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Abstract

We develop an asymptotic theory for L? norms of sample mean
vectors of high-dimensional data. An invariance principle for the L?
norms is derived under conditions that involve a delicate interplay be-
tween the dimension p, the sample size n and the moment condition.
Under proper normalization, central and non-central limit theorems
are obtained. To facilitate the related statistical inference, we propose
a plug-in calibration method and a re-sampling procedure to approx-
imate the distributions of the L? norms. Our results are applied to

multiple tests and inference of covariance matrix structures.
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1 Introduction

Let X, X;,i € Z, be independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) p-
dimensional random vectors with mean EX; = p and covariance matrix

cov(X;) = . Given the sample X,..., X, we can estimate the mean



by the sample mean X,, = >, Xi/n. The primary goal of the paper con-
cerns the asymptotic distribution of |X,, — ul?> = (X,, — u)*(X, — p). The
latter problem has a range of important applications in statistics including
multiple tests and inference of covariance structures. Unless otherwise spec-
ified, assume throughout the paper that p = 0.

In the classical setting with fixed dimension p, due to the Central Limit
Theorem, we have \/nX, = N(0,%). Hence, letting Y ~ N(0,X), we have
by Slutsky’s Theorem that

Sug P(nX'X, <u) —PYTY <u)| — 0. (1.1)
ue

In this paper we shall discuss the validity of (1.1) in situations in which p
can be unbounded. In modern problems, the dimension p can be larger than
the sample size n. In this case, the traditional methods may not work. For
example, Portnoy [34] showed that the CLT is generally no longer valid when
p is large such that /n = o(p). For other contributions see Bentkus [5, 6].
Thus different methods are needed to prove (1.1). The latter problem in the
high dimensional setting and the corresponding statistical inference issues
are challenging and have attracted wide attention. For linear processes, by
Bai and Saranadasa [2], one can prove that nXT X, — tr(X,XT)/n, where
X, = (Xi,...,X,) is the data matrix, is asymptotically Gaussian, assuming
that p/n tends to a finite constant and the largest eigenvalue of X is negligible
relative to its Frobenius norm. The latter condition can be violated in cases
such as factor models, as discussed in Katayama et al. [27], who studied
the asymptotic distribution of Z7Z — tr(X) over different types of ¥ under
Z ~ N(0,%).

In this paper, we shall develop an asymptotic theory for X X,, for a gen-
erally distributed X, without requiring normality or linearity assumption. In
particular, we shall apply the normal comparison method of Stein type and
show that X7 X, can be approximated by a mixture of independent x? dis-

tributions. The approximate distribution may or may not be asymptotically



normal. Specifically, we shall establish the following equivalent form of (1.1):

sug P(nXIX, <u)—PnYY, <u)| =0, (1.2)
ue
where Y;,i € Z, are i.i.d. N(0,%) random vectors and Y,, = >_7" | Y;/n. We
can view (1.2) as an invariance principle in a general sense since the distri-
butions of functions of non-Gaussian random vectors can be approximated
by those of Gaussian vectors with the same covariance structure. The invari-
ance principle in the narrow sense refers to the Gaussian approximation of
partial sum processes of non-Gaussian random variables; cf Berkes et al. [7].
As an immediate application of (1.1) or (1.2), one can perform the mul-

tiple test for the hypothesis

Ho = pp = po (1.3)

for some pre-specified vector pg. Assume without loss of generality that

to = 0. A classical approach is to use the Hotelling T statistic
T, =nXTS'X,, (1.4)

where 3, = (n — 1)"' 3 (X, — X,,)(X; — X,,)7 is the sample covariance
matrix. In the high dimensional setting with p > n, 3, is singular and then
T, is not well-defined. Bai and Saranadasa [2] pointed out that this test
lacks power. There is a large literature accommodating the Hotelling 77
type statistic into the high-dimensional situation; see for example, Dempster
[16, 17], Bai and Saranadasa [2], Chen and Qin [12], Srivastava et al. [43],
among others. Dempster [16, 17], Srivastava et al. [43] considered Gaussian
vectors. For the non-Gaussian random vectors, existing works assume linear
forms. Central limit theorems for quadratic forms of sample mean vectors
were proved in Bai and Saranadasa [2], Chen and Qin [12], Katayama and
Kano [26].

We test the hypothesis Hy by directly using the test statistic n.X?X,,.
Given the significance level a € (0, 1), let u;_, be the (1 — a)th quantile of
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YTY. Namely P(YTY < u;_,) = 1 — . Then Hy is rejected if nXTX,, >
Ui_qo- By (1.1), the latter test has an asymptotic level a.

If ¥ is known, the cutoff value u;_, can be easily computed, either nu-
merically or analytically, since the distribution of Y7Y is completely known.
In most applications, however, > is not known. We consider two approaches.
The first one is to use an estimate of . With the estimated covariance
matrix, we can simulate a cutoff value. To access the goodness of the cutoff
value with estimated covariance matrices, we shall introduce a new matrix
convergence criterion: the normalized consistency. It is closely related, but
different from the widely used spectral norm convergence. From modern
random matrix theory, it is now well-known that the sample covariance ma-
trix ¥, is not a (spectral norm) consistent estimator of > when p is large;
see Marcenko and Pastur [31], Bai and Silverstein [3], Wachter [45], Geman
21], Yin et al. [49], Johnstone [25], El Karoui [18], to name a few. However,
our results indicate that the sample covariance matrix can be normalized
consistent in spectral norm, and hence the corresponding estimated cutoff
value is consistent. The normalized consistency guarantees the validity of
resampling procedures. Details are given in Section 3.1. As our second ap-
proach, we use the subsampling technique, which avoids estimating > or its
eigenvalues; see Section 3.2.

Another type of approach for testing (1.3) is to use the maximum or
L norm | X, |s = max;<, | X,;| or the studentized version max;<, | X,;|/d;,
where 6?- are estimates for the marginal variances 0j2- = var(Xj;;). Kosorok
and Ma [28] considered the uniform consistency problem, and Fan et al. [19]
performed the L*> test via Bonferroni correction, thus completely ignoring
dependencies between entries of X;. In a recent work, Chernozhukov et al.
[14] derived a Gaussian approximation for |X,|s in the high-dimensional
setting. In comparison with the marginal testing procedures, the procedure
in Chernozhukov et al. [14] is dependence-adjusted. Liu and Shao [30] es-

tablished a deep Carmér-type moderate deviation principle for Hotelling’s



T? statistic under mild moment condition. The L?-based test can be more
powerful if the alternative consists of many small but non-zero signals that
are of similar magnitudes.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present the Gaussian
approximation result. Section 3 provides a plug-in calibration of the Gaus-
sian analogue when Y is unknown. We introduce normalized consistency, a
new matrix convergence criterion. A sub-sampling procedure is also intro-
duced there. In Section 4 we apply our result to the mean inference problem
for linear processes. Section 5 deals with the covariance matrix structure
inference for linear processes. Proofs are given in Sections 7.

We now introduce some notation. For a vector x = (z1,...,2,)7, let the
length [x| = |x[> = (xTx)2. Here x'x = Y. 2. Let X be a random
vector. Write X € L7, ¢ > 0, if || X||, := (E[X]9)"/? < co. For a matrix
A = (ajp)jk, p(A) = maxy |[Ax|/|x| (resp. |Alp = (32, a%,)"/?) denotes its
spectral (resp. Frobenius) norm. Write the p x p identity matrix as Id,.

Denote by C' a positive constant whose value may vary from place to place.

2 Main Result

Consider i.i.d. random vectors X, X; € RP, ¢ € Z, with EX; = 0 and
covariance matrix cov(X;) = . Let ¥ = QAQT be its eigen-decomposition,
where @ is an orthonormal matrix with Q7Q = Id, and A = diag (A, ..., \,),
with Ay > ... > X\, > 0. Given data X;,..., X, let 3= n X, XTI where

X, = (X1,...,X,), be the sample covariance matrix; let N> L> j\p >0

be the eigenvalues of 3. Define
Fro= [tr(E)VF and fi o= [tr(SR]VE k=1,2,....

Then fF =37 AF and fF = Y7 | A, For the Frobenius norm with k = 2,
we simply write f = f; and f = fg.
Our main result is Theorem 2.2 which asserts that under suitable condi-

tions the distributions of quadratic functions of XTI X,, and Y,Y,, are asymp-
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totically close. In our asymptotic relation, we let n — oo and view the
dimension p = p,, which satisfies p,, — co as n — oo. To state the theorem,

we need to impose the following condition on X.

Condition 1. Let 6 > 0. Assume that

D% 9 f 246

Ks(X)** =K ‘1‘2% < 00; (2.1)
XTX 2+46

Ds(X)*T .= '172 < o0. (2.2)

In conditions (2.1) and (2.2), Ks5(X) and Ds(X) depend on the distribu-
tion of X. In the sequel for notational convenience we abbreviate them as K
and Dy, respectively. Note that Dy = 1. In Sections 4 and 5 we shall bound
Ks and Ds for mean and covariance matrix inference problems arising from
linear processes. Remark 2.5 provides an upper bound for moments of sums
of dependent random variables using Rosenblatt transforms. Proposition 2.1

shows that for Gaussian vectors we can have explicit upper bounds.

Proposition 2.1. Let Y; be i.i.d. N(0,%) and 6 > 0. Then

|Y1|2 B fl 246
E QT < (2.3)
YTY 2+40
E|22|  <d?, (2.4)
f

where c5 = (1 4+ 6)Y2(|€2 = 1||a4s, ds = (14 0)2[|€||2,5 and & ~ N(0,1).

Based on (2.1) and (2.2), we have the following asymptotic result. Let

ni,i € Z, be i.i.d. x? random variables. Consider the normalized version

_ n’ang - f

R, 7

(2.5)



Theorem 2.2. Assume that (2.1) and (2.2) hold with 0 < § < 1. Then
p A,
sup [P (R, < 0) —B(V < 0 = 000, "), where V= 3" 2~ 1. (29
¢ ,
7j=1

Here 1), is the solution to the equation Ls(n,v) = ~Y? with

K2 K, K! E(XT¥X,)¥* D!
Lé(n7¢) :¢ (_+m)+¢q[ + n(g/gfq _]7

nd

where ¢ = 2+ 90, f((; = Ks + cs, Dg = Ds + ds, and cs and ds are given in

Proposition 2.1. In particular, we have ¥,, — 00 if

K2  K! EXISXx)¥? DI
7+nq71 n5/2f‘1 —|—n——>0 as n — Q. (27)

Consequently the left hand side of (2.6) converges to 0.

Note that E(n; — 1)? = 2. By Lindeberg’s Central Limit Theorem,
V= Z FIN\(n; — 1) = N(0,2)

holds if and only if A\;/f = p(X)/f — 0. In this case by Theorem 2.2,
R, is also asymptotically N(0,2). In the previous literature, the primary
focus is on the asymptotic normality of X7 X,, or its modified version; see for
example Bai and Saranadasa [2], Srivastava [42], Chen and Qin [12]. As an
exception, Katayama et al. [27] considered situations in which the CLT fails.
If \;/f does not converge to 0, R, may not have a Gaussian limit. When the
dependence between entries of X is strong, the asymptotic distribution of
R,, can be non-normal. For example, suppose Y ~ N(0,3) and ¥ is Toeplitz
with diagonal 1 and o, ~ |k — j|7P for some 0 < D < 1/2 as |k — j| — oo.
Then (Y'Y — f1)/f = 3272, ¢j(n; — 1), the Rosenblatt distribution, with

cj ~ cjP~1 as j — oo, and c is a constant; see Veillette and Taqqu [44].



Remark 2.3. Since XXX, = E(X{ X, X7 X|X,), by Jensen’s inequality,
E(XTYX))"? < E(IXT XoXT X,|7%) = B(|XT X,|7) = Dife. (2.8)

So (2.7) follows from KZ/n + KZ/n?" + DZ/n®/? — 0 as n — oco. Namely if
n is sufficiently large such that K2 + f(g/(q*l) + [)gq/(s = o(n), then the left
hand side of (2.6) holds with rate vt 0. O

Remark 2.4. If Conditions (2.1) and (2.2) hold with K5 and Ds; bounded,
then we can choose 1, =< n%+29) and the corresponding convergence rate
n (2.6) is O(n=%/(10+49)), O

Remark 2.5. Using the Rosenblatt transform ([36]), we can find measurable
functions GGy, ..., G, and i.i.d. standard uniform random variables Uy, ..., U,
such that X; and the random vector (Gy(Uh),...,Gy(U,))" are identically
distributed. Here U; = (Uy,...,U;). Following Wu [46], define the pre-
dictive dependence measure 6;;, = [PiG>(U;)|lg, where Py = E(-|U;) —
E(-|U;_ 1) is the projection operator. Since X{X; — f; = > b P X{ X, =

v >0 PiG3(U;), we have by Burkholder’s inequality (p. 396 in [15])
that

IX{ X — full;
SRS < 3 (o)
A similar upper bound also holds for the L? norm || X{ Xs||,. O

To estimate the quantity |u|3 = pu?u based on i.i.d. vectors Xi,..., X,
with EX; = u, besides the natural plug-in estimator X7 X,,, we can also use
the unbiased estimator (n(n — 1))~ 3., X/ Xj; see also Chen and Qin
[12]. This leads to the following variant of (2.5):

]:2 _ Zi;ﬁjgn Xz‘TXj
(n—=1)f

Using the arguments in the proof of Theorem 2.2, without essential extra

(2.9)

difficulties, we have the Gaussian approximation result:
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Corollary 2.6. Assume Condition (2.2) and pu = 0. Further assume

E(XSX)"?  Df

T
L5 T n5/2fq nd

— 0. (2.10)

Then 1, := (L))~/@t1/2) — oo and, recall V = S TN 1),

sup P(R, <t)—P(V <t)]|=0(,"?) = 0. (2.11)

By (2.8), a simple sufficient condition for (2.10) is DI = o(n®/?). Then
the rate in (2.11) becomes Dg/ (5+20),,-6/(10+49) - Notice that in Corollary 2.6
Condition (2.1) is not needed since R, does not involve the diagonal terms
XTX;. Consequently the weaker moment condition X; € L£29 guffices. In
comparison, (2.1) necessarily requires the stronger moment condition X; €
L4+ For linear processes, applying the results in Bai and Saranadasa [2],
one can have a CLT for R, by assuming the existence of 4th moments, p/n
tends to a finite constant and p(X)/f — 0. Since p(X)* < ff < p(2)?f?,
the latter condition is equivalent to fi/f* = o(1), which is also imposed in
(12, 13]. In comparison, by (4.3) of Theorem 4.1, it suffices to impose a weaker
(2 + 0)th moment condition, and our result (2.11) can allow non-Gaussian

limiting distributions.

Remark 2.7. In general the condition L} — 0 in (2.10) is not relaxable for

the following result
sup [P(R, <t) —P(V <t)| = 0. (2.12)
t

Let ¢ = p?, 8> 1/2,and let B;j, i, j € Z, bei.i.d. Bernoulli(/~!) random vari-
ables; let X;; = ((B;; — 1)({ — 1)7"/2. Then EX;; = 0, EX? = 1, E|X;;|? ~
(412715 = 1d, and f? = p. By Burkholder’s inequality, E|X{X,;[#/? <

c B> 77, X157 By Rosenthal’s inequality ([37]), E| >_7_; X157 < ¢, (pE[X11 |7+
p¥?) and E|XT X,5|7 < ¢, (pE| X11 X2 | + p??). Then (2.10) requires that

~1/2

¢ = o(np'?), or p* = o(n). (2.13)
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We remark that Condition (2.13) is also necessary for (2.12). By (2.12),

(=1 fRy _ X, @
np'/2 np'/2

= N(0,2), where Q; = Z XaX.  (2.14)
i#j<n

By the Linderberg-Feller central limit theorem, (2.14) holds if and only if
PE{IQ1/ (00" Ligy sonpi 2} = E{n Qg samprn} =0 (2.15)
holds for every 6 > 0. Note that W :=>"" | B;; is binomial(n, ¢~1). If
np'/? = O(¢), (2.16)

then for all large n, the event {|Q:| < Onp'/?} implies {W < 1}, and

2

_ _ n n
]E{n 2Q%1\Q1|<9np1/2} < E{TL QQ%]-WSI} S 6_2 + Z — 0, (217)

by noting that E{n2Q?1y—o} < n?¢~? and E{n2Q%1y—, } < nl~!. Clearly
(2.17) violates (2.15) since n 2EQ? — 2. O
Remark 2.8. A careful check of the proof of Theorem 2.2 indicates that the
result therein still holds for independent, but not identically distributed ran-
dom vectors X; with mean 0, (same) covariance matrix ¥: we need to replace
the quantities K;, Ds and E(X7¥X,)%? therein by K, := max;<, | X} X; —
filla/f, Dsn i= max, <<, || XE X ||,/ f and max;<, E(XTYX;)%?, respectively.

O

3 Re-sampling Calibration Procedures

To test the hypothesis Hy : = 0 (say) at level a € (0, 1) using Theorem 2.2,

we need to compute the (1 — «)th quantile of the approximate distribution

V= Zf‘%(m —1). (3.1)

In practice, however, ¥ and hence ); are not known. Section 3.1 proposes
an approach based on estimated );. An alternative subsampling approach is

given in Section 3.2 which avoids estimating eigenvalues.
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3.1 A Plug-in Procedure and Normalized Consistency

As a natural way to approximate the distribution of V', one can replace A;’s
in (3.1) by their estimates. Let ¥ be an estimate of ¥ based on the data
X, = (X1,...,X,); let N> > 5\[, > 0 be the eigenvalues of 3 and
f= - 5\3)1/2. Let V = - FI\ (7 — 1), where 7; are iid. x?
random variables that are independent of X,,. By Lemma 3.1, if

max 1IN — f*lﬂj\ — 0 in probability, (3.2)
J<p

then with probability converging to 1, we have
sup [P(V < t) —P*(V < t)| — 0, (3.3)
t

where P* is the conditional probability given X,,. With (3.3), the distribution

of V can be approximated by that of V via extensive simulations.

Lemma 3.1. Let apy > ap2 > ... > app >0 and b1 > bpo > ... > by, >
0 be two sequences of real numbers satisfying Z;’:l afw- = 2’:1 b}%’j = 1.
Assume max;<,|a,; — by ;| = 0. Let n; be ii.d. x3 random variables and

my=mn; — 1. Let Vo =0 apm; and Vy = 320 by, ;n);. Then

Jj=1

sgp ’P(Va <z)-P(W< :13){ = o(1). (3.4)

Interestingly, there is a simple sufficient condition for (3.2). By Weyl’s
theorem (Golub and Van Loan [22, Theorem 8.1.5]), (3.2) follows from

p(E/f =2/ f) = op(1). (3.5)

We say that an estimate Y of ¥ is normalized consistent if (3.5) holds. It is
closely related to, but quite different from the classical definition of spectral

norm consistency in the sense of

p(E—3%) = op(1). (3.6)
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Normalized consistency does not generally imply the spectral norm consis-
tency (3.6). For example, let n = p and X; be ii.d. standard N(0,1d,)
random vectors. By the random matrix theory, (3.6) does not hold for the
sample covariance matrix S =nt S, X, X, which is not a consistent es-
timate of ¥ = Id,; see Marcenko and Pastur [31], Wachter [45], Geman [21].
Indeed, the largest eigenvalue of ¥ converges to 4, while the smallest one
converges to 0. However the normalized consistency (3.5) holds since both
p(S/f) = p /2 = 0 and p(3/f) = Op(p~*/2) — 0. Without further con-
ditions, the spectral norm consistency (3.6) does not imply the normalized

consistency either. Proposition 3.2 relates these two types of convergence.

Proposition 3.2. For an estimate & of ¥ with f = (tr(X2))"/2, assume that
f/f — 1 in probability. Then the normalized consistency (3.5) holds if and

only if p(X — %) = op(f).

Let 3 be a normalized consistent estimate of ¥. Given a € (0,1), let
1_q be such that the conditional probability P*(V < #1_,) = 1 —a; cf (3.3).
Then at level a we reject the null hypothesis Hy : = 0 if the test statistic
R, = (n|X,|2 — f1)/fT satisfies R, > #,_q, where f1 is a ratio consistent
estimate of f, namely fT/f — 1 = op(1); see Bai and Saranadasa [2], Chen
and Qin [12], and f; = (n — 1)"' 30 (X, — X,,)T(X; — X,,) is an unbiased
estimate of f. Note that, interesting, the numerators of R, and R, in (2.9)
injen X7 Xj. It is easily
seen that, if u satisfies nu”pu/f — oo, then Hy : u = 0 is rejected with

are equivalent in view of n|X,2 — fi = (n — 1)1

probability going to 1.

Under certain structural assumptions such as bandedness and sparsity,
various regularized procedures have been proposed so that the spectral norm
consistency (3.6) holds; see Wu and Pourahmadi [47], Bickel and Levina [9, 87
| among others. In our setting we do not make such structural assumptions,
and therefore simply use the sample covariance matrix 3. Its normalized
consistency is dealt with in Theorem 3.3. It is interesting to study whether

other covariance matrix estimates are normalized consistent.
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Theorem 3.3. (i) Assume E[(X{ X1)?] = o(nf?). Then

ES/f =S/ f} = o(1), (3.7)

which further implies the normalized consistency (3.5). (ii) Assume nf* =
o{E[(XTX1)?]}, (2.1) holds with K5 = O(n**), and

E[(X] X»)"] = o {E*[(X) X1)*]} . (3-8)
Then p(3/f) = op(1), and (3.5) holds if and only if p(X) = o(f).

Theorem 3.3(i) requires that n is big enough such that E[(X] X;)?]/f* =
o(n), and the approximate distribution V' in (3.1) may or may not be asymp-
totically normal. The latter condition trivially holds if the entries of X; are
strongly dependent in the sense that 2 =37, o7, < p* and max;<, || Xy;/[4 <
C for some constant C. In this case E[(X{ X;)?] < p?C* and the condition
E[(XTX1)?]/f? = o(n) reduces to the natural one n — oo. As a simple
example, let Xy, = a;Z + ¢;, where Z,&;,...,§, are .i.d. N(0,1) and a; are
real coefficients. If 33", a7 < p, then E[(X] X;)?]/f? < 1 and the condition
n — oo suffices. In this case ¥ has p — 1 eigenvalues 1 and 1 eigenvalue
L4377 a3, hence V = xi — 1. Under Case (ii) with smaller n, however,
normalized consistency of ¥ necessarily requires that p(X) = o(f).

Proposition 3.4 provides an expression for the quantity E[(X{ X3)*] in

(3.8). Its proof is routine and the details are omitted.

Proposition 3.4. We have the cumulants expression

E[(X1TX2)4] = 3f4 + 6ff +6 Z Cum(X1j> Xlk’7 lea qu)gkmaqj

1<9,k,m,q<p

+ Z cum (X1, X1, Xim, X14)°-

1<5,k,m,q<p

3.2 A Subsampling Procedure

Let m = m, € N be such that m — oo and m = o(n); let the index set
B,={leZ:(j—-—1m<l<jm}, j=1,...,L, where L = |n/m]
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and |u] = max{k € Z : k < u}. For aset B C {1,...,n}, let |B] be its
cardinality. Define the empirical subsampling distribution function

L
- Z _ Qe X
F 1m|XB —X|2<t(1 —m/n)> where X b|€BB| . (39)

As a slightly different version, let Aq, ..., A; bei.i.d. uniformly sampled from
the class A := {A: AC{l,...,n},|A| =m}. Assume that the sampling
process (A;);>1 and (X;);>; are independent. Define

J

Theorem 3.5. Let 0 < 6 < 1. Assume (2.1), (2.2), m — oo, m = o(n),
and (2.7) holds with n therein replaced by m. Then (1)

sup |[F(t) — P(n|X — pl2 < t)] = 0 in probability. (3.11)
¢

(ii) If J — oo, then the convergence (3.11) also holds for F(t).

Theorem 3.5 suggests that samples quantiles of F(-) or F(-) can be used
to approximate those of F'(t) = P(n|X — |2 < t). Given alevel a € (0,1), let
U1_q be the (1 — a)th quantile of F(-). Then at level a we can reject the null
hypothesis Hy : p = 0 if n|X|2 > 91_,. Similarly as the plug-in approach, if
nulu/f — oo, then Hy is rejected with probability going to 1.

Proof of Theorem 3.5. (i) Assume without loss of generality that p = 0.
For aset B C {1,...,n} define W5 = (|B||X|3—f1)/f and Wg = [|B|| X5 —
X|2/(1 —|B|/n) — fi]/f. Using the identity nX = |B|Xp + (n — |B|)Xpe,

where B¢ ={1,...,n} — B, we have by elementary manipulations that
— |B B B| XL X e
Wy = 2121 | lWB+| |WBC 2|B|- | | BfB (3.12)
Then for any € > 0, we have by the triangle inequality that
t—0 t+0
P(W — ) -7 <P(Wg, <t) <P(W _— 3.1
(Wp, € fopr) = < B(Wp, 1) SPOVE, < L0y b (319
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where 7 = P(|R;| > 0), Rj = (m/n)W5. —2m(1 — m/n)*lffl)_(gj)_(]gjc_. Note
that E|X} Xpe[> = f?/(m(n —m)). Since m = o(n), by Theorem 2.2, we
have R; = op(1) and 7 — 0. Hence by Theorem 2.2, Lemma 7.2 and (3.13),

P(Wp, <t)— IP’(WEJ_ <t)—0. (3.14)
A similar argument implies that, for j # 7', the joint probability
P(Wp, <t,Wp, <t)—P(Wj, <t,W}, <t)—0. (3.15)

Therefore, by Theorem 2.2, we have E|F(t) — P(V < t)|> = 0, which implies
the uniform version (3.11) via the standard Glivenko—Cantelli argument in
view of the continuity result Lemma 7.2.

We now prove (ii). Following the argument in (i), it suffices to show that
E[P(W3, <t, Wi, <t) —P3(V <t)|—0. (3.16)
For sets A, A’ € A, let ANA"=D,, A— D, = Dy and A’ — D; = D3. Then
X5, Xp,
0

where k = |Dy|. A similar expression exists for W§,. Choose a sequence p,, —

Wi=1—k/mWp, + (k/m)Wp5 +2k(1 —k/m)

0 with m/n = o(p,). If K < mp,, similarly as in part (i), we have |[P(W3 <
tL,Wg <t)=P(Wp, <t,Wp, <t)] = 0and [P(Wp, <t) —P(V <t)] = 0.
Note that E|A; N A;| < m?/n. Then P(|A; N Ay| > mp,) < m/(np,) — 0.
Then (3.16) follows by conditioning on |A; N A;/| < mp,,. O

4 Applications to Linear Processes

In this section we shall apply our main result to the linear process

X; = A€, = A&, -, &p)T, (4.1)

where §;;,1,j € Z, arei.i.d. random variables with mean 0 and variance 1 and

A is a coefficient matrix. The linear form (4.1) is natural and rich. Similar
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forms were also used in [2, 12], among others. Proposition 4.1 generalizes
Proposition 2.1 and it concerns conditions (2.1) and (2.2) where X; is of
form (4.1).

Proposition 4.1. Assume (4.1) and that ||{1]],, .5 < 00 for some § > 0. Let
Ds = (1+0) [[€1ll545 and K5 = 2||&f|l24.5. Then

240
E’XlTXl_fl < K2 (4.2)
f - ’ '
XTX 2446 -
E 1f 2| < D¥. (4.3)

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let ¢ = 2 + 6. Since & has covariance matrix Id,,
¥ = AAT. Denote (bjk)j,k = B = ATA. Write &, = (&,...,&)T
& = (C1,...,¢)T. By Burkholder’s inequality, (4.3) follows from

Z@Zb]kck

7=1

< (q—l)ZH@ 3
j=1

< (g=D2GlED 0D N’

j=1 k=1

= (¢— 1> &ll, £ (4.4)

XX, =

ik Ch

Since &) ;- i bjr&, are martingale differences, we similarly have

p

1X7X = A2 < 20> b (€ = D2+ 201D bt
Jj=1 J#k
2q- 1)l -1’ Zb2 +8(g— 17 [l&ll; > b
k<j
< 44?2127, (4.5)

which implies (4.2). O
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We remark that (4.3) actually holds under the weaker moment condition
& € L**. Proposition 4.1 implies that the Gaussian approximation (2.6) of

Theorem 2.2 holds with convergence rate O(n~=%(1049) for linear processes.

5 Inference of Covariance Matrices

In this section we shall apply our results to test hypotheses on covariance
matrices. The latter problem has been extensively studied in the literature.
Earlier papers focus on lower-dimensional case; see Anderson [1], Roy [38],
Nagao [32], John [24]. The traditional likelihood ratio test can fail in the
high-dimensional setting (cf. Bai et al. [4]). Under the assumption that p/n
is bounded, or p = O(n), Bai et al. [4], Schott [40], Srivastava [41] considered
test of identity, sphericity, and diagonal covariance matrices. Recently, Chen
et al. [13] proposed test statistics for sphericity and identity, and proved the
normality with no condition on p/n, with f; = o(f). Qiu and Chen [35]
considered testing whether a covariance matrix is banded. Zhang et al. [50]
applied the empirical likelihood ratio test. Other contributions can be found
in Cai and Ma [11], Onatski et al. [33], Birke and Dette [10], Fisher et al.
20], Jiang et al. [23], Ledoit and Wolf [29]. In many of those papers it is
assumed that X; is Gaussian.

Given the data Xi,..., X, which are i.i.d. with mean 0 and covariance
matrix X, we test the null hypothesis Hy : ¥ = Xg = (0o,k)jk<p. Let
5 = 3" X, X7 /n be the sample covariance matrix. Xiao and Wu [48]
considered the L™ test statistic max;x<, |6k — 00,k|. The latter test is not
powerful if the alternative hypothesis consists of many small but non-zero

covariances. Here we shall study the test statistic

P

Tn = Z (&]k - UO,jk)2 . (51)

J,k=1

We reject Hy if T, exceeds certain cutoff values. The problem of deriving

asymptotic distribution of 7, has been open. In many of earlier papers it
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is assumed that >, has special structures such as being diagonal or spheric
and/or X; is Gaussian or has independent entries. Here we shall obtain an
asymptotic theory for T, for linear processes of form (4.1).

We shall apply Theorem 2.2. For u = (uy,...,u,)", let

U% — 011
U1Uz — 012
Wiu)=| wu, — o1, (5.2)
U2U1 — 012
2
Uy — Opp

be a p’>-dimensional vector. Let W; = W(X;) and W,, = .7 | W;/n. Then
T, = WIW,. Let T = {(i,7),1 < i,j < p}; let the random vector U =
(Uy,...,U,)T" be identically distributed as X;. Then the covariance matrix
I' = (Yaa )awez for W =W(U) is p* X p* with entries

Vi), (kD) = E((Uin - Uij)(UkUl - Ukl))
= E(UZU]UkUl) — Uijakl
= Cum(Ui,Uj,Uk,Ul) +0ik0jl+0ilajk-

Let U* and U be i.i.d. and W* = W(U*). Observe that

W'w = (UTU)* —2U"sU + f?,

wiw* = (UTU"? - UTSU — U"TSU* + f2 (5.3)
In the sequel we shall deal with conditions (2.1) and (2.2) for the process
W; = W(X;) for X; satisfying (4.1). Lemma 5.1 provides a lower bound

5
for f2, = tr(T'?) = |[E(WWT)|%, and Theorem 5.2 leads to a bound for the
quantities K5 and Ds for the W vector.

Lemma 5.1. Let v = Var (£2). For (X;) in (4.1), we have

for =Y 7% =tr(I?) > min(2,%/2) f*. (5.4)

a,beT
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To apply Theorem 2.2 on the random vectors W = W (X); see (5.2), we
will need to find bounds K}" and D}¥ so that

2+6
W2 —tr [E(WWT
w
T % |2+6
E\wa < (D). (5.6)
W

By Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 5.2 below, if §;’s are not Bernoulli(1/2), we

can have explicit bounds for K} and D}".

Theorem 5.2. Let W; = W(AE;). Suppose |||, < oo, where g =2+ and
6> 0. Let Cs = 2(4q||€][|20)** and Ds = (49)7 [|€ull35 + (24)*7 [[€allz Then

E||Wi 2 — te [E (WaW)] |77 < Cs ()7, (5.7)
E|WIW, | < Dy 2, (5.8)

Thus if v > 0, let § = min(2,v)/v/2, then (5.5) and (5.6) hold with K} =
(Cs/NVf ] f and DY = Ds/0, respectively.

Remark 5.3. A careful check of the proof of Theorem 5.2 indicates that
(5.8) holds under the milder moment condition & € £ Instead of using

T, in (5.1), in view of (2.9) we introduce the following quantity

T = ﬁ Z Z (Xij Xiw — o) (Xirj KXok — o) (5.9)

i#i jk<p

By (2.11), under & € £*2 we have

sup
t

IP(nTn < fwt) =P (Z ﬁ—;(na -1)< t) ‘ - O(n_5/(10+45)),

acA

where 0, are eigenvalues of T' and 7, are i.i.d. x3. Chen et al. [13] consider
testing the hypothesis Hy : ¥ = 1d, vs H; : ¥ # Id,. They obtained a central

limit theorem for a test statistic closely related to T, under the stronger
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moment assumption that 7; has finite 8t h moment and f;/f — 0. Our results
relaxes the moment condition and can lead to a non-central limit theorem
in that the asymptotic distribution may not be Gaussian. Additionally we

have the rate of convergence of the approximate distribution.

6 A simulation study

In this section we will provide a simulation study for the finite sample perfor-
mances of the invariance principle Theorem 2.2, the plug-in and the subsam-
pling procedures described in Sections 3.1 and 3.2, respectively. We consider
the following two data generating models.

Model 1 (Linear Process): Let & .4,k € Z are i.i.d. Student ¢5; let

Xij=> (k+1)"& &, where 8> 1/2. (6.1)

k=0
If < 1, then the process (X;;); is long memory, thus having strong cross-
sectional dependence. In our simulations we choose p = 200 and n = 50, 200
and truncate the sum in (6.1) to 3 a0y, and choose two levels of 3: 8 = 2

and 8 = 0.6, which correspond to short and long memory, respectively.
Model 2 (Factor Model): Let

Xij=\/4+ U ;+a2Z;+Z} —1),1<i<n,1<j<p, (6.2)

where U; ~ Uniform|[—1,1}, &, Z; ~ N(0,1) and they are all independent.
We consider two cases: a = 0.05 and a = 0.5, which imply weak and strong
factors, respectively. We also let p = 200 and n = 50, 200.

We shall use QQ plots to measure the closeness of the approximations.
Recall (2.6) for V. Figures 1(a)-4(a) show the QQ plots of the distributions
of R, and V. In the literature majority of papers deal with central limit
theorems for R,. The normal QQ plots in Figures 1(b)-4(b) indicate that
the Gaussian approximation of R, can be quite bad if the cross-sectional

dependence (among entries of X;) is strong, see for example Model 1 with
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B = 0.6 and Model 2 with @ = 0.5. In Figures 1(c)-4(c), we make QQ
plots for V vs R,. Here V = > f‘lj\j(n; — 1), where 7} are i.id. X}
random variables that are independent of X,, and \; are eigenvalues of the
sample covariance matrix ¥ = (n — 1)7' 30" (X; — X,,)(X; — X,,)T, and
Ry, = (n|X,[3 = f1)/f1, where fi = tr(2), and fT = [tr(X2) — f2/n]"/?; sece
[2]. To obtain (c), the following steps are repeated for N = 100 times: in each
realization, data is generated according to the above models. Then given i,
we obtain K = 100 realizations of V by generating 100p i.i.d. X3 1.v. 7
Figures 1(c)-4(c) suggest that, for the plug-in procedure, larger n leads to
better approximations. Figures 1(d)-4(d) show the subsampling procedure
(cf. Theorem 3.5(ii)). As in (c), we perform in (d) the QQ plots of N = 100
repetitions of n|X,|3 and the subsample values m(1 —m/n)~!| X, — X3
with J = 100 and m = |n/logn|. The subsampling distribution provides an
excellent approximation of the distribution of n|X,|3. For the subsampling
approach one needs to choose an m. In our simulation study for other models
(not reported here) with bounded K5 and Ds, the rule-of-thumb choice m =
|n/logn] can often have a satisfactory performance. We leave it as a future

problem on designing a data-driven choice of m.

7 Proof

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Note that & = A~Y2QTY; ~ N(0,1d,). Then
Y'Yy = 330 N&F, where &; are entries of € and are i.i.d. N(0,1). Let
¢ = 2+ d. By Burkholder’s inequality (Chow and Teicher [15]),

p
2
Y = fill, < (0= 1) D XlE — 15
j=1
Then (2.3) holds. Let ¢ = A=2Q"Y,. Then Y'Y, = ?:1 ;&G and (2.4)

similarly follows. O
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Figure 1: Model 1 with 5 = 2. (a) QQ-plot of V v.s. R, (cf. Theorem 2.2);
(b) QQ-normal plot of R,; (c) QQ-plot of V vs. Ry (d) QQ-plot of the
subsampling distribution v.s. n|X|3 (cf. Theorem 3.5(ii)). Red: n = 200;
black: n = 50.
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In Lemma 7.1 and in the proof of Theorem 2.2, we define
go(u) = (1 — min(1, max(u, 0))*)* (7.1)

Any non-increasing function go(-) with go(-) € C3, go(u) = 1 if u < 0, and
go(u) = 0 if w > 1, will meet our requirements. To make the calculations

explicit, we can choose gy in the form of (7.1). Then

"

g+ = max(|gy(w)] + |96 ()| + 190" (w)[] < o0, (7.2)

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let Y; € RP be i.i.d. N(0,%) random vectors and
Y =377 Yi/n. Then 38 A\jmi and n|Y,[3 are identically distributed. Note
that fi = >"_, A;. Hence, to show (2.6), since Ls(n, 1)) is increasing in ¢, it

suffices to prove the following relation holds for every :

sup|P (R, <) — P (R < )] = O(Ls(n,v) +v~"/?), (7:3)
t
where R; is the Gaussian version of R, in (2.5):
-
Ry = M (7.4)

Recall (7.1) for go. We first approximate the indicator function h(x) =
I{x <t} the C? function gy(z) = go(v(z —t)) for ¢ fixed. By (7.2),

e <t} <gyele) <T{z <t 4971}
sup g3, (@) < 94, sup gy (v)] < g4, sup gy (z)] < g0
Then P (R, <t) <Egy:(R,). By Lemma 7.1,

Egy: (Rn) < Egy:(R;) + CLs(n, )
< P(R, <t+¢ ")+ CLs(n,v). (7.5)

The reverse direction is similar: by applying Lemma 7.1 again, we have
P(R, <t)>P (R, <t—¢") — CLs(n,v). (7.6)
By (7.5), (7.6) and (7.12) in Lemma 7.2, we have (7.3). O
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Lemma 7.1. Assume (2.1) and (2.2). Let K5 and Ds be specified as in
Theorem 2.2. Let gy1(x) = go(y(z —1t)), where go(-) is given by (7.1). Recall

(7.4) for R, and R:. Then we have
sup [Bgy. (Rn) — Egy.s (By)| = OlLs(n, v)]. (7.7)
Proof of Lemma 7.1. Let H; = Z;;ll Xj+ i Y and

_ HiTHi_<n_1>f1

L nf ;
o 2HIXi+ XIX -
(A nf 9
I — 2HY; + Y'Y - fi
(A nf .

Note that H; is independent of X; and Y;. Let

I= gy (Li)(A; = Ty),
1
=Ll (Lol - )
I = gy (Li + A;) — gy (L + 1) — T — 11

Note that X; and Y; both have mean 0 and covariance matrix >. Then

EI = EE [g), ,(L:)(A; — 1) | X3, Y]]
1 / !
= EE [2(X] = YDE(g),(Li) H;) + (X X; = Y;"Y;)Eg, ,(L)] = 0.

For I1, by (7.2), |y ,(u)| < g«¢*. Then for Cy = g./2,
1
Bl - LBl (Lo - 1)
1
=5 [E [0 (LR (A7 = T3] )]

< C’E(E (A7 - TY| H;)].
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The term n?f?E (A? — T'?| H;) can be decomposed into

AE [H] X; X[ H, — HY,Y"H;| H;] + E [(X]'X; — f1)* = (Y]"Y; = f1)?]
+AE [HT X(XT X — f) — HIY,(YY: — fi)| Hi

where E (HY X; X' H; — HI'Y;Y,"H;| H;) = 0. By (2.1),
E|(X]Xi— f1)* = (/'Y = 1)’] < FP(KG + ) < RS,

Since Y; is Gaussian, E [ HYY;(Y]"Y; — f1)| H;] = 0. By the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and (2.1), since ||H! X;||? = (n — 1)tr(2?) = (n — 1) f?,

i3 | BIEHIX(XIX,— f)| Hi)

E|E (A7 -T7|H)| <

7}2 n2f2
. K n |2 Xil[[| X Xi — ful]
- 7:L2 n2f2
< Ko, Ko
= n2 n3/2’
So
IETI| < C¥*(n2K2 +n32K,). (7.8)

Since 0 < g(t) < 1 for all ¢, and |gy,(u)| < g.1)®. We have that

E 11| < Emin {1+ [I| + 11|, gt (| As]* 4+ T:°) }
< CEmin {1+ ¥ (|A;] + |Ta]) + W2 (|AL + |Ta), 2 (|2 + [Ta)) }
< CYUE|A|T+ E |7,

where ¢ = 24 0. Let x € RP be a fixed vector. By Rosenthal’s inequality,
E|[Hx[] < c[ml|X{x[|2 + (n —m)|[Y x|l +n?(x"Ex)7?),  (7.9)

where ¢, and ¢, 1, . .. hereafter are constants only depend on ¢ and they may
take different values at different appearances. Note that Y,'x ~ N (0, x"2x).
Let c1 = H&Hg, & ~ N(0,1). Then E|Y,'x|? = Cq,l(XTEX)q/Q and

[H Xll2 < cq(n || XT Xal|] +nE(X{£X,)"?) (7.10)
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Hence by (2.2) and (2.4), we have

E|H]Xi| + E[X[X; — fi]f

EA]1 < C
anq
qrq q/2 XT X,)9/2 + K94
< Can +n E( qfqz 1) + f (7'11)
n

By (7.9), |[HIYi||2 < c(nE(XTEX,)%?+n? f), which implies that E |T;|? <
c,(NE(XTYX1)"2/(nf)? + n~9/%). Observe that (|H; + X;|3 — nfi)/(nf) =
Li+A; and (|H; + Yi|2 —nf1)/(nf) = L; + T;. We write the telescope sum

n

Gui (Bn) — gyt (Ry) = Z (9 (Li + D) — gy (Li + T3)]

i=1
which entails (7.7) in view of (7.8), (7.11) and EI = 0. O
Lemma 7.2. Let a; > ... > a, > 0 be such that Y 5 ai = 1; let n; be i.i.d.

X3 random variables. Then for all h > 0,

supP (t < aymy + ...+ apn, <t 4 h) < hY2\/4/r. (7.12)
t
Proof of Lemma 7.2. Write V' = "7 a;m;. Assume a; < 1/2. Then its

characteristic function ¢y (s) = Eexp(v/—1sV), s € R, satisfies
p
ov(s)l = ]I —2v~=Tazs)"'2
7j=1

p
= H1+4a252 —1/4

7j=1
< (1445 + 8bys® + 32/3bgs®) 14, (7.13)
where by = 37, afaj =1 —377_aj > 1—ai > 3/4 and
bsg = ij a3 akal = 1—32(1 lay — Za
J#k
> 1—3Za§ (Zaiﬂ@) >1—3d2>1/4.
i=1  \k#j
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By the inversion formula and (7.13), the density function fy (-) of V satisfies

Fu( / —Vlusg, ds<—/ oy (s)|ds < 1
27r

Now we shall deal with the case that a; > 1/2. Note that for all w >
0, sup, P(u < m < u+ w) 1/2,/2/m. Then sup,P(t <V <t+h) <
(2h)'/2,/2/x. Combining Wlth the case a; < 1/2, we obtain the upper bound
max(h'/2\/4/7, h). Note that (7.12) trivially holds if A > 1. O

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Note that p(X/f) < |%/f|lr = 1. Since f/f —1 =
o(1), p(3/f)(f/f —1) = op(1). Hence for the "if’ part,

pE/f=S/F) < p(E=5)/F +p(S/HIF/F = 1] = 0x(1)
The ”only if” part can be similarly proved. O

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Let p, = max; |a,; — by, j|. Choose an integer sequence
K = K, such that K, — oo and K,p, — 0. Let W = Z ) ap]nj, We =

Z Kapﬂ]],S ZJ L by, S° = Z bp]nj,w—2zp K%j and s =
257" kb Letug = a, / . By the Gaussian approximation result in [39], on
a richer probability space we can construct a random variable Z ~ N (0, 1),

independent of (1;)%7", such that
P(|W° — w2 Z| > ug) Zam < = = cyut, (7.14)

where ¢, > 0 is an absolute constant. Since ux — 0, by Lemma 7.2,

sup |P(|W + We°| < z) — P(|W + w/?Z| < z)| = 0. (7.15)

Similarly, for vg = b;/ 14(, we can also construct a probability space with a r.v.
Z* ~ N(0,1) such that P(|S° — w'/2Z*| > vg) < cyvi, and

sup [P(|S 4 S°| < ) — P(|S + sY22*| < z)| — 0. (7.16)
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Let T = (W +w'?Z) — (S + s'/%Z). Since w — s = QZK 1(b2 — ),

E[T| < 2K —1)p,+ [w!? - 5|
< 2Kp, + |w—s|Y? <2Kp, + (4Kp,)"/* = 0. (7.17)
Hence, by (7.15), (7.16) and Lemma 7.2, (3.4) follows. O

Proof of Theorem 3.3. (i) Since X; are i.i.d., we have
) P
EX - S5 =E ) (65— o)’
jk=1

1
= ﬁ E (X}, X3 — o)

e[S L

B[(XT X0 = - f?

3I'—‘ 3I>—‘

which, by the assumption E[(XT X})?] = o (nf?), implies E|Z — |2 = o(f2).
Then [|[Z]r — [£]rllz < [|[£ = Z[pllz = o(f), or [If = fll2 = o(f), and
I12/F =S/ flle < 1S =)/ Flle+ 11/ Flelt = F/£1l = o(1).
(ii) Let g = || XT X1]|. Since nf? = o(g?), by Schwarz’s inequality,
E[(XTLX,)?] < EXTS2X,XTX)) = Etr[(X, X7)?%?
< BVERENATXP < 2 =o(L).  (11g)
Since (2.1) holds with Ky = O(n**) and E(X] X,) = f1 < g, we have
IXTX0|[, < 8[|XTX0 — filly + 8f < 8Kif* + 8 = o(ng!). (7.19)
By (7.19) and (7.18), we have
E[(X{X1)°X{ 2X1] < {E[(X{ X0)JE[(X{ ZX1)%} 2 = o(g").  (7.20)
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Since E[(X] X)3(X{ X,)?] = E[(XT X,)2XT¥X,], by (7.20), we have
ELXT X3 (X) X2)"X; Xo] < E[(X] X1)*(X] X»)°] = o(g") (7.21)

Since (p(2)/f)* < f4/f* < (p(2)/f)?, it suffices to show that f2/f* =
op(1). Clearly the latter follows from

E(f}) = o(E*(f2)) and E(f*/E(f2) — 1) = o(1). (7.22)

An expansion of f =% ik<p 6j2.k yields that

n?E(f2) = > E(XXuXyXw)+ Y. EXX])
1<i#£l<n,1<4,k<p 1<i<n,1<j,k<p
P p
=n(n—1)Y ox+n Yy EX2X})
g k=1 G k=1

= (n* —n) f* + nE[(X] X1)?].
Since nf2 = o(g?), we have E(f2) < n~1¢%. Write
n'E(tr(34) = Z Z E (X35 Xt X1k Xim Xom Xsg X1q Xtj)

1<j,k,m,q<p 1<i,l,s,t<n

= T+ T+ I+ 1V + V + VI + VII,
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where, based on the number of distinct indexes in {3, [, s,t},

I=n(n—1)(n—2)(n—3) Z O jkOkmOmqOqj

1<5,k,m,q<p
M=dn(n-1)(n-2) >  E(Xi;X7Xin) Omeog
1<4,k,m,q<p
[T =2n(n — 1)(n — 2) Z E (X1 X1x: X1mX1q) Orm0q;
1<4,k,m,q<p
IV=2n(n—1) Y  E(X;X}Xim)E (X1 XE,X1))
1<5,k,m,q<p
V=n(n—1) Y [EXXuXinXy,)]
1<j,k,m,q<p
VI =4n(n —1) Z oK (leXlkamX%q)
1<j,k,m,q<p
Vil=n Y E(X}X}X},X%).
1<j,k,m,q<p

Note that tr(3XF/f*) < p(X/f)k2 = o(1) for kK > 2. By (3.8) and (7.18)-
(7.21), we obtain by elementary manipulations that E(f}) = o(E2(f?)). To

prove the second assertion of (7.22), we similarly write

nEff = Y ) E (X XXy XX an X Xom Xog)

1<j,k,m,q<p 1<i,l,s,t<n

=T +II' +1II' + IV + V' + VI' + VIT',
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where

Ii=n(n—1)(n-2)n-3) >  o4o?,

1<5,k,;m,q<p
I':=2n(n—1)(n-2) >  E(X}X})oo,
1<j,k,m,q<p
T :=4n(n — 1)(n — 2) Z E (X1 X1 X1mX1g) 0jk0Omg
1<j,k,m,q<p
IV :=4n(n — 1) Z ol (X1 X0 X1, X7,)
1<j,k,m,q<p
Vi=n(n—1) Y  E(X}X5)E(X],X7,)
1<j,k,m,q<p
VI :=2n(n — 1) Z [E (leXlleleq)]2
1<j,k,m,q<p
VI i=n > E(X7X7X7,X7)
1<j,k,;m,q<p

Then the second assertion of (7.22) similarly follows from (3.8), (7.18)—(7.21).
[

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Write W and W* for Wy and W, respectively. Let
B = ATA and U = A¢. Then f, = tr(B), UTSU = ¢'B% and UTU =
¢TB¢. By the argument in (4.5), we have HUTU — f1||z < 4q2||§%||3f2,

[07sU = PIIF < g€ )2n(BY) < 4g[1€22f",
[©T0 = 1), = [U70 = A, < 420?613,

By the identity in (5.3), note that (UTU)? = (UTU - f1)?+2f1(UTU— f1)+ /3,
we obtain (5.7) with C5 = 2(4q]|£3[24)%.

Let U* = A, where ¢ and € are ii.d. Then UTU* = ¢7B¢. By (4.4),
l€”B¢|;, < (20 — 1)?||& 3, f2, which similarly implies (5.8) with Dj =
(4q)? H&H;g +(2¢—1)% H&H;‘Z in view of the second identity in (5.3). O
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Proof of Lemma 5.1. Let B = ((i,5),1<i<j<p) and w = (W) €

w = (Qla 51527 s 7515}27 02752637 BRI Qp)TJ where Ok = 5]3 — L

Let Viy be the covariance matrix of w. Then Viy = diag ({vsp},c5), where
for b = (i,1), vpp = Var(&?) if I = ¢ and vy, = 1 if [ # i. Also define
G = (9ab) gez pen € RP*xP(P+1)/2] where for a = (J, k), b= (1,1),

Qi Aq, if [ = Z,
Gab = oo
ajiag + ajar;, it <l
Note that X;X; = gl w, where g!' is the a’th row of G. Then W = Gw and

E (WWT) = (’ya,a/)

a,a’ €L

where for a = (j, k), a’ = (m,q),

Yoo = cov(X;Xg, XpnX,) = gZVWga/
= v Z Qi Oki OmiGgi + Z (@jiap + ajiag;) (Qgim; + Qmitq)
i i<l
= (v—2) Z @i Qi UmiCgi + O jmOTkg + 0jqgTkm. (7.23)
Let B = ATA = (ba),;, Lo =2f* + 2f}, Li = 3, b4 and Ly = 3, (32, 02)%.
By (7.23),

fI%V = Z Vg,a’

a,a’ €T
2
= Y (v =2 aiakiamity; + OjmOkg + 0g0km)
1<4,k,m,q<p {

= Ll(V — 2)2 + 4L2(V - 2) + L().

Clearly f2, > 2f*if v > 2. Note that 4L; — 8Ly + Lo > 0. Since L; < Lo,
Lo > 8Ly — 4L > 4L,. If 0 < v < 2, then the quantity

Lov? L
-2 :<L1——O> V2 4+ 4(Ly — Ly)v + Lo + 4L, — 8L,



is larger than the minimum of its value at ¥ = 0 and v = 2, which are both

nonnegative. Therefore, f2, > v?f1/2 for any v € (0,2). O
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