — [Ea?|” - 2)aiibii + tr A, BL + tr AB,(5.1)

i=1
where Ay = (Ex2aij)pxp, By = (Ex2bij)pxp and the superscript T is the transpose of a

matrix.

Lemma 5.6 (Burkholder inequality). Let {X} be a complex martingale difference
sequence with respect to the increasing o-field Fi, and let Ey denote conditional expec-
tation with respect to Fi. Then we have

(a) forp>1,

p n p/2
SKPE<Z|Xk|2> ) (5.2)

k=1

(b) forp>2,

n p

>

k=1

E

n /2 n
<K, <E<2Ek1|Xk|2> +EZ|Xk|p>~ (5.3)
k=1 k=1

Lemma 5.7. Let A and B be two n X n non-negative definite Hermitian matrices. )\f
and \B denote the ith smallest eigenvalue of A and B, respectively. Then we have

MAB < NAB < AANB gnd MAB<AAB)\ANB =1 ... n
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