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Abstract

Let A, = % and B, = % be two independent random matrices where X = (X;)pxn

and Y = (Y;;)pxm respectively consist of real (or complex) independent random variables with
EX;; = EY;; = 0, E|X;;|? = E|Y;;|> = 1. Denote by \; the largest root of the determinantal
equation det(AA, — B,) = 0. We establish the Tracy-Widom type universality for A\; under
some moment conditions on X;; and Y;; when p/m and p/n approach positive constants as
D — 0.

KEYWORDS: Tracy-Widom distribution, largest eigenvalue, sample covariance matrix, F

matrix.

1 Introduction

High-dimensional data now commonly arise in many scientific fields such as genomics, image pro-
cessing, microarray, proteomics and finance, to name but a few. It is well-known that the classical
theory of multivariate statistical analysis for the fixed dimension p and large sample size n may
lose its validity when handling high-dimensional data. A popular tool in analyzing large covari-
ance matrices and hence high-dimensional data is random matrix theory. The spectral analysis of
high-dimensional sample covariance matrices has attracted considerable interests among statisti-
cians, probabilitists and mathematicians since the seminal work of Marcenko and Pastur [17] about
the limiting spectral distribution for a class of sample covariance matrices. One can refer to the
monograph of Bai and Silverstein [1] for a comprehensive summary and references therein.

The largest eigenvalue of covariance matrices plays an important role in multivariate statistical
analysis such as principle component analysis (PCA), multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA)
and discriminant analysis. One may refer to [18] for more details. In this paper we focus on the

largest eigenvalue of the F type matrices. Suppose that

YY* XX
Ay=——, B,="—

(1.1)



are two independent random matrices where X = (Xj;)pxn and Y = (Yj;)pxm respectively consist
of real (or complex) independent random variables with EX;; = EY;; = 0 and E|X;;|> = E|Y;;]? = 1.

Consider the determinantal equation
det(AA, —B,) =0. (1.2)
When A, is invertible, the roots to (1.2) are the eigenvalues of a F matrix
A,'B,, (1.3)

referred to as a Fisher matrix in the literature. The determinantal equation (1.2) is closely connected

with the generalized eigenproblem
det[A(A, + B,) — B,] = 0. (1.4)

We illustrate this in the next section. Many classical multivariate statistical tests are based on
the roots of (1.2) or (1.4). For instance, one may use them to test the equality of two covariance
matrices and the general linear hypothesis. In the framework of multivariate analysis of variance
(MANOVA), A, represents the within group covariance matrix while B, means the between groups
covariance matrix. A one-way MANOVA can be used to examine the hypothesis of equality of the
mean vectors of interest.

Tracy and Widom in [24, 25] first discovered the limiting distributions of the largest eigenvalue
for the large Gaussian Wigner ensemble, thus named as Tracy-Widom’s law. Since their pioneer
work study toward the largest eigenvalues of large random matrices becomes flourishing. To name
a few we mention [11], [12], [6], [10] and [21]. Among them we would mention El Karoui [6] which
handled the largest eigenvalue of Wishart matrices for the nonnull population covariance matrix
and provided a kind of condition on the population covariance matrix to ensure the Tracy-Widow
law (see (4.41) below).

A follow-up to the above results is to establish the so-called universality property for generally
distributed large random matrices. Specifically speaking, the universality property states that
the limiting behavior of an eigenvalue statistic usually is not dependent on the distribution of the
matrix entries. Indeed, the Tracy-Widom law has been established for the general sample covariance
matrices under very general assumptions on the distributions of the entries of X. The readers can
refer to [22], [23], [8], [9], [19], [27], [3], [16], [15] for some representative developments on this
topic. When proving universality an important tool is the Lindeberg comparison strategy (see Tao
and Vu in [22] and Erdos, Yau and Yin [8]) and an important input when applying Lindeberg’s
comparison strategy is the strong local law developed by Erdos, Schlein and Yau in [7] and Erdos,
Yau and Yin in [8].

Johnstone in [13] proved that the largest root of (1.1) converges to Tracy and Widom’s distri-

bution of type one after appropriate centering and scaling when the dimension p of the matrices A,



and B, is even, pli_)rgo p/m < 1 and B, and A, are both Wishart matrices. It is believed that the
limiting distribution should not be affected by the dimension p. Indeed, numerical investigations
both in [13] and [14] suggest that the Tracy and Widom approximation in the odd dimension case
works as well as in the even dimension case. Besides, as it can be guessed, the Tracy and Widom
approximation should not rely on the Gaussian assumption. However, theoretical support for these
remains open. Furthermore, when A, is not invertible the limiting distribution of the largest root
to (1.1) is unknown yet even under the gaussian assumption.

In this paper, we prove the universality of the largest root of (1.2) by imposing some moment
conditions on A, and B,,. Specifically speaking we prove that the largest root of (1.2) converges in
distribution to the Tracy and Widom law for the general distributions of the entries of X and Y
no matter what the dimension p is, even or odd. Moreover the result holds when lim p/m < 1 or

p—00
lim p/m > 1, corresponding to invertible A, and non-invertible A,. This result also implies the

gzyorilptotic distribution of the largest root of (1.4).

At this point it is also appropriate to mention some related work about the roots of (1.2). The
limiting spectral distribution of the roots was derived by [26] and [1]. One may also find the limits
of the largest root and the smallest root in [1]. Central limit theorem about linear spectral statistics
was established in [29]. Very recently, the so-called spiked F model has been investigated by [5]
and [28]. We would like to point out that they prove the local asymptotic normality or asymptotic
normality for the largest eigenvalue of the spiked F model, which is completely different from our
setting.

We conclude this section by outlining some ideas in the proof and presenting the structure of
the rest of the paper. When A, is invertible, the roots to (1.2) become those of the F matrix
A, pr so that we may work on A pr. Roughly speaking, A pr can be viewed as a kind of
general sample covariance matrix T}@/ QXX*T}/ ? with T,, being a population covariance matrix by
conditioning on B,. Denote the largest root of (1.2) by A;. The key idea is to break A; into a sum

of two parts as follows
A= pp = (A1 = fip) + (fip — 1p), (1.5)

where i, is an appropriate value when B, is given and p, is an appropriate value when B, is
not given (their definitions are given in the later sections). However we can not condition on B,
directly. Instead we first construct an appropriate event so that we can handle the first term on
the right hand of (1.5) on the event to apply the earlier results about T}L/ QXX*T}«/ 2, Particularly
we need to verify the condition (4.41) below. Once this is done, the next step is to prove that the
second term on the right hand of (1.5) after scaling converges to zero in probability. This approach
is different from that used in the literature in proving universality for the local eigenvalue statistics.

Unfortunately, when A, is not invertible we can not work on F matrices A~!B, anymore.
To overcome the difficulty we instead start from the determinantal equation (1.2). It turns out

that the largest root A\; can then be linked to the largest root of some F matrix when X consists



of Gaussian random variables. Therefore the result about F matrices A~'B,, is applicable. For

general distributions we find that it is equivalent to working on such a “covariance-type” matrix
-1 KT T* 7R\ —1 KT TRy — 2
D 2U 1 X(I - X*'U5(UXX*Uj3) U X)X*UTD 2. (1.6)

The definitions of D and Uj,j = 1,2 are given in the later section. This matrix is much more
complicated than general sample covariance matrices. To deal with (1.6) we construct a 3 x 3 block

linearization matrix

21 0 D '?UX
H=H(X)= 0 0 UsX ; (1.7)
XTuiD~1/2 XTU¥ -1

where z = E +in is a complex number with a positive imaginary part. It turns out that the upper
left block of the 3 x 3 block matrix H! is the Stieltjes transform of (1.6) by simple calculations. We
next develop the strong local law around the right end support p, by using a type of Lindeberg’s
comparison strategy raised in [15] and then use it to prove edge universality by adapting the
approach used in [8] and [3].

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is to give the main results. A statistical application
and Tracy-Widom approximation will be discussed in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to proving the
main result when A, is invertible. In section 5 we will show the equivalence between the asymptotic
means and asymptotic variances respectively given by [13] and by this paper. Sections 6 and 7 will

prove the main result when A, is not invertible.

2 The main results

Throughout the paper we make the following conditions.

Condition 1. Assume that {Z;;} are independent random variables with EZ;; = O,E]ZU\Q =1.
For all k € N, there is a constant Cy, such that E|Z;;|F < Cy. In addition, if {Z;;} are complex,
then EZEJ- =0.

We say that a random matrix Z = (Z;;) satisfies Condition 1 if its entries { Z;; } satisfy Condition

Condition 2. Assume that random matrices X = (Xij)pn and Y = (Y;j)pm are independent.

Condition 3. Set m = m(p) and n = n(p). Suppose that

<1.

im £ =d; >0, lim2=dy>0, 0< lim
p—oo M, p—oo N p—oom +n



To present the main results uniformly we define 7 = max{m, p}, n = min{n, m + n — p} and

p = min{m, p}. Moreover let

min{p,n} — 1/2

max{p,n} —1/2

.2 _ .2 _
sin“(y/2) = A1 Sn (v/2) = e (2.1)
YU s 16 1
= tan?(—21), = S . 2.2
Hp an’( ) Tap = Hip (m 4+ 1 — 1)2 sin(y) sin(v)) sin2(’y + 1) (22)

Formulas (2.2) can be found in [13] when d; < 1.

We below present alternative expressions of 15, and o 7,. To this end, define a modified density
of the Marchenko-Pastur law [17] (MP law) by

0p(@) = —— /by — #)(@ — a)l(a, < < by), (2.3

B D
27rxm

where a, = (1 — 4/ %)2 and b, = (1 + %)2. Let v1 > 79 > - -+ > 7, satisfy

[ o=, (2.4

; p

with vo = b, and -, = a,. Moreover suppose that ¢, € [0,a,) satisfies the equation

Too ¢ n
/ (—E )2Qp($)d$:*. (2.5)

oo TGy P

One may easily check the existence and uniqueness of c¢,. Define

1 p [T ¢
=—(1+= d 2.6
=42 [ (g @) (2.6
and N
1 1 p [T, ¢ 3
— = =1+ = dx). 2.7
R L e T (2.7

It turns out that (2.2) and (2.6)-(2.7) are equivalent subject to some scaling, which is verified in
Section 5.

We also need the following moment match condition.

Definition 1 (moment matching). Let X! = (x}j)MxN and X0 = (x%)MxN be two matrices
satsfing Condition 1 . We say that X! matches X° to order gq, if for the integers 4,5,1 and k satisfing
1<i<M,1<j<N  0<Il,kandl+k <q, they have the relationship

E [(Sal) (Rel)*] = B [(Sa0)! (Ref))"| + Olexp(~(10gp))), (2.8)

where C' is some positive constant bigger than one, Rz is the real part and Sz is the imaginary

part of .



Throughout the paper we use X" to stand for the random matrix consisting of independent
Gaussian random variables with mean zero and variance one.
Denote the type-i Tracy-Widom distribution by Fj, i=1, 2(see [25]). Set B, = X;f* and

A,= Y;n{*. We are now in a position to state the main results about F type matrices.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that the real random matrices X and Y satisfy Conditions 1-3. Moreover

suppose that 0 < dy < co. Denote the largest root of det(AA, —B,) =0 by A.

(i) If 0 < dy <1, then
i —
lim P HIP oy (). (2.9)
p—00 UJ,p

(i) If di > 1 and X matches the standard X° to order 3, then (2.9) still holds.

Remark 1. When X and Y are complex random matrices, Theorem 2.1 still holds but the Tracy-
Widom distribution Fy(s) should be replaced by Fy(s).

If 0 < dy <1, then A, is invertible. In this case the largest eigenvalue A1 is that of F' matrices
A;pr. If di > 1, then A, is not invertible.

Remark 2. Theorem 2.1 immediately implies the distribution of the largest root of det(A(B, +
A,) —B,) = 0. In fact the largest root of det(A(B, + A,) — B,) =0 is 1-173\1 if A1 is the largest
root of the F matrices BpAIj1 in Theorem 2.1 when 0 < dj < 1.

When dy > 1 the largest root of det </\(Bp +A)) — Bp> = 0 is one with multiplicity (p — m).
We instead consider the (p — m + 1)th largest root of det <)\(Bp +A,) - Bp> = 0. It turns out
that the (p —m + 1)th largest root of det ()\(Bp +A,) - Bp> =0 is 14)271)\1 if A1 is the largest root
of det(AA, — B,) = 0.

Moreover note the equality

(Bp+A,) "B+ (B, +A,) 'A, =T

If Y matches X to order 3, then the smallest positive root of det(A(B, + A,) — B,) = 0 also
tends to type-1 Tracy- Widom distribution after appropriate centralizing and rescaling by Theorem
2.1 when di > 1 and dy > 1.

We would like to point out that Johnstone [13] proved part (i) of Theorem (2.1) when p is even,
A, and B, are both Wishart matrices. Part (ii) of Theorem (2.1) is new even if A, and B, are
both Wishart matrices. When proving Theorem 2.1 we have indeed obtained different asymptotic

mean and variance. Precisely we have proved that

. ©2/30y <o) —
pli)rglo P(opn® (M — pp) < s) = Fi(s) (2.10)
and that 5 5
= O(pt ; m —
| 7 HJ.p /’LP| - O(p )’ plggo O-pﬁl/?)O-J,p =1 (211)

(2.10) and (2.11) imply Theorem 2.1.



3 Application and Simulations

This section is to discuss some applications of our universality results in high-dimensional statistical

inference and conduct simulations to check the quality of the approximations of our limiting law.

3.1 Equality of two covariance matrices
Consider the model of the following form
1 1
7, =X2X, Zo=32Y,

where X and Y are p X n and p X m random matrices satisfying the conditions of Theorem 2.1, 3
and 3o are p X p invertible population covariance matrices. We are interested in testing whether

31 = 3y. Formally, we focus on the following hypothesis testing problem
Hy: X =3 vs. Hy: Xy # X,

Under the null hypothesis we have

7,25 7.7} YY* XX
det(N222 - 2121 — = det(A\—— — 22) =0,
n m n

7,25 ZaZr\
e R =0

under the null hypothesis. By Theorem 2.1 we see that A\; tends to Tracy-Widom’s distribution

which implies that we can apply our theoretical result to the largest root of det(\

after centralizing and rescalling.

3.2 Simulations

We conduct some numerical simulations to check the accuracy of the distributional approximations
in Theorem 2.1 under various settings of (p, m,,n) and the distribution of X. We also study the
power for the testing of equality of two covariance matrices.

As in [13] we below use In(A1) to run simulations. To do so we first give its distribution. By

[13] and (2.10) we can find that

M o= pp + + 0, (7Y3), (3.1)

=2/3
O'pn /

where Z = F;Y(U) and U is a U(0, 1) random variable. By Taylor’s expansion we then have

Z

m + Op(ﬁ_z/g). (32)
p¥p

In(Ar) = In(y,) +

Recall |2y — pp| = O(p~') and limy_o0 op—1/30Jp = 1 in Section 2. Summarizing the above we

can find
pIL%o P(opin(In(A1) = pipim) < 5) = Fi(s), (3.3)
where y
tpin = 10(Z1155), Opin = Zj’; (3.4)



3.2.1 Accuracy of approximations for TW laws and size

We conduct some numerical simulations to check the accuracy of the distributional approximations

in Theorem 2.1, which include the size of the test as well.

Table 1: Standard quantiles for several triples (p,m,n): Gaussian case

Initial triple My=(5,40,10) Initial triple M;=(30,20,25)

Percentile TW MO 2M0 3M0 4M0 M1 2M1 3M1 4M1 2*SE

-3.9 0.01 0.0208 0.0133 0.0124 0.0115 0.0017 0.0035 0.0048 0.0060 0.002
-3.18 0.05 0.0680 0.0601 0.0562 0.0582 0.0210 0.0276 0.0327 0.0370 0.004
-278 0.1 0.1176 0.1120 0.1088 0.1095 0.0608 0.0712 0.0808 0.0842 0.006
-1.91 0.3 0.3154 0.3030 0.3080 0.3084 0.2641 0.2744 0.2864 0.2909 0.009
-1.27 0.5 0.5139 0.5070 0.5051 0.5082 0.4839 0.4904 0.4960 0.4964 0.01
-0.59 0.7 0.7073 0.7154 0.7012 0.7111 0.7055 0.7031 0.7019 0.7005 0.009

0.45 0.9 0.9083 0.9058 0.9047 0.9090 0.9040 0.9010 0.9016 0.9003 0.006

0.98 0.95 0.9561 0.9544 0.9517 0.9557 0.9489 0.9530 0.9504 0.9498 0.004

2.02 099 0.9919 0.9909 0.9913 0.9919 0.9878 0.9887 0.9897 0.9901 0.002

Table 1 is done by R. We set two initial triples (p, m,n) of My = (5,40, 10) and M; = (30, 20, 25)
and then consider 2M;, 3M; and 4M;, i=1,2. The triples My and M; correspond to invertible YY*
and noninvertible YY* respectively. For each case we generate 10000 (X,Y) whose entries follow
standard normal distribution. We calculate the largest root of det()\ZQTZ; — ZITZT) = 0 to get
In(A1) and renormalize it with g, and opy,. In the “Pecentile column”, the quantiles of TW; law
corresponding to the “T'W” column are listed. We state the values of the empirical distributions
of the renormalized Ay for various triples at the corresponding quantiles in columns 3-10 and the
standard errors based on binomial sampling are listed in the last column. QQ-plots corresponding

to the triples (20, 160,40) and (120, 80, 100) are also stated below.



Q-Q Plot of p=20 m=160 n=40

Q-Q Plot of p=120 m=80 n=100

The next two tables and graphs are the same as table 1 and the corresponding graphs except that

that we replace the gaussian distribution by the some discrete distribution and uniform distribution.

Table 2: Standard quantiles for several triples (p,m,n): Discrete distribution with the probability

mass function P(x = v/3)=P(x = —/3)=1/6 and P(x=0)=2/3.

Percentile

™

Initial triple My=(5,40,10)

Initial triple M;=(30,20,25)

My

2 M,

3My

4M,

My

2My

3My

4 My

2*SE

-3.9
-3.18
-2.78
-1.91
-1.27
-0.59

0.45

0.98

2.02

0.01
0.05
0.1
0.3
0.5
0.7
0.9
0.95
0.99

0.0192
0.0637
0.1147
0.3100
0.5000
0.7025
0.9107
0.9566
0.9929

0.0132
0.0581
0.1101
0.2966
0.4959
0.7013
0.9061
0.9546

0.994

0.0136
0.0571
0.1099
0.3060
0.4969
0.7099
0.9071
0.9538
0.9903

0.0123
0.0573
0.1088
0.3029
0.4996
0.7018
0.9036
0.9546
0.9914

0.0006
0.0216
0.0626
0.2665
0.4841
0.6990
0.9014
0.9503
0.9890

0.0031
0.0302
0.0733
0.2721
0.4834
0.6992
0.9040
0.9527
0.9908

0.0046
0.0321
0.0757
0.2808
0.4985
0.7109
0.9059
0.9526
0.9901

0.0047
0.0356
0.0824
0.2827
0.4899
0.6975
0.9001
0.9512
0.9894

0.002
0.004
0.006
0.009

0.01
0.009
0.006
0.004
0.002




Q-Q Plot of p=20 m=160 n=40

Table 3: Standard quantiles for

U(—v3,v3)

Q-Q Plot of p=120 m=80 n=100

several triples (p,m,n):

Continuous uniform distribution

Percentile

™

Initial triple My=(30,80,40)

Initial triple M;=(80,40,50)

My

2 M,

3My

4M,

My

2My

3My

4M,

2*SE

-3.9
-3.18
-2.78
-1.91
-1.27
-0.59

0.45

0.98

2.02

0.01
0.05
0.1
0.3
0.5
0.7
0.9
0.95
0.99

0.0098
0.0612
0.1205
0.3644
0.5767
0.7728
0.9397
0.9722
0.9959

0.0117
0.0632
0.1243
0.3542
0.5575
0.7540
0.9243
0.9672
0.9941

0.0122
0.0606
0.1208

0.351
0.5563
0.7443
0.9181
0.9599

0.993

0.0120
0.0592
0.1197
0.3432
0.5496
0.7440
0.9202
0.9614
0.9922

0.0101
0.0514
0.1023
0.3132

0.516
0.7182
0.9141
0.9584
0.9932

0.0087
0.0462
0.0942
0.2946
0.5073
0.7123
0.9068
0.9538
0.9912

0.0092
0.0492
0.1033
0.3101
0.5151

0.714
0.9071
0.9556
0.9919

0.0096
0.0482
0.0992
0.3017
0.5069
0.7171
0.9059
0.9534
0.9916

0.002
0.004
0.006
0.009

0.01
0.009
0.006
0.004
0.002

10




Q-Q Plot of p=120 m=320 n=160 Q-Q Plot of p=320 m=160 n=200

When considering the test of equality of two population covariance matrices since 3 is assumed
to be invertible in the null case 3; = 39, without loss of generality, we may assume that 3 =
39 = I. Therefore one may refer to Table one as well for the size of the test for the nominal

significant levels.

3.2.2 Power

We study the power of the test and consider the alternative case
7, =3X, Zs=Y,

where 3 # 1.
When YY* is invertible we choose X =1+ 7

-

P 2
m T — P
n-ejey, where r = + & — 7+ The reason

P
m

_Pr
p m
why we choose the factor {"_—Lr is that when 7 > 1 it is a spiked F matrix and the largest eigenvalue
converges to normal distribution weakly by Proposition 11 of [5].

When YY* is not invertible by Theorem 1.2 of [2] we can find out that the smallest non-zero

eigenvalue of %EJ_I/QYY*Z_U2 is not spiked for the above X¥. So it is hard to get a spiked F

11



matrix. Therefore we use another matrix

W

In Tables 4-6 the data X and Y are generated as in Tables 1-3 and the nominal significant level

of our test is 5%.

Table 4: Power of several triples(p,m,n): Gaussian distribution

Initial triple My=(5,40,10) Initial triple M;=(30,20,25)

T Mo 2M0 3M0 4M0 w M1 2M1 3M1 4M1

0.5 0.0672 0.0585 0.0563 0.0593 0.3 0.2178 0.4934 0.7071 0.8419
2 0.2763 0.3801 0.4551 0.5067 0.6 0.0574 0.1332 0.2241 0.3106
4 0.6291 0.816 0.9072 0.9567 2 0.1037 0.2166 0.3463 0.5029
6 0.8162 0.9543 0.988 0.9967 3 0.2242 0.5521 0.8156 0.9537

12



Table 5: Power of several triples(p,m,n): Discrete distribution

Initial triple My=(5,40,10) Initial triple M;=(30,20,25)

T My 2My 3My AMy w M, 2M, 3M; 4My

0.5 0.0674 0.0573 0.0576 0.0595 0.3 0.2101 0.4883 0.7024 0.8425
2 03045 0397 04561 0.5171 0.6 0.057 0.1382 0.2176 0.3078
4 0.647 0.8137 0.8984 0.9478 2 0.1055 0.2232 0.3504 0.4974
6 0.8147 0.943 0.9813 0.9936 3 0.2254 0.5487 0.8211 0.9529

Table 6: Power of several triples(p,m,n): Continuous uniform distribution U(—+/3,v/3)

Initial triple Mp=(30,80,40) Initial triple M;=(80,40,50)

T M() 2M0 3M0 4M0 w M1 2M1 3M1 4M1

0.5 0.2283 0.3188 0.3977 0.4662 0.3 0.9965 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
2 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.6 0.7112 0.9623 0.9964 0.9999
4 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 2 0.9257 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
6 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 3 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000

13



In Tables 4-6 we can find that when 7 = 0.5 < 1 (Z-1/2YY*2X~1/2)XX* is not a spiked F
matrix and the power is poor. When 7 > 1 it is a spiked F matrix and the power increases with the
dimension and 7. This phenomenon is due to the fact that it may not cause significant change to
the largest eigenvalue of F' matrix when finite rank perturbation is weak enough. This phenomenon
has been widely discussed for sample covariance matrices, see [10] and [3]. For the spiked F matrix
one can refer to [5] and [28]. For the non-invertible case when X is far away from I(w = 0.3 or 3)
the power becomes better. This is because when the empirical spectral distribution (ESD) of ¥
is very different from the M-P law A\; may tend to another point us instead of p,. Then we may

gain good power because n?/ 3us — fp) may tend to infinity.

4 Proof of Part(i) of Theorem 2.1

4.1 Two key Lemmas

This subsection is to first prove two key lemmas for proving part(i) of Theorem 2.1. We begin with
some notation and definitions. Throughout the paper we use M, My, M|, M/, My, M{ to denote
some generic positive constants whose values may differ from line to line. We also use D to denote
sufficiently large positive constants whose values may differ from line to line. We say that an event

A holds with high probability if for any big positive constant D
P(A®) <n P,
for sufficiently large n. Recall the definition of v; in (2.4). Let ¢, € [0, ap) satisfy

1 P Cp.0 n
IS (et (1.1
p — Vs Cp,0 p
Existence of ¢, will be verified in Lemma 1 below. Moreover define
1 1<, o 1 1
Hp,o = 07(1 + ” Z(pi))a = 037(1 + = Z(Pi)?») (4.2)

P,0 = T o p.0 'p,0 N3 T o0

Set A, = %YY* and B, = %XX* Rank the eigenvalues of the matrix A, as 41 > 42 > --- >
4p- Let ¢, € [0,4,) satisfy

1 Z E' (4.3)

A 1<1+1i< by, Lolaily B p (4.4)
fp==—0+-> == zm=50+-2 (z—=)") '
P ép n A G Uz?; 01?3 ni G

We now discuss the properties of ¢, ¢,.0, Ep, tps 1hp,0; fip, Op, Opo defined (2.5)-(2.7), (4.1)- (4.4) in
the next two lemmas. These lemmas are crucial to the proof strategy which transforms F' matrices

into an appropriate sample covariance matrix.
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Lemma 1. Under the conditions in Theorem 2.1, there exists a constant My such that

sup{—P—} < My, sup{—2%—} < My, (4.5)
p Gp—Cp p Qp = Cpo
Y T _
Jin 27y — pip ] =0, (4.6)
lim 22 =1, limsup 20 < 1. (4.7)
P00 0p,0 p ap

Proof. The exact expression of ¢, in (2.5) can be figured out under the conditions in Theorem 2.1

(see Section 5). In fact, when n = p, from (5.9) below we have

(m —p)?

v = 2(m +p)m’

Recall the definition of a, in (2.3). It follows that

o (Vm+ /B

ap  2(m+p)

I

which further implies that

limsup 2 < 1. (4.8)
p  Gp

In view of this, there are two constants My > 0 and Mg > 0 such that

sup{—2—} < My, inf{c,} > M. (4.9)
p Qp —Cp p

When n # p, from (5.7) below we have

. _ n(m+p)(m+n—p)—(m+2n—p)y/mnp(m+n—p)
' m(n —p)(m +n)

Using the above expression for ¢, one may similarly obtain (4.8)-(4.9) as well but with tedious
calculations and we ignore details here.

Now we define a function f;(z) by

file) = 3 (22 (4.10)

P
We claim that there exists ¢, 0 € (0, a,) so that
n
f1(6p70) = —. (411)
p
Indeed, due to (4.8) we obtain
1y N2 ol 2 T
file) =33 P2y [T e = [T (e,
Pi o = T —cp v T Cp



This, together with (2.3) and (2.5), implies that
(4.12)

and

:/70( D )20, (r)dr > 23 (— 22, (4.13)
Vi

n
p . T—Cp P 1= G
Note that fi(x) is a continuous function on (0,a,) and f1(0) = 0. These, together with (4.12),
ensure that there exists ¢, € (0, ¢p| so that (4.11) holds, as claimed.

We next develop an upper bound for the difference between ¢, and ¢,. It follows from (4.12)

and (4.13) that

n 1< c BRI
e = = E 3y —/ (g (a)da
op p;%‘—cp S
1< c c 2(Mo)*b, (b, — ay)
S*’ < Py P 2)’_ v =il < p\Op — 9p)
pjz::I ('Yj_cp (’Yj—l_cp) a —Cp z_:’] J ’ (M”)
where the last inequality uses (4.8)-(4.9). With M| = W the above inequality becomes
0
M
|f1(ep) = *\ < pl (4.14)
Moreover taking derivative of f(x) in (4.10) yields
1< 2z
] e
When 0 <z < ¢, (smaller than ap) and f1(z) = 3,
1< 2z n n
1 > = —_— > — > —. 4.16

When ¢, 0 < @ < ¢ we always have fi(z) > 7 via (4.11) because fi(z) > 0 by (4.15). Via (4.14)

and (4.16) we then obtain from the mean value theorem that

/
M;ja,

lepo — ¢p| < (4.17)

This, together with (4.9), implies that there is a constant M; > 0 such that when p is big enough,
My < cpo < cp. (4.18)

We conclude from (2.6), (4.2), (4.9), (4.17) and (4.18) that

1 1 1 1
<‘7_7,+ Zmax{ - N - 1}

—Cp0 Vi —Cp YV —Cpo  Vj-1—Cp

ltp = 1p,0
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lp — Cp,o’ 1~ (1 = =1l + lep — epol) M,
< -2 i
7j=1
Miap | by —ap ngM{% _ O(l)
-~ nM}  nM? n2M? T 'p”
Similarly one can prove that
1 1 1
= — = 1=00). (4.19)
9 9po p
(4.6) and the first result in (4.7) then follow. From (4.8) and (4.17) one can also obtain (4.5) and
the second result in (4.7). O

Lemma 2. Under the conditions in Theorem 2.1, for any ¢ > 0 there ewists a constant M > M
such that

sup{ } < M, limsup @ - 1, (4.20)

’Yp P p

and A
lim n2/3|fi, — ppol =0, lim —2 =1, 4.21
Jim 0y — ppo| =0, lim, P (4.21)

hold with high probability. Indeed (4.20) and (4.21) hold on the event S¢ defined by
S¢=A{vi1 <5 <p |3 =l <pp~ 75, (4.22)
where C is a sufficiently small positive constant and j = min{min{m,p} +1 — 7, j}.

Proof. Define a function f (x) by

1 P
- 4.23
- EZ: (4.23)
From (4.1) and (4.10) we have
n
filepo) = 2. (4.24)
The first aim is to find ¢, € [0,7;) to satisfy
o n
fép) = —. (4.25)
p
When (¢ is small enough we conclude from (4.23), (4.24) and (4.35) that on the event S¢
Feno) = 1= 1f(ep0) = filepo)l = Ly (e 0y
p j=1 Vi — Cp,0 Vi — Cp,0
% 1% + 7% = 2epo]
gﬂmax{ - 5 T~ =0 } 195 — 4l
p i (- Cp,O)Q('VJ — ¢p0)? z; ! ’
g D oy — ol e
< 29 pax{ ' % 0 PY ptp B8 = 0(p¢TY),  (4.26)
P (=ppT BB by = ¢p0)% (7 — p0)? ]Z_;
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where the last step uses the fact that via (4.5) and (4.18)

[pSp2/3571/3 4 29 — 2¢,,

max{ = < M.
i (=pSpm 3B 4y = ep0)2 (75 — 6po0)?
Taking derivative of (4.23) yields
A 1N, 222 20
fll@)==) (= - ). (4.27)
p ; (5 —=)* (35— =)

When 0 < ¢,0 —p~ Y2 < 2 < ¢po+p~ /2 from (4.5) and (4.18) we have on the event S;

;= x)? — 22 (55 — cpp)?
(5 — x)2(%; — cpo)?

| Z (cpo — ) A]‘[Cp,O(’AYj — ) + (5 — ¢po)] | = O(pfl/Z). (4.28)

When 0 < x < 4, we have

3 @2_@ Oy —

f'(x) > - oot p /5

=1

In view of this, (4.26) and (4.28) there exists Ma > 0 so that
f(z) > My, (4.29)
for sufficiently large p when 0 < x < 4,. On the event S, applying the mean value theorem yields
Flepo =p71%) < flepo) — Map™'/?

and

f(cp,O +p_1/2) > f(cp,O) + M2p_1/2‘

It follows from (4.26) that when p is large enough,
A~ _ mn ~ _
flepo—p 1/2) < ; < flepo+p 1/2)-

Since f(z) is continuous on (0,4p) there is é, € [0,%p) (cp0 < ¢p < ap = 7p by Lemma 1) so that
(4.25) holds and

Cp,0 — p V2 < Cp < Cpo +p V2
From (4.26), (4.25) and (4.29) we have
Al ¢—1
|ep0 — G| = O(p*). (4.30)

18



Recall a, = p. The second inequality in (4.20) holds on the event S: due to (4.7), (4.22) and
(4.30). Likewise on the event S¢ in view of (4.5) and (4.30) there exists a constant M > My such
that

A~

sup{—2 1} < M¢, (4.31)
p Tp— O

the first inequality in (4.20).
Due to ¢, < 4, and the definition of f(z) in (4.23) we have

(—2 )2 >

Yo — Cp

¢y > 1\/;\7, (4.32)
/3

n
O
p

which implies that

It follows from (4.2) and (4.4) that

11, 1L 1 1
po = fip] < |— = [+ =) | S
’ . €0 C M ; Vi —Cpo Y —Cp
o =&l 132511 =35l + lepo — &)
Tt (= 60)( = &)

We then conclude from (4.30)-(4.32) that on the event S¢

1.0 = fip| = O ). (4.33)
It’s similar to prove that
1 1 _
5 5| =0, (438
9 9p0

(4.21) then holds on the event S:. Moreover, by Theorem 3.3 of [19], for any small ¢ > 0 and any
D >0,

P(Sg) <pP. (4.35)

The proof is therefore complete.

4.2 Proof of Part (i) of Theorem 2.1

Proof. Recall the definition of the matrices A;, and By, above (4.3). Define a F matrix F = A 'B,
whose largest eigenvalue is A\; according to the definition of A; in Theorem 2.1. It then suffices to
find the asymptotic distribution of A; to prove Theorem 2.1.

Recalling the definition of the event S¢ in (4.22) we may write

P(Uan/g()‘l —pp) < 8) = P((UP"2/3<)‘1 = pp) < 3) ﬂ SC) + P((Up”2/3()‘1 — pip) < 3) ﬂSE)
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This, together with (4.35), implies that (2.10) is equivalent to

plL%loP<(Upn2/3(A1 — pp) < 8) ﬂ SC) = Fi(s). (4.36)
Write
Op . N A
Upn2/3(/\1 — pp) = ;papnw?)()‘l — fip) + Upn2/3(ﬂp — ip)- (4.37)

p

(see (4.3) and (4.4) for 6, and fip). Note that the eigenvalues of A;l are -
Rewrite (4.3) as

Q‘H
|

Y

(V)

S

1< 5, o m
,Z(l_LA )=, (4.38)
pj:l ¥ P p
Also recast (4.4) as

1a p ¢

X 1 Pl 30 11 pl = Cp

fp= (402D ), =g oy )t (4.39)

D pj:l fypcp p p pj:l 'Achp

Up to this stage the result about the largest eigenvalue of the sample covariance matrices ZZ*3
with ¥ being the population covariance matrix comes into play where Z is of size p x n satisfying
Condition 1 and X is of size p X p. A key condition to ensure Tracy-Widom’s law for the largest
eigenvalue is that if p € (0,1/07) is the solution to the equation

t n
/ (1_7ptp)2sz(t) = (4.40)
then

lim sup poq < 1, (4.41)
P

(one may see [6], Conditions 1.2 and 1.4 and Theorem 1.3 [3], Conditions 2.21 and 2.22 and Theorem
2.18 of [15]). Here F'*(t) denotes the empirical spectral distribution of ¥ and ¢ means the largest
eigenvalue of . Now given A, if we treat A_! as 3, then (4.41) is satisfied on the event S¢ due
to (4.3) and (4.20) in Lemma 2. It follows from Theorem 1.3 of [3] and Theorem 2.18 of [15] that

lim, p((&pnw( A - iip) < 5) () SC\AP> = Fi(s), (4.42)
which implies that
lim, p((&pnz/3( A - i) < 5) () sc) = Fi(s). (4.43)

Moreover by Lemmas 1 and 2 we obtain on the event S¢

lim 22 =1 (4.44)
p—00 0y
and
lim o,n%3(ji, — pp) = 0. (4.45)

p—0o0

(4.36) then follows from (4.37), (4.42)-(4.45) and Slutsky’s theorem. The proof is complete. O
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5 Proof of (2.11)

Proof. This section is to verify (2.11) and give an exact expressions of ¢, p, and o, in (2.5)-
(2.7) at the mean time. We first introduce the following notation. Let m = max{m,p}, n =

min{n,m +n — p} and p = min{m, p}. Choose 0 < a;, < § and 0 < f, < § to satisfy

.. 92 D .. 92 n
= = . 5.1
sin?(0) = —E—, sin’(8,) = —L— (5.1)
Define
Mmoo
oo =& tan”(ay + Bp) (5.2)
and )
1 167 1
S (5.3)

073; F (th 4+ 1)? sin(28,) sin(2ay,) sin? (28, + 2a,)
We below first verify the equivalence between (2.6)-(2.7) and (5.2)-(5.3). For definiteness,
consider p < m in what follows and the case p > m can be discussed similarly. Denote by s(z) the

Stieltjes transform of the MP law p,(x)

s(z2) :/de7 Im(z) >0

r—z

and set

; (5.4)

1—%—m—\/(aj—1—%)2—4%
gp(x): 2p

E:C

which is the function obtained from s(z) by replacing z with = (one may see (3.3.2) of [1]). Evidently,

s'(2) :/(Q'U%_(:i))zdx.

Note that ¢, is outside the support of the MP law (see Lemma 1). In view of the above and (2.5)

the derivative of s(z) is

we obtain

n
Soler) =7 (5.5)

which further implies that

1-2)2—(1+2)c
(Cp_1—£)2_4£:( 72nn) : pm) - (5.6)
m m 24 1- £
m m

When n # p, solving (5.6) and disregarding one of the solutions bigger than a, we have

2

) O R R BP0 EPE R A DY)
P T-BE+D)

_ n(m+p)(m+n—p)— (m+2n—p)y/mnp(m+n—p)
N m(n —p)(m+n) ’ (5.7)
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This, together with (2.6), yields

_1.p o\ _12min—p) _ (m—pm
Mp—cp-i—ngp(p)—cp m+2n—p (m+2n—pn
_m (n = p)(n(m + n—p) + mnp(m + n —p))

gn(m +p)(m+n—p) — (m+2n — p)y/mnp(m +n — p)

_m/(mtn—ppn+ymp)
n (y/m(m+n —p) —/np)?

By (5.1) one may obtain

Vil —pin + ymp IR
vmm+n—p)—/np  mimtn—p)—ynp
m-+n
€os oy, sin B, + sin oy, cos B,

= - - = tan(a,, + .
COS (v, €OS B, — sin ay, sin 3, (ap + )

It follows that
m
Hp =" taHQ(O‘p + Bp), (5.8)

which is (5.2).
(5.1

Using (5.1), (5.2) and the second derivative of g, (z) at ¢, (2.7) can be rewritten as

)
1 1 P
AT A

P
1 p(l—g_\/(cp—1—$)2—4ﬁ_ 14+ 2 .
3 P 3 P 3
G 2 oG m €p %cg\/(cp—l—%)Q—KL%
1 (Cp_%_l)z

+ )
220 (e —1- 22— a2 Ziopllep = 1= 52— A7)0

— cos?(8,) cot® (B) ese(a,) sec(ay,) sect (B, + ) tan (8, + )

= 16 cos?(B,) cot?(8B,) csc(28,) csc(2ay) csc? (28, + 2ay,) tan® (8, + ay)
m?  m 1

(m +n)2 n sin(28,) sin(2ay,) sin?(28, + 20

5 16n? 1

= M (m + n)? sin(28,) sin(2a,) sin (26, + 2a,)’

=16 tan®(8, + a,)

which is (5.7).
When n = p, solving (5.6) yields
1— P2 . 2

= 20+2)  2(m+p)m’

From (5.1) one may conclude that o, = /3,. Since

12(m+n—p) 4dm

L p
Mp—g“‘ﬁgp(cp)—a m+2n—p —(m_p)g
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and

VP .
2ymp  2u3,  sin(2ap)

= tan(ap + 5p)

(m —p) %?; ~ cos(2ay)
we have
m
Hp =" tanz(ap + Bp)- (5.10)
It’s similar to prove
L 16n” = : (5.11)
o3 P(m +n)? sin(28,) sin(2ay,) sin?(28, + 2a;,)

The above implies the equivalence between (2.6)-(2.7) and (5.2)-(5.3).
It is straightforward to verify that |24, — pp| = O(p™') and limyeo Op0gp = 1 according
to (5.1)-(5.3) and (2.2). O

6 Proof of Part (ii) of Theorem 2.1: Standard Gaussian Distribu-
tion

This section is to consider the case when {X;;} follow normal distribution with mean zero and

variance one. We below first introduce more notation. Let A = (A;;) be a matrix. We define the

Al = max|Ax], Al = max| Ay, [Allr= (3 |4
2 ’LJ

where |x| represents the Euclidean norm of a vector x. Notice that we have a simple relationship

following norms

among these norms

[Alloo < [|A[} < [[A]lF

We also need the following commonly used definition about stochastic domination to simplify the

statements.

Definition 2. (Stochastic domination) Let
£={eMw):ineNue UM}, ¢={(™(u):neNueUM}

be two families of random variables, where U™ is a n-dependent parameter set (or independent of
n). If for sufficiently small positive € and sufficiently large o,
sup P ||€) (w)] > n|c™ (w)]| <0~
ueU ()
for large enough n > n(e, o), then we say that ¢ stochastically dominates & uniformly in u. We
denote this relationship by || < ¢ and also write it as £ = O<((). Furthermore we also write it as

|x| <y if  and y are both nonrandom and |z| < nfly| for sufficiently small positive €.
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Proof. We start the proof by reminding readers that m < p and m +n > p. Since m < p the limit
of the empirical distribution function of %Y*Y is the MP law and we denote its density by ppm ().
We define vim1 > Ym,2 > -+ > Ym,m to satisfy

+o0 j
/ Ppmd = m’ (6.1)
¥

m,j

with vm0 = (1 + \/%)Q,mem =(1- \/%)2. Correspondingly denote the eigenvalues of %Y*Y by
Ym1 = Ym2 > -+ > Ymm. Here we would remind the readers that ppm (), Ym,j, ¥m,1 are similar to
those in (2.3), below (2.3) and above (4.3) except that we are interchanging the role of p and m
because we are considering %Y*Y rather than 2YY*. Moreover as in (4.35) and (4.22) for any
sufficiently small ¢ > 0 and big D > 0 there exists an event S¢ (here with a bit abuse of notion S¢)
such that
S¢ = {Vj,1 < j <m,[Fmg — ymgl < p° 2251 (6.2)
and
P(S§) <p~P. (6.3)

Note that %YY* and I%Y*Y have the same nonzero eigenvalues. To simplify notation let
mp =m+n — p. Write
0

1 D
“YY* =U* U, (6.4)
p 0 0

with D = diag{3m.,1,¥m,2, - s ¥m,m} and U is an orthogonal matrix. Then det()\YTY* — XX

mp

is equivalent to

D 0 1
det [ A — —UXX'U | =0.
0 0 mp

Moreover, since {X;;} are independent standard normal random variables and U is an orthogonal
matrix we have UX < X so that it suffices to consider the following determinant
D 0

1
det | A — —XX*| =0. (6.5)
0 0 myp

Here < means having the identical distribution.

X4
Now rewrite X as X = , where X is a m x n matrix and Xy is a (p —m) X n matrix.

Xy
It follows that
X1X>{ X1X§ A X1 Xi2

XX* = 2 . (6.6)
)(2}(1< X2X§ X21 X22
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(6.5) can be rewritten as

1 — 1
R T )
mLpXm m%ij
Since m 4+ n > p, Xgg is invertible. (6.5) is further equivalent to

1 1
det(—Xq1 — AD — —X 15X, X5;) = 0. 6.7
€ (mp 11 mp 124899 21) ( )
Moreover,
X1 — X19Xo5 Xo1 = X1 X} — X X5(XoX3) ' Xo X5 = X (1, — X5(XoX3) ' Xo) X
Since rank(I, — X5(XoX3)1X3) = m +n — p = m, we can write

Ly,

0 O

I, — X35(XoX3) Xy =V V*.

where V is an orthogonal matrix. In view of the above we can construct a m x m, matrix Z =

(Zij)m,m, consisting of independent standard normal random variables so that
— d *
X1 — X12X5y Xo1 = ZZ", (6.8)
It follows that (6.7) and hence (6.5) are equivalent to

1
det(—ZZ* — AD) = 0. (6.9)

mp
It then suffices to consider the largest eigenvalue of mipD_IZZ*. Denote by A; the largest
eigenvalue of mipD_lZZ*. As in (4.3) and (4.4) define é,, € [0, % m) to satisfy

— Z = % (6.10)

’Ym,j Cm
and /i, and 7, by
R 1 1 & ¢ 1 & é
Hm = = (1+7 (A ‘ﬂiA ))7 ~3 — 3 (1+7 <A W_L )3)
Cm myp =1 Tm,j — Cm Om & mp =1 TYm,j7 — Cm
From Lemma 2 we have on the event S¢
) Cm
lim sup — <1, (6.11)

p ’Ym,m
which implies condition (4.41). It follows from Theorem 1.3 of [3] and Theorem 2.18 of [15] that

lim P(Gm(m +n—p)>3(A — fim) < s) = Fi(s). (6.12)

p—o0

As in the proof of Theorem 2.1, by Lemmas 1 and 2 one may further conclude that

lim P(op(m +n—p)?2(A\ — pp) < 5) = Fi(s). (6.13)

p—0o0

O]
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7 Proof of Part (ii) of Theorem 2.1: General distributions

The aim of this section is to relax the gaussian assumption on X. We below assume that X

and Y are real matrices. The complex case can be handled similarly and hence we omit it here.

1
m-+n—p’

In the sequel, we absorb m and % into X and Y respectively( i.e. Var(X;;) =
Var(Ys) = %D

) for convenience.
In terms of the notation in this section (Var(Ys) = %), (6.4) can be rewritten as

YY*=U"

U
Break U as ") where U; and Uy are m x p and (p — m) X p respectively. By (6.4)-(6.7)
Us

(note that here we can not omit U by UX < X), the maximum eigenvalue of det(AYY™* — XX*)

is equivalent to that of the following matrix
A =D U X(I - XTUL(U,XXTUT) U, X)X UTD 2

£ D :UX(I - Pxryy)XTUTD 2, (7.1)

where Py ryr is the projection matrix. It is not necessary to assume that U, XXTUT is invertible
since PxTUQT is unique even if (UsXXTUZ)~ is the generalized inverse matrix of U XXTUZ.

Moreover we indeed have the following lemma to control the smallest eigenvalue of Uy XXTUZ'.

Lemma 3. Suppose that (m+n —p)%X satisfies Condition 1. Then UsXXTUT is invertible and
I(U-XXTU5) Y < M (7.2)

for a large constant M with high probability. Moreover,
IXX*| <M (7.3)

with high probability under conditions in Theorem 2.1.

Proof. One may check that the conditions in Theorem 3.12 in [15] are satisfied when considering
U, XXTUT. Applying Theorem 3.12 in [15] then yields

n _
)| < n??

i (UQXXTUQT) S

where (1 — | /p_—m)2 can be obtained when considering the special case when the entries of X are

Gaussian. As for (7.3) see Lemma 3.9 in [7]. O
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Since the matrix in (7.1) is quite complicated we construct a linearization matrix for it

—21 0 D 2U;X
H=HX)= 0 0 UpX : (7.4)
XTufp-1/2 XTU¥ |

The connection between H and the matrix in (7.1) is that the upper left block of the 3 x 3 block
matrix H™! is the Stieltjes transform of (7.1) by simple calculations,. We next give the limit of
the Stieltjes transform of (7.1) and need the following well-known result (see [1]). There exists a
unique solution m(z) : C* — C such that

l ™ / Y (75)

m(z) m+n—p/) 1+tm(z)

where H,, is the empirical distribution function of D~!. Moreover, we set

m(z) = =Tr(z(1+m(z)D™ )™, p)= lim Sm(z).

ze€Ct—zx

From the end of the last section we see that under the gaussian case (7.1) L p-l/2z7*D-1/2,

Hence it is easy to see that fi,, defined above (6.11) is the right most end point of the support of

p(@).
For any small positive constant 7 we define the domains

E(r,n)={z=E+4+inecCh:|z|>7|E <7 Ln " <n<771), (7.6)

Ei=E (r,7,n)={2€ E(t,n) : E> fim, — 7'}, (7.7)

where 7/ is a sufficiently small positive constant.
Set

%7:;(’2) + nln G(z)=H', Z=%(z) =21 +m(z)D)™". (78

U=U(z)=

To calculate an explicit expression of G(z) we need the following well-known formula:
-1
K B 0 0 I 1 1
- v (K- BD"'C)" ( I _BD"! ) (7.9)
C D 0 D! -D-!C

We next develop the explicit expression of G(z). Denote the spectral decomposition of A; =
D~'/2U,X(I = Pxryr)XTUTD /2 by

A =VAVT =" Nevpv]
k=1
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where

)\1 Z Z )\m—l—n—p > 0 - )\m—f—n—p—i-l — .. = )\m
It follows that .
o ve(@)ve(d) .
Gij—;)\k_z ;o 1<id,5<m, (7.10)

where G;; denotes the (4, j)th entry of the matrix G(z) and vj(i) means the ith component of the

vector vi. We denote (Gjj)i<ij<m by G, which is the green function of (7.1). Moreover, let

Ay = ( I -D'2U,XXTUIT D 'V2UiX(I - Pyryy) )T,
and
0 0 0
Az=1 0 r I'u,X ;
0 XTUJT —I+ Pxryr
where T' = (UoXXTUL) L. Applying (7.9) twice implies that

" AyviviAT
G(z) =As+ ) % = A3+ AyG, A7 (7.11)
k=1

To control the inverse of a matrix in the projection matrix we introduce the following smooth

cutoff function
1 if |z| < Min=2
X(z) =
0 if |z| > 2Min~2,
whose derivatives satisfy \X(k‘)] < Mn?* k=1,2,... and M, is some positive constant. Let A >
> Xp_m be the eigenvalues of UsXXTUZ and s(z) be the Stieltjes transform of its ESD. Since

p—m )
S(s(in~?)) = (p—m)~! Nni, 7.12
lin™) = (p=m) ™ 3 5 (7.12)
we conclude that
~ M.
if |S(s(in2))| < Min~2, then Ap_p, > 72 (7.13)

for some positive constant Mo, which allows us to control the maximum eigenvalue of (UsXX7UZ)~!
outside the event {Xp_m > c}. Moreover, consider the event {Xp_m > c}. By Lemma 3, choosing

a sufficient small constant ¢, we have
1—o(n™) =P\p_m > c) <P(I(s(in"?)) < Myn~?2), for any positive integer [. (7.14)
Therefore, by Lemma 3 we have

P(X(S(s(in"2))) # 1) < o(n7!), for any positive integer 1. (7.15)
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Similarly, by Lemma 3, for ||X||%, we have
P(X(n 3| X|%) #1) < o(n™!), for any positive integer L. (7.16)

Set Tn(X) = X(S(s(in2))X (n 3| X||%), and

F(z) =
> D~ 1/?2U, xX"Ulr 0
TU,XXT"UID 12y T - rUuXxX"ufp-1/22D-1/2Uu, XX"UlT I'U,X
0 xTulr (zm(z) + 1)(I = Pxryr)

(7.17)

In fact, F(z) is close to G(z) with high probability. In view of (7.15) and (7.16) it is straight

forward to see that
To(X) =1 (7.18)

with high probability and we will use it frequently without mention.
We are now in a position to state our main result about the local law near fi,,, the right end
point of the support of the limit of the ESD of A in (7.1).

Theorem 7.1. (Strong local law) Suppose that (m +n —p)%X and p%Y satisfy the conditions of
Theorem 2.1. Then

(i) For any deterministic unit vectors v, w € RPT"

(v,(G(2) —F(2))w) < ¥ (7.19)
uniformly z € E4 and
(ii)
1
Im, (2) —m(2)| < - (7.20)

7.1 Local law (7.19)

The aim of this subsection is to prove (7.19). Before proving (7.19) we first collect some frequently

used bounds below. Recall the definition of m(z) in (7.5). For z € E(7,n) one may verify that

M, < |m(2)] < M; (7.21)
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and
Im(m(z)) > Mn. (7.22)

(see Lemma 2.3 in [4] or Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 in [20]). Order the eigenvalues of D~! as
di >dy > --- > dy. From (6.10) and (6.11) we conclude that on the event S¢ defined in (6.2)

limsup ¢, d; < 1. (7.23)
P

Here we remind the readers that d; corresponds to %Lm there, validity of (7.23) does not depend
on the Gaussian assumption there and we do not assume the entries of Y to be Gaussian in the

last section. In addition, with probability one

Cm=— lim  m(z), 7.24
m 26C+—>ﬂm ( ) ( )

(one may see below (1.8) in [4] or [20]). It follows from (7.23) and (7.24) that for z € E; on the
event Sg
|1 + dm(z)| >19, de [dm, dl] (7.25)

for some positive constant 75 (one may also see (iv) of Lemma 2.3 of [4]). We then conclude (7.21)

and (7.25) that on the event S¢
I =1ZE) <M, de [dn,d], (7.26)

where ¥ = 3(z) is defined in (7.8). Moreover, for z € E, it follows from Lemma 3, (7.3), and
(7.21)-(7.25) that
IFGEI <1, Azl <1, [lAs] < 1. (7.27)

We further introduce more notations with bold lower index
Gyvs = (v, Ges), Gyw = (v,Gw), and G,y = (es, GV),

where e is the unit vector with the s-th coordinate equal to 1. In the sequel, if the lower index of
a matrix is bold, then it represents the inner product above and otherwise it means one entry of

the corresponding matrix. Fix 7 > 0. For any z € E(7,n) we claim that

IGETX)) < 0™, |0-GE)Ta(X)]| < On'p~ (7.28)
G < 19:GE) <, (7.29)
m o
S 16wl = S R TX)I(SO] < Cn'y™ (7.30
=1
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and

SGyv

|Govl? < 7 +1, (7.31)

where and in what follows I(-) denotes an indicator function. Indeed, the estimates (7.28) follow
from (7.11) and the definition of 7,(X) directly. (7.29) and (7.31) about the partial order follow
from Lemma 3, (7.3) and (7.11). The first equality in (7.30) is straightforward and the second one
is from the definition of 7,(X) directly.

In the Gaussian case Theorem 7.1 can be obtained from by Theorem 2.10 of [7]. Indeed,
from (7.11) one can see a key observation that each block of G(z) can be represented as a linear
combination of the blocks of (3.3) in [15] in the Gaussian case. We now demonstrate such an
observation by looking at two block matrices of G(z) and other blocks can checked similarly. For
example, G(z) has a block matrix G,,D~"/ 2U,; XXTUIT. Note that U XXTUIT is independent
of G, given UyX due to (I— PxTU%“)XTUg = 0 while from the end of the last section we see that

A LD 12z7*D /2 (7.32)

given UsX under the gaussian case (see (7.1) for the definition of A). It follows that this block can
be regarded as the product of random G, and a non-random matrix given UyX. So the local law
holds for this block from Theorem 2.10 of [7] by absorbing the nonrandom matrix into the fixed
vector v or w (note that (7.25) is required in the conditions of Theorem 2.10 of [7]). A second
block matrix of G, is G, T with T = D~1/2U;X(I — PxTU%“). From the end of the last section
and (7.32) we see that G, = (TT* — zI)~! due to (I - PXTUQT) is a projection matrix so that this
block is just one of the block in (3.3) in [15].

7.1.1 Proving (7.19) for general distributions

We next prove (7.19) for general distributions by fixing Y first since X and Y are independent (the
dominated convergence theorem then ensures (7.19)). However to simplify notations we drop the
statements about conditioning on Y as well as the event S¢. In other words, whenever we come
across expectations they should be understood as conditional expectations and involve I(S¢). For

example, (7.38) below should be understood as follows
E(|Fab(X,z)|2qI(Sg)’Y) < (n?400)2,

In order to prove Theorem 7.1, it suffices to show that for any deterministic orthogonal matrices
V1 and V5, we have
IVi(G(2) = F(2)) V3 [lo < ¥, (7.33)

for all z € E,. We define S to be a e-net of E(7,n) with ¢ = n~! and the cardinality of S, |S|, not
bigger than n3°. Note that the function D'/2(G(z)—F(z))D!/? is Lipschitz continuous with respect
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to the operation norm in E and the Lipschitz constant is Mn?||XX*|| + Mn2||1/Amin(U2X)||. By
(7.3) it then suffices to focus on S to prove Theorem 7.1 by Lemma 3.

Following [7] the main idea of the proof is an induction argument from bigger imaginary parts
to smaller imaginary parts. Set & to be a sufficient small positive constant such that n?*¥ < 1.

For any given n > %, we define a sequence of numbers ng < n; < no... < np with
m=nn' (1=0,1,..,L—1), n =1, (7.34)
where
L= L(n) = max{l € N:qn' < n7%}.

One can see that L < 6~ +1 by the definition. From now on we will work on the net S containing
the points E +im € S, 1 =0,..., L. Moreover define Sy, = {z € S : Sz > n~%} and sequence of
properties

B = {||[V1(G(2) = F(2))V]|e < 1, foranyz € Si} (7.35)

Cr = {IV1(G(2) = F(2)) VY|l < n?*W, for any z € Si}. (7.36)

We start the induction by considering property By. We claim that the property By holds.
Indeed we conclude from (7.11) and(7.27) that

IVi(G(2) = F(2)) V3 lloo < Gm(2)]l + [F(2)]| +1 <1,

as claimed. Moreover it’s easy to see that property C) implies property By by the choice of § such
that n?*¥ <« 1. We next prove that property Bj_; implies property Cj, for any 1 < k < §~1. If
this is true then the induction is complete and (7.33) holds for all z € S.

To this end, we calculate the higher moments of the following function
Fp(X,2) = (311G (2)I)ap — (J1F(2)IL)ap) Tn(X), (7.37)

where J1,J9 € £ = {1, A, V}, A is defined in (7.51) below and V is any deterministic orthogonal
matrix. Lemma 4 below, Markov’s inequality and (7.18) then ensure that property Bji_; implies

property Cj.

Lemma 4. Let q be a positive constant and k < §~1. Suppose that property By_1 in (7.35) holds.
Then
E(|Fab(X,z)|2‘1> < (n240p)2, (7.38)

foralll1 <a,b<n+pandz € Sg.

The proof will be complete if we prove Lemma 4. Before proceeding, we present a simple but
frequently used lemma which can help us transfer the partial order of two random variables to the

partial order of the expectations.
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Lemma 5. Let ¢ be a random wvariable satisfying ( < v where positive v may be random or

deterministic. Suppose || < n™o for some positive constant My. Then
E¢ < (Bv + nMo=D), (7.39)
where D is a sufficiently large positive constant.
Proof. Since ¢ < v there exists a sufficiently small positive € and sufficiently large D so that
P(¢(>nv)<n P,

Define the event A, = {¢ < n‘v}. Write

|EC| = [ECI(Ae) + ECI(AY)| < nEv + n™0P(AS) < n‘Ev 4 n™o=P.

We now claim that
E(|Fab(xo,z)|2q) < (n?400)2, (7.40)

if X in Lemma 4 is replaced by the corresponding Gaussian random matrix X% = (XZ»OH) = X Gauss
consisting of Gaussian random variables with mean zero and variance one. Indeed, one can see
that |F,(X?,2)[2¢ < W% from the paragraph containing (7.32). To apply (7.39) to conclude the
claim we need |F,,(X°, 2)| < nMo, which follows immediately from the first estimate in (7.28) and

the second estimate in (7.30).

7.1.2 Proving Lemma 4 by the interpolation method

We next finish Lemma 4 for the general distributions by the interpolation method developed by
[15]. To this end we need to define the interpolation matrix X! between X! = (X%L) =X and X°.
For 1 <¢ <pand 1< pu<n, denote the distribution function of the random variables X;L by F;L
for u = 0,1. For ¢ € [0, 1], we define the interpolated distribution function by

Fl, =tF, +(1—-t)F), (7.41)

Define the interpolation matrix X* = (X{,) with F}, being the distribution of X{, and {X{,} are
independent for ¢, u. We furthermore introduce the matrix
£\
X(iu) = X'+ () — Xfﬂ)eieg, (7.42)

which differs from X* at the (i, ) position only. We also define G'(z) = G(X?, 2) and G’é;i;)(z) =
G(XEZ‘L), z), the analogues of G(z) defined above (7.9), by replacing the random matrix X in G(z)
with X! and X'ézz) respectively.

We now need the following interpolation formula and one may see Lemma 6.9 of [15].
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Lemma 6. For any function F' : RP*™ — C, we have

0
EF(X') — EF(X°) = / dtZZ[EF e “” ~EF(X,™)|. (7.43)

i=1 p=1

To handle the right hand side of (7.43) we establish the following Lemma.

Lemma 7. Fiz an positive integer q and k < 6. Suppose that property By_1 holds. Then there
exists some function gup(., z) such that for t € [0,1],u € {0,1},z € Sk

ZZ[ (1P (X" 2)1)) = Elgap(X{), )] = O((n290)% + [EL(X, 2) ), (7.44)

with the matriz L(X!, 2) = <]Fab(Xt 2)| q) .
1<a,b<n+p

Lemma 7 immediately implies that for z € S

/4

ZZ[ (1F(X (e 2)P7) ~ E(|Fa(X (" >2q)} = O((*"* )™ + [EL(X', 2)||oc). (745

i=1 p=1

To apply the above results we need the following Gronnwall’s inequality.

Lemma 8. Suppose that (t) is nonnegative and continuous and u(t) is continuous. If for any

t € R, a(t) is nondecreasing and u(t) satisfies the following equality

t
+ /0 B(s)u(s)ds

u(t) < at) exp (/Ot ﬁ(s)ds).

then

To apply Gronnwall’s inequality it is observed that

a a
= m E|F,, (X! 2‘7) < m “EIEF 2q.
ot ( 138@%% Fa (X5, 2) 1<s t%ﬂo ot Fup(XE, 2)

From (7.43) and (7.45) we see that

OE|F (X1, 2)|%
ot

if Fin (7.43) is taken as |Fy (-, 2)|?4. Gronnwall’s inequality and (7.40) imply that

= O((n**¥)* + ||EL(X", ) o0)

OE|F (X1, 2)|%
ot

< MP*0W)2 4 M| max  E|F,;, (X% 2)%) < M(n*0w)%
1<s,t<n+p

This, together with Lemma 6 and (7.40), implies that Lemma 4 holds. Similarly for future use we
would point out that if n?*W in (7.44) is replaced by n’®¥? and (7.40) is strengthened to

E(\Fab(XO, z)y2q) < (nw?)2 (7.46)
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then
E(]Fab(X, z)y2q) < (002, (7.47)

if the real part of z is outside the support.
What remains is to prove Lemma 7 and we below consider the case u = 1 only (v = 0 is similar).
We first develop a crude bound below so that we may use property By_1 in (7.35), which is the

assumption of Lemma 7.

Lemma 9. Suppose that property Bi_1 holds. Then for any unit vector v and w
(v.(G(2) = F())w) = O (n?)

for all z € S.

Proof. Recall the definition of n; in (7.34). Note that z; = E + in € Sy for 1=1,2,....L, when
z=FE +in € Sk_1. Hence (7.35) ensures that

SGyy(E + i) < |v]* + (v, I(E +in)v) < |v|?,
where the last < follows from (7.27). We conclude the proof by Lemma 10 below. O

Lemma 10. For any z € S and x, y € RP™, we have

(x,(G(2) - ) <n? Z Grx (B +im) + SGyy (E +im)) + [x[]y]-

Proof. The proof of this lemma follows that of Lemma 6.12 in [15] closely. It follows from (7.11)
and (7.27) that

Ui X Vv 2 Ui Vv 2
(G~ Fay) < 3 S 57 By

We evaluate the first term below and the second term can be handled similarly. We introduce the
indices subsets
G=Ak:m <|\—El<m}, (=01,.,L+1),

where 771 = 0 and 711 = 0o so that we can rewrite the first term as follows.

L+1
(x, Agvy,)? (x, Agvy,)?
PP
Consider the inner sum for [ € {1,2,..., L},
e, Al T (k ree, M= E +nl1
< 2n”’ SCrx(E + imi—1) < 2n°SCx(E + imp_1). (7.48)
-1
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Combining with the fact that ySGxx(E + iy) is nondecreasing function of y, we have

A 2
S PO 929G (B + im).

Next, we consider the cases 1=0 and 1=L+1.

(X Agvy)? (x, Agvk
Z <2 Z o P 5 < 2SGxx(E +1n) < 2n° SGxx(E +in).

ice, M=l rec, M= F
A A A — F A 2
S S s 3 SR < S e < S0l i)
ke€Crqq | k_z‘ keC +77L kGCL+1( r—E)?+n;

where we also use (7.3). O

It is observed that Lemma 9 holds for the interpolation random matrix X! as well because
from (7.41) one can see that the entries of X! are independent random variables with mean zero,

variance one and finite moment. Recall the definitions of J;,7 = 1,2 in (7.37). It follows that
[J1(GH(2) — F(2))IT ||oo < n?, for z in Sj. (7.49)

Below we further generalize it so that (7.49) still holds even if any entry X fu of G!(z) is replaced

by any other random variable of size not bigger than n~'/2. From (7.42) write

X[ = X(72 = (M — Ao)esey).

This, together with (7.4), yields that

t,A1 t,Ag A1—A
H(X ) = HXG) = Ay ™ (7.50)
where H(X(.Ml)) is obtained from H(X) in (7.4) with X replaced by Xl(t;i;) and
Al = )\(e“+pe A+ Aee W)) A= ( ufp-1/2 Ul o ) (7.51)

where and in the following e, is always (n 4+ p) x 1 and e; is p x 1. Applying the formula
Al —B7! = A~}(B - A)B~! repeatedly we further obtain the following resolvent formula for
any H € N |

)h+( )H—‘rth)q (A)\l )\QGt)\Q H+l

G <>) , o (7.52)

H
t)\l . t)\z h t,A2 A1—A t, A2
G = G +h§_:1 )" G (A@b "Gy

recalling the definition of Gzzif) below (7.42). Here and below we drop the variable z when there is

no confusion but one should keep in mind that z € Sk.

Lemma 11. Suppose that \ is a random variable and satisfies |\| < n=Y2. Then

I3(G) = F)IF llow < 0. (7.53)
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Proof. Recall (7.27)

|F|| < 1.
It is easy to see that
Al < M,
which implies that
HA H < M. (7.54)

We next apply (7.52) with Ay = A\, H = 11 and A2 = X}, so that G = G!. We conclude from

(i)

(7.49) that

INGEE+ 1G5 < n®
Note that [A; — Ao < n~1/2. Similar to the first inequality in (7.29), G’Z’Zi‘;) can be bounded by the
imaginary part of z, i.e. Gili‘f) = O<(n). Summarizing the above we conclude Lemma 11. O

In order to simplify the notations, recalling (7.37) we define

7y \4
T ) = [Fu(XE) P = (X (X))

(ip
where we omit some parameters. By Lemma 11 and (7.52) one can easily get the following Lemma.

Lemma 12. Suppose that \ is a random variable and satisfies |\| < n=Y2. Then for any fized

integer k we have

FE 0] < n@ath), (7.55)

where f((;;))()\) denotes the kth derivative of f(;,)(\) with respect to .

From Taylor’s expansion and (7.55) when |A| < /2 we have

T = 3 755 (0) + O(929). (7.56)

It follows from Lemma 12 and (7.39) that

’XU" )
E|Fap(X ;)27 = B Fap (X ()1 = E i (X) = Ef i) (0) (7.57)
8
-1 g4 zq: LR 0 OEXLYE + 0 (3%)
2(m +mn —p) @ T L 1 0n) i ’

where we use E(Xz%i)k =0,k =1,3. To show (7.44), it suffices to prove that

/2 Z ZEfW O((n*P0)% + ||E|F(X")[*)|0) (7.58)

i=1 p=1
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for k=4,...,8q. At this moment we would like to point out that E| gab(XE’Z.(:L))Pq in (7.44) equals
1
t,0 \|2¢q (2)
B Pl (X )17 + 2(m +n —p) Elia ©)

We will not prove (7.58) directly. Instead we will prove the following claim in order to obtain

a self-consistent estimation of X!. We claim that if
P n
_ k
n K23 SV ES) (XL) = O((n299)% + [E|F(XY) )|, (7.59)
=1 p=1
is true for k=4,...,16q, then (7.58) holds for k=4,...,8q. Indeed, in order to apply (7.59) to prove
(7.58) we denote f(;,y) and X}, by f and X respectively for simplicity. Similar to (7.57), by (7.55)

we have
16g—1 EXk
Ef(l)(o) — Ef(l) (X) — Z Ef(l+k) (O)T + O (nl/271/278q+406q). (7.60)
k=1 :
It follows from (7.60) that
EX k1
Ef(k)(o) — Ef(k)(X) _ Z Ef(k+k1)(0) o +O<(nk/2—1/2—8q+405q)
1-
k+12:112§116q
EX#
— Ef(k) (X) — Ef(kﬂm)(X)i
k+kq<16q
EXFk EXF2 e
+ Z Ef(k+k1+k2)(0) T O<(nk/2 1/2 8q+406q)
k+’l:11f’322§116q
16—k ]:EXkZ
= ... = Z (=1)" Z ]Ef(k-i-z:ki)(X)H o +O<(nk/2—1/2—8q+405q)'
=0 o ety i

This, together with (7.22) and the definition of ¥ in (7.8), implies (7.58) immediately, as claimed.
It then suffices to prove (7.59). Recall that
X!
O (1 (X))
o(X},)"r ’

i (Xh) =

X!
where Fy(+) is given in (7.37). Since X! = X?m)“‘ is the only matrix we focus on we below use
X = (X;,) instead of X' = (X},) to simplify notation because the entries of both of them have

bounded higher moments. To prove (7.59) we need to study (7.61).

7.1.3 Estimate of higher order derivatives (7.61) in (7.59)

We first look at the higher order derivatives of (J1F(2)J1),, with respect to X;,. Noting that F(2)
is a 3 x 3 block matrix we need to analyze the derivatives of (J1F(z)J2 )4, block by block. It turns
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out that the higher order derivatives of (J1F(2)J%),, are quite complicated even if we analyze them
block by block. Fortunately, as will be seen, the exact expressions of the higher order derivatives
of (J1F(2)J¥), are not important. Moreover we claim an important fact that the higher order

derivatives of F(z) with respect to X;, can be generated by some sum or products of (part of)

T
o

recalling I'(X) = (U XXTUJ)~! simple calculations indicate that

common matrices Uy, Us, X, e;e eueiT, X, T'(X) (we call these common matrices atoms). Indeed,

OXXT
Xy,

ar(X)
0X,

= Xeue! +ee X" = -T'(X)(U2Xe el Uy + Useie, X U3 )T(X).  (7.62)

It’s easy to see that the first derivative of each block of F(z) with respect to X;,, can be constructed
by sum or products of these atoms. Assuming that the kth derivative of each block of F(z) is
constructed by these atoms we find that the (k + 1)th derivative of each block of F(z) is also
constructed by these atoms by (7.62). Based on the above fact we can describe the higher order

derivatives of (J1F(2)J1),, easier. By dropping eieg and ey el from the atoms we define the set

Q(k) = {The matrices constructed from sum or product of (part of) Uj, Uq, X, X, I'(X)}.
(7.63)
Any kth order derivative of each block of F(z) with respect to X;, belongs to some product(s)
I oreyel.
Lemma 3 and (7.3) imply that [|[I'(X)|| < M and |[|XX*|| < M with high probability. Recalling

(7.26), in view of the arguments above we conclude that for any Q € Q(k),

between some matrices in Q(k) and e;e

Q[ <1 (7.64)

and the cardinality of Q(k) satisfies |Q(k)| < M(k), where M(k) is a constant depending on k.
Moreover, for the function 7, (X), if 7,(X) is differentiated, then by simple and tedious calculations,
from the definition of the smooth cutoff function, (7.15) and (7.16) we have

DI, Tu(X)| <0 (7.65)
and
‘ED{M%(X)‘ <n (7.66)

for any positive integer 1 and sufficient large n. The above properties about 7, (X) and the matrices
belonging to Q(k) are enough for our proof below and we don’t need to investigate the precise
expression.

We next look at the higher order derivatives of (J1G(2)J3)a, with respect to X;,. To charac-
terize its higher order derivative conveniently we define group g of size k to be the set of paired
indices:

g ={aib1,a2b2, -, apt1bp+1},
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where each of {a;,b;,j =1,--- ,k+1} equals one of four letters s, ¢, 4, (1+p). Here we would remind
readers that the size of group ¢ is defined to be k instead of (k+1) in order to simplify the argument
below. Denote the size of the group g by k = k(g) and introduce the set &, = {g : k(g9) = k}
consisting of groups of size k. Moreover, we require each group in &; to satisfy three conditions

specified below:
(i) a1 = a and bgyr1 = b.
(ii) For [ € [2,k + 1] we have a; € {i,pu+ p} and b1 € {i, u+ p}.
(iii) For k € [1, k] we have bj_1a; € {i(u+ p), (n+ p)i}.

As will be seen, groups g are connected with the high order derivatives of (J1G(2)J2)s.

7
Moreover write F(z) = > F;(z) where each F;(z) corresponds to a non-zero block of F(z). As
j=1

before, to characterize the higher order derivative of each block conveniently we define groups g¥/)

of size k to be the set of paired indices:

(

g J) — {ajibji, ajabja, - - ,aj(k+1)bj(k+1)}a

where each sj, and tj, equals s,t,4, 4. Moreover introduce the set &;; = {gV) : k(gV)) = k}

consisting of groups of size k. We require each group in &;; to satisfy conditions:
(i) aj1 = a and bj(j41) = b.
(ii) For [ € [2,k + 1] we have aj; € {i,u} and b;;_q) € {4, u}-
(iii) For k € [1, k] we have b;;_1ya; € {ip, pi}.

As will be seen groups gU) are linked to the high order derivatives of (J1F(2)J% )y
We below associate a random variable Ba7b7i7u(g,g(1),-'- ,g(7)) with each group g,¢%,j =
1,---,7. When k(g) = k(1)) = 0 we define

Bapin(g,9Y, - 9) = (311G (2)ID) 0y — (J1F(2)IT) ap-

When k(g) > 1 and k(g\9)) > 1, define

Ba,b,i,u,Rg).“ koR11,. Tk (g, 9(1)7 ceey 9(7)> = Ca,b,i,,u,ng..‘ kR, Th+1 (gv g(l)a e 79(7))) (767)

7
(Jlel)(ajlbjl) (Rj2)(“j2bj2)'” (Rjk)(ajkbjk) (Rjk+1Jg)(ajk+lbjk+l)’
j=1

with

Ca,b,i,,u,ng.“ o RAL,o 741 (gv 9(1)7 M) 9(7))) = (JlGAB)(mbl) (RZ)(azbz) "'(Rk)(akbk)(A4GJ5)(ak+1bk+1)7
(7.68)
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where R;(2 < j < n) has the expression of R; = A;GA;5 with Ay € {1, A}, A5 € {1, AT} and the
non-zero block R j; belongs to Q(k) in (7.63). Moreover the selection of 1 and A in A4 and Aj is sub-

ject to the constraint that the total number of A and A” contained in BabipRo,... 1 Rit i1 (g, g, ..

is k. One should also notice that if k(g) = 1, the terms R; will disappear. It follows from (7.64)
that
IRll < 1. (7.69)

It is easy to see that

0G
OXW

(one may see (7.50) for the derivative ). We first demonstrate how to apply the above definitions

~G(eupe; A+ Aleie) )G, (7.70)

about groups ¢¥) and B,Lb,@MRQ’W’kﬁu’,n’mﬂ(g,g(l), ...,9(7)) and hence write

oF T T
W ([(JIG(Z)JQ Jab — (J1F(2)J5 )ab]'ﬁl(X)> (7.71)

= (—1)* > BapipRo.. pRis ziss (990 g T(X) + 04(0),

9eB,,, g(J)eesjk

|
kS
I
»
B

where the term O (0) comes from the derivative on 7, (X) by (7.65), (7.29) and (7.27). To simplify

the notations, we furthermore omit Ry... g, Rll’_“”?k;_i_l,g(l), <., ¢'7) in the sequel and write
Ba7b7i,u(g) = Ba,b7i7M7R2’... ,k,R11,... JTk+1 (g7 9(1)7 e 9(7))7 (772)
Ca,b,i,u(g) = Ca,b,’i,u,Rz’... ,klel,-»- JTk+1 (gv 9(1)7 R g(7))7 (773)

(here one should notice that the sizes of g and gU) are the same according to definition (7.67)).

More generally we furthermore have

sy (1Fw(X)P) = (—1F Y (7.74)

Zr<k'r+l~€r) k

q -
x T1( > 2 Baiu(9r) Ba,bin(3r) T (X)) + 0<(0),
r=1 gre€®y, UG 1 Gre®; U L
R;i=2,..., k ﬁ‘z i=2,...,k
R d=1,.T=1,... . k+1 " el B

where g, € &, U &, means that the groups associated with the derivatives of G(z) belong to
&y, and the groups associated with the derivatives of F(z) belong to &, . In view of (7.74) and
(7.61) to prove (7.59) it then suffices to show that

/2 ZZE H Bapin(9) Bapia G0 T2(X) | = O((n**0)% 4 |[E|F(X)*]|c),  (7.75)
i=1 p=1 r=1
for 4 <k < 16¢ and groups g, € &y, UGy, gr € & UG ;. satisfying >, (k(g,) + k(gr)) = k. To

simplify notations, we drop complex conjugates (which will complicate the notations but the proof
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is the same) from the left hand side of (7.75). Without loss of generality, suppose there are (2q-1)
terms such that k(g,) = 0 and denote each of them by go. (7.75) reduces to

02 S E (B g0)- lHBab,Z#(gr)fr (X)| = O((n* %) + [E|F(X)[]), (7.76)

i=1 p=1 r=1

for 4 < k < 16q and groups g, € &, U &, satisfying > k(g,) = k and k(go) = 0.
To estimate the left hand of (7.76), we introduce the notations

Hi = Hui + Havi, Hii = [(J1GA)ail + [(ATGI)is, Habi = Z (|(J1R)ail + [(RID)in]),
ReQ(k)

Hy=Hip+ Hap, Hip = ‘(JlG)a(u+p)| + ‘(GJg)(u+p)b’7 Hap = Z (’(JlR)au‘ + ‘('RJ;)“@‘,
ReQ(k)

where the lower indices i and p at J1R and RJZ respectively represent the index i, i +p—m, i +p,
and p, pt+p—mn or s+ p depending on which block we consider (or differentiate). By (7.53), (7.27)
and (7.64) we have

Hi+H, < n%. (7.77)

Moreover for g, € &, U &y, , we similarly obtain from (7.53), (7.27), (7.64) and definition (7.67)
that

|Ba,b,i,u(gr)| = n25(1€(g)+1), (778)
(recall k(g) = k(g")) from definition (7.67)). Likewise, for k(g) > 1, we have
| Babigu(9r)] = (HF + Hp)n>Elor) =0, (7.79)
while k(g)=
[ Bab,iu(gr)| < Hity. (7.80)

When k < 20 — 2 there must exist at least 2 g,’s satisfying k(g,) = 1 because Zf»:l k(gr) =k <
2] — 2. It follows from (7.78) and (7.80) that

l
Busig0) ™ [T Basaslonl < w260 E2100) (106 > 20— 1)(32 +72)
r=1
v oI(k<2— 2)%?%3). (7.81)

Recalling the notation A in (7.51) we have ||AAT|| < M. In view of (7.64) it is easy to see that

p n
S ML+ MHE, < ndh+ ndy, (7.82)
1= =1
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p n
SOHL+ Y HL <L (7.83)
ioraorb a or p

where 7 or a or b means the summation over either 7 or a or b and

g2 SUGT)ua+ 1
a nn 9

with J € £ defined in (7.37). This implies that
S OHT+ D M < nel +ndp. (7.84)

From (7.22) and (7.25)

. SUFI)aa + SU(G ~F)I Vo 1, Sm+ SI(G — F)I)ug
¢ nn nn '

Recalling the definition of ¥ in (7.8) we conclude that
0 < W(V + Fua(X)). (7.85)
By (7.13), (7.26), (7.28), (7.30), the definition of 7,(X) and definition (7.67) we have
| Babiu(90) Babiu(gr) Tu(X)| < 0. (7.86)
From (7.81), (7.84), (7.86) and (7.39) the left hand side of (7.76) is bounded in absolute value by
2 OO 20 ) [ > 20— 1)(62 4+ 63) + 1k <20 =264+ 6] +n7P. (787

Set
F}' = FM + F + Fy.
We conclude from (7.85)-(7.86) and (7.39) that the left hand side of (7.76) is bounded in absolute

value by

n3 0 (WR2E RN X) + ORI X)) 40P, it k> 201,

(7.88)
1 30(k-+1) <\1,k:EF12qfl(X) + \yk—QEFE‘F”z(X)) +n P, if k<2l—2.
Since | < k (7.88) is further bounded by
(n245\1,)k:—2EF12(I*l(X) + (n246\lj)k—3EF12q7l+1(X) + ’I’L_D, if k>20—1, (7 89)

(n2VOWEFXTHX) + (20 0)F2EF2 (X)) 40D i k< 20— 2.
This ensures that the left hand side of (7.88) is bounded in absolute value by
(n245\IJ)I}EF12(I*l(X) + (n245\1,)l—1]EF12CI*H*1(X) + (n245\lj)l—2[(l 2 3)EF12(1*I+2(X) + TL_D, (790)
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where we use the facts that K > [+ 2 when & > 4 and kK > 2] — 1 and that ¥k > [l and [ > 3
when k < 21 — 2 and k > 4. When [ > 2, (7.76) follows from (7.90), the facts that (E|X|")Y/" is a
nondecreasing function of r and that n=" < (n?°W)27 for sufficiently large D. For example

2q—1+2 -2

(n24‘5\11)l_2EF12q*”2(X) < (E(quflJrZ(X)) 2q2£zl+2) 2q ((n245\1,)2q) 2q (7.91)
2q—14+2+1-2
< (B(FX)) + (n20wy2)
When | = 1, the first term can be handled similarly and the second term directly implies (7.76).
Thus we have proved (7.19) in Theorem 7.1.

7.2 Local law (7.20)

This subsection is to prove (7.20) in Theorem 7.1, i.e.
1
Im,, (2) —m(2)| < s (7.92)
As pointed out in the paragraph containing (7.32), (7.92) holds when the underlying distribution
of X;; of X is the standard Gaussian distribution. Moreover, we need to use the interpolation
method to prove (7.20) for the general distributions as in proving (7.19). However we do not need
induction on the imaginary part of z unlike before due to existence of (7.19).
In order to prove (7.92) it suffices to show that
1
Iy, (2) = m(2)[Tn(X) < 200 (7.93)

As in (7.37) we introduce the notation F2¢(X, z) as follows
R 1 &
(X, 2) = lm, (2) — m(z) PAT2(X) = | 3 Gia(2) — m(2)T2(X).
k
Checking on Lemmas 4, 6, 7, (7.45) and (7.59) in the last section we only need to show

p n
0 A .
—h/2 E| () F2(X,2)| = O((n" 92)% + | F21(X > 4 94
n ;; (8Xw) (X, 2)| = O((n° W)™ + [F(X, 2)[|0), k= (7.94)
where § is sufficiently small so that n% is smaller than n® before (7.93) due to the definition of
the partial order. Applying the definition of B, ; , in the previous section with J; = Js = 1 and
a = b =k, it suffices to show that
2q

Y Y E]]

i=1 p=1 h=1

— O((n*0*) + |[EF™(X, 2) | )- (7.95)

1 m
o Z Bi ki (9n)
k=1

Notice that (7.19) holds uniformly for any unit determinant vectors v, w and z € S. This, together
with (7.85), implies that
P2 < U2,
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We then conclude from (7.81) and (7.84) that
1 m
- > Bikiplgn) = ¥, for g(w) > 1. (7.96)
k=1
For future use, recalling (7.68) and (7.73) we also obtain from (7.83) and (7.96)

1 m
- ch7k7i7ﬂ(gh) <v% for g(w)>1. (7.97)
k=1

As in (7.81) we then have

l m
1 & B 1 o
=D Brkin(90)* ™ [ — D Brwinlor)] < F217(X, 2) 0.
k=1 r=1 k=1

(7.95) and hence (7.20) then follow via (7.39) and an argument similar to (7.91).

7.3 Convergence rate on the right edge and universality
7.3.1 Convergence rate on the right edge

The aim of this subsection is to prove the following Lemma.

Lemma 13. Denote by A1 the largest eigenvalue of A in (7.1). Under conditions of Theorem 2.1,
N _2
)‘1_,“m20<(n 3)'

Proof. The approach is similar to that in [8], ([19]) and [4]. Checking on the proof of Theorem 4.1
in [4] carefully, we find that (ii) in Theorem 4.1 in [4] and hence the lower bound of A; of Lemma
13 still hold in our case because of (7.23) and (7.32). It then suffices to prove that for any small

positive constant 7
A1 < fign +n 23T (7.98)
holds with high probability. Note that by (7.3) and Lemma 3
Al < M (7.99)

with high probability for sufficient large positive constant M (here one should notice that |[D~!|| <
M with high probability due to (6.2) and (6.3)). For a suitably small 7, set z = E + in and
k = |E — fi| where E € [fi, +n =237 fi,, + 771] and n = n~Y/2-7/4x1/4 By Lemma 2.3 of [4],

we have

1
T« (7.100)

Sm =<
K+n nn

where < means much less than.
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We furthermore claim that with high probability
1
Im,, —m| < - (7.101)
Indeed, (7.101) holds when X reduces to X° due to (4.6) in [4], (7.100) and (7.32). For the general
distributions, (7.101) follows from (7.94) and (7.47). It follows from (7.100) and (7.101) that with
high probability

Moreover note that with high probability

Y I(E-n< X\ <E+n) < MmS(m,) < 1.
7

As a consequence there is no eigenvalue in [E' — 7, E + 7] with high probability. This, together with
(7.99), ensures (7.98).
O

7.3.2 Universality

The aim of this subsection is to prove (ii) of Theorem 2.1. By (6.12) and (6.13), it suffices to
prove edge universality at the rightmost edge of the support fi,,. In other words, the asymptotic
distribution of A\; is not affected by the distribution of the entries of X under the 3rd moment
matching condition. Similar to theorem 6.4 of [8], we first show the following green function

comparison theorem.

Theorem 7.2. There exists g > 0. For any € < €qg, set n = n*2/3*6, FE1, Es € R with E1 < Es
and

\E1 — fim|, | B2 — fim| < n=2/3%,

Suppose that K : R — R is a smooth function with bounded derivatives up to fifth order. Then
there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for large enough n

E2 E2
\EK(n/ Smxi(z + in)dz) — IEK(n/ Smxo(z + in)dz)| < n~?, (7.102)
E1 El

(see Definition 1 or (2.8) for X1 and XO).

Proof. Unlike [15], [8] and [3] we use the interpolation method (7.43), which is succinct and powerful

when proving green function comparison theorem. In view of (7.15) and (7.16) we have

E E
EK (n / " S (@ + in)dz) — EK (n / " Simgo(@ + in)da)| =
E £y
1EQ E2
’EK(n/ %mxl(xﬂ'nm(xl)dx)—EK(n/ Smxo(x + in)Tn(X0)dz)| + O(n™1).
E1 El

(7.103)
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Applying (7.43) with F(X) = K(n fgf Smx (x + in)Tn(X)) we only need to bound the following

m. p
> [Eg Eg(X),)], (7.104)
i=1 p=1
where
Bz X,
Uy Cx . [t ) _
9(Xi,) = K(n /E1 \ngf;;}L (x + zn)ﬁl(X(iu) )dx), uw=0,1.

As in (7.56) and (7.57), we use Taylor’s expansion up to order five to expand two functions
g(XgL), u = 0,1 at the point 0. Then take the difference of the Taylor’s expansions of g(XZ?L), u =

0,1. By the 3rd moments matching condition it then suffices to bound the fourth derivative

Z > Mymax|K0(e |EH ( / mich (@ +in)Tu(X() dx), (7.105)
r=1 ky,...kr€Ny (w)
k4. +kr=4
and the fifth derivative corresponding to the remainder of integral form
, e
fz > M max\K )(x yEH ( /E t{m (a4 i) Tn(X ;0 ™) d:n), (7.106)
r=1 ky,..,kr€Ny 1 (i)

ky+..4hr=4

where M, is a constant depending on r only, mglzz)o () denotes the k;th derivative with respect to
(ip)
XY
Xj, and 0 < 6 < 1. Here we ignore the terms involving the derivatives of %(Xziu) ) due to (7.15),
(7.16) and (7.28).

To investigate (7.105) and (7.106) we claim that it suffices to prove that
Eo
g/
£y
where k£ > 1. Indeed, if (7.107) holds then (7.107) still holds if Xl-lu is replaced by HX}H by checking
on the argument of (7.107). We then conclude that the facts that (7.105) < (n%+€\112) and that

(7.106) < (n*%+é+6\112) follow from Lemma 5, (7.28) and an application of (7.56).
By (7.68) and (7.97) we have for k > 1

dm) < (n3tew?), (7.107)

w. X1
‘m(k) (x +in)Th(X .’X”‘) < 02,

u. X}, (ip)

which implies that (7.107) < (n%+6\112). Here we would point out that the derivatives m(ki w1 ()
. X"

are of the form L >~ Cj 1 ,.(gp) from (7.67), (7.68), (7.71), (7.73), (7.94) and (7.95). By Lemma
k=1

2.3 of [4] we have

V2= —— = O(n5T/2).
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Summarizing the above we have shown that

FEo E>
|EK(n/ Smx1 (z + in)dr) — EK(n/ Smxo(z + in)dx)| < n=at2e
E1 El
The proof is complete by choosing an appropriate e. ]

In order to prove the Tracy-Widom law, we need to connect the probability P(A; < E) with
Theorem 7.2.

By Lemma 13 we can fix E* < n™ 3 such that it suffices to consider A\ < fi,,, + E*. Choosing

= v

2
3

|E — [im| <n73,m= n~37% and | = 2n_%_5, then for some sufficiently small constant € > 0 and

sufficiently large constant D, there exists a constant ng(e, D) such that

n [AmTE n  [PAmt+E
EK(— / Smxi(x +in)dr) <P\ < E) <EK(— / Smxi (z + in)dz) +n P,
T JE- T JE+

(7.108)

where n > ng(e, D) and K is a smooth cutoff function satisfying the condition of K in Theorem
7.2. We omit the proof of (7.108) because it is a standard procedure and one can refer to [8] or
Corollary 5.1 of [4] for instance. Combining (7.108) with Theorem 7.2 one can prove Tracy-Widom’s
law directly (see the proof of Theorem 1.3 of [3]).
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