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Abstract

The main theme of this paper is a modification of the likelihood ratio test (LRT) for
testing high dimensional covariance matrix. Recently, the correct asymptotic distribu-
tion of the LRT for a large-dimensional case (the case p/n approaches to a constant
v € (0,1]) is specified by researchers. The correct procedure is named as corrected LRT.
Despite of its correction, the corrected LRT is a function of sample eigenvalues that are
suffered from redundant variability from high dimensionality and, subsequently, still
does not have full power in differentiating hypotheses on the covariance matrix. In
this paper, motivated by the successes of a linearly shrunken covariance matrix estima-
tor (simply shrinkage estimator) in various applications, we propose a regularized LRT
that uses, in defining the LRT, the shrinkage estimator instead of the sample covariance
matrix. We compute the asymptotic distribution of the regularized LRT, when the true
covariance matrix is the identity matrix and a spiked covariance matrix. The obtained
asymptotic results have applications in testing various hypotheses on the covariance
matrix. Here, we apply them to testing the identity of the true covariance matrix,
which is a long standing problem in the literature, and show that the regularized LRT
outperforms the corrected LRT, which is its non-regularized counterpart. In addition,
we compare the power of the regularized LRT to those of recent non-likelihood based
procedures.

Keywords: Asymptotic normality; covariance matrix estimator; identity covariance
matrix; high dimensional data; linear shrinkage estimator; linear spectral statistics;
random matrix theory; regularized likelihood ratio test; spiked covariance matrix.

1 Introduction

High dimensional data are now prevalent everywhere that include genomic data in biology,
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financial times series data in economics, and natural language processing data in machine
learning and marketing. The traditional procedures that assume that sample size n is large
and dimension p is fixed are not valid anymore for the analysis of high dimensional data. A
significant amount of research are made to resolve the difficulty from the dimensionality of
the data.

This paper considers the inference problem of large scale covariance matrix whose dimen-
sion p is large compared to the sample size n. To be specific, we are interested in testing
whether the covariance matrix equals to a given matrix; Hy : X = Xy, where ¥y can be set
I, without loss of generality. The likelihood ratio test (LRT) statistic for testing Ho : X =1,
is defined by

p

LRT = tr(S,) —log|S.|—p= Z (I; —logl; — 1),

i=1
where S,, is the unbiased and centered sample covariance matrix and /; is the i—th largest
eigenvalue of the sample covariance matrix. When p is finite, LRT follows the chi-square
distribution with degrees of freedom p(p + 1)/2 asymptotically. However, this does not hold
when p increases. Its correct asymptotic distribution is computed by Bai et al. (2009) for the
case p/n approaches v € (0,1) and both n and p increase. They further numerically show
that their asymptotic normal distribution defines a valid procedure for testing Hy : ¥ = I,,.
The results of Bai et al.| (2009)) are refined by Jiang et al. (2012)), which include the asymptotic
null distribution for the case v = 1. Despite of the correction of the null distribution, the
sample covariance is known to have redundant variability when p is large, and it still remains
a general question that the LRT is asymptotically optimal for testing problem in the n,p
large scheme.

In this paper, it is shown that the corrected LRT can be further improved by introducing
a linear shrinkage component. In detail, we consider a modification of the LRT, denoted by

regularized LRT (rLRT), defined by

p

rLRT:tr(i) —log || —p:Z(wi_Ingi_1)7 (1)

i=1
where 3 is a regularized covariance matrix and v; is the i—th largest eigenvalue of 5. Here,

we consider the regularization via linear shrinkage:
S =AS, + (1 -\, (2)
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We also occasionally notate rLRT(A) to emphasize the use of the value A\. The linearly
shrunken sample covariance matrix (simply shrinkage estimator) is known to reduce ex-
pected estimation loss of the sample covariance matrix (Ledoit and Wolf, 2004). It is also
successfully applied to many high-dimensional procedures to resolve the dimensionality prob-
lem. For example, Schafer and Strimmer| (2005]) reconstruct a gene regulatory network from
microarray gene expression data using the inverse of a regularized covariance matrix. |Chen
et al. (2011) propose a modified Hotelling’s T?-statistic for testing high dimensional mean
vectors and apply it to finding differentially expressed gene sets. We are motivated by the
success of above examples and inspect whether the power can be improved by the reduced
variability via linear shrinkage. To the best of our knowledge, our work is the first time to
apply the linear shrinkage to the covariance matrix testing problem itself.

We derive the asymptotic distribution of the proposed rLRT(\) under two scenarios,
(i) when ¥ = I, for the null distribution, and additionally (ii) when ¥ = Yk for power
study. Here Y,k means a covariance matrix from the spiked population model (Johnstone,
2001), roughly it is defined as a covariance matrix whose eigenvalues are all 1’s but some
finite nonunit ‘spike’. The spiked covariance matrix assumed here includes the well known
compound symmetry matrix X.(p) = I, + pJ,, where J, is the p x p matrix of ones. The
main results show that rLRT()A) has normal distribution in asymptotic under both (i) and
(ii); their asymptotic means are different but the variances are same. The main results are
useful in testing various one sample covariance matrices. To be specific, first, in testing
Ho : ¥ =1,, (i) provides the asymptotic null distribution of rLRT()). Second, combining (i)
and (ii) provides the asymptotic power for an arbitrary spiked alternative covariance matrix
including ¥.s(p). Finally, the results with A = 1 provide various asymptotic distributions of
the corrected LRT. Among these many applications, in this paper, we particularly focus on
the LRT for testing #H, : ¥ = I,,, which has long been studied by many researchers (Anderson,
2003; Bai et al., 2009; Chen et al.| 2010; |Jiang et al. 2012; Ledoit and Wolf, 2002)).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2| we briefly review results of the random
matrix theory that are essential to the asymptotic theory of the proposed rLRT. The results
include the limit of empirical spectral distribution (ESD) of the sample covariance matrix
and the central limit theorem (CLT) for linear spectral statistics (LSS). In Section [3| we
formally define the rLRT, and prove the asymptotic normality of the rLRT when the true



covariance matrix X is I, or Xgpiie. In Section[d] the results developed in Section [3|are applied
to testing Ho : X = I,. Numerical study is provided to compare the powers of the LRT and
other existing methods including the corrected LRT and other non-LRT tests by |Ledoit and
Wolf| (2002) and |Chen et al.| (2010). In Section |5, we conclude the paper with discussions of

several technical details of the rLRT, for example, close spiked eigenvalues.

2 Random matrix theory

In this section, some useful properties of linear spectral statistics of the sample covariance
matrix are introduced. The true covariance matrix ¥ is identity or that from a spiked
population model.

The following notation is used throughout the paper. Let M be a real-valued symmetric
matrix of size p X p and a;(M) be the j—th largest eigenvalue of the matrix M with natural

labeling a,(M) < --- < ay(M). The spectral distribution (SD) for M is defined by
1 p
FM(t) = ]—)Z(;aj(M)@), t e R,
j=1

where and J,(t) is a point mass function that can be also written, with notational abuse,

as 0,(t) = I(a < 't). Here, I(A) denotes the indicator function of a set A.

2.1 Limiting spectral distribution of sample covariance matrix

Let {z;}i;>1 be an infinite double array of independent and identically distributed real-
valued random variables with Fzy;; = 0, Ez}; = 1 and Ez};, = 3. Let Z, = {z;,i =
1,2,...,n,7 = 1,2,...,p} be the top-left n x p block of the infinite double array. We
assume that both n and p diverge and their ratio o := p/n converges to a positive constant
v. The data matrix and the uncentered sample covariance matrix are X,, = ZHZ;/ % and
S = 1X[ X, respectively, where {¥,,p = 1,2,...} is a sequence of p x p nonrandom
symmetric matrices. Note that the fourth moment condition Fz{; = 3 is used later on in
Proposition [1}

In the random matrix theory literature (Bai et al., 2009; Bai and Silverstein, [2004),
the limiting distribution of empirical SD FSa(.) is determined by both the limits of p/n

and F>»(-). Specifically, if H,(-) := F>»(-) converges in distribution to H(-), a random
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distribution function F S%(-) converges in distribution to a nonrandom distribution function,
say F7H(.) with probability one. The definition of F¥(.) is given by its Stieltjes transform

m™(z) that is the unique solution of the following system of equations:

1 1—x
mPH(2) = —mVH (2) + ; 3
(2) = S (z) + )

2= ;ﬂ/;dﬁ(zﬁ) (4)

CmrH(2) 1+ tm7H(2)

on z € {z : Im(z) > 0}. Generally, m"#(z) is known as the Stieltjes transform of the
limiting SD of the so-called companion matrix for SY, which is defined by S = 1X,X.

The density of F? can be calculated from m» by the inversion formula,

A — i L T ()], x € R, 2 Im(z) > 0 (5)
dz e - ’ T '

In the special case ¥, = I,, we have H,(t) = 01(¢) and the corresponding spectral
distribution F% follows the Marc¢enko-Pastur law. To see this, note that the second equation

of can be rewritten as

1 Y
=— 6
o m%‘h (Z) T 1+ m%‘sl (Z)’ ( )

when H = §;. By the inversion formula, yields the probability density function of the
Marcenko-Pastur distribution indexed by v when 0 < v < 1,

|
dr T 2myx

where a(7y) := (1 —/7)? and b(v) := (1 + /7)*

V00) =)@ —a(). () <@ <b) @

2.2 Central limit theorem for linear spectral statistics

Many multivariate statistical procedures are based on F'S*, the empirical SD of the centered
sample covariance matrix S,,. Consider is a family of functionals of eigenvalues that is also

called as linear spectral statistics (LSS) or linear eigenvalue statistics:

%Z o) = / 9(x)dFS (x)

where ¢ is a function fulfilling certain complex-analytic conditions.



If the sample covariance matrix is uncentered, the central limit theorem (CLT) for the
corresponding LSS is developed in Bai and Silverstein (2004) and Bai et al| (2009). The
proposition below is adapted from Theorem 2.1 in|Bai et al.| (2009) and used in the asymptotic
property of the proposed regularized LRT under the null. Note that the centering term of

the CLT possesses a finite-dimensional prozy FVr(.).

Proposition 1 (Bai et al| (2009)). Let T,,(g) be the functional

1,0) = [ 9(@)d{FSH (@) — F ()} )

Suppose that the two functions g1 and go , are complex analytic on an open domain containing
an closed interval [a(),b(y)] on the real axis. If v' = p/n — v € (0,1) and H, converges
in distribution to 1, then the vector (T,,(g1), Tn(g2)) converges in distribution to a bivariate

normal distribution with mean

gila(y) +gi(b(y) 1 [ gi() N
4 /aw) \/47—(93—1—7)20[

1(g:) 9)

fori=1,2, and variance

91( 2’1 )g2(22)
o) = —55 § f (1)), (10)

where m = m"% is defined in (@ The two contours in (@ are non-overlapping and

containing [a(y),b(v)], the support of F191,

The proposition requires the data to have known population mean vector (known as
zero without loss of generality) and considers the non-centered sample covariance matrix
S%. However, this is seldomly true in practice and it is common to use the “unbiased” and
“centered” sample covariance matrix X,, = BnZnE;/ *and S, = (1/7)XX,,, where i = n—1
and B, =1, — (1/n)J,. The extension of Proposition [1| to the centered sample covariance
matrix is studied recently in |Zheng et al. (2015)). At the paper, the authors prove that, under
the fourth moment assumptions (the assumption Ez{, = 3 in Section 2.1), Proposition [1] is

still valid for S,, if 7,,(g) is redefined by

1,0) = [ o) d{FS (@) - F ()}, (1)



where n = n — 1 is the adjusted sample size and 7’ = p / n. This is named as “substitution
principle”.

The assumption H = ¢§; roughly implies that the spectrum of ¥, is eventually concen-
trated around one. One simple example is ¥, = I,. Then the SD is H, = F'» = §;, which
trivially converges to d;. In addition, we note that the spiked population model (Johnstone),
2001) has H = 07 as the limiting SD and is applicable to Proposition [I} In our settings, the
spiked population model refers to the data whose covariance matrix ¥, has the following

eigenvalue structure:

A1y A1, A2y ooy Ay ey (g e ey Qgy Ly 1 (12)

ni n2 ng p—K

Then the SD H, corresponding to X, is

(1) =~ ;Kamt) " }9 > it (), (13)

where K = n;+...+n; is a fixed finite integer, not depending on n so that p— K eigenvalues
of unity eventually dominate corresponding H, when p is large. Thus, the limiting SD
remains unchanged as H = ¢;.

To study the power of the proposed regularized LRT, it is useful to study how to apply
the spiked population model to Proposition . Although the limiting SD is simple (d7), the
spiked population model has several difficulties with the use of Proposition [I} In the spiked
model, its SD, H, in (13, has masses at K + 1 distinct points and m7»(z) is the solution
to a polynomial equation of degree K +2. A polynomial equation has an analytical solution
only when its degree is less than or equal to 4. Therefore, if K > 3, we do not have an
analytic form of m?»(z). To resolve this difficulty, recently, Wang et al. (2014) provides

Hp in Proposition [1| for the spiked population model.

an approximation formula of [ gdF7"
Such an approximation of g(m”*») at m?! is constructed based on the idea that m" "7 (z)

and m""*1(z) would be close enough if p is large.

Proposition 2 (Wang et al.| (2014)). Suppose that v < 1 and H, is given by , with
la; = 1| > /7y foralli=1,2,...,K. If a complez-valued function g is analytic on an open
domain containing the interval [a(7y),b(v)] and k points ¢(a;) = a; + 2=, i =1,2,... | K

a;—1’




on the real axis, then [ g(x) YAFY e (2) in (@) can be approximated by

/m@M%%@>

— 1 i 7/ K . nia?m m
 2mip fég(_m T (7’@ ; (1 +aim>2> o "
1 1 v K (1 —a;)n; 1 ~v'm
+2m’pféf(_£+1+m 21 1+am><1+m)(a—m)dm (15)
K
w(1-5) fatwar - Eng 03 (16)

where m = mY"% is defined in (@ by substituting v by ', and C is a counterclockwise contour

enclosing the interval [1 NG H\lﬁ] on the real axis.

The above proposition is a special case of Theorem 2 in|Wang et al. (2014) when all the a;’s
are distant spikes, i.e., |a;, —1| > /7. Note that Theorem 2 of Wang et al.|(2014) allows close
spikes a; that is defined by |a;—1| < /7. In this paper, we focus on the alternative hypothesis
with distant spike in the power study. We finally remark that the substitution principle is
directly applicable to Wang et al.’s results, that is, one can approximate [ g(z)dF VoHy (1) in
by Proposition 2 with 7' = p/n in the formula replaced by 7' = p/(n — 1).

3 Main results

In this section, the asymptotic results of the rLRT are presented. Here, the rLRT is defined
via the linear shrinkage estimator instead of the sample covariance matrix :
rILRT(\) := tr() —log|Z| —p, where & := AS,, + (1 — M),

The shrinkage intensity A is fixed and chosen from (0 1). Define ¢(x) = Az + (1 — ) and
g(x) = ¢(z) —log{y(x)} — 1. We consider rLRT(\) = p [ g(x)dFS"(z), whose sample covari-
ance matrix term is of the centered version. Then Proposmon along with the substitution
principle yields the following results.

Theorem 1. Let g(x) = ¢(x) —log{e(z)} — 1 and ¥ (x) = Az + (1 — \) with fized A € (0,1).
Suppose that ¥, =1,. If ¥ = p/ﬁ — v € (0,1) withn =n—1, then

zumzﬂﬂnﬂ—p/mmwﬂmw>
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converges in distribution to the normal distribution with mean

log\/(L+M)2—4X2y 1 [*
— + J—
2 a7 J,

u(g) =

(log(1 4+ Ay —2X\y/ycos b)) df (17)

and variance

A Ay M—-N
v(g):2{—M—A(1+7—A7)+H—N—logm}, (18)
where
M.N = M(hA), N(o) = —(1 =224+ M) /(1 =22+ A2+ 401 — ) (19)

2(1—))
The detailed proof of Theorem [1]is given in Appendix [A]

Note that when A = 1, u(g) = —log(l — v)/2 and v(g) = —2v — 2log(1 — ) that are
consistent with the results in [Bai et al. (2009). To see this, observe that the integral in the
mean function fo% log (1 + Ay — 2A/7 cos 9)d9 approaches zero according to the dominate
convergence theorem. In addition, it can be shown that M goes to —1/(1 — ), and N goes
to +00 as A — 1 using the approximation formula vz + Az ~ /z + 1272 Az.

Next, consider the finite-dimensional proxy
[ ot o)

From the density function of Marcenko-Pastur law @ and the fact that 1 = [ rdFV0 (1) =
[ 1dF7 (2),

/ 9(x)dF7 " ()
B b(¥) (Ax — X)) —log(Az +1—)) —— —
n /a(ﬁ’) oy VE) — 2z — a(¥)}dx

B /bﬁ/) log(Ax + 1 —
a(3") 27T.T’H}’/,

A) = =
V() — e}z — a(¥)}da.
By substituting x = 1 +7' —24/4 cos §, we have an alternative representation of the integral

o 2 [T log(1 v — 20/
/ g(x)dF7 9 () = -2 / og(l + AV = 2AVATCosb) 2 g, (20)
T Jo 149" —2y/7"cos

It is remarked that the right-hand-side of can be evaluated via the standard numerical

integration techniques.



Theorem 2| below establishes the asymptotic normality of the rLRT under the alternative
hypothesis that the true covariance matrix from the spiked population model in Section 2

It follows directly from Proposition [2}

Theorem 2. Let g(x) = ¢ (x) —log{e(z)} — 1 and ¥(x) = Az + (1 — \) with fized X € (0,1).
Suppose that ¥, has SD H,(t) = ’%51 (t)+ % S i, (t) as in with |a; — 1| > /7 for
alli=1,2,....K. If ¥ =p/n—~ € (0,1) withn =n—1, then

rLRT(\) — p/g(m)dF%H”(x) — N(#(9)7U(9))>

where 1u(g),v(g) are defined in Theorem [1] and

p / g(z)dFTHr () = (1 - %) / o) (@) + = Kooy +o (;2)

1 & 1 &
CANF) = A — i — A — — ilog ¥{p(a;)}
g K;”‘” K;" o
1 1 & 1—a 1 & 1 1
_lalog(_M)+?;”ilog<1+am>_?;”i<1+aiM_1—ai>]

K - -
A 1 J(M+1 A M? 'M?
T ai(M+1) ary iy TM
1-MNK <~ "|M-N| 1+aM (14 aM)(M+1) (M +1)?
- 1 a7 A (2MN + M + N)
M+1)(N+1)|1—q (M+1)(N+1)
where ¢(a) = a + X% and both M and N in C(X\,7') are M = M(X,7') and N = N()\, 7).

-1

)

The proof of the above theorem is provided in Appendix [A]
Theorem [2 can be applied to Y, the covariance matrix with compound symmetry, which
is defined by

1+8/p  B/p  B/p -+  B/p
Blp  1+8/p
ch <E) - : = Ip + éJp (21)
p : 5 p
5/]) 14_5/1)

This matrix has a spiked eigenvalue structure; 1 4+ 5 for one eigenvalue and 1 for the other
p — 1 eigenvalues. The corresponding SD is H,(t) = ’%151 (t) + %51+5(t). Theorem [2| with
K=1,k=1,n, =1, and a; = 1 + (8 gives the following corollary.
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Corollary 1. Let g(z) = ¢(x) —log{e(x)} — 1 and ¢ (x) = Ax+ (1 = \) with fivzed A € (0,1).
Suppose that ¥, has SD H,(t) = ]%61(15) + %51+5(t) with 3 > /7. If ¥ :=p/n — v € (0,1)

where n =n — 1, then

mRHM—p/M@MW@ﬁQ—%NWWLNw%

where p(g),v(g) are defined in Theorem 1| and

/ g(z)dFT 1 (z) = (1 _ %) / o(2)dF75 (z) + %C(Am 40 ( ! )

with
COT) = A= logblo(1+ M} + 2 {5 +losl-p) )
1 8
+1+(1+,6)J\4_10g<_1+(1+B)M>
. A farp+y) YO +BM L, A
(1=NM=N)| 1+ (1+5M  (1+(1+B)M)(M +1) (M +1)2("

where ¢(a) = a + X% and both M and N in C(\,7') are M = M(X,7'") and N = N(X\, 7).

In the corollary, the condition 8 > /7 means that the spiked eigenvalue 1 + 3 is distant.

4 Testing the identity covariance matrix

The results in Section 3| can be used for testing various hypotheses on one sample covariance
matrix. In this section, we study the finite-sample properties of the proposed rLRT in testing
Ho : ¥ = 1I,. Additionally, we compare the power of the proposed rLRT and the following

existing procedures in the literature.
e [Ledoit and Wolf| (2002) assume that p/n — v € (0,00) and propose a statistic
1 1 2
Tuy = S {(s—1)*} -2 {—tr(S)} L2

P n

The asymptotic distribution of Ty is, if both n and p increase with p/n — v € (0, 00),

nTow —p
converges in distribution to normal distribution with mean 1 and variance 4.
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e Bai et al|(2009) and Zheng et al. (2015]) propose a corrected LRT for the cases where
both n and p increases and p / n converges to v € (0,1). The corrected LRT statistic is

cLRT = tr(Sn) — log |Sn| —p.
They show that
Ty = U(g)_1/2{CLRT — p/g(a:)dFﬁ/"sl(x)dx — u(g)}

converges in distribution to the standard normal distribution, where u(g) = —w

v(g) = —2log(1 —7) — 2y, and [ g(2)dF7 (z)dz = 1 — Tt log (1 — 7).

Y

e Finally, |Chen et al. (2010]) proposes to use the statistic

1 2
TC = _VQ.n - _Vl.n + 1a
p p

where

1 — 1
Vin = EZXZTXi - EZXZTXj
i=1 L
1 1 «
Vo, = 2] Z (X;Xj)z - 2@ ZXZTXjX]—‘er
noitj ik
+% > XXX X
noggk,l

P’ = nl/(n—r)!

*

and >_" is the summation over different indices. The asymptotic theory suggests that,
under the null, nT¢ converges in distribution to the normal distribution with mean 0

and variance 4.

4.1 Power comparison with the cLRT

The asymptotic power curves of the cLRT and rLRT for the alternative hypothesis of the
compound symmetry can be obtained using Corollary [Il When ¥, = X(8/p) and 5" — ~,
the probability of rejecting H, : £, = L, at level 7 is

1

1= 0 o)+ o ([ atarts @ - co)| 8> VA (2)
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where C(),7') is defined in Corollary[I]and ®(-) denotes the cumulative distribution function
of the standard normal distribution.

The powers of the cLRT and rLRT with A = 0.4 and A = 0.7 are plotted in Figure[I] Each
panel of Figure [1| compares the powers of the cLRT and rLRT for different sample size n. In
each panel, the results of 3 < /7 (close spike) are also included to study the performances
when the the assumption of distant spike in Corollary [1] is violated. The results in Figure
suggest that Theorem [2] would be applicable when there is a “close spike” eigenvalue. More
detailed discussions are given in Section [5

We find that in all cases the rLRT has higher empirical power than the cLRT for the
chosen values of A = 0.4 and 0.7. We also find that the empirical power curve increases to
1 less rapidly if A or « is closer to 1. In addition, although we do not report the details,
the empirical curves converge fast and do have minor changes after n = 80 for the selected
values of A and .

To understand the power gain due to the use of the rLRT better, we plot the empirical
density of the rLRT and cLRT under the null and four alternative hypotheses (Al)-(A4)
(used in Section 4.2) in Figure 2] The figure shows that (i) the variances of the rLRT are
smaller than the cLRT under both null and alternative hypotheses and (ii) the distances
between the null and the alternative distributions are larger in the rLRT than in the cLRT.
Accordingly, the rLRT has larger power than the cLRT and we will see this is true regardless

of the choice of n and p in the next section.

4.2 Power comparison with other existing procedures

In this section, we numerically compare the empirical sizes and powers of the rLRT statistic
to other existing tests, namely the corrected LRT (cLRT) by Bai et al.| (2009)), the invariant
test by [Ledoit and Wolf| (2002), and the non-parametric test by |Chen et al.| (2010]).

In this study, random samples of size n are generated from the p—dimensional multivariate
normal distribution MVN,(0,X). The covariance matrix is set as ¥ = I, to obtain the
empirical sizes. The sample size n is chosen as 20, 40, 80, and 160, and, for each n, v =+ =
p/n is chosen as 0.2, 0.5, and 0.8. For example, p = 32,80, and 128 are considered for n = 160
in the simulation. We take 0.05 as as the level of significance. The shrinkage intensity A

of rLRT()) is selected from 0.2,0.5, and 0.8 to investigate the effect of the magnitude of
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Figure 1: Analytic and empirical power curves for the rLRT and cLRT.

the linear shrinkage. This means that we compare the empirical sizes of cLRT, rLRT(0.2),
rLRT(0.5), and rLRT(0.8) under varying n and .

To compare the powers, we consider the following four alternatives: (A1) independent
but heteroscedastic variance case % = diag(2,2,---,2,1,1,--- ,1) where the number of 2’s is
min{1, |0.2p|}, where |r] is the round-down of r; (A2) independent with a single diverging
spiked eigenvalue as ¥ = diag(1+0.2p, 1,1,--- ,1); (A3) compound symmetry > = ¥(0.2);
and (A4) compound symmetry ¥ = X(0.1) as defined in (21). Here, the compound sym-

metry matrix X.5(p) has a single spiked eigenvalue 1+ p-p and p — 1 non-spiked eigenvalues
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Figure 2: Empirical density functions of the rLRT and the cLRT under the null and four alter-
native hypotheses when n = 40, p = 32, and A = 0.5: (A1) independent but heteroscedastic
variance case ¥ = diag(2,2,---,2,1,1,---,1) where the number of 2’s is min{1, |0.2p|},
where |r] is the round-down of r; (A2) independent with a single diverging spiked eigen-
value as ¥ = diag(1 +0.2p,1,1,---,1); (A3) compound symmetry ¥ = ¥(0.2); and (A4)
compound symmetry ¥ = X(0.1) as defined in (21).

of 1. Thus, (A2) and (A3) have the identical spectra. The sample size n and 7 are chosen
to be the same as those of the null.

The empirical sizes and powers of the listed methods are reported in Table [1| First, the
empirical sizes of all the tests approach to the aimed level 0.05 as n increases. However, the
size of |Ledoit and Wolf (2002) shows slower convergence and more upward bias than the size
of the other tests do in all cases we considered here. For this reason, the power of |Ledoit
and Wolf| (2002) after correcting the size (empirically) are also reported in Table [1 where
the cut off value is decided based on 100, 000 simulated test statistics under the null for each
simulation setting. Second, it can be seen that the emprical powers of the rLRTs are higher
than those of the cLRT in all cases we considered. In addition, it is interesting to note that
the power improvement is especially higher in the case 7 = 0.8 (when p is relatively largfe).
Third, comparing to the tests of (Chen et al. (2010) and (the biased-corrected version of)
Ledoit and Wolfl (2002)), the proposed rLRT(0.5) and rLRT(0.2) has higher empirical power
in most of the cases. Finally, we remark that the computational cost of |(Chen et al. (2010)

is at least O(pn?) due to the fourth moment calculation so it is not suitable for data with
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large n. In fact, to test the data with n = 500, |Chen et al.| (2010)) takes tens of hours to
finish all computation (using C codes and Intel Core-i7 CPU), whereas the other tests only

require seconds.

5 Discussion

We conclude the paper with a few additional issues of the proposed rLRT not fully discussed
in the mainbody of the paper.

First, we consider the case where n < p; equivalently, v > 1. In this case, the cLRT
is not well-defined because the logarithm term, log|[S,| = ), log(l;), contains some zero
[;’s. On the other hand, the rLRT is still well-defined as the corresponding logartithm term
> log(l;) remains positive even if A < 1. Since the CLT of the linear spectral statistics
holds for v € [0, 00) (Bai and Silverstein, 2004), it is possible to extend Theorem |l and [2] in
this paper to the case where v € [1,00).

Second, we discuss the case with closely spiked eigenvalues. In the compound symmetry
model of , the close spiked eigenvalues are those where the spike 1 + [ is smaller than
1+ /7. As shown in Figure|l| it appears that the power curves over the interval 3 € (0, \/7)
could be obtained simply by extending the formula of Corollary 1 to (0,,/7). We remark
that, however, if we follow Wang et al.| (2014)), the term log (1 4 ) in Corollary 1 should
be omitted when 3 € (0,,/7), leading to incoherence between the analytical and empirical
power curves on (0, /7).

Finally, the selection of shrinkage intensity A is still not well understood for hypothesis
testing. As a reviewer points out, when A approaches 0, the rLRT becomes irrelevant with
the alternative covariance matrix and its power is expected to be close to the size. Thus, an
appropriate selection of X is important for good performance of the rLRT. The selection of A
for the purpose of improved estimation is well studied in the literature, for example, [Ledoit
and Wolf| (2004), [Schafer and Strimmer| (2005]) and |Warton, (2008). However, our additional
numerical study shows that such a choice of A\ for the estimation purpose cannot achieve a
power gain in testing problem. The optimal selection of A for the hypothesis testing needs

further research.
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v | n | cLRT r(lag rgag r(%)%? Chen LW

20 | 0.085  0.078 0.078 0.083 | 0.087 0.089

0.2 | 40 | 0.069  0.066 0.068 0.073 | 0.074 0.083

80 | 0.062  0.059 0.061 0.064 | 0.070 0.076

20 | 0.068  0.059 0.065 0.072 | 0.068 0.104

Null 0.5 | 40 | 0.061  0.055 0.059 0.064 | 0.075 0.098

80 | 0.056  0.053 0.056 0.060 | 0.068 0.091

20 | 0.065  0.055 0.063 0.068 | 0.068 0.125

0.8 | 40 | 0.058  0.052 0.056 0.059 | 0.058 0.120

80 | 0.055  0.051 0.054 0.056 | 0.064 0.113
20 | 0370  0.444 0511 0.550 | 0.459 0.517 (0.440)
0.2 | 40 | 0.394  0.489 0.579 0.632 | 0.540 0.596 (0.527)
Al: 80 | 0.951  0.984 0.996 0.998 | 0.989 0.991 (0.987)
Indep. 20 | 0.265 0478 0.604 0.653 | 0.478 0.574 (0.471)
with 0.5 | 40 | 0.569  0.880 0.961 0.977 | 0.851  0.897 (0.849)
hetero. 80 | 0.967  1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000  1.000 (0.999)
variance 20 | 0.180  0.580 0.703 0.741 | 0.459 0.629 (0.492)
0.8 | 40 | 0.392  0.959 0.991 0.995 | 0.854 0.924 (0.868)
80 | 0.859  1.000 1.000 1.000 | 0.999  1.000 (0.999)
20 | 0.280  0.341 0.403 0.440 | 0.351  0.408 (0.331)
A2: 0.2 |40 | 0.724  0.810 0.871 0.899 | 0.853 0.882 (0.848)
Indep. 80 | 0.999  1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 (1.000)
with 20 | 0385 0.596 0.698 0.739 | 0.664 0.729 (0.650)
single 0.5 | 40 | 0.890  0.979 0.993 0.996 | 0.989 0.996 (0.994)
diversing 80 | 1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 (1.000)
spike 20 | 0.349  0.765 0.838 0.864 | 0.795 0.879 (0.816)
1402p | 08|40 | 0.867  0.997 0.999 1.000 | 0.999  1.000 (0.999)
80 | 1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000  1.000 (1.000)
20 | 0.280  0.343 0.404 0.440 | 0.382 0.410 (0.333)
0.2 | 40 | 0.726  0.810 0.870 0.900 | 0.835 0.882 (0.848)
A3: 80 | 0.999  1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000  1.000 (1.000)
Compound 20 | 0.387  0.595 0.695 0.736 | 0.669 0.727 (0.649)
symmetry | 0.5 | 40 | 0.888  0.979 0.992 0.996 | 0.995 0.996 (0.993)
with 80 | 1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000  1.000 (1.000)
p=0.2 20 | 0351 0.764 0.837 0.862 | 0.796 0.877 (0.816)
0.8 | 40 | 0.865  0.997 0.999 1.000 | 0.999  1.000 (0.999)
80 | 1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000  1.000 (1.000)
20 | 0.137  0.162 0.195 0.217 | 0.187 0.201 (0.140)
0.2 | 40 | 0.280  0.358 0.441 0.491 | 0.400 0.454 (0.380)
Ad: 80 | 0.796  0.885 0.939 0.962 | 0.948  0.953 (0.940)
Compound 20 | 0.153  0.252 0.330 0.368 | 0.292 0.365 (0.266)
symmetry | 0.5 | 40 | 0.405  0.659 0.782 0.830 | 0.772  0.828 (0.767)
with 80 | 0.939  0.996 0.999 1.000 | 1.000  1.000 (1.000)
p=0.1 20 [ 0.139  0.363 0.452 0.490 | 0.403 0.526 (0.392)
0.8 | 40 | 0.376  0.838 0.911 0.936 | 0.912  0.952 (0.920)
80 | 0.915  1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 (1.000)

Table 1: Summary of sizes and powers over 100,000 replications except for Chen et al.| (2010)
and 1,000 replications for |Chen et al.| (2010) (due to heavy computation). The empirically
corrected powers of [Ledoit and Wolf| (2002) are reported in the parentheses. For each row,
the maximum powers are highlighted in bold and the maximum powers among the four
LRT-based tests are underlined. The powers for n = 160 are all equal to 1 and are removed

from the table.
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A  Proof of the main theorems

A.1 Proof of Theorem [1I

Theorem 1 is a direct consequence of Proposition . Here, we calculate the integrals @ and

for
9(z) = g1(2) = g2(2) = ¥(2) — log(¥(2)) — 1,

where 9(z) = Az + (1 — X). Mean: Using Proposition (1| and the substitution

x =14~y —2y/ycosb,

Vo gila(n) +gilb(y)) 1 *0) gi(z) N
#(9:) 1 5 /aw) o ey W)Qd
_ Ay —log V(14 My)2 — 4X%y
2

1 s
—2—/ (Ay —2X\/ycosf —log(1 + Ay — 2X\ /7y cosh)) df
T Jo

log\/(1+Ay)2—4X2y 1

= — + — / (log(1 + Ay — 2Xy/ycosB)) df
2 2m J,

1 1+ Ay)?2 —4X2 1 [
- % VAL 27) i + - (log(1 4+ Ay —2X\y/ycos@))df.
T Jo

Variance: We write m; := m(z1) and my = m(z3) for notational simplicity. We have

= ——f 22 m2 f g<21(m1>> 2 dm dmz, (23)
ml mz)
To evaluate this integral with Cauchy’s formula, we need to identify the points of singularity

in g(z(my)). It can be seen that there is singularity when ¥ (z(m1)) = 0. Rewrite ¥ (z(m))

as

RIS T PR BV TES )RR

myq m1+1
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where

—(1 =22+ M) /(1 =22 + Ay)2 + 40 (1 — )
2(1— \) '
Then, M, N are points of singularity. Next, choose contours C; and C, enclosing —1 and

M,N =

M , but not 0 and N, such that on the contours, the logarithm in g(z) is single-valued. In
addition, C; and Csy are chosen so that they do not overlap. Applying integration by parts

and Cauchy’s formula, we have

§ o)y,

(m1 —mg)?
A Ay 1 1 1 1 1
— S - —_ —_ d
]{{m% (m1+1)2+m1+m1—}—1 my — M m1—N}m1—m2 =
) Ay 1 1
= 2 - 24
7U{WM+U2 Wm+1+nw—ﬂi} (24)
Then,
) = g fotetoay § D
ml mz)
Ay 1 1
= —= dms .
7Tjgg(@(mz)){(m2+1) m2+1+m2—M} Mo
Here,
§ ot
(ma +1)?
= ?{ i - —)\7 + L + L — L — L L dm
N m3  (me+1)2 my mo+1 me—M my— N[ my+1 2
211
= 2
1+ N (25)

Applying integration by parts, Cauchy’s formula, and Lemma [I], we have

PRI

(m1 —ma)?

f‘ A S N | 1 L
pr— —— —e — — —_ m
m?2  (mi+1)2 my my+1 mi—M my—NJ m—my !

. Ay 1 1
— 9 _ 26
m&m+m mﬁ¢+m—M} (26)
Then,
v(g) = ——j{ %g(zl(ml))zdmldmz
m1 m2)

= fg(zz(mﬂ) { (m:\z g m21+ 1 i M} dmy .
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Using integration by parts,

J e,
(ma +1)?
B 7{ A Ay n 1 n I 1 B 1 1 dm
N m3  (me+1)2 my mo+1 me—M my— N[ my+1 2
1
= 2 A—1+—— 27
i < + T N> (27)
Applying Lemma [1| and Cauchy’s formula, we obtain
7{ 9m2)) o o flog(1 = \)(1 4+ N)) (28)
meo + 1
and
z(m , A 1—=XAN)(M—-N
f%dnh:%m{—ﬂ—)\—log( )5\4 >} (29)
Combining the results - , we have the desired result of variance. O]

A.2 Proof of Theorem 2l

We compute

/ g(x)dF7 e (z) = / {M\r — X —log(A\z + 1 — \) }dF""(z),

where H, is the SD of spiked population model, which is written as

(1) =8

1 K
51 (t) + 5 Z niéai (t)
i=1

Following the lines of Section 3 in [Wang et al. (2014),

/ (Az — )\)dF:’/’HP(x) = — Zniai s +O0(=).

The difficult part lies on the evaluation of integration of the logarithm-related term. Using

the labeling in Proposition [2, we rewrite it as

/ log(Az + 1 — \)dF™" " (x) = (14) + (15) +

and calculate , and separately. In the remainder of the proof, we write m and
~ instead of m and 4, respectively, for notational convenience. The terms and
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involve contour integrals. Recall that the contour C on and encloses the closed

interval [;—— T \f] on the real axis of the complex plane and has poles of {m = —1},
{m = M}, where M = M(\,~) is defined in 1} It is easy to show that 5 f <M < 1+f

and N > 0 provided v € (0,1) and n is large, where N = N (), ) is from ({19).

Following the lines of Section 3.3 of|Wang et al.| (]2014[), recall that A\(— L+ =)t (1=A) =
(LN (m=M)(m=N) We have

m(m+1)
(14)
— 7410 (A(——+L)+( —)\)) . (ﬁ_z niaim )dm
2mip Jo 1+m ym = (1+am)?
1 plog (A=E + )+ (1- ) B mats
C 2mipy ji m ( B (1+ aim)z)

2mipy m —
-K log (=M - M a2
2mipy Jeo m 2mipy Jo m+1 < (1 + am)?
£ A+ A
Here,
-K m— M
A = 1 dl
! 2ﬁip7j£0g(m+l) ogm
K - M
= - logm - dlog (m )
2mipy Je m+1
K logm
= — - (M +1)- dm
2mipy ( ) ji (m+1)(m— M)
= —log(—M),
o (—=M)
and

1 - M 1 1
= , Z%log(m ) 'niai( — )dm
2mip — Je m+ 1 1+am (1+a;m)?

>
&

|
N
-



where

Ay = 27mp2]{ m+1 1Zizzm
= Qmij{nzlog
_ ZMPZ?{nllog 1+ a;m) - dlog( Af)
= (M 27{ ””O“;Cfﬂ;)dm

1 1
= - n;log(l —a;) — — n;log(1 + a;M),
p; (1—a) p; ( )

)dlog(l + a;m)

and

nia;
Ay = ———d
* QWZpZ]{ m+1 (1 + a;m)? "

m— M

1 n;
- 2m'pi217£1+aim'dlog(m+1)

M+12K:j[ n
2mip = (1+am)(m—M)(m+1)

dm

1

- _Z 1+a2 1—ai)‘

=1

Combiing the results of Ay + Ay = Ay + A3 — A4, we have

K
K 1 1 1
14) = 21 B ( )—— ( . )
‘I’ Py 0g(— Zn 08 14+ a;M p;n l+a,M 1—uq

Next, consider . Taking f = log o), we have

Y ) _ A Am(m + 1)

(logov) (~ -+

T (1= MN(m— M)(m—N)

==t m

1+m’ A+ (1-X)
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Then

(5]
_ f@owx §:7w’ iyl g
- 2mip Je & 1—|—m — 1—|—am l+m’ m (14 m) "
1 m+1 a; 1 1 ym
p— d
27ip 1—)\27%]{ (m — N)(1+am 1—|—m)(m (1+m))m
1 A
L SUCRAS
where
a;(m+1)
B pr—
! ém%w@m—Nm+%mW”
%”(u+meM—NJ’
2
a;ym
By, = d
2 Limfmmm—mu+wmm+n”l
, ( a;yM? a;”y )
= 2mi- + ,
(M-NA+aM)(M+1)  (M+1)N+D1—a)
1 ) 1
B = i(m—M)(m—N)dm:%m'M—N’
and

_ ym’ -
By = i@%w@mwam+mﬂ

_ ( yM? _7(2MN+M+N)>
- T M N (M 12 (M +12(N 1?2

Collecting the four terms, we have :

([13)
SR S S S (7S SV
- p(l=XN) & M-N| 1+aM  (1+aM)(M+1) (M +1)?

1 a;y Y(2MN + M + N)
M)V 1—a M+ D)N T

To obtain ([16]), note that the integration term [ log(y(z))dEF7 (z) is equal to — [{¢(x)+
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log(¢(z)) — 1}dF7°1 (x) since M-P law satisfies [ xdF7%(z) = [1dF7%(z). This gives

c» = (1 - %) [ strarr o an log (@)} + O()

where ¢(a;) = a; + %

Finally, combining the four results, we finally obtain the centering term :

/ {v(z) —log(v(x)) — 1}dF ()

)

(1 - %) /g(x)dF7’5l () + ]—QC(A, v+ O(W,

1 1 & 1—a 1 & 1 1
[+ s () - L - )
IVOg( )+K;n 08 14+a;M Kizln l+a,M 1—gq;

A in 1 a;(M+1) a;yM? s ~ M2
_ Ki:1 ‘“'\M—-N)| 1+aM (I+a;M)(M +1) (M +1)2

1 a;”y Y(2MN + M + N)
TN D)) 1—a | (MDD

]

A.3 Technical lemma

Lemma 1. Let z4 and zp be any two different fived complex numbers. Then, (a) for any
contour C enclosing z5 and zg such that

Z— ZA
log

Z — ZB

18 single-valued on the contour, we have

1 _
J(I{ logZ ZAdz:O,
Z— 27 Z—zp

(b) for any contour C enclosing z4 and zp , we have

j[(Z—ZAC)l(ZZ—ZB) -
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Figure 3: Illustration of the path of the contour integral

Proof. (a) Let C* be a contour enclosing C such that both C and C* are clockwise (anticlock-
wise), and on C* | we have |z — z4| < |z — 24| (see Figure 3). Then, D, the singly connected
region between C and C* as indicated in Figure 3 contains no singularity. Therefore, the

integral on C and C* are the same. Next, consider the power series expansion

logz_ZA = —log(1+ZA_ZB>
Z—ZB Z—ZA

2 3

ZA — 2B 1 /(24— 2B 1 /24— 2B

- _Z + = — ..y

Z—Za 2\ z—2z4 3\ 2— 24

Such power series converges on C*. The desired result is a consequence of
dz
]{ S —
(z — za)°

(b) Applying Cauchy’s formula, we have

]{ dz 1 j{ 1 1 1-1
= - dz = =0.
(z—2z4)(z—2B) 2za—28B Z—24 Z—2pB ZA — 2B

foralli=2,3,....

References

Anderson, T. W. (2003). An Introduction to Multivariate Statistical Analysis. Wiley-

Interscience, 3rd edition.

25



Bai, Z., Jiang, D., Yao, J.-F., and Zheng, S. (2009). Corrections to LRT on large-dimensional
covariance matrix by RMT. The Annals of Statistics, 37(6B):3822-3840.

Bai, Z. and Yao, J. (2012). On sample eigenvalues in a generalized spiked population model.

Journal of Multivariate Analysis, 106:167-177.

Bai, Z. D. and Silverstein, J. W. J. (2004). CLT for linear spectral statistics of large-
dimensional sample covariance matrices. The Annals of Probability, 32(1A):553-605.

Cai, T. T. and Ma, Z. (2013). Optimal hypothesis testing for high dimensional covariance
matrices. Bernoulli, 19(5B):2359-2388.

Chen, L. S., Paul, D., Prentice, R. L., and Wang, P. (2011). A regularized Hotelling’s T-test
for pathway analysis in proteomic studies. Journal of the American Statistical Association,

106/(496):1345-1360.

Chen, S., Zhang, L., and Zhong, P. (2010). Tests for high-dimensional covariance matrices.
Journal of the American Statistical Association, 105(490):810-819.

Jiang, D., Jiang, T., and Yang, F. (2012). Likelihood ratio tests for covariance matrices
of high-dimensional normal distributions. Journal of Statistical Planning and Inference,

142(8):2241-2256.

Johnstone, I. M. (2001). On the distribution of the largest eigenvalue in principal components
analysis. The Annals of Statistics, 29(2):295-327.

Ledoit, O. and Wolf, M. (2002). Some hypothesis tests for the covariance matrix when the
dimension is large compared to the sample size. The Annals of Statistics, 30(4):1081-1102.

Ledoit, O. and Wolf, M. (2004). A well-conditioned estimator for large-dimensional covari-
ance matrices. Journal of Multivariate Analysis, 88(2):365-411.

Pan, G. (2014). Comparison between two types of large sample covariance matrices. Annales

de UInstitut Henri Poincaré, Probabilités et Statistiques, 50(2):655—-677.

Pan, G. M. and Zhou, W. (2008). Central limit theorem for signal-to-interference ratio of
reduced rank linear receiver. The Annals of Applied Probability, 18(3):1232-1270.

26



Schéfer, J. and Strimmer, K. (2005). A shrinkage approach to large-scale covariance matrix
estimation and implications for functional genomics. Statistical applications in genetics

and molecular biology, 4(1).

Wang, C., Yang, J., Miao, B., and Cao, L. (2013). Identity tests for high dimensional data
using RMT. Journal of Multivariate Analysis, 118:128-137.

Wang, Q., Silverstein, J. W., and Yao, J.-f. (2014). A note on the CLT of the LSS for sample
covariance matrix from a spiked population model. Journal of Multivariate Analysis,

130:194-207.

Warton, D. I. (2008). Penalized normal likelihood and ridge regularization of correlation and

covariance matrices. Journal of the American Statistical Association, 103(481):340-349.

Won, J.-H., Lim, J., Kim, S.-J., & Rajaratnam, B. (2013). Condition number regular-
ized covariance estimation. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society. Series B, Statistical

Methodology, 75(3):427-450.

Zheng, S., Bai, Z. D, and Yao, J-F. (2015). Substitution principle for CLT of linear spectral
statistics of high-dimensional sample covariance matrices with applications to hypothesis

testing. The Annals of Statistics, 43:546-591.

27



	1 Introduction
	2 Random matrix theory
	2.1 Limiting spectral distribution of sample covariance matrix
	2.2 Central limit theorem for linear spectral statistics

	3 Main results
	4 Testing the identity covariance matrix
	4.1 Power comparison with the cLRT
	4.2 Power comparison with other existing procedures

	5 Discussion
	A Proof of the main theorems
	A.1 Proof of Theorem ??
	A.2 Proof of Theorem ??
	A.3 Technical lemma


