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Abstract

Random Fisher matrices arise naturally in multivariate statistical analysis and under-
standing the properties of its eigenvalues is of primary importance for many hypothesis
testing problems like testing the equality between two multivariate population covariance
matrices, or testing the independence between sub-groups of a multivariate random vector.
This paper is concerned with the properties of a large-dimensional Fisher matrix when the
dimension of the population is proportionally large compared to the sample size. Most of
existing works on Fisher matrices deal with a particular Fisher matrix where populations
have i.i.d components so that the population covariance matrices are all identity. In this
paper, we consider general Fisher matrices with arbitrary population covariance matrices.
The first main result of the paper establishes the limiting distribution of the eigenvalues
of a Fisher matrix while in a second main result, we provide a central limit theorem for
a wide class of functionals of its eigenvalues. Some applications of these results are also

proposed for testing hypotheses on high-dimensional covariance matrices.
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1 Introduction

For testing the equality of variances from two populations, a well-known statistic is the
Fisher statistic defined as the ratio of two sample variances. Its multivariate counter-part

is a random Fisher matriz defined by

F .= B,B;! (1.1)

where the B;’s are sample covariance matrices from two independent samples, say {§;, 1 <

k <mni}and {ny, 1 < ¢ < ny} with population covariance matrices ¥; and X5, respectively.
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Of primary importance are the so-called linear spectral statistics (LSS) of the matrix F of
form

Wa = Z FOD), (1.2)

where A\F's are the eigenvalues of F with the notation n = (ny,ny). Fisher matrices, espe-
cially its eigenvalues, arise in many hypothesis testing problems in multivariate analysis.
Examples include the test of the equality hypothesis 37 = 35 where the likelihood ratio
LR) statistic is simplified to a functional of eigenvalues of a Fisher matrix, see Bai et al.
E] In multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA), the test on the equality of means is
reduced to a statistic depending on a Fisher matrix which is a function of the “between”
sum of squares and the “within” sum of squares (Anderson H, p. 346]). In multivariate
linear regression, the likelihood ratio criterion for testing linear hypotheses about regression
coefficients is expressed as a function of the eigenvalues of a Fisher matrix (Anderson |1,
p. 298]). To test the independence between sub-groups of a multivariate population, the
LR statistic is a functional of a Fisher matrix defined by sub-matrices of sample covariance
matrices (Anderson ﬂ, p. 381]). Fisher matrices appear also in the canonical correlation
analysis, see Yang and Pan for a recent account.

This paper concerns the high-dimensional situation where the population dimension p
is large compared to the sample sizes n; and ns. It is now well understood that classical
procedures as those presented in Anderson |1} become impracticable or dramatically lose
efficiency with high-dimensional data. For example, the deficiency of the Hotelling’s 1>
statistic has been reported in Dempster ] and Bai and Saranadasa E] Regarding
hypothesis testing on high-dimensional covariance matrices, many recent works appeared
in the literature, see e.g. H], ﬂﬂ], B], H], B], B], and M] However, most of these
works concern the one-sample situation and in those treating the two-sample situation
(except ﬂ]), the test statistics are often proposed though an ad-hoc distance measure so
that they do not involve the corresponding Fisher matrices. Indeed, as it can be seen from
the multivariate analysis examples discussed earlier, Fisher matrices and its eigenvalues
appear naturally in procedures based on the Gaussian likelihood functions.

In the literature from random matrix theory and assuming that the dimension grows
to infinity proportionally to sample sizes, the convergence of the eigenvalues of a Fisher
matrix to a limiting distribution has been studied by several authors, see e.g. B], ﬂg], M],
E], HE], and @] As for central limit theorems for linear spectral statistics, Chatterjee

| establishes the existence of a Gaussian limit assuming that the populations are Gaus-
sian. However, his method doesn’t provide explicit formula for the asymptotic mean and

asymptotic covariances of the Gaussian limit. A closely related piece of work is that of



Bai and Silverstein B] which establishes a CLT for spectral statistics of a general sample
covariance matrices of form B;T, where B, is a sample covariance matrix and T), is a non-
random Hermitian matrix. This CLT is later refined in ] where the original restriction
on the values of the fourth moments of the population components is removed. However,
the CLT in B] cannot, cover spectral statistics of a Fisher matrix by replacing T, by B;*
for the reason that the centering term of this CLT would become a random term without
an explicit expression. To overcome this difficulty, Zheng ] establishes a CLT for spec-
tral statistics of a Fisher matrix which has a non-random and explicit centering term. In
particular, the components of the observations §; and n; can have arbitrary values of the
fourth moment. To our best knowledge, this is the only CLT reported in the literature
for spectral statistics of Fisher matrix. However, this CLT has a severe limitation in that
it is assumed that the population covariance matrices are equal i.e. ¥; = ¥,. Although
the derivation of this CLT is complex and highly non trivial, it has a small impact on the
statistical problems mentioned above where the population covariance matrices X; can be
arbitrary and not necessarily equal. Specifically for the test of the equality hypothesis,
“3 = 35”7 and assuming that the population are Gaussian, this CLT enables us to find
the distribution of the LR statistic under the null hypothesis, but not under any alterna-
tive hypothesis, that is, the size of the test can be found by this CLT and not the power
function.

The main contribution of the paper is the establishment of the central limit theorem for
linear spectral statistics {W,,} of a general Fisher matrix where the population covariance
matrices 3; are arbitrary. Under this scheme and as a preparatory step, we also establish
a limiting distribution for its eigenvalues and give an explicit equation satisfied by its
Stieltjes transform. Due to the fact that the population covariance matrices are arbitrary,
the establishment of these results have required several new techniques compared to the
existing literature on the central limit theory although the general scheme remains similar
to the one used in [5,27]. A significantly different tool used here is another CLT reported in

| for random matrix of type ST where S is a standard sample covariance matrix (with
i.i.d. standardised components) and 7" a nonnegative definite and deterministic Hermitian
matrix. These two papers are related each other but focus on different random matrices.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section2lwe first introduce the asymptotic scheme
and the technical assumptions used, and then establishes the limiting spectral distribution
of the eigenvalues. Section Bl presents the CLT for linear spectral statistics of general
Fisher matrices which is the main result of the paper. Section Ml gives two algorithms to
approximate the limiting spectral density, mean function and covariance function in CLT

for linear spectral statistics. In Section Bl we discuss some applications of the results to



hypothesis testing and confidence intervals about high-dimensional covariance matrices.

Technical lemmas and proofs are postponed to Appendix [Al

2 Limiting spectral distribution of large dimensional

general ['-matrices

Following Bai and Silverstein B] and Zheng ﬂﬁ], we will impose the following structure

on the observation model. Assume that the samples can be expressed as
& =Xy, 1<k<n; m=%"Y, 1<(<ny;
where the observations matrices

X = (Xg--,X <k<
Y = (Y-17"'7Y-n2):(}/}£: 1§.]<p7 1§£§n2)7

are the upper-left corners, of size p X ny and p X ng, of two independent arrays of indepen-
dent random variables { X, j,k = 1,2,---} and {Yj;, j,k = 1,2,---}, respectively. The

corresponding sample covariance matrices become

1 = * 3 3\ % ; 1 N *

B, = n—lgéé =X78(X7)", with S; = n—lgx-kxkv (2.1)
1 - * % % * 1 1 Ny y

B, = ;2;7777 =X378,(X%5)", with Sy = n:;Y-zY.z . (2.2)

Because F = B B, " has the same eigenvalues as Sl(T;},ﬂ)*S;lT;/2 where T)/* = E;%E%,
we can define as well the Fisher matrix to be F := Sl(Tll/ )*S5 1T,1)/ ?. It is also noticed
that obviously, the matrix S, should be invertible (almost surely) so that in our asymptotic
analysis, we will assume ny > p for large p and ns.

Throughout the paper, empirical spectral distribution (or ESD) of square matrix refers
to the empirical distribution generated by its eigenvalues. We consider the following as-

sumptions.

Assumption [A] The two double arrays { Xy;, 1,k =1,2,---} and { Yy, 0,k =1,2,---}
consist of independent but not necessarily identically distributed random variables

with mean 0 and variance 1.



Assumption [B1] For any fixed > 0 and when ny, ng, p — 00,

—ZZE ‘Xjk| ]{\Xjk|>77\/_} ZZE ‘ij| Iy, k\>n\/@}} — 0.

J 1 k=1 g 1 k=1
(2.3)
Assumption [B2] The two arrays are either both real, we then set the indicator x = 2;
or both complex, we then set k£ = 1, with homogeneous 4th moments: E|X;;|* =

1+ K+ B +0(1), ElY;r]* =1+ r + B, + o(1). Moreover, for any fixed n > 0 when
Ny, N2, p — OO,

—ZZE | Xl T x 2] — ZZE Vil Ty znymay] = 0.

P o P o
(2.4)
In addition, EX7) = o(ny l),EYﬁ,f = o(ny') when both arrays {X;;} and {Y;;} are
complex.

Assumption [C] The sample sizes n;, ny and the dimension p grow to infinity in such
a way that

Yn, = p/n1 — 1 € (0, +00), Yny == D/n2 — ya € (0,1) . (2.5)

Assumption [D] The matrices T, are non-random and nonnegative definite Hermitian
matrices and the sequence {T,} is bounded in spectral norm. Moreover, the ESD

H, of T, tends to a proper nonrandom probability measure H when p — oo.

The assumptions (2.3)) and (2.4]) are standard Lindeberg type conditions which are
necessary for the existence of the limiting spectral distribution for F, and for the CLT for
LSS of F, respectively. Moreover, under these conditions, the variables X;; and Yj;’s can
be truncated at size 7,,/p (1, J 0) without altering asymptotic results.

The following notations are used throughout the paper:

n= (nl,ng), Yn = (yn1ayn2)> y = (y1>y2) ) h? = Y1+ Y2 — Y1y -

In the sequel, the limiting results will be investigated under the regime (23] that will be
simply referred as n — co. Some useful concepts are now recalled. The Stieltjes transform

of a positive Borel measure GG on the real line is defined by

me(z) = / . ! _dG(),  z€Ct={z: 2€C,3() >0} (2.6)



Table 1: Notations for distributions and Stieltjes transforms (S.T.) of random matrices

Matrix ESD / S.T. LSD / S.T.
F=S/{T,”}s;'T,” U, /ma Uy | my
X{T,/*} 87T,/ "X U, | m, U, / m,
{T,/*} ;' T,/ Gy / Gy, |

This transform has a natural extension to the lower-half plane by the formula
ma(z) =ma(z), for z€eC” ={z: 2€C,J(z) <0}.

In addition to F, we will also need several other matrices. Table [I] contains the notations
used in the sequel for characteristics of these matrices: ESD, LSD and the associated
Stieltjes transforms.

The matrices F and X*(T}/ 2)*82_ 1T;}/ X are companion matrices each other sharing

same non null eigenvalues so that we have

mn(z) = - _Z +yn1mn(z)a (27)

my(z) = Pty (2) (238)

Furthermore, when 3; = 35, i.e., T, = I, it is well-known that the LSD Uy, of F and its
Stieltjes transform my(z) can be found on Page 79 of Bai and Silverstein da] As a first
result of the paper, we prove the existence of U, and one of its characteristics for general

Fisher matrix F where T, is a Hermitian matrix.

Theorem 2.1 Under Assumptions [A], [B1], [C] and [D],

(i) The matriz S;' T, has a non-random LSD G,,. Moreover, G,, is characterised by
the fact that the transform

m2) = [ G0

1—tz
where -
m, (2) = === + gy (2)
18 the unique solution to the equation
i ! +y2/dH7(t), zeCH. (2.9)
m,, (%) t+m,,(2)



(ii) The Fisher matriz F = Sl(T;ﬂ)*S;l(T},/z) has a non-random LSD U,. Moreover,
Uy is characterised by the fact that the Stieltjes transform my(2) of its companion

measure Uy is the unique solution to the equation

h2
- mO(m())(z o, A o(2), ze€C', (2.10)
( 1 + Yo f t+m0(2) ) Y2

where mo(z) = m,, (—m(2)).
The proof of this theorem is given in Appendix [A1]

Remark 2.1 For a given z € Ct, the equation (Z9) has a unique solution mg such that
S(mg) < 0. Then, the Stieltjes transform m(z) can be computed by substituting z = —m
into Equation (2.9), i.e.

y

1 dH (t)
— =—— _— 2.11
my<z) m0(2> + Y2 / t+ m(](Z) ( )
In fact by Silverstein @ ) is the unique solution to the equation
2dG (2)
= — — 2.12
ya my(z) +y1/ 1 +xmy(2) ( )

In the sequel, for brevity, the notations my (z) and m(z) will be simplified to m(z) and
m(z), or even to m and m, respectively, if no confusion would be possible. We will use the

notations Gy, that are obtained by substituting y,, = p/ng for y in G,,.

3 CLT for LSS of large dimensional general Fisher

matrices

As explained in Introduction, we consider linear spectral statistics (LSS) of F
p
j=1

where f is an analytic function and {)\f} are the eigenvalues of F. More precisely, we

consider a centered version
pUn(f) = Uy (f)] - (3.2)

where Uy, (f) = [ f(z)dUy,(z), Uy(z) is the LSD of the Fisher matrix and Uy, (z) is
obtained by substltutlng Yn = (YnisUn,) for y = (y1,92) in Uy(z). Due to the exact

7



separation theorem (see Bai and Silverstein M]), for large enough n; and p, the possible
point mass at the origin of U, will coincide exactly with that of U, . Therefore, we can

restrict the integral (8.2]) to their continuous components on (0, 00), i.e.
p
POND = U] = 3 FOD g0y~ [ F@hus, (o) (3.3)
j=1

where uy, (z) is the density on (0, 00) of Uy, ().

Regarding the central limit theory on linear spectral statistics of random matrices, it
has been well-known (B, , ]) that the mean and covariance parameters of the limiting
Gaussian distribution depend on the values of the fourth moments of the initial variables.
When these moments match the Gaussian case, i.e. 3, =0 or 3, = 0 in Assumption [B2],
the limiting parameters have a simpler expression. Otherwise, they have a more involved
expression that depend on other limiting functional of sample covariance matrices. More

specifically, if B, # 0, we will need the existence of the following limits

1< 1. 1 _1 1
~> B [eé(Tﬁ)*SQ 'D; 'S, "Te,
pi:l
1 _1 1 1 -1 1 1
x €{(T7)'S; "Dy (m(=){T3}'S;" T} +1,) S22Tfe4-——>hwﬂ(z% (3.4)
L SN o (TS B D ()15 T
" > el(T3)'S; *[E,D; ' (21)]S; * Tie;
7j=1 =1
1 _1 1 1 ip.
x € (TZ)"S; 2 [E;D; ()], * Tie; 5 hyi(z1, 22), (3.5)

1< 1 -1 1 -1 1 1 1 -1
“NTERe (2T, -8 e (=T, —S T (-T, + - )1 ;
pre (i os) ee(Imos) m (I m (D)) e

— hy(z2) (3.6)
| Je .
o Z Z e,E;(—T, —Sy;) 'e;-e,F;(—T, — Sa;) 'e; - h(z1,2). (3.7)
7j=1 i=1

Here

1 11 1 1
S2j =82 =YY, Djy(2) = (S, °T5) (Sl - n—X-ij}) (Sy°TE) —2-1,
2 1

N

and e; denotes the i-th vector of the canonical basis of CP.
The following CLT is the main result of the paper.

8



Theorem 3.1 Under the Assumptions [A], [B2], [C] and [D], assume that the limits ([3.4)-

B3] exist whenever B, # 0, and the limits [B.6)-B10) exist whenever 5, # 0. Let fi,--- , fs
be s functions analytic in an open domain of the complex plane that enclosed the support
interval [c1, co] of the continuous component of the LSD U,. Then, as n — oo, the random

vector
{plUn(fj) = Uy (f5)] , 1<j<s},

converges weakly to a Gaussian vector (Xy,,- -+, Xy,) with mean function

BXy = " S dios R G D)
! i Jeo Yo Y2 1_y2f(tm07(de()

+mo(z
_Bwyl % z2m3(2) 1 (2)
C p2

) yamo(z) 4 2

2mi 2 _ i, ( ft+mo<z> dH (1))
Y2 Y2 _ vami(®)

=J (t+mp(2))? H(t)

K4;21]{f dlog( /(t+(ﬂ)%o( gil)

m? (2)m(2)har (= 57)
+62yy2 .%m/(z) — (]:[ L0y P (3.8)
m y2f (t+mo(2))2 T2 (t)
and covariance function
COV sz, ij
_ 5my1 7{ 7{ [z120m(21 m(z2)h”1(z1’z2>]dz1dz2
c JCy 021822

fz 21) fi(z2)
dn? 72 ¢, (mo(z mo(zz))zdm0(21)dmo(22)

1 1

6yy2 7{ m/(z3) o [MZl)mO(zl)ﬂ(z?)mo@ﬂh (‘mzm (=)
o Je, m* (1 m2(22) I(—=1/m(z1))0(=1/m(z))

where the contours C, Cy and Cy all enclose the support of Uy, and Cy and Cy are disjoint.

>] dz1dz9(3.9)

Similar to CLT’s developed in B, ], all the limiting parameters depend on contour
integrals using the associated Stieltjes transforms. Some specific examples of calculations
of such integrals can be found in these references.

We next develop an important special example where the matrices {T,} are diagonal.
In this case, we find explicit expressions for the limiting functions hps(z) and h(z, 22).
This in turn simplifies the expressions of limiting mean and covariance functions in the

CLT.



Proposition 3.1 In addition to the assumptions of Theorem[3 1], assume that the matrices
T,’s are diagonal. Then, the limits (B0) and [B7) exist and equal to

ha(z) = _dH(t) (3.10)

/ (:+ %mtm (2))

21 —y2 21 29 —y2 22

Wz, ) = /< — G))l( — <i>>dH(t). (3.11)

Consequently, the same conclusions as in Theorem[3 1l hold where the last term of EXy in

BR) is simplified to
i 00 (= [ ) 512

and the last term of Cov(Xy,, Xy,) in [B3) is simplified to

Byy2 t2dH (t)
4 fél feslz) [/ (t 4 mo(21))2(t + mo(zz))z} dmo(1)dmo(z2).(3.13)

where each of the contours C, C; and Cy encloses the support of Uy, and C; and Cy are

disjoint.

Remark 3.1 The contours in Theorem [3.1] and Proposition [3.1] are taken in the z space.
In this case, the contours can be arbitrary provided that they enclose the support of the
LSD U,. Since the integrands are functions of my, thus the integrals can be taken in the

mg space using the change of variable z — mg(2) .

Remark 3.2 When T, is an identity matriz, (312) and (313) are the same as (5.6) and
(3.7) in Zheng (2013). That is, Theorem 3.2 in Zheng (2012) is a special case of Theorem
[3.1] in this paper when T, =1,.

4 Evaluation of the asymptotic parameters £.X;, Cov
(X, Xy;) and the limiting density uy(x)

The pratical application of Theorem B.1] or Proposition B requires to know the limiting
spectral density uy(z), the asymptotic mean £X; and covariance function Cov(Xy,, Xy,).
In particular, the last two functions depend on some non trivial contour integrals. In
the simple case where T, = I, and for simple functions like f(z) = 2/ (monomials) or

@3‘. However, this is a very

f(z) = log(x), analytical results can be found exactly, see

10



particular case and for general population matrices or more complex functions f, such
exact results are not available. In this section, we introduce some numerical procedures
to approximate these asymptotic parameters while deliberately placing ourselves in the
context of practical application with real data sets. In such a situation, the sample sizes
and dimension of data (ny,ns,p) are given and the empirical spectral distribution H,, of

T, = ¥,%," is known. In this section, we denote the eigenvalues of T, simply by {)\?} SO
p
that H,(t) = %]2 I(A?St). However in such a concrete application situation, the LSD H is

never known and we need an estimate of H. A very reasonable and widely used estimate

of H is indeed just H,. Here we assume a more general estimate of the form
N p
t)=> wil(X) <t). (4.1)
j=1

where {w,} is a family of mixing weights, i.e. w; > 0 and > w; = 1. This form includes
H,, and many other interesting estimators of H, e.g. a kernel estimate.
Notice that the parameters uy (), £X; and Cov(Xy,, Xy,) all depend on the Stieltjes

transform mq(z). We first approximate this transform.

Lemma 4.1 Let z = x, +y.i and my(z) = ug + vol with corresponding real and imaginary

parts. We have

Y1
5 + , (4.2)

2
Y2
ygwj)\o()\ +ug) P yzwjk(?vo
(1 — Y2t Z >\0+UO)2+U ) T (]; UH?%)#@?)?U%)

w; A (A +u w; N0
(1=t ) < £ ey

Ty, = —

and
p W3NSV w )\O AL 4w
Z;éj_u] z_fv2+h'U()<1— 2+Z%02+v0)>
Jj=1 v
. -+ y;;). (4.3)
Yy2w; A ()\ “+up) Y2w; AJvo
(1 — 42t E geyEETy Ry ) + 42 (Z W)

The proof of Lemma [L.1]is given in Appendix. Therefore given z = x, 4+ 1.1, (ug, vo) are

Yp = —

solutions of the nonlinear equations ([£2) and ([£3]). These equations can be easily solved
using standard computing software to get numerically the values of (ug, vg), i.e. of mg(z).

Next, the limiting spectral density uy(z) can be approximated as indicated below.

11



Remark 4.1 By (211) and ({{.1) of this paper and Theorem B.10 of Bai and Silverstein

|, we have

1 dH(t) 1 w;
m(z) = e y2/t+mo(z) ~ () y2;7A?+mo(z) (4.4)
and .
uy(z) = W—ylell)r?+ S(m(x + €i)). (4.5)

Remark 4.2 The limiting functions hy,1(z) and hyi(z1, 22) can be approximated as follows

ilml(z) - Z Z Blz] BZU hvl Zl, 22 Z Z Bl’lj 21 Bl’lj 22) (46)

np nlp

7j=1 i=1 7j=1 i=1
where
11
Blw( )—e/{S QTQ}*D ( )S, 2 Tre;
and
_1 1 1 1 -1 1 1
Baij(2) = {8, "T3}'D; (=) (m(:){T3 1S, "7 +1,) S, Tie

with D;(z) = (S, *TF) (31— 2%,%5) (8, ITE) L.

The following remark will give a simplified form of the asymptotic mean function EX

and asymptotic covariance function Cov(Xy,, Xy,).

Remark 4.3 In Theorem Iﬂ, the mean and covariance functions have alternate expres-

s10ns

EX, = -

K_lff/(z)log B _n (1—y2 a1 )> dz
4 Y2 Yo 1 — Yo f C mo(z dH( )

_5xy1 j{f(z) . <Tm (Z)hml(z)

) yamo(2) 2

21 B2 ( ft+mo(z>dH( ))
Y2 Y2 yam3(2)

=f (t+mg ()2 dH ()

i frens(on [FE00) -
i fro (e @

2To be generalized to the case of Theorem 3.1.
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and covariance functions

COV(Xfi>ij)

- _4_;72 2 fi(21) fj(22) log(mo(21) — mo(22))dz1dz

—%%fffﬁﬁﬂ@ﬂ/@+m£3ﬂﬁmww>““@
_Ban f f L) i) - rzm(a)mlzs) - b (o, 22)] dandze. (48)

472

Combining the methods devised in Lemma [l and Remark [LIHL3] we now describe

the general procedure to approximate the limiting spectral density uy(x), the asymptotic

mean and covariance functions.

Algorithm 1: approximating the limiting spectral density u,(z)

Cut the support set [¢1, ¢o] of the LSD of Fisher matrix F into a mesh set as

A= {zj :xj+€i,xj201+w, j:O,...,m} ,
m
where ¢ is a small step size, e.g. 107°. By [{2)) and ([£3)), we obtain mg(z;) with z; € A.
By (#4), we obtain m(z;) with z; € A. Then by (L) let
1
) (19)
we obtain an approximation of the density wuy(z;).

Algorithm 2: approximating the asymptotic mean function (4.7]) and covariance

function (4.8])

Step 1. Chose two disjoint contours C; and Cy both enclosing the support [c1, ¢o] of uy as
depicted on Figure ?? where € and ¢ are small numbers, e.g. ¢ = ( = 1073,
Step 2. Let my, msy be large integers, e.g. 103. Then C; and C, are cut into a grid set as
2Ck
Al = {zk:cl—a—i—( —L) i, l{::O,...,ml
mq

cy— 1+ 2¢)) .
zm1+jzcl_6+(2 - )]_Clv j:O,...,m2

ma
2Ck\ .
Zm1+m2+kzc2+5+<_c+mi) 1, k:O>"'>m1

1

Cco — 1+ 2¢€)] .
Z2m1+m2+j202+5_( ) +C1> J = >-"’m2}’

mo

13



Zm1+j201_—+—_§l,j: yee ey T2

€ k.
Zm1+mz+k202+_+(_§+g_) lakzoa"'aml

2 2 maq
e (ca—c1+e)j (. .
Z2m1+m2+j202+§—%+§1>]:0>---,m2}-

Step 3. By (A2) and (£.3), we obtain my(z;). By (4.4]), we obtain m(z;). Then mean

function and covariance function are approximated by

2
2my+2ma+3 mo(z)) )
k—1 h? Y ( — Y f t+mo(z;) )
EX; ~ —=—— > S|f(y)log|——= A (2501 = 2))
=0 Y2 Y2 yQIWdH(t)
2mi1+2mao+3 2 3
Byt Z m ( ')hml(z')
- Z S| f(z) - ’ > (2j41 — %)
o . ( - f oty (t))
Jj=0 h_2 oy t+m0(z
R (tizs(?(f))?dmt)
2mi1+2mo+3

—H;Tl > s [f'(zj)log (1 - yz/M) (241 — Zj)}

(t +mo(2;))?

§=0
BN S T m3(2;)dH (t)
47T jgo N} |:f (Zj) (/ W) (Zj+1 — Zj):| y Zj € Al (410)
COV(Xmefj)
» 2m1+2mo—+3
N i > RAGEDAED) og(mo(2) = mo(2)) (211 — 21) (2041 — 27)]
4,k=0
Byy2 et / 102 t2dH( ) 1 1y/.2 2
- 43;-2 j;o s |ifz(zjl)f](zk) |i/ (t+m0( ))(t+m0('z]%)) (Zj—i-l _Zj)(zk-l—l _Zk)
By o et 10N 12 1.2 1 2 1.2 T N2 L2
Y RIAEDEHED - [BamE)mED) - ha (e )] (- 2) (0 - D]
4,k=0
z € Ay, 75 € Ay (4.11)
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5 Applications to high-dimensional statistical analy-
sis

In this section, we discuss two applications of the theory developed in the paper to two

high-dimensional statistical problems.

5.1 Power function for testing the equality of two high-dimensional

covariance matrices

First we consider the two-sample test of the hypothesis that two high-dimensional covari-

ance matrices are equal, i.e.
H(] : 21 = 22 V.S. H1 . 21 §£ 22 . (51)

By Bai et al. H], the likelihood ratio test statistic for (B.1]) is

p

P
Yn
Ty = 108(Yn, + Ynshi) = Y ——2—log A = 10g(yn, + ¥n,)

i=1 it Ym T Yna

where \;’s are eigenvalues of a Fisher matrix AB~! where

1 &N _ _ 1 1 & _ _ 1
A= dOE(Xy - X)X —X)'Ef, B= 23 (Y- Y)(Yr—Y) 5%
ny — 1 —1 Ng — 1 =1

As mentioned in Introduction, this two-sample test has been widely discussed in the high-
dimensional context by several authors, see e.g. Li and Chen M] and Schott M which

used different test statistics. Under Hy and as n — oo, we have

Hy

[T =D+ Fyyam, (F) = m(f)] = N (0,1). (5.2)

MI»—I

Ty =v(f)”

where N; = n; — 1, yo, = L, yn, = ﬁl for i = 1,2, and FyN wn, (f), m(f) and v(f) are

given in (4.5)-(4.7) of ﬁ with f(z) = log(y1 + yox) —
asymptotic size a = 0.05 is

+y2 log x. The critical region of

N[=

Ty > 1.64v(f) p~FyN1,yN2(f)+m(f).

By Theorem Bl in this paper, under H; we have

V) [T = e Bl (D = (0] 2 N (0,1),

15



where m!(f) and v!(f) can be approximated by ([I0) and (EII]), and F}! (f) by

YN YNy

10% .

C2—C (ca—c1)j

yN1 yN2 /f z)uy(r)dr ~ 104 Z f(xj)uy(z;), x5 ="c1+ 10t
j=1

and uy(z;) is computed by (3. Since
Ty > 1.640(f)% +p- Fyy g, (f) +m(f)
& VT = b By, () = m ()

> 01 (f)7E [L640()E + P Py, () + ) = 2+ By (D) = ()]

the power function of the test is

1= @ (01()7# [L640()} + p - Py, () + 1) = - By (N = (1))

where ®(-) is the standardized normal distribution function.

5.2 Confidence interval of 6 in T,(0)

As as second application, we consider T, = T,(0), that is, T, is determined by parameter
0 which takes values in an interval [a,b]. We are interested in the confidence interval for
the parameter . Then using the fact

) [T = pe By, (D = (D] BN (0,1)

we will give a method to determine the confidence interval of parameter 6.

First cut [a,b] as A3 = {6, = a + W, j=0,...,m} where m is a large integer, e.g.
10%. Giving 6;, that is, T, = T,(6;) and using Algonthms 1-2, we obtain m% (f) = EXj,
0% (f) = Cov(X;, X;) and FgffvpyNQ (f), 7 =0,...,m. Then the confidence interval of ¢ is

[GL s GU] where

0 = min {0 ()7 (Tw = p- B, () = m®(f)) < 164}

and

O :maX{Qj o (f) 3 (TN peFl () —mej(f)) < 1.64}.
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6 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have considered a general Fisher matrix F where the (high-dimensional)
population covariance matrices 3; and 3y can be arbitrary and not necessarily equal. First
the limiting distribution of its eigenvalues has been found. Next and more importantly, we
establish a CLT for its linear spectral statistics. This CLT is unavoidable in any two-sample
statistical analysis with high-dimensional data. Besides, this CLT extends and covers the
CLT of Zheng ] which is related to standard Fisher matrices.

An important and unsolved issue on the developed theory is about the evaluation of the
limiting mean and covariance function in the CLT. These functions have a very complex
structure depending on non-trivial contour integrals. In the special case where the matrices
3, '%, are diagonal, we have proposed some simplification though the obtained results are
still complex. In Section M, we have devised some numerical procedures to approximate
numerically these asymptotic parameters. The advantage of these procedures is that they
depend on the observed data only. However, the accuracy of these procedure is currently
unknown. A precise analysis of these procedures or finding other more accurate procedures

for the approximation are certainly a valuable and challenging question in future research.

A Appendix: Proofs

A.1 Proof of Theorem [2.1]

Let

5 (2) = /O Tl aan ), su(z) = /0 T aaw,

t—z t—z

1 1
be the Stieltjes transforms of the ESD and LSD G, (t) of random matrix (T3)*S;' Tz,
respectively. Let

mM@:A“ LG, (1), (A1)

1—tz
which is the Stieltjes transform of the image measure of G, by the reciprocal transforma-

tion A — 1/X on (0,00). It is easily checked that the Stieltjes transforms are related as

in
1 1
() = = = 5(1/2) (A2)
Similarly, consider the image measure and the associated Stieltjes transform
1 1 1 1
Ma(2) = =2 = sua(1/2), My (2) = =5 = 555,,(1/2) (A3)

17



Let

1—vy
m,,(z) = — *+ Yamy, (2) (A.4)
then by Theorem 2.1 of Zheng, Bai and Yao @], we have
1 dH (t
Z=—7+y2/4, (A.5)
my, (2) b+ my,(2)
where H(t) is the LSD of T,. In fact, we have
1y 11
m, () =~ = Lo (1/2) or —1my,(0) =14 mesn(e)
By Silverstein and Choi @], we have
1 tdGy, (t) 1
_ - _ — , A6
sm s [l = s m(-m() (A6)

So by ([A4)) the above equation reduces to

U, (m(2) (A7)
2=+ = — . :
m(z)-y2 Y2 P
where h? = yy + y2 — y1y2. Write mo(z) = m,, (—m(z)) = m(zz +y2 [ ﬁifji Replacing z
by —m(z), Eq. (A.5) becomes
1 dH(t)
— =— —_— . A8
m(2) m@*”/wmma (4.8)
Therefore, Eq. (A7) reduces to
h?my (2) 0
z = — + =mp(2). (A.9)
ya(—1 +yo [ HREEED) Y
The proof of Theorem 2.1]is then completed. |
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A.2 Some useful identities

Lemma A.1 Let mo(z) = m,,(—m(z)) where m(z) is the solution of (A.0), then we have
the following identities

2
_ [ y2mo
—y /m 2de2 ) h? yl (1 f t+mo dH ) (A 10)
1 Y ) ’
TamG)® " w1
!/
yam m?(2)(2)2?dGy, (z)
T ( — A ) _ 2 T Al
Plw e oy || wotic, o7 )
i ~J - e
2\ '/ 3
_ [ y2mo m?(2)(2)a%dGy, ()
R n <1 J B dH ) ) aamt (A.12)
m, o m?(2)z2dGy,y (z) ’
Voo Ye 1 [ EdH () 1—mf:&%@%4
tm3 dH (t
' m2dH (t)\]' (22 | Ty
log (1 — A mol® A.13
o y2/<t+m0>zﬂ (A.13)

1 <1yf(t+mo >2 _
i) = 2 (- a (am)) e W}ZLH g A

{t+mo)?
B (m(2))*22dGy, (x) _ (m(2))?
1 y1/ (1 + 2m(2))? () (A.15)
_ mi(2)dH (t) v | <t+mo<z @rmoGp 1 (1)
<1 y2/ (t + mo(Z))2) 2m ( ) 1—ys f ?Zi(;jfj()z) ’ (A16)

where m{y(z) = Lmg(z) and m'(z) = Lm(z).

dz
o8] 2d
Proof. By (A, we have my,(z) = / x(lGiyz(;) where ’ denotes derivative. So by
— 1z

0
(AF)) we have

N IS S S PP
/(1—|—xm(z))2 = my, (—m(2)) () +y2 my, (=m(z)). (A.17)

where m;, (—m(z)) = d%myz(f)‘é;ﬂ(z) instead of d%mm(—m(z)). By (A7), we have

| [ Hle) 1 )
(1+am(z))? Yo Yo
Differentiating both sides of (A.H) and then replacing z by —m, we obtain

19

(A.18)



This equation, together with (A.g)), (A.I8) and (AI9) imply that

2
[ y2mo
o [ 12 (] ER00)

14+ 2m(z Y2 %2 1- yamg dH(t)‘

(t+m0)2
Differentiating both sides of (A7) with respect to z, we obtain

B h? s Y1y ) (=
L= )y gy P (—m(2)) 0 (2)
This implies that
m/(z) y2(m(z))2
- h? = yi(m(2))?*m, (—m(z))’

or equivalently

So by (AI8) and (A.21]), we have
- yl/ (m(2))*22dGy, (x) _ |

(1+am(z))?

(2))*
(=)

m
m

Differentiating both sides of ([A.g)), we have

, —m/'m}
my =
U f mOdH (t)
(t—l—mo

(1 L / (mg(z)dH(t))’ o (Z):tnf I dH (1) |

2 m(de()
b+ mo(2)) L=v2 [ Gt

So we have

(A.20)

(A.21)

(A.22)

(A.23)

So by ([(A20) and ([A22)), we obtain (AII]). By (A23), we have the conclusion (AI3). By

(A2) and (A), we have

9= 5 (i (am))

The proof of the lemma is completed.

In the sequel, for brevity, s,,(z) will denoted as s(z) if no confusion would be possible.
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A.3 Proof of Theorem [3.1]

A.3.1 Deriving CLT of general Fisher matrix

Following the same techniques of truncation and normalisation given in Bai and Silverstein
| (see lines -9 to -6 from the bottom of Page 559), we may assume the following additional

assumptions:
o | Xkl <mpy/Ds |Yik| < mpy/p, for some nm, — 0, as p — oo,
o EX;u =0, EYy, = 0and E|X;[2 = 1, B|Y;[? =
o E|X|*=1+r+ B, +0(1) and E|Yjr|* =1+ k+ 8, + o(1);
e For the complex case, EX% = o(ny') and EY} = o(n;"').
We have
n [ma(2) —my, (2)] =0y [y (2) = m 2 (2)] 4y [m e (z) —my ()]

where mt¥n-“n2} () and my,_(z) are the unique roots with imaginary parts having the same

signs as that of z to the following equations by (212))

tdG,, (1 1 tdG, (t
_ﬁ_‘_ynl/ 2( L and Z:_—+ynl/#()
m Ynqi,Gng 1 _|_ tm{y"17 "2} m}’n 1 + tm}’n

The proof follows two steps and we unify the real and complex cases with the indicator

z =

notation k.

Step 1. Consider the conditional distribution of
my [, (=) — mm G (2)] (A.24)

given % = {all Sg}. In the proof of Theorem 2.I| we have proved that G,, converges
to G,,. Using Lemma 1.1 of Bai and Silverstein (2004), we conclude that the conditional

distribution of

[, (2) — mW St (2)] = p [mn(2) — mn el ()]

given % converges to a Gaussian process Mi(z) on the contour C enclosing the support

la,b] of the LSD Uy, of Fisher matrix. Moreover, its mean function equals
E (M1(2)|y2) — (K, o 1) . U1 f m [ + xm(z>]_3de2 (flf)
[1-y[m m2 (2)22(1 + wm(2))2dG, (2)]”
hml (Z)
[y122m3(2)] [ ylf%d%z(x)}

+Bs - . (A.25)
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where we used the fact that the limit ([8.4)) exists for z € C when 5, # 0 and in this case,

the mean function has then an additional term

5, &o B[S, TR 1 DTS, T Yo - €S, T3 1D (m(2) {5185 T3 +1, ) {8, T e

P 22 ()] {1 = g [ Gy (1)}

1
The last expression is obtained by replacing S™'/2 by S, T} in (6.40) of Zheng (2012).

The conditional covariance function of the process M (z) equals

Cov(M,(21), Mi(2)|.5) = H_( w(z) m(n) 1 )

(m(z1) —m(22))* (21— 2)?

0 [z122m(21)m(22) bt (21, 22)]
821822 '

where we used the fact that the limit ([B.3]) exists for z € C when 3, # 0 and in this case,

11
the covariance function has then an additional term obtained by replacing S~'/2 by S, > T}
in (6.41) of Zheng (2012).

It is remarkable fact that these limiting functions are independent of the conditioning

+B:y1 - (A.26)

%5, which shows that the limiting process M;(z) is independent of the limit of the second
part below.

Step 2. Now, we consider the limiting process of

m [m0 ) () — my, ()] = p [mOm D) —m, (). (A20)
By (A.I), we have
1 t 1
f = o [ TG () = (). (A25)

On the other hand, m{¥n1-Gn2} is the solution to the equation

1 / £ dG, ()
= U,

m{yannQ} 1 +1- m{yannQ} ’

and

B 1 tdG, (1)

2= _m{ynl ,Gng } + Ym 1 +t. m{ynl ,Gng }
1 tdG,,, (t tdG,,, (t tdG,,, (t
- [l HGw0)) [0
m{vns Cra} L4 tm G} 14ty 1+ tm,,

where

/ UG (t) = Mg~y (2)).

L+t-my (2)
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Taking the difference of (A.28)) and (A.29) yields
1 1 tdG,, (t tdG,, (t
) bl [l 0

_m{y"17G”2} m}’n 1 _|_ tm{ynl 7G7L2} o 1 + tmyn

£ dG, (1) / ¢
o [ G, (¢
+y1 /1+t'myn yl 1+t'myn yng()

That is,

o O, ) )4G0
ni (1 + tm{ynl ,Gng})(l -+ tmyn)

+Yn, }mnz(_myn) - My, (_myn)} :

m . m{ynl 7Gn2}
_yn —_—

Therefore, we obtain

my- [mfe Gl (2) = m, (2)]

- . {ynl 7Gn2} 5 st [mnz (_m}’n) B mynQ (_mYn>:|
- ynl m myrl my, -m{ynl :Gng }t2 dan (t)
1-— Yny - f (1+tmyn),(1+tm{yn1,Gng})

_ —m{yn1 Gng }m p [mng (_m}’n) B my"2 (_myn)]
m oyn .m{ynl Gng }y2 dGn, (t)

m
1-— Ynq - f (1_:,;myn).(1+tm{yn1,an2})

(A.30)

We then consider the limiting process of

P [y (—1y,(2)) =y, (—my,(2))] = —ﬁ [ (m;lm) o (m;lm)}

—Yn

by ([A3). Noticing that for any z € C\R, m,, (z) — m(z), the limiting distribution of

B A e D et
22 n2 myn( ) Yno myn (Z)
is the same as that of

e ()~ ()]

From now on, we use the notation g(z) = —1/m(z). By Theorem 2.2 of Zheng, Bai and
Yao (2013), we conclude that

I\

—pg*(2) [$ny (9(2)) = 8., (9(2))]
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converges weakly to a Gaussian process Ms(-) on z € C with mean function

Yo f [t[1+y2g(z s(g(2))°dH (1)

E( Mol (1) tm(z)—1—y29(2)s(g(2))]3 A.31

(M(2)) ( ) < . f [1+y29(2)s(g(2))|2dH (t) >2 ( )
[—tm(2)—1—y29(2)s(g(2))]?

Buya [+ 929 ()9 har(9(2) (A.32)

- [EEeT (9 C)PdH (1)
I N R e o e e g e

and covariance function Cov(May(zy1), Ma(22)) equaling

3{9(21)([)1{+ylz/g(2(1)S)(}g(n))]} 8{g(zz)E[jl{erlz/g(Z(z)8)(}51(22))}} 1
2 2 —1l/m(z1 —1l/m(z1
kg~ (21)97(22) -
{g(21) [1 + 129(21)5(g(21))] — g(22) [1 + y29(22)s(g(22))]}*  [9(21) — g(2)]?

E
o o B I0t yag(e)s(g(2))) (1t yog(z2)s(g(z2))) B (9(21), 9(22))]
Thiag (21)g"(2) (1 jm(z))o(—1/m(=2))

(A.33)

for 21,29 € C, where H(t) is the LSD of T,. Here we have used the fact that the limits
ha(2) and h(z1, 22) in ([B6)-(B1) exist whenever (3, # 0. Since

m. (2 ,m{ynl,GnQ}tZdGmt 2m2(2)dG... (t
1_%ﬂ/(ﬂg>_ 0 iy [ LN

1+tmy, (2)) (14 tmlvmGral) + tm(z)]?

almost surely, this limit equals 2 by (A22). Then by ([A.30) we have
ny - [m Gab(z) —my ()]
converges weakly to a Gaussian process
Ms(z) = —m/(2)Ma(2),

with mean function E(M;(2)) = —m/(2)EM;(2) and covariance functions Cov(Ms(z1), M5(z2)) =
m/(z1)m/(z2)Cov(Ms(z1), Ma(22)). Since the limit process M;(z) of

n - [my(2) — mWm el ()]
is independent of the ESD of S,,,, we know that
{1+ [mn(2) —mlm ()] oy - [mbmeSeed(z) —my (2)]}
converge to a two-dimensional Gaussian process (M (z), M3(z)) with independent compo-

nents. Consequently, ny - [m,(z) — myn(z)} converges weakly to M,(z), a Gaussian process
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with mean function

yi [ m?(2)2?[1 + 2m(2)]*dGy, (x)

EMy(z)) = (k—1)- . A.34
( ( )) ( ) [1 —ylfm2 1'2(1 +xm( ))_2de2(ZL’)} ( )
hml(Z)

+hz - — (A.35)

[y122m3(2)] " [ ylf%dez(x)}

1+yzg )s(g(2)]>dH (t)

(- () P TEETROGET ()

( ~v2) +m(zl e T )
w2 1+ 929(2)s(9(DI" s (9(2)) A

1+y2g<zsg<zm dH(t)
) [—tm(z)—1—y29(2)s(9(2))]2

and covariance function

Cov(My(z1), My(22))
) m/(zl) -m’(22) _ 1 ) 0? [2122m(21)m(22)hv1(21, 22)]
" <(m(zl) —m(z))? (a1 — 22)2> + et 92102

Hg(z0)[1+y29(21)s(9(z1 )1} 9{g(22)[1+y29(22)s(9(22))}
o{—1/m(=1)} {—1/m(z1)}

(ol I+ ool o) L+ e
) P

+rg'(21)9' (22)

P+ eg(2)s(a(21))) (L g (z2)s(9(22))) h (9(21), 9(22))]
Thieg (21)g (=) (1 /m(=))(—1/m(=))
- (=1 —122)2 e : [lezm(zgfézmvl(% = (4.38)
5{9(21)})1{+y2/g(2(1)§g9( z1))]} 3{9(22)ég1{+y2/g(2(2)8)(}9(22))]}
kg (21)g (2o —1/m(z —1/m(= 5 A.39
g g ) T g s (a0 = 90ea) L+ g ()slg Gl )
P+ ng(2)s(9(21)) (1 + 1ag(22)5(a(22))) b (g(21), 9(22))],
e (200 2) 91 /m(=2))0(~1/m(=) i

A.3.2 Simplifying the mean expressions ([A.34]) to ([A.37) and the covariance
expressions ([A.39)-(A.40)

Recall that mg(z) = m,, (—m(z)). By (AII), we have

3(2)a? dlog [ 22 —w. (1ve f o d e )>
(m) — (/{_1) yl f [1+wm(z)}3de2(1’) _ _(K, - ].) 2 Yz 1- yszm—((zz)))gdH()
m?(z)z? 2 dz
L= f (Itam(z))2 dez( )



By (AI0) we have

hmi(2) _ 3, y12°m°(2) - ot (2)

[y122m3(2)] " - { — 1 [ G, () e w (o)’
Y2 Y2 1— f y2m H(t)
(t+ )2

By (AI3) and (A14) we have
t[1+yzg(z )s(g(2)]dH (1) dlo (1 _ f mg(z)dH(t)>
Y2 iz s(alz -1 g Y2 mo(2))2
[A36) = —(k—1)m/(2)- | Tt e (Z( Wk . - (t-+mo(2))
(1 — [1+y29(2)s(9(2))]2dH (2) ) z
[—tm(z)—1-y29(2)s(g(2))]?
We have

@3 = — 8, -m(- )y2[1+yzg( 2)s(g(2)]" har(g(2)) _ () 222 *(z)m ( )hM( (2))

[y9(z)sg DI dH 1) -
V=0 | St iosss o) 1=y [ o dH ()

N

J

By (A14) we have
Mgz )él{+ziz/g(i1)§gg(zl))}} 8{g(z2)é[)1{+ylz/g(z(z)3)(}9(22))]}
(@3 = ry'(21)g'(2) — —
{g(21) [1 + y29(21)5(9(21))] = g(22) [1 + y2g(22)5(g(22))]}”
- 1 8m0(zl) 8m0(z’2)
(mo(z1) —mo(22))? Oz 0z
and

_ / / O [m(z1)mo(z1)m(za)mo(22)h (9(21), 9(22))]
A0 = g 209 ) 5 o mz))

So we obtain

2 ffz ) - (A.32)d-
2
—1 2 yzf mo dH
= ]{fi(z) dlog [ 12— ( A1) , (A.41)
™ Je Y2 Y2 yszdH(t)
2,307 .
ff, ) - (A35)dz = _Pa ]{ 2" (2) - b (2) _dz, (A.42)
o 200 S ey (o) HERaE0)
Y2 vy (t?f;:;gﬂ dH (1)
k-1 mg(z)dH (t)
i(2) - (A30)dz = : ; dl 1-— ) (A4
o ff T T4 ff(z) og( yz/ (t +mo(z2))? (A.43)

By Yo’ (2)mig(2)har (9(2))
27”7{12 )- A3D)dz = = p m(z )1—y2f@+m(2 e )dz, (A.44)
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for the mean function, where h? = y; + y3 — Y192, and

1
i b ACOn ) - @

_ B 9?21 20m(21)m(22) Py (21, 22)]
= — 477'2 %% 831822 leng , (A45)
47r27{ 7{ fi(z1) fj(z2) - (A39)dz
fz 21 ) fi(22)
47'('2 \%Cl Cs mo mo(z2)) dmo(zl)dm0(22) > (A46)

yam' (z1)m(22)

47'('2 \%Cl °, fz 21 fj(ZQ) (Im)dZ— 47'('2 %% m2 Zl m2 22)

X82[ (Z1)m0(21)m(z2)m0(22)h (9(21)79( ))]
O(—1/m(21))0(—1/m(z2))

for the covariance function. The respective sums lead to the mean and covariance functions
of the Theorem.

le dZQ y (A47)

A.4 Proof of Proposition B3.1]

When the matrices T, are disgonal, we first find the limit functions hys(2) and h(z1, 22).
This will lead to the simplication of the terms (A.44)) and (A4T). We have

1 _ 1
(;Tp—Szk)l = (; »

(D)7 + B(2) + EBya(2) - A(2) + C(2),

where . L1
EB(2)I) (o] — g)(—Tp — Si) ™

z

1 1
Eﬁlg(z)I)_laia;(;Tp — Sik>_17

C) = 1+ EBal (T, - L Epa() ™ 3 [ (T, - 8 - (T, - 507
itk
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with fi(z) = 1 Soir = So — a;af — o} and a; = ﬁYi. Then we

1—012(%'1‘1)—52,%)71042' ’

have
1 n—1 1.1
‘A = (=T, — E I Yoo — =) (=T, — So) "
eA(2)e ;ez(z p - B2 (2)I) " (uiex; n)(z p— Sair)” €
1 _ 1 n—1 _
= Y aj(=T, — Sa) 'ee)(=T, — EB(2)D) ey
- zZ z n
i1#£k
1 1 - 1 n—1 _
—>  —tr(=T, — Ss.4) 'ese)(=T, — EB5(2)I) 7!
- n z z n
i#k
- X
ik
where
X 1 ~ 1 n—1 _
o= aé(;Tp—Szik) 1elef(;Tp— - Efp(2)I) ey
1 1 1 n—1
= —tr(=T, — Sy.) 'ere)(=T, — EB(2)I)~" .
- n < < n
i#£k
We also have

i#k
1 1 -1 1 n—1
a;(;Tp —Sou) T, <;Tp —(1+ ygzs(z))1> ele;(;Tp -— EB(2)1) oy
1 1 ~ 1 -1 1 n—1 ~
— —tI'(—Tp — Sgﬂ'k) 1Tp (-Tp - (1 + yQZS(Z))I) eleg(—Tp - Eﬁlg(Z')I) 1.
ik n VA zZ zZ n
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So we obtain

1 -1
Ee/A(z2)e; - e/A(2)T, (;Tp —(1+ y2zs(z))I) €

2

2
P 122|2 - -
= [ED 437 =D BT <Y VERIER < K -
ik ik ik
Similarly,
1 - P
Ee/A(z2)e; - ¢,B(2)T, (;Tp —(1+ ygzs(z))I) e <K-n,
1 i
EeA(z)e; - €,C(2)T, <—Tp —(1+ ygzs(z))I) e| <K-n,
z
1 i
EeB(z)e; - €, A(2)T, (—Tp —(1+ ygzs(z))I) e| <K-n,
z
1 P
Ee/B(z)e; - €B(2)T, (;Tp —(1+ y2zs(z))I) e| <K-n,
1 i
EeB(z)e; - €,C(2)T, (—Tp —(1+ ygzs(z))I) e <K-nt,
z
1 i
Ee/C(2)e; - €;A(2)T, <—Tp —(1+ ygzs(z))1> e| <K-ni,
z
1 i
Ee/C(2)e;, - €B(2)T, (;Tp —(1+ ygzs(z))I) e <K-nt,
1 i
Ee/C(z)e; - €,C(2)T, (;Tp —(1+ ygzs(z))I) e| <K-n}
Then it is easy to obtain
P 1 -1
%]; Ee (%Tp — Sg,k) e; - e (%Tp — ngk) T, (lTp -1+ ygzs(z))I) e;
p _
= 32 ¢(GT, — “2EBu()I) e, - € (3T, — " Ebia(2)]) 'T, (LT, — (14 yozs(2))I)
j=1
+o(1)
p
= % > e;-(%Tp — (14 yazs(2))I) e, e/ (lTp — (14 ygzs(z))I) T, (lTp — (14 ygzs(z))I)
j=1
+o(1)
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and

1 & ) 1
—§ § EZ —S,:) e - e Ei(—T, — Sy,) "
pn2] s & ley 27) €€ (22 p 27> Cj
1< yLp -l 1 n—1

:_E: I)le - e(— I) e, 1
e 1eg 5 o (1)) e; eg(z2 P o (22)1)" e; + 0p(1)
1117

_ 1 _
= ]—9 e; T — (1 +y2z18(21))T) e - e;-(Z—Tp — (14 y2z25(2))D) "'e; + 0,(1).
2

If T, is diagonal, then

1 1
( T, — (1 + y2z15(21))1) 'e; = X0 )
“ = — (1 +yezis(a1))
and
1 -1 1 -1 )\;)
e | =T, — (1 +yo25(z I) T (—T — (1 + y22s(2 I) e = ,
(T o) T (3T ) e = e

where \Js are eigenvalues of T),. So we obtain

— Z ( T — Sgk)_ ] <§Tp — Sgk>_ Tp (%Tp - (1 + ygzs(z))I)_ ]
20
= - J 7 +o(l
p ; (%)\? -1+ ygzs(z))) M)
t
= sdH,(t) + o(1
/ (£ — (1 +yo2s(2))) (t) + o)
t
= sdH(t) + o(1
/ (£ — (1 +yo2s(2))) (#) + o)

i

and

1 _
—Z Zl —S9i)” ]g][(z—sz —S2i) 'y

1 1
- - = N +0(1)
; 2= (I +yezis(a1)) 2 — (14 y22es(22))
_ / L dH,(t) + o(1)
(£ = (T +mas) (&= 1+ pas()

dH(t) + o(1).



That is, we have found the limits ([3.0)- () with

and

So we have

and

t
har(z) = AH()
(=) / (ﬁ —(1+ ygzs(z))) (t)

- 1
Az, 22) = / (i —(1+ yzzls(zl))) (L -+ yQZQS(Zz)))

dH (t).

Z1 z2

t
0 = [
1 t
- LdH(1)
=) (t+ 2 (14 12002 (90
1 t
_ _m3(z)/( sdH(t) (by (A1),

t+mo(2))

dH (t)

1 1

h(g(z1), 9(22)) = m(z1)m(z) / (t+mo(z1)) (t+mo(22))

dH ().

Then we obtain

and

(Im) = _ﬁy_( )

y2 [1+ 929(2)s(9(2))]° har (9(2))

L+ 20(2)s(g ()P dH ()
S 3 e ey e wr s FroTea

Bym/(2)ys [1+y2g( )s(g(2))] 1 ¢
; / ( dH ()

_ 1+y2g(z s(g)PdH®E)  m3(z + 3
L= f —1-y29(2)s(g(2))]? — ( ) —|—m0(z))

y2f( ) FdH(t)

o / t+mo(z))
o _ﬁym()l_ me(ZdHt
Y2) Grme)2
m2(z)dH (t
B @ ( Y2 f (t?i-mo(z )
2 dz ’

_ Byyem/(z0)m(22) 07 [(1 + gog(21)5(9(21)) (1 + y29(22)5(9(22))) 1 (9(21), 9(22))]

m?(21)m?(2,) O(=1/m(21))0(=1/m(2))

2 mo(z1)mo (22)
9 f t+mo(z11))(t+mo(22))dH(t)

Byy2 821 822
tde(t) ) azmo(zl)mo(zg)

- Byyz/(t+m0(zl))2(t+mo(22))2 0210z
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We have

- f 0 Emmes =  fra (- [ FETR)
and

@I = -5 fff 1) fi(22) - (AdD)dzdzs

- 2% frieso || G g et

A.5 Proof of Lemma 4.7

Given z = x, + i - ., then

, h?mg(z mo (2
Ty +10Y, = — 0()t —i—yl o(2)
Yo <1 — Y2+ Y2 f md}[(f)) &
_ + y1mo(2)
wi A0 Y2
(1 Y2 + Yo Z:l m>
_ h?my (2) i y1mo(2)
()\O-i-uo) . P w;iAvg Y2
(“yﬁwzm—l'yz;m)
w )\O()\O—l—u ) y2w; A0v
(1 — Yoty Z W) h?vg Z TR
Y1uo
2 _'_
Y2

2
waJ)\ ()\ +ug) P ygwj)\(,?vo
Y2 (1 — Y +]; m) T2 (]; (1+)\(J?u0)2-iJ-()\(J?)2v8>

p 0(»0
waJ)\ v y2w; A (A +up)
h*uq Z (+uo)>+vZ +ht (=g + 3 (A9+Zo)é+ug
. j=1 7 Y1U0
i- |- 5 +

2
p ygwj)\Q()\Q+u0) p ygwj)\o,vo y2
y2<1—y2+]§m 92 | L iR

J=1

So we obtain

w; )\0()\0+u ) Yyow )\ v
i (1=t ) e £ e
+ Y1lo

2 2 )
Y2
y2w; A9 (A9 +uo) P y2w;Avg
Y (1 2t Z w0 el ) Mz <jz:1 (1+A§?uo)2-‘:]-()\?)zvg>
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and

p 0
yszA V0 9 . ysz)\ ()\ “+uo)
Z )\0+u 2+v2 +h%y | T —y2 + Z _A0+uo)2+v
j=1 Y1Yo

w;i A9 )\O—l—u w ;i A5 v
Y2 ( y2+2y2@ru70v20)> +y2<2(;52+u+02>
So the proof of Lemma [Tl is completed. [ |
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