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Abstract

This article is concerned with the spectral behavigr-dimensional linear processes in the moderately
high-dimensional case when both dimensionglitpnd sample size tend to infinity so thap/n —
0. It is shown that, under an appropriate set of assumptitresempirical spectral distributions of the
renormalized and symmetrized sample autocovariancearatdonverge almost surely to a nonrandom
limit distribution supported on the real line. The key asption is that the linear process is driven by a
sequence of-dimensional real or complex random vectors with i.i.d.riestpossessing zero mean, unit
variance and finite fourth moments, and that phe p linear process coefficient matrices are Hermitian
and simultaneously diagonalizable. Several relaxatibtisase assumptions are discussed. The results put
forth in this paper can help facilitate inference on modebpgeters, model diagnostics and prediction of

future values of the linear process.
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1 Introduction
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In this article, the spectral properties of a class of matiate linear time series are studied through the bulk
behavior of the eigenvalues of renormalized and symmektrssmple autocovariance matrices when both
the dimensiorp and sample size are large but the dimension increases at a much slower ratpared
to the sample size, so that the dimension-to-sample sizepat converges to zero. The latter asymptotic
regime will be referred to as moderately high-dimensiomanario. Under this framework, the existence
of limiting spectral distributions (LSD) of the matric&s, = /n/p(S; — ;) is proved, whereS, is

the symmetrized lag-sample autocovariance matrix aBtithe lag+ population autocovariance matrix, for
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7 = 0,1,... The analysis takes into account both temporal and dimealsimorrelation and the LSD is

described in terms of a kernel that is determined by the fearfisnction of a univariate linear time series.

The results derived in this paper are natural extensioniseoivbrk of Bai & Yin (1988), who proved that the

empirical spectral distribution of normalized sample c@@ce matrices based on i.i.d. observations with zero
mean and unit variance converges to the semi-circle lawruh#gesame asymptotic regime. It also extends

the work of_ Pan & Geo (2009) and Wang & FzJuI (2014) in two défarways, first, by allowing nontrivial

temporal dependence among the observation vectors, aodddgcby describing the LSDs of renormalized
sample autocovariance matrices of all lag orders. We needgose a certain structural assumption on the
linear process, namely, that its coefficient matrices amensgtric (Hermitian for complex-valued data) and

simultaneously diagonalizable. However, various way®laxthe latter assumption are discussed.

The results derived in this paper can be seen as naturalezparnts of the works of Liu et al. (2015),

who proved the existence of LSDs of symmetrized sample ausoiance matrices under the same structural

assumptions on the linear process but in the asymptotiecneegin — oo such thatp/n — ¢ € (0, 00).

Jin et al. (2014) derived similar results under the asswnpif i.i.d. observations, using them for detecting

the presence of factors in a class of dynamic factor modelsdetUthe same asymptotic framework, the

existence of the LSD of sample covariance matrices wheniffexaht coordinates of the observed process

are i.i.d. linear processes has been proved by Pfaffel &M 2011) an (2012).

The main results in this paper originally formed a part ofteD. thesis of the first author (W'llllglbl4).

Very recently, we came to know through personal commurundtiom Arup Bose that Bhattacharjee & Bose

2015) proved the existence of the LSD of symmetrized anthabzed autocovariance matrices for an MA(
process with fixed;, under a weaker assumption on the coefficient matricesvimglexistence of limits of
averaged traces of polynomials of these matrices, wherdirttits satisfy certain requirements associated
with a x-probability space. They use free probability theory faitluerivations and therefore their approach
is very different from the one presented in this paper, whéalles on the characterization of distributional
convergence through the convergence of the correspondiigjes transforms.

The main contribution of this paper is the precise desaniptif the bulk behavior of the eigenvalues of the
matricesC,. These are natural objects to study if one is interestedeiiderstanding the fluctuations of the
sample autocovariance matrices from their population wwparts, since the latter provide useful information
about the various characteristics of the observed protisger the asmyptotic regimen — oo with p/n —

0, and under fairly weak regularity conditions, the symnzeii sample autocovariance matrices converge to
the corresponding population autocovariance matricepémator norm. However, stronger statements about
the quality of the estimates are usually not possible witlroposing further restrictions on the process. The

results stated here provide a way to quantify the fluctuatmiithe estimated autocovariance matrices from



the population versions, and can be seen as analogous ttatigas] error bounds in univariate problems.
Indeed, if the quality of estimates is assessed throughnbigeRius norm ofC.., or some other measure that

can be expressed as a linear functional of the spectralbdistm of C., the results presented in this paper
give a precise description about the asymptotic behavisucii a measure in terms of integrals of the LSD of
C... Some specific applications of the results are discusseddtidd[4. A further importance of the results

derived here is that they form the building block of furtherdstigations on the fluctuations of linear spectral
statistics of matrices such &3., thus raising the possibility of generalizing results sashthose obtained

recently by_C_h_Qn_&_EJin (2015).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sediion 2 dgivesmain results are develops intuition.

Section B discusses some specific examples to elucidate dhmeresults. Sectiohnl 4 discusses a number of
potential applications. Sectiohk[3—7 are devoted to deagrthe key steps in the proofs of the main results.

Further technical details are relegated to the technicalefdix.

2 Mainresults

2.1 Assumptions

LetZ, Ny andN denote integers, nonnegative integers and positive irdegespectively. In the following, the

linear proces$X;: t € Z) is studied, given by the set of equations
Xe=> AZi,, teL, (2.1)
/=0

where(A,: ¢ € Ny) are coefficient matrices with, = I,,, thep-dimensional identity matrix, anfZ;: ¢ €
Z) are innovations for which more specific assumptions arengdatow. If A, = 0,,, thep-dimensional zero

matrix, for all¢ > ¢, then one has thgh order moving average, M&jJ, process
q
X, = ZAth_g, teZ. (2.2)
=0

In the following results will be stated and motivated first the MA(g) process and then extended to linear

processes. Throughout the following set of conditions aseiaed to hold.

Assumption 2.1. The innovationgZ;: t € Z) consist of real- or complex-valued entri¢§; which are
independent, identically distributed (iid) across timand dimensiorj and satisfy
Z1 E[Z;] = 0,E[|Z;|!] = 1 andE[| Z;|!] < oo;
Z2 In case of complex-valued innovations, the real and imaginzarts of Z;; are independent with
E[R(Zj1)] = E[3(Z;0)] = 0 andE[R(Z;:)*] = E[S(Z;4)*] = 1/2.

Assumption 2.2. Suppose that



Al (A,: ¢ € N) are Hermitian and simultaneously diagonalizable, thatfigre exists a unitary matrikJ
such thatU*A,U = Ay, whereA, is a diagonal matrix with real-valued diagonal entries;

A2 Thejth diagonal entry ofA, is given byf,(c;), wherea; € R™0 for j = 1,...,p, wheremy is fixed,
and(f;: ¢ € N) are continuous functions frolR™ to R;

A3 Asp — oo, the empirical distribution ofc;: j = 1,...,p) converges to a distribution dR™° denoted
by F4;

A4 There exist constant = 1 and(a,: ¢ € N) such that| f/|| < a,forall ¢ € N;

A5 For somer, > 4, there are positive constanfs; ;1 such thatd ;> #a, < Lj; for j = 0,....ro.
The conditions foy > 1 are only needed for the extension of the results for(§Arocesses to linear

processes; see Sectionl2.4.

The assumptions on the innovatio(s;: ¢t € Z) are standard in time series and high-dimensional statis-

tics contexts. The assumptions on the coefficient matriges ¢ € N) are similar to the ones imposed in

Liu et all (2015) and generalize condition sets previoustaldished in the literature, for example, the ones in
Pfaffel & Schlemm|(2011 (2012) and Jin et al. (2014).

2.2 Result for MA(q) processes

The objective of this section is to study the spectral badranf the the lagr symmetrized sample autoco-
variance matrices associated with the MAprocess(X;: ¢t € Z) defined in [2.2) in the moderately high
dimensional setting

P, M — 00 suchthat 2 —o. (2.3)

n
Extensions to the linear proce$s (2.1) are discussed ino8&# below. The symmetrized sample autoco-

variance matrices are given by the equations

1 n
S - - X, X5+ X, LX), No, 2.4
=) &, KiXie + X X0, TR @4

where* signifies complex conjugate transposition of both vectois rmatrices. It should be noted tHgf is

simply the sample covariance matrix. Using the defining gqos of the MA() process, one can show that
s, —E[S ]:l<§[Ag+ Al + AA ]> e No.
T =35 2 T ] 0

Since, underl (213)$, is a consistent estimator f&.., one studies appropriately rescaled fluctuationS.of

about its mearX .. This leads to the renormalized matrices

C, = \/g(sT -%,), TeN,. (2.5)



To study the spectral behavior 6f,, introduce its empirical spectral distribution (ESB) given by

. 1
Fr(A) = ];ZH{ATJSA},
j=1

where);1,..., A, are the eigenvalues & .. In the RMT literature, proofs of large-sample results d@bou

F. are often based on convergence properties of Stieltjesfiams i i 2010). The Stieltjes

transform of a distribution functiof’ on the real line is the function

1
A—z

sp: Ct = C, 2 sp(2) :/ dF(\),

whereC* = {z +iy: z € R,y > 0} denotes the upper complex half plane. Note thats analytic onC*
and that the distribution functioR’ can be obtained fromy using an inversion formula.
Let fo: R™ — R be defined agy(a) = 1 for all a € R™°. Define the MAg) transfer function

q
gla,v) =>_ fla)e,  velo,2m], acR™, (2.6)
(=0
and the corresponding power transfer function
d(a,v) = g(a,v)?,  ve[0,2n], acR™. (2.7)

The effect of the temporal dependence on the spectral bwhafC .- is encoded through the power transfer
function(a, ). Keepinga fixed, it can be seen thalt(a, v) is up to normalization the spectral density of a

univariate MAg) process with coefficientg; (a), ..., f,(a). This leads to the following result.

Theorem 2.1. If the MA(g) process(X;: t € Z) satisfiesZ1, Z2 and A1-A5, then, with probability one and
in the moderately high-dimensional setti@@3), £ converges in distribution to a nonrandom distributith

whose Stieltjes transforgy. is given by

- dF*(b)
ST(Z) = — / m, S (C+, (28)
where B
B R-(a,b)dF”"(b) o
ﬁT(z,a)——/ e B.ob) z€Ct, acR™, (2.9
and L pom
R,(a,b) = 5 / cos?(10)y(a, 0)y (b, 6)db, a,b e R™, (2.10)
0

Moreover, 5, (z,a) is the unique solution td (2.9) subject to the condition tias a Stieltjes kernel, that
is, for eacha € supp(F%), 3,(z,a) is the Stieltjes transform of a measure on the real line witssn
[R:(a,b)dF*(b).



Since it only differs from the spectral density of an NA process by a constant, it follows thata, 6) is
strictly positive for all arguments. ConsequenfRy(a, b) and [ R, (a, b)dF* (b) are always strictly positive
as well. The intuition for the proof of Theordm P.1 is giverttie next section and will then be completed in
Sectior5.

Remark 2.1. It is easily checked, that for an M4) process, the kerneR,(a,b) is the same for all- >
g + 1. This implies that the Stieltjes transforms(z), and hence the LSDs (limiting spectral distributions) of
V/n/p(S; — ¥,) are the same for > ¢ + 1.

2.3 Intuition for Gaussian MA(q) processes

Assume for now that the innovationg; : ¢t € Z) are complex Gaussian, the extension to general innovations
will be established in the Appendix. Define thex n data matrixX = [X; : --- : X,,] and thep x n
innovations matrixz = [Z; : --- : Z,]. Using then x n lag operator matritd. = [0 : ey : - : e,—1], Where

o ande; denote the zero vector and tliga canonical unit vector, respectively, it follows that

q q
X =Y AZL +> AZ L7, (2.11)
£=0 (=1
whereZ_g = [Z_g41: -+ : Zg:0:---: 0]is ap x n matrix andL‘"? = (L¢~%)~'. In the next stepL is
approximated by the circulant matix= [en t €1+ en—1]. AsinlLiu et al. (2015), one defines the matrix

n

X = Y"9_, A/ZL¢ that differs fromX only in the firstg columns. LefF,, = [eis'/t]s,t:p

with v, = 27t /n,

be a Fourier rotation matrix amdl,, = diag(e¢™, ..., e"). Then
L = F,A,F". (2.12)

Using this and noticing thaX and X differ by a matrix of rankg, it can be seen that as long asmall
compared te, S, = (n — 7)~!XD,X* can be approximated by, = (n — 7)"!XD,X*, whereD, =
[L7+(L7)*]/2 andD, = [L7+(L7)*]/2. Notice next that, due to the assumed Gaussianity of thevatiums,
the entries oZ = U*ZF,, are iid copies of the entries &, with U denoting the matrix diagonalizing the
coefficient matrice§A,: ¢ € N). Define therS, = U*S, U and

Cr=,/=(5,—%,), (2.13)

&‘

n
p
whereX, = E[S,] is a diagonal matrix. It will be shown in Sectign b.1 that tHe of CU = U*C, U is

the same as that @t ..



2.4 Extensionsto linear processes

In this section, Theoref 2.1 is extended to cover lineargsses as defined in (2.1). To do so, the continuity
conditionA2 is strengthened to assumptié below. In order to approximate the linear process with (A

models of increasing order, a rate @is imposed.

Assumption 2.3. The following conditions are assumed to hold.
A6 (f,: £ € N) are Lipschitz functions such thaf,(a) — f«(b)| < C¢™||a — b|| for a,b € R™ and
¢ € N, wherer; < rgandrg is as inAb5;

A7 The moving average ordersatisfies; = O(p'/*).

Analogously [Z.6) and (21 7) are extended to the linear m®t@nsfer function and power transfer function
ga,v) =Y fi@)e®™ and y(av)=lg(av)?’  velo2r], acR™, (2.14)
=0

respectively. Then, the following result holds.

Theorem 2.2. If the linear process$ X;: ¢t € Z) satisfiesZ1, Z2 and A1-A7, then, the result of Theoredm 2.1
is retained if (Z.14)is used in place of2.6) and (Z.1).

The proof of Theorermn 212 is based on a truncation argumeptpajmating the linear process with MY
processes of increasing orderMore delicate arguments are needed for this case as thevm@rguments
outlined in the previous section do not carry over to thic&sdeed conditions on the approximating MA(
processes are needed that ensureluies not grow too fast or too slow in order for the LSD of thedn
process and its truncated version to be the same. The prizilisdare given in Sectidd 6 below, where it turns
out that one can chooge= O(p'/*) as specified i 7.

As a further generalization, consider the proc€gs ¢t € Z) that is obtained from the linear process
(X;: t € Z) through

v, =BY%X,, teZ, (2.15)

where it is assumed that
A8 B'/? is a square root of the nonnegative definite Hermitian ma®iwith |B| < b, < oo, and

there is a nonnegative measurable functgn not identically zero on sugp™'), such that for eacp,
U*BU =diag(gp(a),- - ,9B(p)) = Ap, with U anday, - - - , ¢, as defined irAl andA2.

Observe that the autocovariance matrices of the progésst € Z) are given bySY = B'/2S,B'/2? and

have expectatio®! = B'/2x_B!/2, AssumptionA8 shows that the approximating autocovariance matrix



obtained from replacing the lag operator matrix with theegponding circulant matrix takes on the form

SY — ! (i N/ABAZZA,‘;> <w> (i N/ABAZZA,‘;Y (2.16)
=0 £=0

n—T

with expectations) = diag(6Y,...,5Y,) and

i 1 o
675 = —— > gn(ay) cos(rvi(ay, vr),
t=1

in which ¢ (o, 1) is defined in[(2.14). Following similar arguments as in thédiand infinite order MA
cases, it can be shown that the LSO®f = /n/p(SY —XY) is the same as that 6 = /n/p(SY —=Y).

Then, the following theorem is established.

Theorem 2.3. If the procesqY;: ¢ € Z) defined in(2.18)satisfiesZ1, Z2 and A1-A8, then, with probabil-
ity one and in the moderately high-dimensional set{®@), FTY converges in distribution to a nonrandom

distribution F¥ whose Stieltjes transform’ is given by

A
sY(z) = —/%, z€CH, (2.17)

where B
e = | gB(a)gBZ(i)?;((j’ EidF b) L ect aerm, (2.18)

and®R, (a,b) is defined in(Z.I0) Moreover,3} (z,a) is the unique solution t¢_(2.18) subject to the condition
that it is a Stieltjes kernel, that is, for eaehc supp(F*), 3Y (z,a) is the Stieltjes transform of a measure on

the real line with masgg(a) [ g5(b)R,(a, b)dF*(b) wheneveyp(a) > 0.

2.5 Relaxation of commutativity condition

The assumption of commutativity or simultaneous diagaaaiiity of the coefficients (assumptidil) indeed
restricts the class of linear processes for which the manltref existence and uniqueness of the limiting
ESD applies. However, this assumption can be relaxed togemane in which the coefficients of the linear
processes are only approximately Hermitian and commaetaiiwo such scenarios are discussed below, which

are natural but by no means exhaustive. In both settingsagsumed that the linear process
[ee]
X, => BiZiy, teL, (2.19)
=0
is observed with the standard assumptidisandZ2 on the sequencgZ;: t € Z), whereasB, = I, and the
sequencéB,: ¢ € N) satisfies the conditions:

B1 For somer > 1, there arehy = 1 and (b;: £ € N) such that|B,| < b, for ¢ € Nand L, :=

ooty < o forj=0,...,r.



B2 There is a sequence of Hermitian matri¢és;: ¢ € N) approximating the sequen¢B,: ¢ € N) and
satisfyingA1— A®6.

In addition toB1 andB2, it is assumed that the sequeri@e; : ¢ € N) satisfies one of the following conditions
specifying the approximation property B:

B3 Forsomel < 3 < 4,p~ ! ZE{“ rank B, — A,) — 0 under [Z.8).

B4 For somel < 5 < 4, \/n/pzl[ill/ﬁ] | B, — Ay ||— 0 under [Z.3).

The importance of these conditions is discussed. Firdtrictsg the sums involvindd, — A, to first p'/8
terms is sufficient in view oB1 ensuring that the proce$X;: ¢t € Z) can be approximated by the truncated
process given by} = >°1_ B,Z;_, with ¢ = O(p'/*) without changing the LSD of/n/p(S, — E[S,]).
This can be verified by following the derivation in Sect[od.2The conditionB3, on the other hand, says
that the coefficient matriceB,: ¢ € N) can be seen as low-rank perturbations of a sequence of Hemmit
and commutative matric§\,: ¢ € N). The conditionB4, which bounds the norms of differences between
the coefficients and their approximations, is a bit restecin the sense that it depends @nPresence of the
factor\/% suggests that this condition is non-trivial essentially i moderately large compared o

We state the result in the form of the following corollary.

Corollary 2.1. Suppose that the linear proce§s, : t € Z) satisfies condition81, B2 and eitherB3 or B4,

and letS.- denote the lag= symmetrized sample autocovariance matrix. Then the HghESD of the matrix
V/n/p(S; — E[S;]) exists and its Siteltjes transfors(z) satisfie2.8)+2.10)

Proof of Corollany 2.1 is given in AppendixIB.

The conditions imposed in Corollaly 2.1 can be used to proaeresults hold for processéX;: t € Z)
satisfying [2.1D) and whose coefficient matrices are gertiisses of symmetric (Hermitian) Toeplitz ma-
trices. Specifically, if the matriB, is determined by the sequen@e,: k£ € Z), satisfying the condition
SUDg>1 D[k >m |k|*[bex| — 0 @asm — oo for somes > 1, andB1 holds, then the LSDs of the correspond-
ing normalized sample autocovariance matrices exist uf@ay providedn = O(ps+1/ 2). In this case, the
symmetric (Hermitian) Toeplitz matricd3, can be approximated by symmetric (Hermitian) circulantrimnat
ces whose eigenvalues are precisely the symbols assowidtethe sequencéb: k € Z) evaluated at the

discrete Fourier frequenci€sj/p, j =1,...,p.

3 Examples

In this section, a number of special cases are presentedhichvhe results stated in Sectibh 2 take on an

easier form.



Example 3.1. Consider the MA(1) process
Xe=Z1+AZ_q,

with A = diag(a,--- ,p) for a; € R (thus choosingn = 1 here). Suppose further thefi(a) = a.
Then, the transfer functiof@®.8) is given byg(a,d) = 1 + ae? and the power transfer functiof®.7) by
Y(a,8) =1+ a® + 2acos(). This yields the explicit expressions

(14 a?)(1 + b%) + 2ab, T=0.
Rr(a,b) = ¢ (1 +a®)(1+b%)/2+3ab/2, 7=1.
(1+a*)(1+b%/2+ab, T>2.
Example 3.2. Consider the special case of an MAprocess withA, = v/I,, { =1,...,¢q, and fy(a;) = ¢

witha; =1forall j =1,...,p. ThenF# is ad-function atl. Since
o (0.0]
gla,v) = fi(a)e™ = wel™ = g(v)
=0 =0

and therefore alsa)(a, ) = (v) do not depend oa, it follows that

27 B
R, (a,1) = - /0 cos (1) (b)) 2dv = R,

7'('
so that equationg2.9) and (Z.8) reduce respectively t8,(z,a) = 3,(z) = R,s.(z) and

1

sr(2) = 24 Rpse(z)

For 7 = 0, the latter equation coincides with that for the Stieltjesnsform for the case of independent

observations with separable covariance structure disedsa 11(2014). Indeed, taking in their

notationA, = I, andBf,l/2 = diag(g(v1),--- ,g(vn)), €quation (2.1) of Theorem 2.1lin Wang & Paul (2014)

reduces tos(z) = —[z + bas(2)] !, where
by = lim lTY(B2) = lim L Zn: - 27T1,Z~)(V)2d1/ =R
n—oo n n n—o0 1 £~ ¢ ™ 0
Example 3.3. Consider the AR(1) process

Xi=AXy 1+ %,

with A = diag(ay,--- ,ap) for a; € R such that|a;| < 1. The AR(1) process then admits the linear
process representatioli; = > 7, A*Z;_,. With f,(a) = af, the transfer functiolZ8)is given byg(a, 0) =
(1 — ae'?)~! and the power transfer functio®.7) by (a,6) = (1 + a> — 2acos )~

10



Example 3.4. Consider the causal ARMA(1,1) process
®(L)X; =0O(L)Z,

where®(L) = I — ®,(L) and ®(L) = I + ©; are matrix-valued autoregressive and moving average
polynomials in the lag operatak such that|®; || < co and||©; ]| < co. Then(X;: t € Z) can be represented
as the linear process

X, = A(L)Z,

inwhichA (L) = 372, A,L* = (I-®, L)' (I+ O, L). Assume further thab, and®, are simultaneously
diagonalizable byU, that is, U*®,U = diag(¢1,...,¢,) and U*©,U = diag(i,...,6,). Leta; =
(9,0 ) € R2. AssumptiorA3 requires that the empirical distribution dfxs, . .., o, } converges weakly to

a non-random distribution function defined BA. Note that

U*AZU = diag(ff(a1)> cee »fé(ap))>

with fo(a;) = 1 and fy(a;) = (6; + %)qﬁg L for ¢ € N. Thus, the transfer functio.8)is given by

[e.e] .

1+ 0;e"

glaj,v E :ff aj)e =1 E (65 + )¢5 e = I_Q;jeiy
/=1

and the power transfer functio®.7)is the squared modulus of the ratio on right-hand side of &t €qua-

tion.

Example 3.5. Suppose that for each> 1, A, is a block diagonal matrix withB (a fixed number) diagonal
blocks such that théth block of A, is of the formasl,,, forb = 1,..., B, Wherezlepb = p, and
S0, 3 maxy <p<p |ap| < co. Suppose further that for eadhp,/p — wy, asp — oo, wherew, > 0 for all

b. In this case, one can take; = b/(m +1) if Yo py +1 < j < S b_, py and definef, to be a function
on [0, 1] that smoothly interpolates the valug®/(m + 1),ap): b =1,..., B}. Then, Theoremn 2.2 applies

and the Stieltjes transform. (z) of the LSD of,/n/p(S, — 3;) is given by
b 1
sr(z) =— wp————, zeCt, 3.1
= Eemm o

where the functions (Stieltjes transformts), (=) are determined by the system of nonlinear equations

Bral oy ——0 Briy »eCt, b=1,...,B, 3.2
bE b’z:l b z+ 5’r b’ ) ( )
where ,
_ 1 Q - -
Repy = o cos? (70)1y,(0) 1y (0)dO (3.3)
0

11



with 45, (0) = |1 + 3272, ame’™|?. Note that, using the notations of TheorEml 232, (2) = S, (z,a) for

a = b/(m + 1), and F* is the discrete distribution that associates probability to the pointb/(m + 1),
forb =1,..., B. This example illustrates that often the precise desaiptf f,’s is not necessary in order
for the LSDs to exist. Numerical methods, such as a fixed pwéttiod, for solvind(312), while ensuring that

I (Brp(2)) > 0 whenever: € CT, are easy to implement, and can be used to compute) for any givenz.

4 Applications

The main result (Theorefn 2.2) gives a description of the lalkavior of the eigenvalues of the matrices
C. = /n/p(S; — X;) under the stated assumptions on the process and the asygmptptnep/n — 0.
Thus, this result provides a building block for further istigation of the behavior of spectral statistics of the
same matrix. It can also be used to investigate potentiartiges from a hypothesized model.

An immediate application of Theordm 2.2 is that it providesay of calculating an error bound &) as
an estimate ok;. Indeed, if the quality of estimates is assessed througkribleenius norm o€, or some
other measure that can be expressed as a linear functiotied spectral distribution af -, our result gives a
precise description about the asymptotic behavior of sutieasure in terms of integrals of the LSD©f.
This can be seen as analogous to the standard error boundisaniate problems.

One potential application is in the context of model diagicss Using the results for the LSD of the
normalized symmetrized autocovariance matrices, one ltackovhether the residuals from a time series re-
gression model have i.i.d. realizations. This can be dorgrdyghically comparing the eigenvalue distributions
of \/n/pS§,\/n/pSs, . . ., whereS¢ is the lagr symmetrized autocovariance matrix of the residuals obthin
from fitting a time series regression model, with the LSDshef tenormalized autocovariances of the same
orders corresponding to i.i.d. data.

Further, these results can also be used to devise a formdbtethe hypothesisdy: X4,...,X,, are
i.i.d. with zero mean and known covariance versgiis: X1, ..., X, follow a stationary linear time series
model. If an MA() process {p can bexo) is specified, another type of test may be proposed,igy, X is
the given MA() process (satisfying the assumptions of Theokem 2.2)usettse alternative thak; is a
different process than the one specified unfigr This can be done through the construction of a class of test
statistics that equal the squared integrals of the diffsgsvetween the ESDs of observed renormalized sample
covariance and autocovariance matrices and the corresgoh&Ds underH, for certain lag orders. The
LSDs underH, are computable by using the inversion formula of Stieltfaggforms whenever the Stieltjes

transform of the LSDs can be computed numerically. An exarmpkuch a setting is given by Example]3.5.

The actual numerical calculations of the LSD can be donegalba lines of Wang & Paul (2014). The test

of whether a time series follows a given Niy) model, with a fixedy,, can be further facilitated by making
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use of the observation in Remark2.1 which shows that if tbegss is indeed Mfy), then the LSDs of the
renormalized lag= symmetrized sample autocovariances will all be the same fory + 1.

Calculation of the theoretical LSD under the null model ieggiinversion of the corresponding Stieltjes
transform, which is somewhat challenging due to the needdtaction of the correct root, as it is necessary
to let the imaginary part of the argument of the Stieltjesdfarm converge to zero. A simpler alternative is
to compute the differences; ,(z) — s, (z)| between the Stieltjes transforms of the ESD and the LSDs for
a finite, pre-specified set af ¢ C*, and then combine them through some norm (like /; or ;) and use
the latter as a test statistic. The null distribution of tististic can be simulated from a Gaussian ensemble,
which can then be used to determine the critical values ofetsie

If the linear procesgX;: t € Z) satisfies all the assumptions of Theoreml 2.2 and all the caeffi
matrices are determined by a finite dimensional paramdten tinder suitable regularity conditions, it may
be possible to estimate that parameter with error €3té1/\/n) through the use of method of moments
or maximum likelihood (under the working assumption of Gaasity). Supposing to be the parameter,
assuming thak(0) is twice continuously differentiable anﬂ%%ZT(H) has uniformly bounded norm in a
neighborhood of the true parametgr and denoting any/n-consistent estimate b@/ it can be shown by a
simple application of Lemmia_Al.8 that the ESDM(ST — ET(é)) converges in probability to the same
distribution as the LSD of/n/p(S, — 2-(6)). Therefore, the hypothesis testing framework described in
the previous paragraphs is applicable even if the parangetarning the system is estimated at a suitable
precision and plugged into the expressions for the pomuiautocovariances.

Another interesting application is in analyzing the effeof a linear filter applied to the observed time
series. Linear filters are commonly used to extract sigmal® fa time series through modulating its spectral
characteristics and also for predicting future obsermaticGuppose thal; = > ;2 ¢, X;_, where(X;: ¢t €
Z) is the MA(q) process defined in Sectibn P.1 afid: ¢ € Ny) a sequence of filter coefficients satisfying
> 2oleel < oco. Then, the LSDs of the normalized symmetrized autocoveeisrof the filtered process
(Wy: t € Z) exist and have the same structure as that of the pr@égss: € Z), except that in the description

of their Stieltjes transforms (equatiois (2.8) dndl(2®)g,spectral density(a, v) is replaced by the function

d(a,v;ie) = | 72, et Plg(a, v) .
5 Proof of Theorem 2.1

The concern of this paper is in the spectral properties ofpamutocovariance matrices. Since spectral
properties are unaffected by this change, in all of the grtieé scaling factot /n is preferred ovet /(n — 1)
for simplicity of exposition. Throughout this section, # assumed that th&;; are complex-valued and the

A, Hermitian matrices. If theZ;; are real-valued and th&, real, symmetric matrices, then the arguments
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need to be modified very slightly, as indicated in Section fllLiw et al| (2015). The key arguments in the
proof of the real valued case remain the same, since as irthplex valued case, for Gaussian entries, after
appropriate orthogonal transformations, the data masnixbe assumed to have independent Gaussian entries
with zero mean and a variance profile determined by the spaaif the process. We omit the details due to

space constraints.

51 LSDsof C,andC,

Recall thatC,, defined in[[2.b) is the renormalized version of the symmedtiautocovariance matri,. In
this subsection it is shown that the LSDs@f = U*C, U andC. coincide, where the latter matrix is the
renormalized version o8, and defined in[{Z.13). Observe that the expectatiofi,ois the diagonal matrix

3, =diag6-,1,...,0-p) given by
~ 1< _
Orj =~ ZCOS(TVtW(aj,Vt), j=1,...,p. (5.1)

Now write CY = /n/p(U*S,U — 2¥), wherex! = U*X, U = diag(>_{_] fe(a;)fri-(e;)))_,, and
defineCt”) = \/n/p(U*S,U — 2,).
We first show thal!l = 3., which implies equality of the ESDs @@V andC( ). For eachy =1,...,p,

Grj = - ZCOS(TVt)¢(ajth)

= £,0'=0
1 : i TV - /
= 5= D filey)fu(ay) (Ze“ gy el ) Zfe ) fei-(e)), (5.2)
£,0'=0 t=1
sinced> ", et = ndy(k) for k = 0,1,...,n — 1 whered, denotes the Kronecker’s delta function. This

proves the assertion.

Lemma 5.1. If the conditions of Theoref 2.1 are satisfied, thigir — Fcf|| — 0 almost surely under

Z3) whereFF¢7 and FC- denote the ESDs @V and C., respectively, ang - || denotes the sup-norm.

Proof. Recall thatC, = /n/p(U*(S, — X,)U). Exploiting the relation betweeh andL, it can be shown
thatS, = U*S, U can be written as at mostq + 7 + 1) rank-one perturbations &:. Hence, an application

of the rank inequality given in Lemnia A.6 implies that

4g+T1+1)
p

(1) - 1 ~
|FCY — FCr|| < Jranks, — S) < =0 (5.3)

under [Z.8), which is the assertion sine€+’ — FCY. O
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Define the Stieltjes transform§ ,(z) = p~'Tr(CY — 2I)~! ands. ,(z) = p~'Tr(C, — 2I)~!. Repeat-
edly applying Lemm&A]l to each of the rank-one perturbatiairices used in the proof of Lemrhals.1, it

follows that, for any fixedt = w + iv € CT, |sU _(2) — 3,.(2)| < 4(g + 7 + 1)/(vp) almost surely. Itis

p?T

therefore verified that the LSDs 61 andC, are almost surely identical.

5.2 Deterministic equation

In this section a set of deterministic equations is deritadis asymptotically equivalent to the set of equations
determining the Stieltjes transform of the limiting ESD®f. The following decomposition will be useful
in the proofs. Using assumptiodsl andA2 in combination with[(2.12) and some matrix algebra, it can be
shown that

S, =U*S,U=VA,V*,

where thep x n matrix V is defined through its entries

1 ~ .
Vjp = %g(aj,yt)th, j=1,....,p,t=1,...,n, (5.4)
andA, = diag(cos(7v4),...,cos(T1y,)). Let Vi denote the matrix obtained by replacing #ta row of V
with zeros, and let the x 1 vectorvy, be thekth column of the matrixV* = (v : vy : --- : vp). Let further

3, . be the matrix obtained fror&, by replacing itskth diagonal entry witl). Denote byDy,, respectively,
D ;) the matrices resulting fror@, from replacing the entries of ifsth row, respectively, itéth row andkth

column with zeros, that is,

D = \/i(VkATV* ~%)  and Dy = \/E(VkATVZ = Brp)
P p

Then,

C,=Dy+H;= D(k) + H(k), (5.5)

whereH; = exh; andH,) = Hy + wkef with e, being thekth canonical unit vector of dimensign

wi = \/ngATvk and Nk = \/g(UZATUk —Ork), (5.6)

whereg - ; is defined in[(G11), thereby ensuring that #th entry ofwy, is zero and collecting theth diagonal

hi, = wy, + niex,

element ofC; in the termn;. Successively replacing rows &, with rows of zeros and noticing that

C, = Ct as well adH} = (e,h})* = hyel, the same arguments also yield

p p
C-=> exhi =) hef. (5.7)
k=1 k=1
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Observe next that, since iksh row and column consist of zero entrieg,is an eigenvector cil)(k) with

eigenvalue). If now, for z € C*, Ry (z) = (D) — 21,) ' denotes the resolvent &, then

1
Ry (2)er, = ——ex, (5.8)

that is, ey, is an eigenvector oR ;) (z) with eigenvalue—z""'. LetR;(z) = (Dy, — 21,)"! be the resolvent
of D;.. Utilizing (&.8) and Lemm&AlL, it follows that

R (2)wref Ry (2)ex 1 1
R
1+ el R (=) ekt - ) (2)wr,

Ri(z)er = Ry (2)er —

where the second step follows from invokiig {5.8), for theatainator part in the middle expression addi-
tionally noticing thalR ;) (z) = R’(*k)(z) and thate;{wk = 0 by construction. Now, all preliminary statements

are collected that allow for a detailed study the resolventtae Stieltjes transform of.

Lemma5.2. Under the assumptions of TheorEm 2.1, it follows that theltfess transforn, ,, of C, satisfies
the equality

gT,p(Z) = _l Z !

P = % + wiRy (2)wr — i

for any fixedz € C*.

Proof. Writing I, 4 2(C, — 21,)~! = (C, — 21,)~'C,, invoking (5.7) and LemmiaAl1 implies that

I, +2(C, —2L,) "1 =Y (C, — 21,) lephi

hiRi(2)ex x
Rk( ) <1_ 1—|—kh*Rk( ) >hkz

TTM@ iMw

p

= 5.9
Z 1+ h ek (5.9)

Recall that the Stieltjes transform @f, is given byp~'Tr((C, — zI,)"). Therefore, taking trace on both
sides of[(5.P) and dividing by leads to

i L~ (iR (2)ex Ly !
: - R ) e ey 5.10
Srp(2) pom ;21 <1 + hiRk(2)er, 2p kzzl 1+ hiRy(2)ex ( )

In order to complete the proof of the lemma, it remains togtjiR(2)ej. Using LemmaA.ll oR;(z) and

subsequently first utilizing (5.8) and then inserting thérdion of wy, given in [5.6), it follows that

Ry (2)wref R (2)en
hpRy(2)er = hpRy(2)er — hy,
PRi(2)en = hiR (2)er — Ry 1+ ef R (2)wp

1., 1.,
= —;hkﬁk + ;hkR(k)(z)wk
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1 1,
= =Mk + S wiRey (2)wr, (5.11)
where the third step also makes usebfu;, = 0. Plugging [5-11) into[{5.10) finishes the proof. O

In the next auxiliary lemma, the expected value of the $¢ieltransform ofC. is determined. More

generally, equations for the kernel
- 1 - B
Brp(z,a) = ETT((CT — z1Ip) 1FT(a)) (5.12)

are introduced, wher€®,(a) = diag(R,(a,ay): k = 1,...,p) with R,(a, ay,) defined in [2ID). Itis a
central object of this study and the (approximate) finiteysie companion of the Stieltjes kerng}(z, a)
appearing in the statement of Theoren 2.1. Its properti#d@/ifurther scrutinized in Sections 5.3 dnd]5.4.

Lemma 5.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem| 2.1, it follows that theebedl value of the Stieltjes trans-

form 3, , of C, satisfies the equality

+ 6, (5.13)

E[s sT,p =

1 p
_52z+Eﬁm(z )]

for any fixedz € C*, where the remainder terd), converges to zero und¢2.3). Moreover,

p

~ B _1 R (a, o)
Elfrp(z )] = — kZ:l TVEG o 3 (5.14)

for any fixedz € C*, where the remainder ter#), converges to zero und€z.3).

Proof. The proof of the lemma is given in three parts. In view of thpression foi, ,, derived in Lemm&a5]2,
E[w; Ry (2)wr] is estimated first and in the second step relata@,;;(z, a). The third step is concerned with
the estimation of remainder terms andJ,,.

Step L:Fork = 1,...,p, let X, = Var(vy) = n~diag(¢(eu,): t = 1,...,n) and furtherZ, ,, =
A A = n~tdiag(cos? (tv)Y(ag, 1) : t = 1,...,n). Define

v j(a Zcos (tre)d(a, vi)v(aj, v),

and observe that- ;(a) = R(a, ;) forall j = 1,...,p. This follows calculations similar to those leading to
[5.2. Define the matriX'; ;(a) as the one obtained froin, (a) by replacing itskth diagonal entry with zero.
Observe next that the definition of, in (5.8) implies that it suffices to estimate the followingpextation, for
which it holds that

n
—E [0 A ViR (2)ViArv,] = 5E [Tr(A v AL ViR (2) Vi)
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- ﬁTlr (A, ZpAE[ViR ) (2)Vi]) = gE [Tr(ViE 1 ViR (2))]
. 1
= —ZE ].:.Tkvj ( )( ))jj] = EZE [VT,j(ak)(R(k)(z))jj] +dl(cO)
J#k J#k
- BE [Tr(Rg (2)Trp(a))] + Y, (5.15)

where independence betwegnandV, was used to obtain the second equality and

dy’ = ZE UEE k05 — 1 (o) Ry ()] - (5.16)
J#k

An application of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality to the exgi@on on the right-hand side &f (5]16), subse-
quently using the fact thahax; |(Rx)(2));;] < S(2)~! and squaring the resulting estimate, yields that

02
pS(2)%

0 2 1 Sk p— 5 p—
\d]i )’ < W ZE “n’”j:ﬂk”j — fyT,j(ak ] =3 2 ZVar B kv]) <
J#k

where the equality follows from recognizing ttﬁ[‘m =2, 1v;] = 7r () and the inequality from observing
that eacmov? E; yv; is a quadratic form in the i.i.d. standard Gaussidps . . . Z;, and has bounded variance.

Taking the square root gives
C

PS(2)

4| < (5.17)

for some constant’ > 0.
Step 2:Multiplying T, (a) to both sides of the equatidi + 2(C, — 2I,)~' = C,(C, — 21,)"!, then
following the arguments that led t (5.9), and making uskE df)e, = R(a, ay)ey gives

T, (a) + 2T, (a)(C, — 21,) Ep:fR (a, ap)exhi(Cr — 21,)~ —Ep:RT(a’ak)ekthk(z)
T e T k k'L —k:1 1+hZRk(Z)€k .

Further taking trace on both sides and invoking (b.11) wield

p

~ 1 R (a, o)
ﬁT, Z,a) = ——
o(z8) pz z + wiRa (2)wr — nk

k=1
1 - :R'T(a7 Oék)
S 4 , 5.18
p kzzl Z+ E[ﬂ»np(z, ak)] — €L ( )

wheree, = E[3, (2, ap)] — wi R (2)wy, + . Taking expectation on the left- and right-hand sidd of@p.1
leads to equatiori (5.14) with the remainder term having xpéi@t form

Iy~ Re(a,o)Elg] 15 R (a, ap ey,
(5n = = - E _ 2 _ 5n 5n '
p;::l (2 + Efrp(z, ag))? pkzzl <(Z+E[ﬁﬂp(27ak)])2(2+E[ﬁﬂp(z,ak)] _ 5k)> 170n2

It remains to show that, — 0 under [2.8). This will be done in the next step.

18



Step 3:To show thav,, — 0, it suffices to verify that,, ; — 0 andé,, » — 0. Note that, sinc@m(z, ay)

is a Stieltjes transform of a measure,
|2+ BB,y (z o)l 2 S (2 + BBrp(z an)]) = () +E [S (Brplz,0)) | 2 S(2)
and sincey, € R, andw,’;R(k)(z)wk is a Stieltjes transform of a measure,

‘z + E[ﬁﬂp(z, ag)] — e

= |z + WiR) (2)wi, — mi| > S(2) + S(WiR ) (2)wi) > S(2).

Thus, since moreoveR, (a,b)| < L? with L; from A5, it only needs to be shown thatax;, [E[e;]| — 0
andmaxk E[[ek — E[Ekﬂz] — 0.

LetR(z) = (C, — zI)~!. SinceE[n;,] = 0, it follows from (5.15) and[{5.12) that

Eles]| = EE[Tr(R(z)rT(ak))] ~ BT (R (Irelexe))] —

< 1 [EITH (R ()T ()] ~ EITH (R (<) ()|
+ % ‘E[TT(R(k)(Z){I‘T(ak) - FT,k(ak)})H + |dl(gO)|
_ d]1€71 n dllf’z I \d,ﬁo)!, (5.19)

wherel, . (a;) = Ty (a) — R (o, o Jerel . Arguments as the more general ones leadingf05.21), imply
thatmax d;’ < 6qL3(pS(2)) 1. Since|| Ry (2)]| < (3(2))~" andR- (o, ) is uniformly bounded, it
follows thatmaxy, d,> < L3(pS(z))~". Together with[(5.117) an@{5.19), these guaranteerthad, |Ele;]| —
0 and thugé,, 1| < L¥(S(2)) 2 maxy |Elex]| — 0.

Observe next that, by (5.115),

* 1 9
% 1 2
< 3EH — wiR ) (2)wy + ETr(R(k)(Z)FT,k(ak)) + nk‘ }
! 1 2 0)2
+3EH§TI'(R(I¢)(Z)FT,I€(QI€)) —E ETr(R(k)(z)I‘ﬂk(ak))” } +3|d,.” |
= B+ 2+ 30
where

dit < GEH — wiRy (2)wy, + %Tr(R(k)(Z)Fr,k(ak))F} + 6E[|m|”]

= 6d7° + 6E[|ni|?].

Now, max;, E[|n:|?] < Cp~! for someC > 0 as proved in Sectidn D.1. It is shown in Sectiéns]D.2[and D.3
thatmaxy, d;* — 0 andmaxy, dy® — 0, respectively. Consequentlyax;, E[|e;, — E[e;]|?] — 0 and hence

alsod, o — 0.
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Step 4: Using the expression fof, ,(z) derived in Lemma 5]2, relatio_(5.13) can be obtained from

similar arguments as in Steps 1-3 of this proof. In particil@an be shown that, — 0. O

5.3 Convergence of random part

In this section, it is shown that, almost surely,(z) — E[s, ,(z)] — 0andg; ,(z,a) —E[3; ,(z,a)] — 0 for
anyz € C* when the entries o are i.i.d. standardized random variables with arbitrasfriiutions. The
concentration inequalities o ,(z) andg3; ,(z, a) are derived by using the McDiarmid’s inequality given in
LemmdA.2 and the proof of almost sure convergence is olitammeugh the use of the Borel-Cantelli lemma.

To apply the McDiarmid inequality, tre&t ; as a function of the independent rowsAfsay,z7, . . . , z,. Let

T x -
Z(j):Z—ejejZZZ—eij, J=1....p,

whereZ = [z] : --- : z;]". Let furtherX ;) be thep x n matrix obtained from the original data matd

with the jth row removed, that is,
q
4
X(j) =) AvZ)L

DefineSY) = n‘IX(j)DTX’(*j) andc!) = n/p(S(Tj) —3,), whereD, = [L” + (L7)*]/2. It follows then

from the relation

1 q *
ST:E<ZA(Z(J)+63 JL£> <ZA€ ) T €% J)L£>
=0

1 1 : * * * ‘ * *
= Sg_J) + E ( Z ajfyijTX(j) + Z X(j)Dryjéaﬂ + Z ajfngDryjé’CLjé/>7
/=0 /=0 24'=0

wherea;, = Age;, y;fg = Z;Lé, that
+Zaﬂ€ﬂ+z<ﬂaﬂ+ Z w”,a]gaﬂ, (5.20)
0=
making use of the notationg, = (np)_1/2y;ZAX’(kj) andw) , = (pn)‘l/zyﬂAyﬂ/ The following lemma
will be instrumental in determining the convergence of tiedom part.
Lemma5.4. Under the assumptions of Theoreml 2.1, it follows that

3(¢+ D[H]]

diff, , (H) = ]13 Te((C, — 21)"'H) - %Tr((cgﬂ o) )| < S

whereH is an arbitrary p x p Hermitian matrix with||H|| bounded.

Proof. First observe thay ¢ ,,_, w) pajeasy is @ Hermitian matrix of rank + 1 and hence we can write it

q ~, y —
as) y_owijebjeb%,, where eacho;, € {—1,+1} and observe that;.(), + (jeaj, = ujeuj, — vjevy, where
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wj = 2-Y2(Cjo + aje) anduvye = 271/2(¢jy — ajy). Define the matrice®,; = CY) 4+ 379 ujpu’, and
Dy; = Dy — > j_ vjev},, and notice that it then follows froni (520) th@t, = Doy + Y -7_, @jebjebs,.

Therefore,
dift,; (HI) g}—l) Te((C. — 1) H) — Te((Dy; — =1) ')

+ %‘Tr((ng ~ 21)7'H) = Tr((Dy; - 21)'H)

41 Tr((Dy; — 2I)"'H) — Tr((CY) — zI)—lﬂ)(
p
=1 + Kj2 + Kjg.
In the following an estimate fok ;5 is given. Forl < k < ¢ +1, let thenT§k> = Dgy; + lez_ol V7, SO that

Tg.o) = Dy; andTg.qH) = Dy;. An application of Lemmas Al1 and A.3 implies that

q+1
K2 = % > \Tr((Tﬁ-k) — 1) 7' H) - Te((T}"Y - zI)_lH)‘
k=1
* k—1 _ k—1 B
< 1% vjk(Tg' ) ZI) 1H(T§ ) _ ZI) M)jk - (q+ 1)||HH
R et 1+ vty (TV = 2T) =Ly, = pS(2)

Estimates fork’; and K3 can be obtained in a similar way, leading to the bogpd- 1)(pS(2))~|H]| in

each case. This proves the lemma. O

LemmdBG.# gives the bountiff, ;(I,) < 3(¢+1)(pS(2)) ! anddiff, (T (a)) < 3(¢+1)(pS(2)) " LL3.
Let diff] ; be defined agiff, ; with C; replaced withC’, where the latter matrix in turn is obtained from the

former replacing itgith’s rowz; with an independent copg’)*. From Lemma 5}4 it follows then that

]19 I Tr((Cr — 21)71) = Tr((CL — 2D)7Y)| <

and

6(q+ 1)L,
pS(z)

Recognizing that, ,(z) = p~!Tr((C, — 2I)~!) and 3, ,(z,a) = p~'Tr((C, — 2I)~'T'-(a)) and applying

% |Tr((C; — 2I)"'Tr(a)) — Tr((CL — 2I)"'T-(a))| < (5.21)

the McDiarmid’s inequality (Lemmia’Al2) yields that, for aay- 0,

3(2)e?
P(srp(2) — E[srp(2)]] > €) < dexp <_%> (5.22)
and e
P(|Brp(z,a) — E[Brp(z,a)]| > €) < dexp <—m> : (5.23)

Now the Borel-Cantelli lemma implies thgt. ,(z) — E[s;,(2)]| — 0 and|3;,(z,a) — E[B:p(2,a)]| = 0
almost surely undef(2.3). Moreover, it can be readily seéan these almost sure convergence results also

hold for 3, ,, and3; .
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5.4 Existence, uniqueness and continuity of the solution

This section provides a proof of the existence of a uniquatinl s, (z) and 3, (z,a), for a € supp(F*4)
andz € CT, to the set of equation§ (2.8)=(2110). Assuming that thekeisns exist, it can be shown that
5,p(2) X5 s.(2) and By p(2,a) 25 B,(z,a) for anya € supp(F4) andz € C*. In view of the results
derived in Sectiofi 513 and Lemrhak.3, it suffices to show thagvery sequencép; : j € N} there exists a
further subsequendg, : j € N} such thatE(ﬁTvﬁj (z,a)) converges to a limi, (z, a) satisfying [2.8)-(2.70).

The verification is based on a diagonal subsequence arguandribe Arzela—Ascoli theorem.

Lemmab.5. Let{p;: j € N} denote a subsequence of the integémnd definep, . (2,a) = E[Bwj(z, a)l.

Then the following statements hold.
(a) There is a further subsequendg;: j € N} such thatp,;,(z,a) convergences uniformly ia

supp(F*) and pointwise i € C* to a limit p,(z, a) which is analytic inz and continuous ir;

(b) The limitp-(z,a) in (a) coincides with3,(z,a) and is the Stieltjes transform of a measure on the real
line with mass| R, (a, b)dF*(b) satisfying [ZD).

Proof. Step 1Defined = {p,, )(,a): a € supp(F*)}. For any compact sét c C,

|p7',pj(a)(zva)| < L%/IZIéIII{I%(Z) = M(K)

Let {a;,as,...} be an enumeration of the dense subsatp(F*) N Q™ of supp(F*). An application

of Lemma[A.9 yields that for any, there exists a further subsequerigg(a;): j € N} such that - C
{pj(an)} C {pj(ar-1)} C -~ C {pj(a1)} such thap, , (s, (2, ar) converges uniformly on compact subsets
of C* to a limit denoted by (z,a,), which is an analytic function of € C* for each? € N. Choosing the

diagonal subsequende;(a;): N}, it follows that

PT,pj(aj)(z>aé) - PT(ZaaZ) (] — OO)

for all ¢ € N uniformly on compact subsets @f". Note that the limit is defined o+ x (supp(F4) N Q™).
Step 2:It is shown in AppendixE that, for any fixed € C* and subsequencgp;}, {prp,(z,a)}
are equicontinuous functions. Singe, ,,)(z,a) converges pointwise tp,(z,a) on the dense subset
supp(F) N Q™ of supp(F7), the Arzela-Ascoli theorem (Lemnia Al10) implies that,,a,)(z,a) uni-
formly converges to a limit, a continuous function af € supp(F#“), that coincides withp,(z,a) for
a € supp(F*) N Q™. Thus, the limitp,(z, a) is now defined ofC* x supp(F#4) and is analytic in: € C*.
From [5.1%) it follows that the limip,(z, a) coincides with3,(z, a) for a € supp(F#*).
Step 3:1t remains to show that,(z,a) is the Stieltjes transform of a measure on the real line with
massm,(a) := [R.(a,b)dF*(b). This is equivalent to showing thétn(a))~'3,(z,a) is the Stielt-

jes transform of a Borel probability measure. The proofeelon the Lemm& 5.6, stated below. From
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the definition of 3, ,(z,a) and the fact thaf',(a) is a positive definite matrix with bounded norm, it fol-
lows that(m, ,(a))~'5,,(z,a) is the Stieltjes transform of a probability measurg, wherem. ,(a) =
p~'Tr(I'+(a)). The measure, , is such thatu, »((z,0)) < ||T-(a)||(mrp(a)) "L FC((x, 00)) for all .
Now, by the tightness of the sequen@éf} (by Lemmd5.B), it follows thafs, »} is a tight sequence of
probability measures. Now, by Step 2 and the conclusion ati&#5.3, it follows there is a subsequer{ge }
such that the Stieltjes transform @f,,,, (a)) ' 3;.,, (2, a) converges almost surely (o, (a)) '3, (z, a) for
eachz € C*. The conclusion thatm.,(a)) ™!, (z, a) is the Stieltjes transform of a Borel probability measure

then follows from LemmaA.J1. O
Lemma5.6. Under the conditions of Theordm RR2C~ is a tight sequence.

It should be noted that Lemria’b.6, together with (z) ** s, (2) for = € C*, proves the existence of
the LSD ofC... The proof of Lemm&a35l6 is given in Appendix C.

Next, we prove the uniqueness of the solutigiis, a) under the constraint that the solutions belong to the
class of Stieltjes kernels that are analytic©n for all a € supp(F*#). First, we verify the uniqueness of the
solution forz € C*(vg) = {z € CT: J(z) > v} for sufficiently largevy > 0. At the same time, continuity
of the solution with respect t&* is verified. Accordingly, let3, (z,a) satisfy [2.9) for anya € supp(F*).

In view of establishing the continuous dependencg, ¢, a), and hence. (z), on F4, on F* and the kernel
R, suppose that there is a possibly different distributivh and a possibly different kern&l, (but having
the same properties &) such that3, (z, a) satisfies

_ B R, (a,b)dFA(b) -
5T(z,a)——/ 1 hGh) acR™,

and is a Stieltjes transform of a measure foraat Supp(Ffl). Note that, by the defining equations and the
continuity of R, (a, b), andR,(a, b), the functions3(z, a) and3(z, a) are continuous im for all z € C*.

Also,

Br(z,a) — Br(z,a) = =

2 /92 (a b)(ﬁT(’Z7 — T(z b))dFA(b) _ / (:RT(a> b) — iT(a, b))dFA(b)

b)
(z+ Br(2,b))(z + B,(2,b)) 2+ B:(2,p)
[ Re(a, ) (F*(b) — F*)
/ e (5.24)
Define
18+(2,-) = B (2, )% =/|ﬁ(z,a) — B-(z,a)*dF* (). (5.25)

Then, by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

‘BT(z,a) —BT(z,a)‘2
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2
+ri(a) + 11 (a)

<3‘/ (a,b)(B-(2,b) — B:(2,b))dF* (b)
(z + Br(2,b))(z + B-(2,b))

<3| [ 1) = Bolabyario) |

R2(a, b)dF* (b)

2+ 3. (2,b)[2|z + B, (2, b)2 +rW(a) +r?(a),

(5.26)

where )

3 _
< - RT_RT 2 )
<5l I

F(a) = 3 ' / (R-(a,b) — R, (a, b))dF* (b)
B (2.D)
Whel’eHRT - qu-”oo = Supa’beRmO |R7—(a, b) — j{q_(a’ b)|’ and

/ — FYb)|’
z —l— ﬁT z,b)

where|| - ||y denotes the total variation distance. Takipg= max{1,v/2L1}, if follows for v > v that

6(LY + ||R, — R

2t _
< el Py,

R2(a,b)dF*(b) L 1
/ = 7S 1
2 + Br(2,b)[* |2 + B-(2,b)] vt 4

Therefore, by[(5.26), for > vy,

| Bo(z,) — Brlz ) |2 < 4 / (rD(@) + r®(a))dF (a)

12 _ _
< = (IRe = RelZ + 218 + 1R = ReJZ)IFA = FA3y) . (5.27)

If F* = FA, andR, = R, (5.27) and the continuity o, (z,a) and 3, (z,a) in a imply that 3, (z,a) =
B, (z,a) for z € C*(vg) anda € supg F*). Then, since both are analytic functions @ for every fixed
a € supg F*), the uniqueness of the solution inc C* follows. Moreover, [5.217) proves the continuous
dependence of the solutigh (z,-) on onR, and 4, with respect to the topology of uniform convergence

and that of total variation norm, respectively. From thisjir properties fors, are easily deduced.

6 Proof of Theorem 2.2

In this section, the results are extended to the settinggtlsnot fixed, but tends to infinity at certain rate. In
fact,q = O(p'/*) is an appropriate choice. This rate plays a crucial role mpaces of the derivations. First
in verifying properties (such as continuity) of the solatiand then in transitioning from the Gaussian to the
non-Gaussian case. The latter situation requires tHg@ower, while the former can be worked out under the
weaker assumption that= o(p'/2). It is shown here that the LSD of the truncated process isaheesas that
of the linear process almost surely. Denote then by

r 1 . r r * . r r*
sr— L ( > oxPxES Y XX ) 6

t=7+1 t=7+1
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the symmetrized auto-covariance matrix for the truncatedessX;* = > /_ A/ Z;_4, t € Z. Let L(F,G)

denote the Levy distance between distribution funcfibandG, defined by
L(F,G) =inf{e > 0: F(x —¢) —e < G(x) < F(x +¢€) + €}.
In view of LemmdA.Y, the aim is to show that
AFS, FO < e, a2 50 as. 6.2)

p
To this end, define(; = X; — X{© = > i g1 AeZ;—¢ and notice that

1 n—rt — N r*
Sr— S‘f :% Z(XtXt—i-T + XH-TXt Z XfFrXfF—ri-T + Xt-‘rTXtt )
t=1 t=1
1 — r * T * 1 - T vk Ve r*
:% Z(XtXtt—i-T Xtt-i-TX ) 2_ Z(Xt Xt-i—'r + ‘Xt-l-ﬂ')(tt )
t=1 t=
1 — VOV v Ok
+ 5 ;(tht o X X))
:ST,l + ST,2 + S’T,3'
Therefore,
tr)(2 n 2 N 2 N 2
HCT - C’T HF <3 <;”ST71 - E[Sﬂl]”F + ;”STQ - E[STQ]”F + ;”Srﬁ - E[ST,S]”F) . (6-3)
Hence, to prove thaf(8.2) holds, it suffices to show that
N DE[ISn —E[Snll}] <o,  i=1,23, (6.4)
p
p=1

due to the Borel-Cantelli lemma. The corresponding detaikdculations are performed in Appendix F.

7 Extension to non-Gaussian settings

In this section, it is shown that Theorém12.1 and Thedrem 2@&nel beyond the Gaussian setting. In order

to show this, Lindeberg’s replacement strategy as devdlapeChatteriee (2006) is applied to a process

consisting of truncated, centered and rescaled versiomtiseobriginal innovation entrieg;;. To formally
define this transformation, lef, > 0 be such that, — 0, p'/%e, — oo andP(|Z11| > n'/4e,) < n7le,.
The existence of such a# follows fromZ1 andZ2. Let theanj = Z%I{|Z§3|§n1/45p} denote the truncated
innovations andZf, = (Z7 — E[Z{])/(2sd(Zf;)) the standardized versions wherec {R,I} with the
superscriptdR andI denoting the real and imaginary parts. Let furtiér = Yo AyZ, 4 t € Z, and

define the autocovariance matrix(f; : ¢ € Z) be defined by

C, = \/;(ST ~E[S,]),



where

S~ o ( SRk Y & TXt> (7.1)

t=71+1 t=7+1

The LSD of the auto-covariance matrix ©f. is the same as that ()L, since, according llg Bai & Yin (1938)

and Liu et al.|(2015), an application of a rank inequality &minstein’s inequality implies that

sup !FCT(ac) — FcT(x)| —0 a.s.

For notational simplicity, the truncated, centered andakesl variables are therefore henceforth still denoted
by Z;; (correspondingly,X;;) and it is assumed that they are i.i.d. witd;;| < n'/%e,, E[Z1;] = 0,
E[|Z11]?] = 1, the real and imaginary parts are independent with equanee, andE[|Zy,|*] = pg for
some finite constaniy,.

Consider now the proces$X;: t € Z) given by
q
= ZAth_g, t e, (72)

with the innovations(W,: ¢ € 7Z) consisting of i.i.d. real- or complex-valued (not necedgaBaussian)
entries\V;,; satisfying
T1 E[W;] = 0, E[|[W;|?] = 1 andE[|W;:|*'] < C for some finite constart’ > 0;
T2 In case of complex-valued innovations, the real and imagiparts of W;; are independent with
E[R(W;1)] = E[S(W;0)] = 0 andE[R(W;,)?] = E[S(W;0)?] = 1/2;
T3 [Wj| < n'/*e, with ¢, > 0 such thak, — 0 andp'/%¢, — oo;

T4 TheW, are independent of th&,; defined in Theorerh 2.1.

It is assumed that the coefficient matriges,: ¢ € N) satisfy conditionsA1-A5. Define the lagr auto-

covariance matrix of X;: t € Z) by
S, = n_T<ZXXgT + ZXt’ TX’*> (7.3)
t=7+1 t=7+1

so that the corresponding renormalized taguto-covariance matrix is given by

C =\ [2(s; ~EISl)

and the lagr Stieltjes transform by’ (z) = 1 Tr(C} — 2I)~', z € C*. We denote the Stieltjes transform of
C-, defined in terms of the bounded (after trunctation and nbrateon) Z;;'s, by s ,. Since we have proved

the existence and uniqueness of LSD in the case whgre are i.i.d. standard Gaussian, it follows that for
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all z € C*, s;,(2) converges a.s. to the Stieltjes transform of the LSD detezthby [2.8) and(219). Thus,
proving that the results hold for non-Gaussian innovatimesns showing that (8. ,(z) — E[s/ ,(2)] — 0

a.s. and (iNE[s;p(2) — s, ,(z)] — 0forall z € C* under [2.8). Since{5.22) has been derived without

invoking Gaussianity of the innovations, (i) follows relgdiTo show that (ii) holds requires an application of

the Linderberg principle developed.in Chatterjee (200®)sTask is equivalent to verifying that the difference

E (%Tr(CT - zf)—1> -E (%Tr(C’T - zf)—1> (7.4)

tends to zero. The arguments for (ii) to hold are provided ppéndiX G.

A Technical lemmas

LemmaA.1. Supposing thaA is invertible andc*A~'b # —1, it holds

A~ be*r AL
A+bc)yt=A"t-" ——
(A +bc7) 1+ AT
LemmaA.2 (McDiarmid (1989) Inequality) Let X1, . .., X,,, be independent random variables taking values
in X. Suppose thaf: X" — R is a function ofX, ..., X, satisfying, for allx, ...,z andx;,
|f(x1,. g, ) — f(xl,...,x;,...,wm)\ <g¢j.

Then, for alle > 0,

E2
]P)(’f(XlaaXm) _E[f(X17"'7Xm)” > 6) < 2exp <_Z72n 102> ’
J=L1"J

Lemma A.3 (Silverstein & B&i (1995), Lemma 2.6} etz € C* withv = J(z). LetA andB ben x n

matrices withA Hermitian, and let- € C™. Then,

(A —2I)7IB(A - 2I)" I

Bl
1+ r(A—zI)"1r '

|T1r({(A—zI)_1 — (A +rr* —zI)_l}B)| = s

Lemma A.4 (Silverstein & Bai [(1995), Lemma 8.10) et A be ann x n non-random matrix andX =

(X1,...,X,)T be a random vector of independent entries. AssumeRh&t] = 0, E[|X;*] = 1 and

E[|X;|9] < ve. Then, for any integet > 2,
E[IX"AX — Tr(A)[] < Ca (12aTr((AA")*?) + (i Tr(AA"))*2))

where(,, is a constant depending enonly, and for any real functiorf onR, Tr(f(A*A)) = >, f(Mi(A*A))

where),;(A*A) is thei-th largest eigenvalue.

LemmaA.5 (Bai & Silverstein (2010), Theorem A.43) et A andB be twop x p Hermitian matrices. Then,
|FA — FB| < Jrank(A — B), where]| f || meanssup, |f(z)].
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Lemma A.6 (Bai & Silverstein [(2010), Theorem A.44) et A and B be twop x n complex matrices with
ESD'sF4 and F'B. Then,
. . 1
|FAAT — BB < Erank(A - B).

More generally, ifC and D are Hermitian matrices of orders x p andn x n respectively, then,

* * 1
HFC+ADA o FC+BDB H < —rank(A o B)
p

Lemma A.7 (Bai & Silverstein (2010), Corollary A.40)Let A and B be twon x n normal matrices with
ESD's 4 and FB. Then,L3(F4, FB) < n~!'Tr((A — B)(A — B)*), where L(F, G) denotes the &vy

distance between distribution functiohsand G.

LemmaA.8 (Bai & Silverstein (2010), Theorem A.45) et A andB be twop x p Hermitian matrices. Then,
L(FA,FP) < |A - B|.

Lemma A.9 (Geronimo & Hill (2003), Lemma 3)Let F be a family of functions analytic in an open con-

nected seD. If for each compact sek in D there is a constand/ (K) such that
1f(2)] < M(K) forall f € Fandz € K, (A1)

then every sequence #hhas a subsequence that converges uniformly on compacttsudigde to a function

analytic inD.

LemmaA.10 (Arzela—Ascoli) A sequence of continuous functions on a compact supporéages uniformly

to a continuous function if they are equicontinuous and ea® pointwise on a dense subset of the support.

Lemma A.11 (Liu et al. (2015), Lemma S.13)Suppose thatP,,) is a tight sequence of Borel probabil-

ity measures with corresponding Stieltjes transfor(as(z)). If s,(z) — s(z) for all z € C*, then

lim,,~ ivs(iv) = —1 and thuss(z) is a Stieltjes transform of a Borel probability measure.

LemmaA.12 JQ_QLQDLLDD_&_H.L[ 2003), Theorem 1)Suppose thatP,) are real Borel probability measures
(with mass 1) with corresponding Stieltjes transforfms(z)). If lim, . sn(z) = s(z) for all z with 3(z) >

0, then there exists a Borel probability measutavith Stieltjes transforms p = s if and only if
lim jvs(iv) = —1 (A.2)

V— 00

in which caseP, — P in distribution.
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B Proof of Corollary 2.1

In view of Lemmd_A.6 and a truncation argument analogous ab ith Sectiori b, without loss of generality,

attention can be restricted to the matrix

_ 1%
C? = \/;<S§ —3 Z B/Bj, . + B€+TBZ)>

whereS?8 = _LXBD_(X5)* with D, = 3(L™ + (L")7), X¥ = 0", B,ZL! andg, = [p"/*] < p'/?
since € [0,4). DefineX4 = Y% AZLf andC2 = /n/p(S2 — 7", AvA,i,) whereS4 =
—LXAD,(X4)*. It suffices to show that the distance between the ESIIEE)fand C# converge to zero
almost surely under conditiorid3 or B4 andB1, B2, A1-A5.

First, to prove the result under conditi@3, by LemmdA.b, it suffices to show that
1
I—?rank(Cf - C%) >0 as. (B.1)
In this direction, first note that,

1 - _ 2 _ _
“rank(SZ — §4) <ZrankX? — X4)
p p

9 dp 92 (:vl/‘ﬂ
<- Z rank(Bg — Ag) < - Z rank(Bg — Ag) — 0,
pé:O p =0

where the last condition is b§3. Also,

qp—T qp—T
1 1 N N
_.rank<5 > (B(Bj,, + BeirBj) - E_: AgAngT)

p =0
qp—T qp—T
—rank( Z —A)By, + > AuBryr — Apgr)") Zrank(Bg Ag) —
=0

Combining the last two display$, (B.1) follows.
Now, to prove the result und@&4, by LemmdA.S, it suffices to show that

|CE —c4| -0 as. (B.2)
where|| - || » denotes the Frobenius norm. As a first step, note that gibe< 1, whereL is the lag operator,

n, = - Vn _ _ _ _
— IS8 — 84| < —Y—— max{|| X, |X*|}||XE - X4
\/;II | o —7) I XA H] |

dp
< ﬂf 171 3Bl + IAd) ZHBK—AZH
fpl/’[ﬂ

n 1 . 0 0 ) o
Sn—T”EZZ H <Zb£+zaz> \/j Z HBg—AgH — 0 a.s.
/=0 (=0 p =0
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Here the last line follows from assumptioAgl, A5, B1, the fact tha11|%ZZ*\| < 1+ ¢ a.s. for largen, for
any givene > 0, and assumptioB4. Next,

(IpT qp—T

”_ Z (BZB2+T + Bf—i—TBZ Z A€A€+TH

< (e [By | + max | Ay \f Z 1B — Afl| = 0,

again byA4, A5 B1 andB4. Combining the last two display$, (B.2) is obtained.

C Proof of LemmaG.6

In view of Lemma 5.l and the truncation arguments in Secf®asdL7, it suffices to show thaf"C-) is
a tight sequence, whe@, = /n/p(S; — E[S;]) andS; = 1XD,X* whereX = >/" A,ZL‘ and
D, = 1(L7 + L"), with ¢, = [p'/*] and theZ,; satisfyingZ1, Z2 and|Z;;| < n'/4¢, wheree, > 0is such
thate, — 0 andp'/%¢, — oc. This is established by showing thelr(C?) = [ 22dFC- is bounded almost

surely. which in turn is shown by verifying that 'E[Tr(C?2)] is bounded from above and

1 - 2
ZE[( —E[H(Cf)]) ] < 00, (C.1)
p>1

the result whereby follows from the Borel-Cantelli lemma.
Define, B’ = L'D,L~¢, U% = ZE*'Z* — Tr(E)I, andG* = A,A,. Observe that

/ 1 = / 1 ~ ’
Tr(EY) = 5Tr(LH ) 4+ 5Tr(LH ) = g(ao(e/ —0—T)+ 6l — ' —T)). (C.2)
Then,
dp dp 1 dp dp
= Z > Ay (ZEMBZY —R[ZE"CZ) A, = — ) ) A, URA,,
=0£2=0 VI )20 =0
and hence
1 dp dp dp dp
]—9 C?) o Z > Z Tr(U“2 Ay Ay, UBM AL Ay)
01=0/02=0/03=0/l4=
dp dp dp dp
0105 (L2037 Tl3la (v Lol
TIPS )IDIPIPSUTTERVERETS (€3)
01=0/02=0/03=0404=071=11i9=14i3=11i4=1
Let thei-th row of Z, written as arl x n vector, be denoted by} = (Z1,- -+ , Zin) = (2)T +i(z!)T where

zf = (R(Zn),...,R(Zin)) andz! = (3(Z;1),...,S(Zin)). Thus,z; = zF — iz!, and hence

UY =z E" 2 — Te(BY)o0(i — i')
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— ((zﬁ)TE“’zﬁ — %Tr(EM)éo(i — i/)) + <(z{ )TEY 2], — %Tr(EM)éo(i — z”)) (C.4)
- i(zR)TEMz‘-’, +i(z))TEY 21}

_uff +Uzz - M + lyzéfa (C.5)

say. Notice tharn“, = yl .. Further, expectation of each of the terms in the last lin¢Cofl) is zero, which
follows from

Elzf(z0)7) = B! (2)] = 21, E[f(2])T] = 0y (C6)

3 K3 7 7 K3

and the independence of. It can then deduced that

E[UALUS%) —0  and  E[U2LUSH] — TH(ESECESN), i1 # iz,

1112 2112 2112 2271

while

E[UQZQU%&] Tr(Eth@sfz; N —9 ZEéﬂzEf;&;’

whereyy = E|Z1;|*. Note also tha~!_; E{1?E 2 is zero except when eithéf; — (5| = 7 or (5 — (4] = 7.
Now LE[Tr(C2)] can be computed. Recalling that tHgfU%;] = 0, and using[(CI3) and(Q.6), and

independence of;, it follows that

1 ~2
EE[Tr(CT)]

qp dp dp qp
1027 10304 lols ~Ll4l l1loy 1304 lols ~l4l
2 Z Z Z Z Z Z ( U7/112 U7/112 ]G71221 G7127/1 + E[UZIZQ U227/1 ]G71222 Gzlll )
01=0/02=0/03=004=071=112%11
dp dp dp dp

+ Z Z Z Z ZE UZ1Z2U4344 GézéaG&;h.

01=0/02=0/43=0¢4=0 i=1
From this, [C.R), the calculations above and recaligandAb5, it follows that%E[Tr(CE)] is bounded from
above.
A more involved calculation, involving the computationBfU; /2 U3/ * U > ¢ U 7], where the indices
1), are paired, with several applications of LenimalA.4 (for ohkeglvith terms where the same indgxappears
at least six times), proves th&{(; Tr(C?) — JE(Tr(C3)))*] < M/p* for some finite constant/, which

implies [C.1) and completes the proof. Detailed calcutegiare omitted due to space constraints.

D Auxiliary resultsfor Section

D.1 Estimation of E[|1]]

In order to verifyE[|n;|] — 0, it suffices to show thak[|n|] — 0, since(E[|n|])? < E[|nx|?]. Indeed,

E|n.|?] |:‘\/7va191)1¢ UTk)]
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Z cos(Tve )Y (e, 1) | Zne)? — Z cos(Tv) (o, vt)

t=1 t=1

SR )
np

|

— iIEE Z Z cos(Tvy) cos(Tvp ) (o, v ) (o, v ) (| Zie|* — 1)(| Zwr |2 — 1)]

-t=1t¢=1

I
=
Ny
|
—_
(@]
[}
CIJ
\]
AN
~—
<
Q
T
AN
~—

for some constar®’ > 0, wherepy = E[| Zy.,|Y].

D.2 Estimation of max;, d;”

LetJ, = %Tr(R(k)(z)F?k(ak)) - E[p‘lT‘r(R(k)(z)I‘:"k(ak))]. It follows from (5.23), that, for all > 0,

c
P(|Jx> > y) < 4dexp <— %),

for somecy > 0. Thus, settingy = copqg~2,

E[|3x[?) = / yP(T4? > y)dy

4 /°° - 4 4q*
<= coyexp(—coy)dy = zI'(2) = 5.
Cg 0 0 ( ) CO ( ) cgpg

whereI'(+) is the Gamma function. The right-hand side goes to zepof co. This continues to hold even
if the the MA orderg grows at a rate satisfying? = o(p). Consequentlymax;, dz’z — 0 under [2.8), as

required.

D.3 Estimation of maxy, d;"

Throughout this subsection the following fact is repeatedied:

o0 o
Z fo(a) fo(a)el=Fre| < Z@e Z ap < L3,

0=
which holds, sincéf,(a)| < ||A/|| < @, and) ;2 a, < L, by assumption&4 andAb5.
Let wy, = \/n/pViA v, and recall thatVy = [vy,...,v5-1,0,0541,...,vp] anduvy, = n~Y2G, Z,

whereS, = diag(g(ay,v¢): t =1,...,n) andZ, is then x 1 column vector with entrieg;,,. Thus,

ayt|—

n
w,’;R(k) (z)wk = EUZATVZR(k) (Z)VkAT’Uk
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n * *
= —Tr (R(k) (Z)VkATUk’UkATVk)

3

= T (R (2) VEA-GRA V) + R,

where
R\ = —Tr (A, ViR (2) Vi AL (no0f, — Gy))

! Z )0t A URA v, (D.1)
J#k

andUj, = nupv) — Gy, andGy, = nXy,, = nE[v,v)] = diag(¢ (o, 14): t = 1,...,n). Define the(j, j/)th
element ofQ;, = VAL GL AV} asQx(j, 7)) = viA;GArvj, and notice thaQy(k, k) = 0. Then,

* 1 n
Ry = wiRy (2)wy — ]_?Tr(R(k)(Z)FT,k(ak))

- %Tr (Ray(2) { Qi — T2 y(an)}) + R

— R® + RV, (D.2)
where
2
i :pT r (R (2) {Qu — T (o)}
n 1 *
= —Z (Rk)(2)) (v; A7 GrAv; — 7] i (e)) t5 Y R(2))5 (0] A-GrAv))
Pk %k

= R + RY? (D.3)

with

R =S (Ru(), (% > cos® (rvy )b (o )y, 1) (1 2l — 1>>,
t=1

P ik
1 1 « . =
Ri’z = 5 Z (R(k)(z))j/j (E Z COS2(7'Vt)¢(Oék, ve)g(aj, v)g(ay, Vt)Zj’tht>-
J#J #k t=1

Using independence &f;1, . .., Z;n, E[Z;;] = 0 andE[|Z;;|?] = 1, it follows that

1 C 1
E[!Ri’l\z] = —Z JJ’ Z ka Vt ‘Zzt’2 - 1) ] < %(2)2 n_p’ (D.4)

wherec, ji.(v) = cos®(Tv)y(ay, v)Y (o, v) and the inequality results frofiR ) (2)[| < S(z)~!. Similarly,

B[R] =L 5™ (R (sl S len i (v PENZy PIEN Zs?)

P itk t=1
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t e Y Ry () Ry (2D)sgr D errinWe)er B Zini B Z54]
i#i'#k t=1

<

e (D.5)

wherec; ik (v) = cos?(Tv)(ay, v)g(e, v)g(aj, v), making also use of the fact thE(Z-t)2 = 1 since
the real and imaginary parts é@-t are independen¥ (0, 1/2) random variables.
Next, consider

1 *
E[R"|?] = ST IRy (2))55PE (v} A UL Av))?]
i#k

——5 . Ry(2);; Ry (2));77E[Tr(S; AL ULAS,)Tr (S5 AL UL AL Gj0)]. (D.6)

+ -
P i

DefineB;;» = §7A;UxA,§; and the(s, t)th element o8, - by bji. - (s,t) for 1 < s,t < n. Observe that

B, . = Bj.. Also,

Tr(Bjr,-) = Z; 5587957 A7 5k 2k — Tr(54A-G; 55 A-Sk)

= > o) (12> = 1)

t=1
n

= bins(t1).
t=1

Thus, forj # j' # k,

E[Tr(5;A-Ur A, G))Te(G5 A Uk AL Gjr)]

= E[Tr(Bij)Tr(Bj/k’T)]
— B[ Y ot 02 = 1) Y ol Zas? ~ )
t=1 t'=1
=Y e r)er (B [(1Z]” = 1)) < Cn (D.7)
t=1
for someC' > 0 uniformly in j, 7/, k using the independence of tig,, . . ., Zk,n and thaﬂEHZkt’z] =1 for

all t. Utilizing the same arguments, for£ &,

E[(Z;Bjk,-Z;)*| Uk]
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— EKi Zn: bk (t, t/)th/Z_jt> 2 ‘Uk]

t=1t'=1

= Z Z [byk ; (Zjr)*(Zjt)?] + bjkr (1, Yo (E, t)E[\ZJt'\2!ZJt\2]]

tlt’l

— ijkq— t t |Z]t|4 - 1 Z Z jk'r t t ]k T(tlvt)E[|th’|2]E[|th|2]

/L4 -1 Z kT t t +H((Bjk77)2)7 (D8)

wherepy = E[|Z;;|*], noting that the last step makes useBJf, . = Bk . Now,

E[i(]krtt } Zc—r]kljt (1Z* = 1)7]

t=1

= (Iu4 — 1) Zc'zr,jk(yt) < Chn, (D.9)
t=1

for someC' > 0 uniformly in j andk.
Finally, defineF ;;, , = SZATSjS;ATSk. Observe thaF;, , is a diagonal matrix with¢, ¢)th element

crjr(vg) fort =1,...,n. Thus,
E[Tr((Bjk,r)*)] = E[Tr(UrA; G55 A, Uk A, G55 A,)]
—E |Tr (51229t — 9150 A 9,97 A Sk 2k Zi G — 9150 A9, 5 A ) |

- ~\2 2
_E [(z;ngTgﬁ;fATgkzk) } — Tr [(G7A:6,9;A.G)°]
n 2 n
= EKZ CT,jk(Vt)\Zkt\2> } - Zcz,jk(Vt)
t=1
Z ’Zkt’ - 1 ‘|‘ ZCTjk Vt)CT]k(Vt’) HZktmE”Zkt’m
=1 14t
n 2
(- 1> ) + (X conten)
t=1 t=1
<Cn, (D.10)

for someC' > 0 uniformly in j andk.

Combining [D.6)-(D.1ID) leads to

HR Ch 1 Cy 1

P < SG2p T SG2n

for some constantsy, Cy > 0 uniformly in k. Thus, noticing thadiz’?’ = E[|Rx|?] and combining{DR)EDI5)

and [D.11), it follows that
2,3 1 1, G
I < 1 =
mkaxdk =300 <p + -

(D.11)
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for someC’}, C4 > 0, so thatmax;, d;* is asymptotically negligible.

E Equicontinuity of 3;,(z,a)

In this subsection, it is verified that. ,(z, a) is uniformly equicontinuous ia. Observe that

27
Re(a1.b) = R b) = 5= [ cos?(ru)i(b, ) (. ) = v(as, )iy
21
- % P(b,v)(Y(ar,v) —Y(ag,v))dv
27r
b [ contams it o)~ )
= K4+ K5.

Recall that, byA6, for each? > 1, f, is a Lipschitz function satisfying, for any;, as € R™0,
[fe(a1) — fe(az)| < CL7|a; — ag (E.1)

for someC' > 0 and some integety > 4 as inA5. Therefore,

(Z > [fe(ar) fo (1) — fo, (as) fo, (az)] €15 ><Z > fer () fy, (b 1(52_6/2)1/)611/

(= OZI =0 lo= 05’2—0

2r 00 00 00 00

Z Z Z Z fe,(a1) fz’ aj) fg’l(ag)]fé2( )fé,( ) (=t +l—t)v g,
£1=0 ¢} =0 £2=0 £4,=0

oo o 0 0

/ Z Z Z Z fo (a2) [fe,(a1) — fo, (a2)] fe, (b )fo,(b)e (G~ +a—t)v g,

01=0 ¢/ =0 £2=0 £,=0

=> > Z fo,(@1)[fo,—m(a1) = fo,—m(a1)] fo, (B) foy —m (D)

li=m éé:m m=0

+ 30 YD fuml@n) [fo(a1) = fo,(a1)] fr,(b) foy—n (D)

l1=m Z’Q:m m=0

and
1 2m ‘ ,
K5 = E/ cos(27v) <Z Z fgl aj fzz aj) f€1(32)fé'1 (a2)]el(£1—zl)y>
0 =0¢,=0
( Z Z Je,(b fe’ MZ_Z@V) dv

£2=0¢4,=0

oo 0o 0 X

27
= ﬁ/o cos(27v) Z Z Z Z le aj) fg/ (ay) fg,l (32)]fzz(b)fgé(b)ei(h_élﬁ'b_%)”dy

£1=0¢,=0¢2=0¢,=0

oo o 0 0

2T
+ %/0 cos(2rv) DY) Z fo(a2) [fo, (a1) — fo, (a2)] fo (b) f, (b)elr =260 gy,

£1=0¢]=0{2=0 ¢},=
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S>> N @) [femm—r(a1) = fo—m—r(a1)] fo, (b) fo, o (b)

l1=m-+T Zé:m-{-'[‘ m=0

+ > Y D fuemer(@) [fa (1) = fo(a1)] fo,(B) fiy—mr (D).

Lr=m+T7 ly=m+71 m=0

Therefore, by the Lipschitz properties of tffies,

Kol < >0 > U fa @)l —m(@1) = fo,—m(@1)|| fo, (0)I| fo,—m (D)]

l1=m Z’2 —=—m m=0

+ 30 > > fa-m@)llfe (@) = fo (@)l fe, (D)Ilfe,—m(b)]

l1=m Z’ =m m=0

<O ST S S 1 mi o an)l 00) iy (B — ]

51 mé’ =m m=0

+C YD Gl fo—m(@)l fo, ()] fry—m(b)[lar — as]|

l1=m Z’sz m=0

= Ky + Kyo.

Using A4 andAb5, one obtains the bound

[C RN SBNe o)

Kia=C% > 3 [(th—=m) = (ty —m) + ]| fo, —m(@)[| fey—m(b)|| fi ()|l — ]|
51:05’2:0771:0

o0 [e.9] [e.9]
< 03" ja; — ay Z Z Z Wl =m0, —mlry—mlgy, + [y —m|" g e, —mag,
01=0 ;=0 m=0
+’€/2 ’TOEL% dﬁl—mafé—m}
< CLiLygillar — g

Similarly, it can be shown thaky; < CL?L,,1|la; — as||, thus implying K, < CL2L,,.1]ja1 — azl|.

Following the same steps yields also that
K5 < CLiLry11la — as|
and hence, for some constari > 0, and for allb € R™0,
[ R-(a1,b) — R(ag, b)| < CoLiLyyi1lar — asf.

This shows thafR - (a, b) is Lipschitz with with respect each variable with a boundégsthitz constant,.

Thus, the equiconinuity of; ,(z, a), for any z with S(z) = v > 0, follows from

Brp(za1) = Brp(z,a0)| < [(Cr = 21) 7' (Tr(ar) — Tr(a2))|

Co
< —lla; — az],
v

observing thal'-(a) = diag(R,(a,a;): j =1,...,p).
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F Auxiliary resultsfor Section

As a first step, an inequality is derived for bounding disemnvolutions of the sequence,: ¢ € N) that

appears in assumptiodgt andAb.

LemmaF.1l. Let(a,: ¢ € N) be as inA4 andA5 andr( be as inA5. Then, forr < ry,

]2 T (B (£

{=k

oo

foranyk € Ng andu € Z.

Proof. Fix k € Ny andu € Z. Plancherel’s identity and integration by pantditnes) yields that

00 00
E QpQpyy = 5= E
=k =k

2T

1u9d9

1 27 cuf
ir 1 27 ) »
= =5 ; Vg (0)e™”do,
where - . .
T/J[k Z Z Z ei(zl_b)e(_lgl(_% (F.2)
=k l1=q+1 la=q+1
and, forr > 0,
w[k - Z Z 7" i(zl_zz)edhd@.
=k o=
Since -
sup \zp[k ) <ot Z Z (07 + 05)ag ap, <27 <Z€Tag> <Zaz>7
0€[0,27] 0=k lo=Fk = t=k
the assertion of the lemma follows. O

F1 Bounding E[[S,, — E[S.,]|2] and E[[S., — E[S,,]|3]

Notice first that, fori = 1,2,3, E[||S;; — E[S;;]|%] = E[||S-:[%] — |E[S-]/|%. MoreoverE[S; ] =
( ) 1E[ (XtXtt-ri-T* + Xt-i-'rXt*)] and

q—T q—T

EsE=(-2)° % > T A A AnAn) =0,
m/=max{—7,q+1} m=max{—7,¢g+1}
g+ g+
IS 21 = (1- %)2 3 S (A An A A,

m/=max{7,q+1} m=max{r,q+1}
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Since the arguments for boundifi||S »||%] are similar, the focus is here on boundiB{|S. 1 |%]. The key

decomposition is

n—1n—r1 n—1n—r1
t=1 s=1 =1 s—=1
n—rTn—T7 (¢ q o0 00
SIS S Y REZ AT 07 A A Ze ]
t=1 s=1 {=0 £'=0 m=q+1m/=q+1
1 n—rTn—T7 (¢ q o0 o0
2n2 ZZ Z Z RE[Z}\ (AeApZs_p 7 oy A Ay Zy_y]
t=1 s=1 (=0 {'=0 m=q+1m’'=q¢+1
=Q1 + Q2.

By independence of th&;;, the summands i); andQ» are non-zero only if the indices of th&; pair up,

giving four types of pairs that contribute to the summand@innamely

lLt+7—l=s+7—-0l#s—m=t—m/ thatist=s+/—0 =s+m' —mandl' #m + T,
2.t+7—f=s—-m#*s+7—{0 =t—m/,thatist =s+/{—m—7=s+m' -0 +7andl’ # m+7;
ot+17—tl=t—-m'#£s—m=s+717-1;

4 t+17—A=s+17—0=s—m=t—m/,thatist=s+0—0 =s+m' —mandl’ =m+ .

The corresponding terms are label&d |, K 2, K 3 and K 4. The individual contributions of these terms
can be given as follows. First, setting = ¢ — ¢/ = m/ —m

n—r 00 min{n—7—s,q—¢'}

Kii= 5 > z 3 3 Tr(ApArtai) T (A At ).

m=q+1 yj=max{l—s,—¢ ,q+1—m
m#_ 1=max{ q }

Second, settings =/ —m —7=m' —¥' + 1,

00 min{n—7—s,g—(m+7)}

>y 3

n—r
m= q+1 uz=max{1—s,—(m+7),q+1+7—0'}

1
Ko =552
s=1
m;ﬁf’

X Tr(ATrL-i-UQ-i-TAmAZ’AZ’-i-uz—T)E[Zz— ]E[ZS—H' 2, ]

Third,
n—7n—r1 q—-T
K3 = om2 Z Z Z Tr(Amr Ay A r Ay)
s=1 t=1 m=max{—7,g+1} m/=max{—7,q+1}
m/#m—+t—s
1 n—7n—r -7

o2 Z Z Z Tr(Am 1 r A r A Ay

s=1 t=1 m=max{—7,q+1} m’=max{—7,¢g+1}
] noTnoT
+ 2m2 Z Z Z Tr(Aptt—strAmtr AmAmtt—s)
s=1 t=1 m=max{—7,q+1}
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=Kiy + K{3.
Observe thaKf}g coincides with(1/2)E[||S-.1[/%]. Finally,

min{n—7—s,g—(m+7)}

n—r q—T
K1,4 :# Z Z Z |:Tr(Am+TAm+T+u)Tr(AmAm+u)

s=1 m=max{—7,q+1} u=max{l—s,q+1—m,—(m+7)}

p
+ Z(Am—l—TAm—l—T—l—u)kk(AmAm-i-u)kk (E[‘Zs—m,k‘ﬂ - 1):|
k=1

These quantities are bounded using the basic bddad < a,. In the following, leta, = 0 for £ < 0 and

denote byC' a generic positive constant. For> 0,

min{n—7—s,q—¢'}

q o0
29 _ _ _
| K1 1] SW Z Z Z P A Qg oy U Gy

m=g+1 y;=max{l—s,—¢ ,g+1—m}
m#l —1
9 0 0o
<p
_% Z Zaé’af’-l—u Z G Gty
u=—00 ~¢'=0 m=q+1

. p2 00 1 00 . 00 ) 00 L 00 B
<2 o+1g _z_: (EamE (ZOZ oag> <Z%az> <m§q:+1m Oam> <m§q:+1am>
<CL1L,,O+1 ( Z moa >< i am>,

m=q+1 m=q+1
where the third inequality follows fronh (F.1). Next,

min{n—7—s,g—(m+7)}

q ]
E E E pdm—i-ug-i-'ramaf’af’—l—uz—T

s=10'=0 m:q 1 up=max{1l—s,—(m+7),q+1+7—0'}

V-1

0 00
(Z Qpr gl qu— T>< Z amam-l—u-‘r'r)
p
n

| K1 2] <

m=q+1
§CL1LTO+1 < Z mroam>< Z CLm).

Also,

n—Tn—T

= 2n2 5 5 E pdm—i-t—s—i-Tdm—i-Tdmam-l—t—s

s=1 t=1 m=max{—7,q+1}
00 00

p _ _ _
P g g U7 4-um4-7Am Gm 4y
2n

u=—00 m=q+1

) ) -
% Z < Z am+r+uam+r>< Z am-i-uam)

u=—o00 “~m=qg+1 m=q+1

IA

IN
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_0%( i mm&m>2< :i am>2.

m=q+1

Finally,

n—r min{n—7—s,g—(m+7)}

1 q—
| K1 4] < <52 2:: z{: Z [p” + p(E[|Z11]"] = 1)]@mirtulmsrGmbm-u

,q+1} u=max{1—s,g+1—m,—(m+7)}

P Z Z - _ _
ch Am+7+ulm+1Am Amtu

u=-—00 m=q+1

(5 wa) (3 a)’

m=q+1 m=q+1

For anyr > 0, the above calculations yield the bound

E[||Sr1—E[S1]|%] <o ( Z mra )( f: am> [1+< i m’“oam>< i am>] (F.3)

m=q+1 m=q+1 m=q+1 m=q+1

for some constant'. In can be checked that the same bound appli@& {8, > — E[S;2]||%] as well.
F2 Bounding E[[|S.; — E[S,]|%]

Note first thatE[S, 3] = (2n) ' S 1 E[X, X/, . + Xiy- X[ ] and

[e.e] o

2
HE[STB]H% =(1-= Tr(Am 1 A r A Apy).
n
m/=max{q+1—7,qg+1} m=max{q+1—7,¢g+1}
Moreover,
n—Tn—T1 n—Tn—T
E[HSTﬁHF _2 2 Z %E t+7’XS+TX Xt 2n2 ZZ%E t+'rX X;k—i-TXt]
t=1 s=1 t=1 s=1

n—7Tn—T7
SEDD

.
t=1

> Z Z Z Z RE[Z; 1 AeAp Zosrv 2 A Ay Zy_]
s=14=q+1{'=q+1 m=q+1m/=q+1
>y

Z Z Z Z §RE Zt—I-T ZAZAZ’ZS Z’Zs+7— mA A7 m’]

t=1 s=1 l=q+1V'=q+1 m=q+1m/=q+1
=R + Ry,

n2

Whel’ERj =151 -+ Tj’g + Tj’g -+ Tj’4, j = 1, 2, with

n—r e} n—T—s

1
Tia “on2 E : E E Tr(Ap Ap i) Tr(Am A, ),
s=1l/'=q+1 m=q¢+1 uj=max{l—s,q+1—¢',q+1—m}
m#L —1

n—r [e.e] e} n—T—s

To=gs > > > >

s=1{0'=q+1 m= q+1 ug=max{1l—s,g+1—(m+7),q+1+7—0'}
m#£L —

41



X Tr(Am+u2+TAmAZ’A€’+UQ—T)E[Zg—m,l]E[Zg-i-—r—lﬂl]v

n—Tn—T o

Tis =5 ZZ Z 3 Tr( A r Ay Apr Ay

s=1 t=1 m= max{q—l—l Tq—l—l} m/=max{q+1—7,g+1}
m/#m—+t—s

n—Tn—T [e.e]

2n2 Z Z Z Z Tr(Am’—i-TAm-i-TA-mAm/)

s=1 t=1 m=max{q+1-7,¢g+1} m'=max{q+1—7,¢g+1}
n—r oo

1 —TN—T
* W Z Z Z Tr(‘Am'*‘t—s-iﬂ'‘Am+7'IAmIAm—l—t—s)
s=1 t=1 m=max{g+1-7,q+1}

1 2
=I{3 + 113

1 =T q—T n—r—s
Tia=55 > > > [Tr(AmMAmMJru)Tr(AmAeru)
s=1 m=max{—7,q+1} u=max{l—s,qg+1—m,qg+1—(m+7)}

p
+ Z(Am—l—TAm—l—T—l—u)kk(AmAm-i-u)kk (E[‘Zs—m,k’ﬂ - 1):|

k=1
andTl(g = L||E[S-3]||>. The corresponding quantitids ;, j = 1,...,4, can be expressed similarly.
Using calculations as in case af; ;, j = 1,. .., 4, it follows that
2 [ee]
|T1,1| §0p_< Z mroam> < am)
n m=q+1 m=q+1
o0
T 2] §C£< Z m”’dm> ( Z am>
n m=q+1

m>2
Y

0
q+
00
m=q+1
D [e9) [e9)
< - 70
i <e?( 3 woan) (3 a
m=q+1 m=q+1
p2 [e’e] 2 [e’e]
‘T174’§Cz< Z mToam> < Z a
m=q+1

m=q+1
with similar bounds fofl5 ;, j = 1,...,4. Therefore, for any- > 0,
E[[|S,s—E[S,4]|%] < ¢ ( Z m'a >< > am> {1+< > mmam>< > amﬂ (F.4)
m=q+1 m=q+1 m=q+1 m=q+1

for some constant’.
Finally, observe thaty >_ . m"™am) (3 p_, .1 @m) < LiLy41. Then, using thay = [p'/*] the
bound

S5 (£

p= 1 m= q+1 m=q+1

SLT’O-‘,-lZ Z dm

p=1m=q+1
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%) [e%S)
< Ligtt Y m ) L/
m=0 p=1

00
< Lr0+1 Z m4(_1m < Lro+1L5 < 0.

m=0

This completes the proof df (8.4) by virtue 6f (F.3) ahdF.4)

G Provingthat theexpression in (7.4) convergesto zero

LetZ = [Z1_4: ---: Z,] be thep x (n + ¢) matrix of innovationsZ, with truncated, centered and rescaled

Gaussian variableg;. Denote the real and imaginary parts

R R R R R R R R
Zl,l—q7Z2,1—q7" Zpl quI,2—q7"'7Zp,2—q7"'Zl,n7"'7Zp,n by Yi 7""}/p><(n+q)
I I I I I I
Zl71—q7ZZ,1—q7" Zpl q7zl2 q,...,Zp72_q, "7ZI7n7"'7Zp,n by Y17... pr(n+q)
respectively. Also denote
R R R R R R R R
Wl,l—q7W2,1 qr- Wpl q7W1,2—q7"'7Wp,2—q7'"7W1,n7"'7Wp,n by Yl 7...7}/;)><(n+q)

I I I I I L
W W W oW W W W by VLY

Letn, = p(n + q). Note that((Y,},Y]]) : k = 1,...,m,), is a reordering of the variablg$Z}}, Z},) :
j=1,...,p;t =1—gq,...,n) by stacking the columns of the matrix, and similarly {c@if/kR,Yk) k=

1,...,my}. This order relationship is assumed throughout. Define,

T, = (ViYL VRV YR iYL, YR Y ), fork =1, m, - 1,

Y Mp?

and
To= R YL YR vy 1, =R YL VR v,

YT Mp ) T My, P T Mp? T M

Introduce

bridge R I I R eI SR I
Tk) (Yl 71Y17"'7Yk—171Yk—17071Yk7Yk+171Yk+17"'7Y77L ,lYm ),
~bridge R I I R sxrI R 1
T = (VY] YR YL 0,V YRV YR Y ),

YT M

Tko = (YiRviY117'--7Yk1:£1’incI—hO’Oa?kl:—{H’i?kI—Hv"' YR IYI )

7T Mmp?

Suppose that, for a fixede C*, f is a function of2/m,, variables defined as

f(y) = %Tr(@(y) — D), (G.1)
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where we loosely us€ ;. (y) to mean the symmetrized lagsample autocovariance obtained by the columns
of thep x (n + ¢) matrix constructed by appropriately reorganizing the elets of the2m,, x 1 vectory

so that(2k — 1)-th and(2k)-th coordinates form the real aniltimes) imaginary part of the entries of the
data matrix for eactk = 1,...,m,. With an appropriate reorganization scheme, we can i(tg) =

p 'Tr(C. — 2I)~tandf(T;,) = p~'Tr(C, — 2I)~!. Therefore,[[Z}4) can be written as a telescoping sum

involving one-by-one replacements of random variabi€®, ;1) with (YR, V}1), that is,
E FTr(C —zI)_l} “E [lTr(C’ } %E F(Tho1)]. (G.2)
P P

In the following, we use); anddj, to denote the-th order partial derivative with respect to tt@k — 1)-th
coordinate and2k)-th coordinate, respectively.

Define, for¢ € [0, 1],

T (€)= (VRAYE . evRaVE VR VL VR YL
T (¢) = (VR .08V VR iV VR V)
P = (VR YL . eVRAVE VR VL VR VL)
P2 e) = (VR YL 0,ieVE VR IVE VR G ).

Sincef is a smooth function of its arguments (being a Stieltjesdfiemm evaluated at € C™), a third-order

Taylor expansion gives
1
F(Ti) = FITE) + YROF (%) + (VR0 £ (12799 4 L (V! / (1= &20RF (1,7 (9)) d,
0

. _ _ 1 _
s :f<T£>+<iYJ>akf<T£>+§<iY£>Zazf<T£>+g<iYJ>3 /0 (1 -2 ©)d, (G

and

. _ 1 _
LI = 35 (10) + YOOLFTE) + 56VD? [ (1= OFRaF (T )

ORF(TE0) = R (1) + ¥} [ ook (1 (€))ae G.4)
Similarly, one derives the expansion f6{7;_;) as
1
F(Tir) = FTE99) 4 TR0, (TE099) 1 L (VR)200 £ (129 + (TR / (1 &% (T (€))de,
0
1 . ~19= 1

A 1 ~ — ~ 1 — A~
PR = F(IR) + (VB (TR) + 5 (VR (1) + S (V) /0 (1= O RAT(©)de,  (G5)

and
. - _ - 1 _ ~
OLF(TE"™) = 9 (1) + GTB0(T) + 56TD° [ (1= R0 F(T (€))a
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~ H ~ 1 — ~
OF F(T0™99%) = 92 (TD) + (i) /0 W02 f (112 (€)) e, (G.6)

By T2, the (YR, V;!) and the(V;E,V}l) are independent and each has independent real and imaginary
parts with zero mean and equal variance. Therefore, fronestpansions in(GI3)[(G.4), (G.5) and (G.6), it
follows that bounding[{G]2) is equivalent to bounding

M 1
> [ a- o [6Eraeao) - R ©)] d
k=1

mn 1
+3 /0 (1 - B [P R (AT ©) - (o (TP ©)] de+ An @)
k=1

where
Mnp 1
A=Y g /0 (1 - OF [R50, F(T2(©) ~ TRGTD 50, F(T2(©))] e
k=1
M, 1 ~ I\ 3 T
+y 3 /O E (V200002 (17 (©) — (GRGV D002 £ (T (©))] de.
k=1

Derivation of upper bounds for each of the above terms fdltve same pattern and, for simplicity, only argu-
ments for the real valued case are provided, whereupon ttedrderivative terms are absent. It should, more-
over, be emphasized that the Gaussianity of4leis not used in the proofs of this section as only moment
conditions are invoked, so that the notatién could be used for either;; or IW;;, noticing that their role will
be the same when using the bounds for expected vaId@ﬁY;f)?’ag(f(T,gl)(f))] andE[(ch)?)a,%f(T,gl)(S))],
wherec is eitherR or I. Due to the simplification afforded by the expansibn {G.7)imms of the real and
imaginary parts of the random variables, in the followingthaut loss of generality, we tred;;’s to be
real valued and focus on bounding the expression on theifiesbf (G.7). This will require straightforward
modification of the definitions (ﬂ‘}gl)(f) andTAél)(g). The corresponding versions for the real valued case are
TVE = V.o Vi1, Y5, Yigr, ., Vi) and T (€) = (M-, Yot €Y%, Vi1, -+, Vin, ), Where
we omit the superscri@ since it is superfluous.

Thus, it remains to obtain an expression diﬁ[f(ﬂ(l)(g)), wheref is treated as a function ov&™" and
0; denotes partial derivative with respect to thila coordinate. For the rest of this sectigi, k) denotes the
pair of indices such thaf;;, is mapped intd; in the mapping from{Z;, : [ = 1,...,p;t =1 —g¢q,...,n}
to (Y1,...,Ys, ), Throughout, unless otherwise specified, indend hencej, k), are kept fixed. We also
redefinel; = (Y1,...,Y;,Yit1,...,Ym,). Let the resolvent o) = C.(T;) be denoted by?(f)(z) =
(C(Ti) — zI)~%. Thus, we can write

e
PRI = o T (aTsJ e (G8)
J
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while recalling thatt; = Zj. In the following, we drop the superscript froﬁ\(f) for notational simplicity.

By direct computation, we obtain

G >*C d9*C, , 9C 9*C, , 9C
T = TR+ 2GR+ 22— G G
Y AV R IV Ry
dC, 9C, _, 0C; oC, , 9°C oC, , 9C, , aC
—2 TG G2 TG G 4G GG
0Zj 0Zy " 0Zy, T T0Zy, | 073, 0Z;, " 0Zy | OZj,
»*C, , 9C, , 0C, , 9C, , 9C, oC, 9C, _,0C,
V=5 0U~r —4 T T -2 T G.9
GaszG aZJkG 8Z]kG azjkG azjkG 071, 8Z]kG 0Z;1, Gr. (6.9)

Then, defining!") := {¢: max(0,1—k—7) < ¢ < min(g,n—7—k)} and£?) := {¢: max(0,1-k+7) <

¢ < min(g,n —k)},

oC 1
— = — (AfeyXé+k+r + Xovk+r€] AZ) o= o (AferZJrk—r + Xé+k—T€;AZ) )
OZjx 2ypm eecth) ’ 1es®
T,k 7,k
0°C, 1 1
— = Age-e*-AngT) + — Z (Ag_Te-e*-Ag)
072 /pn Z ( 77 J/pn 77 ’
ik eerl) e1®)
0C,
5 =0,
0z,

in which J(l) = L ﬂ {:0<l+71<gq} and3(2) = (Tz,i N{¢: 0 <¢—7 < q}. Notice that the size of

the index seﬁ%,z‘ = 1,2, is at mosyy + 1. Define

1 * * 2 * *
LU = > @Xiupr + Xernrr§), and L2 = >~ (@ X7 ppr + Xernr&D),
cec) tec?)

where¢, = & ; = Aye;, the jth column ofA,. Then

0C, 1 1 2
a7 = 5= Lei + L))
0Zj,  2\/pn

It follows that

1, (9C, , 9°C,
_Tr<62-kG 1073, G2> = m(n) +12(n) +1n3(n) +ma(n), (G.10)
J

where

1
w0 =gy ¥ GGG

verlh)
2 (2
o) = gz 3 €4, GG
é’eﬂ(l)
2 (1
13(n) zn — > &.GIL G,
4’63(2)
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2)
mn) =50 3 & _,G2L)G &
rer®)
We bound|n;(n)| by using the fact that for any matri® and vectors: andb such thata*Bb, |a*Bb| <
IBl|(a*a)'/?(b*b)!/2, and moreover thafié|| = [[&;] = | Ase)ll < [|A¢ll < @ and>"32ga; < Ly, <

oo, forr =0, 1. Then,

Im(n ‘ Z Z £Z’+T (X0 hpr + X&) G0
ZGL“) eerlh)
1 . . ) *
| 2np? Z Z §0r4r G286 X i Grr| + 2 Z Z &7 G2 X414 760 G

ZeL(” é’eﬂ(”

_|_— Z Z ‘gg/+TG Xf—l—k—l—T“gZ 7-65"

ZeL(” é’eJ(l)

2”112 Z Z |60 G| X7 i G

ter) verl) ZeL(” verlh)
<2np 292 Z Z aza£/+T‘X£+k+T Tgf" + — 2np ’U Z Z agagr‘fzr_H_G Xg+k+7_’
ZEL(U f’ej(l) ZEL(U Z’Ej(l)

<np 53 Z Z agapapr || Xetnr||

e veslh)
S ,Ug > el Xy,
ees)

where the last inequality holds sind€, ap e < (3, ae)(>.y ) < L}. Similar calculations show

that forl = 1,2, 3, 4,
2

Im(n)] <

> @l X1yl (G.11)

np v3
ZeL(S)

fors = 1,2, 1,2, respectively.

The second term (without the multiplying constant) on theSR#H (G.8) can be expressed as follows.

1 0C oC oC 1 D)
—Tr< LG, Tc;i):i Te(G- L) G, LY G- LG m(n
p 0Z; " 0Zjx | 0Zjp, 8p®/2n3/2 nsﬂ;g} ( k rGrlo G Z
(G.12)
where, for each = 5, ..., 12, n;(n) is of the form
1

_ (r) (s) (t)
m (n) = Wﬁ(GTLT,kGTLT,kGTLT,kGT)

wherer, s, t € {1,2}. Similarly, the third term (without the multiplying const on the RHS of[(G]8) is

0C, 9C, _, dC, 1
by (00292 00 a) L L S n(iented) - Sou, @19
2 2 =5 37 Tk Tk

8Z]k 8ij aZ]k 8p / n/ T757t6{172} =18
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where for eachh = 13, ..., 20, n;(n) is of the form

1

_ () () 27 () ~2
m(n) = 8p5/2n3/2T r(LykLokGr Ly GY)

Tk

wherer, s,t € {1,2}.
Since ranka,)C) < 2(q + 1), by using the fact that for any x p matrix B, | Tr(B)| < rankB)||B||, we

obtain that for each= 5, ..., 20,

g+1 _ _ _
Im(n)| < W( > ae||Xe+k—(_1)rTH> ( > ae||Xe+k—(_1)sTH> ( > ae||Xe+k—(_1)tT||>-

(r) (s) )
el el el
(G.14)

for specific combinations of, s, ¢ € {1,2}. To complete the proof, the following two lemmas are needed.

LemmaG.1l. LetXq,..., X,, be random variables defined in a probability spd€e F,P). Letr € (0, c0)
andpi,...,pm > 0 be real number such that!" , 1/p; = 1/r. Then,

m

m 1/r
(EITkr ) <TL@er) .
i=1 =1

Proof of Lemmd_GJ1 is a straightforward application of Hiild inequality.

Lemma G.2. Let Z;;’s be independent witl(Z1,) = 0, E|Z11]? = 1, E|Z11|* < pa < oo and |Zy1| <
n'/*e,. Also, letX; = >>7_, A,Z;,_, where||A,|| < a, for all ¢ with >"¢_ @, < L; < co. Then, for integers
k>1,

B < L3 (57 4+ i + pap(ntfie, )0+

whereC},’s are positive constants that only dependioand (z), = max{z,0} for z € R.

Proof. First, we consider the case bf= 1
q q q q
E[| X:|?] = E {X;*Xt] = E[Z > Zf_zAZAmZt_m} = E[Z Zf_ZAZAth_g] = Tr(A}).
£=0 m=0 (=0

Then, by the fact thay ]_,a, < L; < oo,

This proves the result for = 1. Next,

q

q
Xl < AN Zeel <D ac Zesl,

(=0 /=0
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and hence, fok > 2,

E|l X < Eq: Eq: (ﬁae) (H 12—, )

01=0 lorp=0 \j=1
2k
< 2k ) < 2k 2k .
s I max B H“Zt—@ﬂ < LP'E| 21, (G.15)

where the last inequality follows from an application of Lea{G.1 and the fact th&f;'s are i.i.d. Also, for
k> 2,E|Z11|%* < pa(n'/*e,)?~%. Thus, by Lemm&aAl4, we have

E‘HZl”2 _p‘k < Ck [u4p(n1/46p)2k 4 +,Uk/2 k/2} (616)
The result follows from[{G.15)[[(G.16) and the independenfdfe Z;;’s. O
In the following we useM to indicate a generic positive finite constant whose valumnghs from one

expression to another. Recallifig (G.11) and applying Les{@& and_GJ1 we obtain that for eath=
1,....,4

E [|Zym(n) U3E > @l Zik P X g -1y |
n’ eec)
Li - 443/4 4\1/4 M
= s Z ar(E|Zjk ") (Bl Xegrrr 7)< 2 (G.17)
tes)
for somes € {1, 2}, where the second inequality holds @geﬁ(s) ap < L.
T,k

Next, forl =5, ..., 20, by (GI4) and LemmaG.1, for somes, t € {1, 2},

U km( )H

(¢+1) o
AT [Z >y ahaéza&;|ij|3HXZ1+k+THHXéz—i-k-‘rTHHXZa—i-k-‘rTH]

2 eL(T ) é2eL(]) égEL(T)

(g+1) 1/9
5/2713/21)4 Z Z Z G, apy gy (B[ 25| °]) !
4165(” ZQEL_(:’L deﬁ(t)
X | 01Xy iy 1) BN X ek I (B e 1)

M(g+1)
= 5203724

1/2

n1/4ep max{pg/z,pl/znl/A‘EP} (G.18)

where the last inequality holds becausé®fi| < n'/*c, and Lemma&Gl2. Finally, combining{(G.8). (G.9),
(G.10), [G.1P),[(G.13)[(G.17) and (GI18) and using thetlaats < [0, 1], we can concluded that

M 1
> /O (1 - (BB r P @)] + B[ FRPaEFE @] ) de
k=1
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(g+1) o(g+1)

n1/4 7Ep 7p_1/2}%0

1 1
< Mmax{—, — } max{e,
v3w

by the fact thay = O(p'/*) andp = o(n). This completes the proof thaf (G.2) converges to the zerrwh
Zjy's are real valued. Proof in the complex valued case follossfthis fact, and the discussion in the

paragraph where equatidn (G.7) appears.

References

BAl, Z. D. & SILVERSTEIN, J. W. (2010). Spectral Analysis of Large Dimensional Random Matrices.

Springer, New York.
Bal, Z. D. & YIN, Y. Q. (1988). Convergence to the semicircle |ae Annals of Probabilityl6, 863—875.

BHATTACHARJEE, M. & BOSE A. (2015). Matrix polynomial generalizations of the samphariance-

covariance matrix whepn~! — 0. Manuscript

CHATTERJEE S. (2006). A generalization of the Lindeberg principlehe Annals of Probability6, 2061—
2076.

CHEN, B. B. & PaN, G. (2015). CLT for linear spectral statistics of normatizample covariance matrices

with the dimension much larger than the sample siernoulli, to appear.

GERONIMO, J. S. & HLL, T. P. (2003). Necessary and sufficient condition that timé lbf Stieltjes trans-
forms is a Stieltjes transfornThe Annals of Probability31, 54—60.

JN, B., WANG, C., Bal, Z. D., NAIR, K. K. & HARDING, M. C. (2014). Limiting spectral distribution of

a symmetrized auto-cross covariance maffike Annals of Applied Probabilify4, 1199-1225.

Liu, H., AUE, A. & PauL, D. (2015). On the Marcenko—Pastur law for linear timeeserThe Annals of
Statistics 43, 675-712.

McDIARMID, C. (1989). On the method of bounded differencgsrveys in Combinatoric441, 148-188.

PaN, G. & Gao, J. (2009). Asymptotic theory for sample covariance mairider cross-sectional depen-

dence.Manuscript

PFAFFEL, O. & SCHLEMM, E. (2011). Eigenvalue distribution of large sample camee matrices of linear

processesJournal of Probability and Mathematical Statistjc&l, 313—-329.

SILVERSTEIN, J. W. & BaAl, Z. D. (1995). On the empirical distribution of eigenvaludsa class of large

dimensional random matrice3ournal of Multivariate Analysisb4, 175-192.

50



WANG, L. (2014). Topics on Spectral Analysis of Covariance Matrices and [ipli&ation. Ph.D. Thesis,

Zhejiang University.

WANG, L. & PauL, D. (2014). Limiting spectral distribution of renormaltzeeparable sample covariance

matrices whem/n — 0. Journal of Multivariate Analysisl26, 25-52.

Yao, J.-F. (2012). A note on a MarCenko—Pastur type theoremirftg series. Statistics & Probability
Letters 82, 22—-28.

51



	1 Introduction
	2 Main results
	2.1 Assumptions
	2.2 Result for MA(q) processes
	2.3 Intuition for Gaussian MA(q) processes
	2.4 Extensions to linear processes
	2.5 Relaxation of commutativity condition

	3 Examples
	4 Applications
	5 Proof of Theorem ??
	5.1 LSDs of C and 
	5.2 Deterministic equation
	5.3 Convergence of random part
	5.4 Existence, uniqueness and continuity of the solution

	6 Proof of Theorem ??
	7 Extension to non-Gaussian settings
	A Technical lemmas
	B Proof of Corollary ??
	C Proof of Lemma ??
	D Auxiliary results for Section ??
	D.1 Estimation of E[|k|]
	D.2 Estimation of maxkdk2,2
	D.3 Estimation of maxk dk2,3

	E Equicontinuity of ,p(z,a)
	F Auxiliary results for Section ??
	F.1 Bounding E["026B30D S, 1-E[S, 1]"026B30D F2] and E["026B30D S, 2-E[S, 2]"026B30D F2]
	F.2 Bounding E["026B30D S, 3-E[S, 3]"026B30D F2]

	G Proving that the expression in (??) converges to zero

