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Abstract

Hotelling’s T-squared test is a classical tool to test if the normal mean of a multi-
variate normal distribution is a specified one or the means of two multivariate normal
means are equal. When the population dimension is higher than the sample size, the
test is no longer applicable. Under this situation, in this paper we revisit the tests pro-
posed by Srivastava and Du (2008), who revise the Hotelling’s statistics by replacing
Wishart matrices with their diagonal matrices. They show the revised statistics are
asymptotically normal. We use the random matrix theory to examine their statistics
again and find that their discovery is just part of the big picture. In fact, we prove
that their statistics, decided by the Euclidean norm of the population correlation ma-
trix, can go to normal, mixing chi-squared distributions and a convolution of both.
FExamples are provided to show the phase transition phenomenon between the normal
and mixing chi-squared distributions. The second contribution of ours is a rigorous
derivation of an asymptotic ratio-unbiased-estimator of the squared Euclidean norm of

the correlation matrix.
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1 Introduction

Among many statistical hypothesis testing problems, the Hotelling’s T? tests (Hotelling,
1931) are classic ones to study if the mean of a multivariate normal distribution is equal to
the given one, or if the means of two normal distributions are equal. Let us quickly review
the two problems. First, assume {X,---,X,} is a random sample from a p-dimensional
normal distribution N,(u, ), where p is the mean vector and ¥ is the covariance matrix.
Consider the test Hy : pu = 0 versus H; : pu # 0. The Hotelling T2 test statistic is defined by
T? = (X — ,u)TS_l(X — 1), where X and S are the sample mean and the sample covariance
matrix. For the two population test, assume that {X;, -, X} for i = 1,2 are two
independent random samples from N,(p,,>) and N,(u,, 3), respectively. We aim to test
Hy: py = py versus Hy : gy # po. The corresponding Hotelling’s T2 test statistic is given
by M2 (X — XQ)TS_l(Xl — X,) where X, is the sample mean vector of the i-th sample

n1+n2

and S is the pooled sample covariance matrix.

As a consequence of the likelihood ratio test, the above two Hotelling 72 tests have
very nice properties. For example, for the one-sample test, 72 is invariant under linear
transformations. Also, T2 is a uniformly most powerful test under the general linear group;

see, for example, p. 211 from Muirhead (1982) or p. 190 from Anderson (2003).

Despite its important role in classical statistics, Hotelling’s 7 have some limitations.
First, in order to guarantee that the sample covariance matrix is invertible, the sample size
have to be larger than the population dimension. These are not true for some modern data
in which the population dimension is larger or even much larger than the sample size. For
example, for DNA microarray data, thousands of gene expression levels are often measured
on a small number of subjects. From http://genomics-pubs.princeton.edu/oncology/,
which is a popular colon dataset, one can see p = 2000, n; = 22 and ny = 40. Second, as
Bai and Saranadasa (1996) have showed, the Hotelling two-sample test is inconsistent as the

population dimension and the sample size are comparable.


http://genomics-pubs.princeton.edu/oncology/

To accommodate data with the feature of large p small n for the above one-sample and
two-sample testing problems, Dempster (1958, 1960) study the so-called “non-exact” test.
Bai and Saranadasa (1996) construct a new test statistic by removing the inverse matrix
from the definition of T2 given earlier. Starting from this century, investigators begin to
conceive new test statistics. Srivastava and Du (2008), Srivastava (2009), Chen and Qin
(2010), and Dong et al. (2016) replace the inverse of the sample covariance matrix by mild
quantities. Lopes et al. (2011) and Srivastava et al. (2016) use a sort of dimension reduction
method to lower the population dimension and then use Hotelling’s 72 tests. For data with a
certain of sparse nature, Cai et al. (2014) establish tests by measuring the maximum compo-
nentwise mean difference of appropriately transformed observations. Other research related
to sparsity can be seen from Zhong et al. (2013), Chen et al. (2014), Wang et al. (2015),
Gregory et al. (2015) and Guo and Chen (2016). The researchers Biswas and Ghosh (2014),
Chang et al. (2017), Chakraborty and Chaudhuri (2017), and Xue and Yao (2020) consider
the above test under non-normal assumptions. Other contributions include Park and Ayyala
(2013) and Wu et al. (2006) for the consideration of scale-invariant tests and Gretton et al.
(2012) for a kernel-based discrepancy measure. Feng et al. (2016) work on a two-sample
location problem via a multivariate-sign-based high-dimensional test. Xu et al. (2016) and
Zhang et al. (2020a) construct test statistics for the two-sample test problem by /,-norm. Re-
cently, built upon Chen et al. (2011), the authors (Li et al., 2020) investigate the Hotelling’s
T? by a ridge-regularized method. Zhang et al. (2020b) extend the tests by Wu et al. (2006)
and Zhang et al. (2020a) through a modification of the test by Srivastava and Du (2008).

In this paper, we will revisit the procedure by Srivastava and Du (2008) for the one-
sample and two-sample problems of testing means. We will briefly review them next and

state our motivation.



Let {X3, -+, X,} be arandom sample from a p-dimensional normal distribution N, (p, X)

with correlation matrix R. The sample mean and the sample covariance matrix defined by

_ 1 <& . _

X=-) X;and S=-> (X;- X)(X;, - X)". (1)

n
i=1 i=1
Let D be the diagonal matrix of S and R be the sample correlation matrix defined by
R = DY/2SD~'/2. For the testing problem Hy : = 0 vs H; : p # 0, Srivastava and Du
(2008) propose the following test statistic.
nX DX — pn—1)(n—3)"!
V20r(R2) — p2(n — 1)1

Under certain conditions, they show Tsp converges to a normal distribution.

(2)

Tsp =

For two population case, the test is Hy : p; = py vs Hy @ py # po. Assume that
{Xi, -, X} for i = 1,2 are two independent random samples from N,(p,,¥) and
N,(py, X), respectively. Let X; be the sample mean for the i-th sample and S be the pooled

sample covariance matrix defined by

S - ny _T_nz [Z(le - Xl)(le - XI)T + Z(X2j - Xg)(ng — XQ)T] . (3)

Assume D is the diagonal matrix of S and R = D~%/2SD~'/2 is the pooled sample correlation

matrix. Srivastava and Du (2008) consider the following statistic defined by

ning X o X T]j—l X _ X _ (n1+n2—2)P
TZQD: n1+n2( 1 2) ( 1 2) ni+nga—4 ) (4)

Under certain conditions, they show T, converges to a normal distribution. In fact, to

improve the convergence speeds, they actually add a term ¢, ,, = 1+ HI‘)(SI/{; ) under the squared

roots in the denominators of Tsp and T¢,, respectively. Based on their assumptions, ¢,
goes to one. However, we will study a more general case in which ¢,, may not go to one,
and sometimes it even goes to infinity. This is the reason we dump the term ¢, ,, from both

Tsp and T§, respectively.



Evidently, Tsp and T¢,, have a nice property of scale-invariance, i.e., they are not changed
if data are multiplied by a constant. Also, they can be directly computed. Our motivation
in this paper to reexamine the tests by Srivastava and Du (2008) has three folds. (a) The
conditions to guarantee the central limit theorems of Tsp and T¢,, are somehow stringent;
see (8). Also the sample size and population dimension have to satisfy that p = o(n?). To
make the method more applicable, we hope to relax the condition imposed on 3 as well as
that p on n. (b) We would like to understand an interesting observation by Zhang et al.
(2020b) from their simulation: the distribution of T¢,, sometimes looks like a normal curve,
and other times it looks like a chi-square curve. (c) We plan to give a rigorous proof of the
major ingredient of this theory, that is, an asymptotic ratio-unbiased-estimator of tr(R?),

where R is the population correlation matrix of N,(u, X) aforementioned.

Now we state our findings. For (a), we have obtained the asymptotic distributions of
Tsp and T§p, for arbitrary 3 in Theorems 1 and 2, respectively. In particular, Theorem 1
holds for two extreme cases: the independent case with R = I, and the most dependent case,
i.e., all entries of the population vector are identical. Our theory says the restriction on p
and n will be p = o(n?) if the entries of the population vector are not far from independent.
However, for dependent or very dependent case, our conclusion holds as long as p is not
more than a polynomial order of n. For (b), we successfully understand the observation
by Zhang et al. (2020b). In fact, there are indeed transition phenomena of the limiting
distributions of Tsp and T¢,. They are sometimes normal, mixing chi-squared or the sum
of two independent random variables, one has normal distribution and the other has a
mixing chi-squared distribution. This can be quickly seen from (11) and (17). As for (c),
for arbitrary 3 we have proved rigorously that an asymptotic ratio-unbiased-estimator of
tr(R2) is tr(R2) — ’% in Theorem 3. Especially the theorem is true for two extreme cases:
Y} is diagonal or proportional to a matrix whose entries are all equal to 1. In addition, some
of our partial calculations and heuristics indicate that the above phase transition from the
Gaussian to mixing chi-squared distributions is possibly a universal phenomenon. We will

present three testing procedures to justify this claim.



The above solution is conducted through the understanding of the sample correla-
tion matrix R, a special random matrix, defined below (1). Unlike the Gaussian orhtog-
onal /unitary/symplectic ensemble or Wishart matrices, R lacks the orthogonal-invariant
property. As a consequence, investigating the sample correlation matrix always cost extra
energy than working on other popular matrices. We employ the machinery for R developed
by Jiang (2004), Jiang (2009), Cai et al. (2013), Jiang and Yang (2013), and Fan and Jiang
(2019). In particular, we extend the method conceived by Jiang (2004) and Fan and Jiang
(2019) to prove a weak law of large numbers for tr(f{Q) en route to obtain an asymptotic

ratio-unbiased-estimator. More elaboration are provided in Section 4.

The remaining of the paper is organized as follows. The one-sample mean and two-
sample mean problems are studied in Sections 2 and 3, respectively. In Section 4, we give
an asymptotic ratio-unbiased-estimator of tr(R?), which is more applicable than the one by
Srivastava and Du (2008) and Srivastava (2009) (their result lacks a rigorous proof although
it has been used in literature). The concluding remarks and discussions are presented in
Section 5, in which we particularly point out our findings on phase transitions between
normal and mixing chi-squared distributions may also exist for some other testing procedures.

Finally, the proofs are given in Section 6.

2 One Sample Mean Test for Large p and Small n

Let {X4,---,X,} be a random sample from N,(p, X). Consider the test that
Hy:p=0 versus Hy:p #0. (5)
Let D be the diagonal matrix of 3. Then the p x p population correlation matrix is
R =D 2xD~1/2 (6)

Similarly, let D be the diagonal matrix of S from (1). Then the sample correlation matrix

R is defined by

R =D"'2SD"/2 (7)



Srivastava and Du (2008) and Srivastava (2009) obtain a result on Tsp from (2) as follows.

Result 2.1 Assume n=O(p°), + <( <1 and

0 < lim TR

pP—0o0 p

<oo, i=1,234. (8)

If p =0 then Tsp — N(0,1) in distribution as p — 00.

A quick comment is that (8) holds automatically for : = 1 since all of the diagonal entries
of R are equal to 1, and hence tr(R) = p. In order to make approximation better, we now

revise the statistic Tsp slightly. Set
nX DX — pn(n—3)7!
Tpy = - .
V2l (®2) — p(p — (n — 1)1

(9)

We are doing so because, by Lemma 6.3, the major contribution of the mean of tr(f{z) is
tr(R2) + p(p — 1)(n — 1)~1. Also, by Theorem 3, tr(R?) — p(p — 1)(n —1)™* > 0 as n and p
are large enough. On the other hand, with probability one, tr(R2) — p(p — 1)(n —1)™" # 0
because tr(R?) is a continuous function of Gaussian random variables. A discussion between
T,1 and Tsp will be elaborated shortly. Review the Frobenius norm, sometimes also called
the Euclidean norm, ||A|r := [tr(ATA)]'/? for any matrix A. For mathematical rigor, we
assume the sample sizes n depends on p. According to Hu and Bai (2016), the behavior of the
statistic Tlsp is not known if 3 has spikes. The following gives a complete characterization

of the properties of T'sp and T},; in terms of the spikes of the correlation matrix R.

THEOREM 1 Suppose X1,---,X, is a random sample from N,(pu,X). Let R be the

correlation matriz as in (6) with eigenvalues Ay > --- > X\, > 0. Assume

(a) lim, o ”I’{\ﬁ =p; >0 foralli>1;

(b) im0 m =0 and lim,,_,, £z = 0 for some constant a > 0.
If w =0, then Tsp — b€y + % Sooo, pi(&2 — 1) in distribution, where &, &1, o, - -+ are i.i.d.
N(0,1) and b= (132, p})Y2. The same conclusion also holds for T, ,

)



Condition (a) considers the possibility that R may have spikes. If p; = 0, then p; =0
for every ¢ > 1 due to the monotonicity of p;, and we say there are no spikes in R. In this
situation we have T,; — N(0,1) by Theorem 1. Using essentially the Fatou lemma, we have
checked the given conditions actually imply > 7, p? < 1; see the proof of Lemma 4.2. If
Sooo, pi =1, then T, converges to a mixing chi-square distribution. If > ° p? € (0,1),
then the asymptotic distribution is a blend of a Gaussian distribution and a mixing chi-
squared distribution. Condition (b) characterizes the restriction between the sample size n
and population dimension p.

Observe that (8) with i = 3 implies that A3 < tr(R3?) = O(p). Thus, A, = O(p'/?).
Since all of the diagonal entries of R are identical to 1 then tr(R?) > p. This shows that
p1 = 0 where p; is from Theorem 1. Also, (8) with ¢ = 2 implies that |R|| and /p have

the same order, thus — 0 as p — oo. This together with the condition “n = O(p°),

p
n|[R|F
1 < ¢ <71 implies (b) from Theorem 1. So our theorem is more general than Result 2.1 by

Srivastava and Du (2008).

Let X1,---, X, be a random sample from an AR(1) model with R = (v/"=7) and the
absolute values of v = 7, staying away from 1. By using the Gersgorin disc theorem [see,
e.g., p. 344 from Horn and Johnson (2012)], the largest eigenvalue or R is of order O(1).
Hence condition (a) of Theorem 1 holds with p; = 0. If condition (b) also holds, then both
Tsp and T, go to the standard normal distribution. The same conclusion is also valid for
a banded correlation matrix R = (r;;) with r;; = 0 for [j —i| > ¢ where t = ¢, = o(\/D).
In this case, the largest eigenvalue or R is of order o(,/p). Similar results can be obtained
for other patterned matrices including Toeplitz matrices, Hankel matrices and symmetric

circulant matrices; see, e.g., Brockwell et al. (2016).

Now let us look at some special features of Theorem 1. First, we do not need the
population matrix 3 to be invertible as required in Hotelling’s T2 test (Hotelling, 1931).
The largest discrepancy between n and p from Srivastava and Du (2008) is that p = o(n?).
Our range is that p can be at any polynomial order of n provided p = o(n||R||r). If the

entries of the population vector are not very far from independence, in the sense that ||R| ¢



is in the order of \/p, then the restriction p = o(n||R||r) is reduced to p = o(n?). In the
case that the entries of the population vector are very dependent such that ||R|F is in the
order of p, then p is allowed to take any polynomial order of n. To convince our readers
for the dependent case and to make further discussions, we next study two extreme cases:
independence and most dependence. The derivation of the results below does not use any

techniques and steps from the proof of Theorem 1.

PROPOSITION 1 Let Xy,---,X, be a random sample from N,(p,X) with p = 0. As-

sume n =mn, — 00 as p — 0o. The following hold.

(i) Let all of the p* entries of ¥ be identical. Then both Tsp and T,; converge to

%[Xz(l) — 1] in distribution as p — oo regardless of the relative speeds of n and p.

(i1) Let 3 be a diagonal matriz whose diagonal entries are all positive, equivalently,
R =1, Then

(

1, if p/n* = 0;
Tsp = ¢ n++/h/2, ifp/n*— h; (10)
00, if p/n? — oo

in distribution, where n ~ N(0,1). However, T,,; — N(0,1) as p — oo regardless of the
speeds of n and p going to infinity.

In case (i) we see Theorem 1 holds without the assumption that p = o(n?) for some

constant @ > 0. The conclusion for case (ii) says that the condition lim, . m =0

in Theorem 1 is sharp, and 7, ; is better than Tsp. In particular, we do not need the

assumption limy, = 0 to assure T,,; — N(0,1). This is simply a coincidence because

D
n|[R|[F

of the special structure of 3 or R. The condition lim,_, = 0 is essentially required

p
n|[R|r
at handling the denominator of 7}, for arbitrary R; see (9) and Theorem 3. Figure 1 clearly
shows the existence of shifts between the density curves of Tsp and N(0,1). However, with

the ratio p/n? becoming smaller, the shift diminishes gradually.
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Figure 1: These pictures are based on Proposition 1, from 10° simulations. It shows the centers
of Tp,1 and N(0, 1) are always close, and the existence of shifts between density curves of Tsp and

N(0,1). The shifts are smaller as p/n? become smaller.

Practically, given the population correlation R, we need to determine if it has spikes and
how many spikes. Interested readers are referred to Fan et al. (2020) and Morales-Jimenez et al.

(2021) for procedures to do so. We next present some examples. Their verification are pre-

sented in Section 6.4.

Example 2.1 Given r € [0,1], define A, = (1 — r)L, + rJ,, for any m > 1, where 1,
and J, denote the p X p identity matriz and the p X p matriz of ones. Set R = A,. Then
M=1+{p-—Drand \a=---=X\, =1—1r. Assume r =r, and limy_,o0 \/p-7 =c > 0.

10



Then

;

507 ch = 07
L= | vt Jaeg (@ 1), e (0,00) (11)
|75 -, if e =00

under condition p = o(n?) for the case ¢ € [0,00) and under the conditions nr — oo and
p = o(n®) for some constant a > 0 for the case ¢ = co. Here & and & are i.i.d. N(0,1)
and T, stands for Tsp or T,1. The phase transition occurs between the normal and mizing

chi-squared distributions as the entries of the correlation matriz change their values.

We make Figures 2 and 3 based on Example 2.1 to compare the performances of our 7, ;
and Tsp by Srivastava and Du (2008). For different values of n,p,r, the statistics 7}, ; and

Tsp are simulated for 10° times. The elaboration is given below.

Figure 2 is designed for a small value of r» with » = 0.1. Look at the first two pictures
on the top row, that is, the ones with (n,p) = (10,50) and (n,p) = (20, 100), respectively.
Neither T}, ; nor Tsp perform well. But this is expected because the sample sizes are very
small. However, by fixing the rate of p/n and let n and p grow gradually, the approxima-
tions become better and better. In particular our theoretical curves are always close to the
empirical ones, whereas the normal ones stay farther or much farther from the empirical

ones.

Figure 3 is designed for a big value of r with r = 0.5. Except the first two pictures on
the top row, which correspond to (n,p) = (10,50) and (n,p) = (20, 100), respectively, our
theoretical curves match the empirical ones well. As the explanation aforementioned, that
the two simulations do not behave well is understandable, simply because the sample sizes
are very small. Our theoretical curves are constantly close to the empirical ones, the normal

ones are nowhere close to the empirical ones.

In summary, the simulation indicates our approximation stated in Theorem 1 that (1 —
S e + % Yoo pi(§2 — 1) to Tsp and T, respectively, outperforms the normal

approximation from Result 2.1.
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Figure 2: Example 2.1. For small » = 0.1, the empirical curves in blue are close to our
theoretical curves in red. As sample size n becomes larger, our approximation becomes

better; the normal approximation (black curve) is no longer valid.
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Figure 3: Example 2.1. Compared to Figure 2 with » = 0.1, we take r = 0.5 here. The
empirical curves in blue are close to our theoretical curves in red. The normal approximation

(black curve) from Result 2.1 is no longer valid.
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Example 2.2 Forr € (0,1), set m = [p"]. Recall A,, from Example 2.1. Define R by

A, 0
0 P/ pxp

where the two “r” from “m = [p"]” and “A,,” are the same one. Assuming p = 0, we have

;

& ifo<r<i;
L= &b+ - (@ -1, ir=4 12)
\%(5%_1% if%<7"<1

under condition p = o(n*) for 0 <r < L1 and p = o(n'/0=")) for L < r < 1, where & and

& are i.i.d. N(0,1) asr = % Here T, stands for Tsp or T, 1. Obuviously, there is a phase

as r runs between 0 and 1. The phase transition appears at both relative

N[

transition at r =

sizes of n and p together with the change of the values of matriz entries.

Example 2.3 Set m = [log(p + 2)]. Given 7 > 0, define integer p' = p — [7\/D], \i =
1+7’2_i(1 —2_m)_1\/}3 for1 < i <mand \; =1 fori =m+1,---,p—1, Ny =
1+ [ry/p) — 7P € [0,1], and the rest of \; are identical to 0. By Lemma 4.3, there exists a

correlation matriz R such that R has eigenvalues \;; 1 <1 < p. Assuming p = 0, we have

;

507 ZfT = 07
T =\ 2mb + g i 56 — 1), if 7 € (0,00); (13)

iTE e -, if T = oo

in distribution as p — oo under condition p = o(n?®). Here &y, &y, -+ ,&q are i.4.d. N(0,1).
Here T, stands for Tsp or T, 1. The statistic T, behaves like a rainbow, which has a Gaussian
distribution at one end, and a mizing chi-squared distribution at the horizon, and a hybrid

i between.
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An interesting remark is that, unlike the eigenvalues of a covariance matrix, the eigen-
values Ay > Ay > --- > A\, > 0 of the p x p correlation matrix R cannot be arbitrary. By
Lemma 4.3, they have to satisfy the so-called “majorization” property: Ay +---+ A\, > k for
every 1 <k <pand A\ +---+ )\, = p. Conversely, for any A\; > Ay > --- > A, > 0 with the

“majorization” property, there is always a correlation matrix with eigenvalues \;, 1 <17 < p.

3 Two Sample Mean Test for Large p and Small n

We will study the two-sample mean testing problem in the high-dimensional setting in this
section. As before, assume that {X;1, -, X, } for i = 1,2 are two independent ran-
dom samples with sizes n; and ns, and from p-variate normal distributions N,(p,, %) and

N,(ps,X), respectively. We wish to test

Ho: py = py versus Hy: py # po. (14)

Let X, be the sample mean of the i-th sample with i = 1,2 and S be the pooled sample
covariance matrix defined in (3). Set n = n; 4+ ny. Srivastava and Du (2008) consider the

statistic 7%, from (4). Recall D is the diagonal matrix of S in (3) and
R =R, =D"/2SD" /2 (15)
is the pooled sample correlation matrix. Similar to the discussion before (9) on the modifi-
cation of Tsp, we make a little change for T, as follows. Define
mne (X, — X,) D (X, — X,) — tutre—le

T _ nitno—1 ni1+ngs—4 ) (16)
\/Q}tr(f@) _ _pp=1)

P2 —
ni+ns—2

Srivastava and Du (2008) derive the limiting distribution of T, under conditions similar
to those from Result 2.1 and an extra assumption “.=L- — ¢ € (0,1)”. On the other
hand, Hu and Bai (2016) ask for the properties of T¢,, as the variances of the entries of the
population vector are quite different. We will provide a solution for T¢,, and 7}, » next. For

mathematical rigor, we assume that both sample sizes n; and ny depend on p.
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THEOREM 2 Let {X;, -+, X, } fori = 1,2 be two independent random samples from
Ny(p1,X) and Ny(ps,X), respectively. Let R be as in (6) with eigenvalues Ay > --- > A, >

0. Assume
(a) lim, ”Ii‘ﬁ =p; >0 foralli>1;
(b) lim, e m =0 and lim,_, m =0 for some constant a > 0.

If oy = py, then T, o — &g+ % Soocy pi(§2 —1) in distribution, where &y, &1, s, -+ are i.i.d.
N(0,1) and b= (1 =32, p>)Y2. The same conclusion also holds for “T,”

The above result does not require condition “min{n;,ny} — 00” or “m’fﬁnz — v €(0,1)7,

which are commonly assumed in literature for the two-sample testing problem.

As discussed below Theorem 1, condition (8) implies that p; = 0 and — 0 as

IRII
p — oo. Condition “n; +ny = O(p°), 3 < ¢ <17 from (8) implies (b) from Theorem 2. So
our theorem is more general than the conclusion for the two-sample test by Srivastava and Du
(2008).

If R is AR(1) model, the banded model, the Toeplitz or Hankel matrices, please see the

discussion below Theorem 1. They are also applied here.

Let X1, --,X, be a random sample from an AR(1) model with R = (7/"7!) and the
absolute values of v = 7, staying away from 1. By using the Gersgorin disc theorem [see,
e.g., p. 344 from Horn and Johnson (2012)], the largest eigenvalue or R is of order O(1).
Hence condition (a) of Theorem 1 holds with p; = 0. If condition (b) also holds, then both
Tsp and T}, go to the standard normal distribution. The same conclusion is also valid for
a banded correlation matrix R = (r;;) with r;; = 0 for [j —i| > ¢ where t = t, = o(\/D).
In this case, the largest eigenvalue or R is of order o(,/p). Similar results can be obtained
for other patterned matrices including Toeplitz matrices, Hankel matrices and symmetric

circulant matrices; see, e.g., Brockwell et al. (2016).

Recall the definition of T}, 5 from (16). Let D be the diagonal matrix of 3. Under
some conditions including ||R/||r is of the order p, Zhang et al. (2020b) obtain the limiting

distribution of a normalized (X — X)TD (X, — X>) as % oo, pi(§2—1). Although this
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quantity is not directly applicable because the unknown parameter matrix D is involved, it
is indeed suggestive. Their result seems to be a special case of Theorem 2 with "2, p? = 1.
In fact, under their assumptions, we have confirmed that > >, p? = 1 in Lemma 6.37 from
Section 6.4. Notice /p < ||R||p < p for any R. Srivastava and Du (2008) consider the
extreme case that ||R || is of the scale of /p. This is essentially a weakly dependent situation
with p; = 0 for each i > 1. According to Theorem 2, the limiting distribution is a normal. On
the other hand, roughly speaking, Zhang et al. (2020b) intend to study another extreme case
in which ||R||F is of the scale p, and hence R is completely a spiked model. As explained
above, the corresponding limiting distribution is a mixing chi-squared distribution. Our
Theorem 2 handles the case for any R with ||R|r running everywhere between ,/p and p,

and the limiting distribution turns out to be, interestingly enough, a convolution of both.

Now we demonstrate our results by giving some examples.

Example 3.1 Recall Example 2.1 and R = A,. For this example, Zhang et al. (20200)
observe that “When r = 0.01, the histograms are quite symmetric and bell-shaped, indicating
that a normal approzimation as suggested by the theory of Srivastava and Du (2008) may
be applied for approximating the null distribution of Tsp. However, when r = 0.5 and
r = 0.9, the histograms are quite skewed, indicating that a normal approximation is no
longer adequate.” In fact, our Theorem 2 explains their inspection very accurately as follows.

Assume r =1y, and lim,_ o \/p -1 = c > 0. By changing “n” in Example 2.1 to “ny +ny”,

we have
(
507 ch = 07
T, =\ imb + (@~ D, e (0.00) (17)
|75 -, if e =00

under condition p = o((ny + ng)?) for the case ¢ € [0,00) and under the condition p =
o((n1+n9)®) for some constant a > 0 for the case ¢ = oo, where & and & are i.i.d. N(0,1).
Here T, stands for Tgp, or T,5. Obviously, there is a phase transition between ¢ = 0 and

Cc = 0.
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Figure 4: Example 3.1. Our theoretical curves always match the empirical ones well no matter
the former is a normal-like or chi-square-like curve, even one of n; and ny being small. The normal

curves by Srivastava and Du (2008) are farther from the empirical ones as correlation r increases.
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Similar to Example 3.1, modifications of Examples 2.2 and 2.3 can also be constructed
for the two-sample case. It is straightforward, so we omit the detail. Given a data set,
the spikes of the population correlation R have to be determined; see Fan et al. (2020) and
Morales-Jimenez et al. (2021).

Based on Example 3.1, the statistic 7,5 from (16) is simulated for 10° times for each
set of values of (ny,ng,p,r). The value of r is chosen at 0,1,0,5 and 0.9, designed for
weakly dependence, dependence and strong dependence, respectively. Our theoretical curves
are normal-like, mixing between N(0, 1) and chi-squared distribution and chi-squared-like
curves. For weakly dependent case, by examining the four graphs in the first column, we
see the normal approximation by Srivastava and Du (2008) becomes less and less accurate
as all of the values of ny,ns, p increase. However, our theoretical curve always match the
empirical ones well. For dependent and very dependent cases appeared in the second and
third columns, respectively, the normal curves are nowhere close to the empirical ones. It is

good to see our theoretical curves are always close to their empirical counterparts.

4 A Law of Large Numbers for Sample Correlation

Matrices

Let X4,---, X, be a random sample from N,(p,X) with correlation matrix R. Let R be
the sample correlation matrix defined in (7). One of the crucial steps in proving Theorems 1
and 2 is the use of an asymptotically ratio-unbiased-estimator of tr(R?). In their Lemma

3.2, Srivastava and Du (2008) state the following.

Result 4.1 Ifn = O(p°), 0 < ¢ < 1, under the condition (8), (tr(R?) — p*/n)/p converges
to lim,_, tr(R?)/p in probability as (n,p) — oo and thus can be considered as a consistent

estimator of tr(R?)/p as (n,p) — 0.

The proof of the above result is give on pages 400-402 from Srivastava and Du (2008). It

lacks a mathematical rigor. By using a method from the random matrix theory, we rigorously
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obtain a more general result than the above in the following. Most efforts in the whole proofs
of this paper are devoted to this result, which is rather involved. The reason is that we assume

no independence at all among the entries of the population distribution, i.e., R is arbitrary.

THEOREM 3 Let X,---, X, be a random sample from N,(p, ) with correlation ma-
triz R. Let R be the sample correlation matriz defined in (7). If lim,_, o R = U ond
lim,_,o £ = 0 for some constant a > 0, then
1 hoy PP —1)
tr(R?*) — ———~ 1
tr(R?) r(R) n—1

in probability as p — oo.

Unlike tr(R?), tr(R?) and tr(R*) needed in Result /.1, our conditions in the above theorem
are imposed on |R||r = [tr(R?)]*/2? only. Also, it is easy to see the difference between the
assumptions on restrictions of n and p: Result /.1 asks n = O(p®) for some 0 < ¢ < 1 and
our Theorem 3 holds as long as n and p are in the order of a polynomial. We make some

remarks on Theorem 3 next.

Naively, an obvious ratio-unbiased-estimator of tr(R2) is its sample version tr(R?). The-
orem 3 indicates that it is not true for the high dimensional setting. Instead, the modified
version “tr(f{z) — %” is a correct one. By using the fact tr(f{2) > p, we can see from
Theorem 3 that tr(R2) is indeed a ratio-unbiased-estimator of tr(R2) if p is as small as
p = o(n), that is, tr(R?)/tr(R?) — 1 in probability.

Sample correlation matrices are a special type of random matrices. The spectral dis-
tributions of eigenvalue values are studied in Jiang (2004) and Xiao and Zhou (2010). The
central limit theorems for determinants under independent and correlated situations are ob-
tained by Jiang and Yang (2013) and Jiang (2009), respectively. The Tracy-Widom law is

derived by Bao et al. (2012). The central limit theorem for linear statistics of eigenvalues is

understood by Gao et al. (2017).

An interesting fact is the derivation of Theorem 3. Through the whole proof, contrary

to standard techniques to handle randomness, we do not use/assume any independence from
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the population distribution N,(p, X). In fact, in the most dependent case, that is, all of the
p entries of N,(p,X) are identical, then R = R and all of their p? entries are equal to 1, so
tr(R2) = tr(R2) = p%. One can see Theorem 3 trivially holds. On the other hand, for the
most independent case, i.e., if ¥ = R = I, then tr(R?) = p. Assuming p/n — p € (0, 1], we
have from Theorem 3 that tr(R2)/p — 1+ p. This actually can be confirmed independently
by a random matrix theory. In fact, let p, be the empirical distribution of the eigenvalues
of R. By Theorem 2 from Jiang (2004), p, converges weakly to the so-called Marchenko-
Pastur law p. The second moment of p is equal to 1+ p [Lemma 3.1 from Bai and Silverstein
(2010)]. Consequently, tr(R?)/p = [2>du, — [2>du =1+ p.

The proof of Theorem 3 is a bit technical and lengthy. We first give an accurate estimate
of Etr(f{Q) in Lemma 6.3. Then we only need to show that its variance go to zero. To do
so, since R? = p+2 Y i<ic i<p ffj, we need to understand the covariance between two sample

correlations, say, ffj and 7%, for any 1 <14, j,k,1 < p. The precise result is given next.

THEOREM 4 Assume m > 5. Let {(Xyj, Xoj, X35, X45)T € RY 1 < j < m} be iid

random vectors with distribution Ny(0,R), where R = (1;j)axa and r;; =1 for each i. Set

Z?l ZkXJk
(D hey XV (5o, X3 )12

for 1 <i<j<4. Then, for any N > 1, Cou(r3,,73,) is equal to

(18)

Tij =

2 2 2
Om,1* E Tt 0m2 TiaT3y + Omg3- (7”127’237"347”41 + 7“127’247”437‘31)
1<i<j<4

2
+ Oma- (7“137’347’41 + 7“237’347’42)7“12

2
+ Oms- (7"127’237‘31 + 7”127‘247"41)7”34

Om.6

+ mN+1)/2°

where {omi; 3 <1 < 5} are quantities not depending on R,
[0m1| S Em ™2, |oma| V |0ms| V omal Voms| < Km™", |ome| < K

and K is a constant depending on N but not on m or R.
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The proof of Theorem 4 is rather involved. There are two reasons, one of them is that no
assumption is imposed on R, as a consequence, we are not able to use any techniques/theory
related to independence. The second one is that sample correlation coefficients are more
difficult to be handled than sample covariances. Look at (18) for 715 by taking ¢ = 1 and
j = 2. From the law of large numbers, (1/m)> )" | X7, — 1 and (1/m) Y ", X3, — 1. To
understand 715, a naive idea is to replace the denominator in the expression of 715 by m.
Interestingly, this works for the derivation of the Marchenko-Pastur law (Jiang, 2004) when

R = 1. Now we elaborate this more for a further discussion. By the Taylor expansion, write

1 r 3
=1—->+4 2>+ +ayz" +o(x 19
Vit 2 8 N ( ) (19)

as z is small. Jiang (2004) uses the above expansion with N = 0 and « taking (1/m) >, (X3, —
1) and (1/m)> L (X3, — 1), respectively. If R # I but R = A, as in Example 2.1,

Fan and Jiang (2019) use the expansion (19) with N = 1. In the proof our Theorem 3, since
no structure of R is assumed, we have to use (19) for an arbitrary N. This is why the condi-
tion “limsup,,_, ., 4 = 0 for some constant a > 0” is imposed in Theorems 1 and 3. The new
method here would be useful in the future for the study on sample correlation matrices. It is
worthwhile to mention that handling sample correlation matrices is much more difficult than
working on sample covariance matrices. The difference is obvious: the entries of a sample
covariance matrix does not have the denominator as in the expression of 7;; from (18). For
instance, Bai and Saranadasa (1996) also investigate a ratio-unbiased-estimator similar to

Theorem 3 but for covariance matrices, their argument is quick and short.

A byproduct of the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2 is the behavior of a quadratic form
related to the diagonal matrix of R. It would be useful for other research from this point
forward. Assume X,---, X, is a random sample from N,(u,X) with correlation matrix

R. Review D is the diagonal matrix of ¥ and D is the diagonal matrix of S in (3).

LEMMA 4.1 Let n ~ N,(0,3X) and n be independent of S. If limy, =0, then

p
n|[R|[F

Tf)—l TpH-1
n n_n n +Op(1>
2 tr(R?) 2 tr(R?)

as p — 00.
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Since X, ---, X, is a random sample from a multivariate normal distribution, X is inde-
pendent of S, and hence X is independent of D. So the above conclusion holds if we take

n= \/ﬁ)_( . This is actually the way we use this lemma in later proofs.

The limiting distributions in Theorems 1 and 2 essentially come from the following.

LEMMA 4.2 Foreachp > 1, let apy > --- > a,, > 0 be constants with a,+---+a? , = 1.

Supposelim,, o a,; = p; > 0 foreachi > 1. Let &, &, - -+ be i.i.d. with distribution x*(1)—1.
Then a, €1+ - +ap &, converges to [2(1=5200 p2)|Y20+3252, pi&i in distribution asp — oo,
where n ~ N(0,1) and n is independent of {&;; i > 1}.

The comment after Example 2.3 is based on the following fact. It is interesting useful in

its own right.

LEMMA 4.3 Let M be a p X p correlation matriz, namely, M is non-negative definite
and its diagonal entries are all equal to 1. Suppose M has eigenvalues Ay > --- > X\,. Then
M+ XN >k fork=1,--- ,pand \y+-- -+, = p. Conversely, foranym >--->1,>0
with 7 + -+ 7, > k for each k = 1,--- ,p and 7y + --- + 7, = p, there always exists a

correlation matriz with eigenvalues i, -+, Tp.

5 Concluding Remarks and Discussion

1. In this paper we have studied one-sample and two-sample mean tests. For the multiple
population case, it becomes the classical MANOVA problem. In the “large p, small n”
situation, Srivastava and Fujikoshi (2006) consider the question by revising the classical F-
test. They use functions of non-zero eigenvalues of pseudo-MANOVA random matrix as test
statistics. Zhang et al. (2017) and Chen et al. (2019) study this case based on the Lo-type
statistics. An extension of our work to the MANOVA case under “large p, small n” situation
is meaningful. One direction is to modify the classical tests, such as the Anderson test, the

Pillal test, the Roy test, the Wilks test and the Olson test, by a method similar to those
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from Srivastava and Fujikoshi (2006). The classical statistics take the correlations among

population coordinates into account. It has kind of self-normalization, which is favorable.

2. All results in this paper are based on random samples from a multivariate Gaussian
distribution. Is it possible to generalize this to non-Gaussian cases? The corresponding
results are highly demanded simply because many data are not sampled from a Gaussian
distribution. Also, conclusions on non-Gaussian scenario may help us understand robustness

of our tests.

3. We study the two-sample mean test by assuming the two populations have the
same covariance matrices. If the two covariance matrices are not identical, this is the
multivariate Behrens-Fisher problem. Various methods are proposed, for example, by Yao
(1965), Johansen (1980), Nel and Van der Merwe (1986), Krishnamoorthy and Yu (2004),
Chen and Qin (2010) and Chen et al. (2019). For one-dimensional case (p = 1), the method
initiated by Welch (1947) is probably the most popular one. The author basically normalize
the difference of sample means by its sample standard deviation. Srivastava et al. (2013)
propose a statistic by replacing D from (16) with a hybrid of two samples. Similar to the

study in this paper, its properties are needed to be understood, too.

4. As far as proofs go, we spend most of our energy proving Theorem 4. We do not
use complicated technology. Instead, by we use brute force to compute mixed moments of
multiple Gaussian random variables in combination with some random matrix theory. As a
result, the argument is lengthy. It is possible to shorten the proof. To get the law of large
numbers stated in Theorem 4, one may like to try Gaussian concentration inequalities; see,
for example, Ledoux (2001) and Boucheron et al. (2013). An alternative way is to get the
joint density function of 715 and 734 similar to that of the marginal density of 715 treated at
(26) through an hypergeometric function.

5. Theorems 1 and 2 present the null distributions for the one-sample and two-sample
tests, respectively. We actually have tried to derive the non-null limiting distribution to
explore power functions of the tests. The argument is also very involved. The current paper

is already very lengthy, so we postpone and leave it as a future work.
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6 Proofs

One of the main steps of proving Theorems 1 and 2 is a weak law of large numbers for
tr(R?) (Theorem 3), where R = R, is the sample correlation matrix defined in (7). To
derive this, we need to study the mean and variance of tr(f{z). In Section 6.1, we will
get an accurate estimate of E[tr(R2)] by an argument on hypergeometric functions. Then
we will show Var(tr(R2)) go to zero. The proof of Theorem 3 will be completed once this
step is established. This is a rather involved step and it will be understood step by step in
Sections 6.2.1-6.2.6.

6.1 Evaluation of the Mean of the Frobenius Norm of a Sample

Correlation matrix

In this section, we will work on the mean of tr(f{z), where R = f{p is the sample correlation
matrix defined in (7). The critical tool is the hypergeometric function. We first need a

preliminary result as follows.

LEMMA 6.1 There exists a constant C' > 0 such that the following holds for all k > 2.
o] -1
k
n=1
Proof of Lemma 6.1. For given a > 0, set f,(z) = (14 az™')~® for > 0. We claim that

fa(z) is decreasing in x € (0,00). In fact, let g(z) = log f,(z). Then

g9'(z) = [—xlog (1+ %)]/ = —log (1+ %) —:)31_+x%2.
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Then

)+—— <0
T+ a T+ a

g'(x) = log (1 -

for all z > 0 since log(1 4+ y) < y for all y > —1. Hence, f,(z) is decreasing in = € (0, 00)
for each a > 0. By the Stirling formula, m! = v2rmm™e ™" 15 with 6,, € (0,1) for each

m > 1. Consequently,
V2rmmTe™™ < m! <e-vV2mrmmTe ™

for all m > 1. Therefore,

(n—l— k‘) _ (n+k)! Y Vn+k (n—+ k)n-l-ke—(n—i-k)

k nlk! = ¢ N L R )
_9 1 . (n + k)n—l—k
V2rk kknn
This implies that
1 27.1/2 kf -n n\ —k
i < 2’k )(1 + E> (1 + E> . (20)

For fixed k, since fi(x) is decreasing in x, we have

S n) (1) = X (en)”

- nzi b N
< k—H+;A_1<1+;) dz
::E%T+[%Q+§yﬁm. (21)

Again, use the fact that fi(x) is decreasing to see

/1k<1+§>_xdx - /1k1/4 <1+§>_xdx+/:/4 <1+§>_mdx
1/4
= /fk—l—l

If k& > 81, then k'/4 > 3. Consequently, k - (1 + k¥4)~F"* < k. (k343 = k=5/4, From (21)

—k1/4

+ k(14K

we see

kN —n n\ —k 1 k174 1 3
1 —) (1 —) < < 2 22
Z( T %) Srii il A S ea (22)

n=1
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Now, (14 £)™ <277 asn > k by the fact fi(z) is decreasing. Also, (14 2)7% < (14 %)%

as k > 81. Hence

- AN n\ -k - AN =1
K n < 9k ( _> < 9—k81 L
;<1+n> (1+k) <2 ; 1+2) <2k ;ngl (23)
as k > 81. This joined with (20), (22) and (23) yields that
N k‘l/4
v <KV (2rekM?) - (3R (8127 MER) < ¢
n=1 ( k )
for all k& > 81, where ((81) = > 77, —&r < oo is the Riemann zeta function evaluated at 81

and C’ is another numerical constant not depending on k. In summary,

supiojkrl/4 nk _1<oo (24)
K :

k>81 45—
Note that
("L ntitt -
("j’) i+

for any ¢ > 1 and n > 1. We know (":”) is increasing in 4, and hence
S n+ k)" i (2 - i L
sup k1/4< ) < 80" <2.80Y — < 0.
2<k<80 nz::l k ; 9 ; n2

This and (24) imply the conclusion. O

The following result quantifies the second moment of the sample correlation coefficient

of a random sample of size m up to an error O(m~1/4).

LEMMA 6.2 Let {(X;,Y;)T; 1 < i < m} be iid. 2-dimensional normal random vectors
with EX, = EY; =0, EX? = EY? =1 and Cou(X,,Y;) =r. Set

fm = ™m 221:1 XZ}W/;Z .
(D kg XV, )2

Write

1
E(fﬁl) = + 72 4 by (1) - 72

for m > 4. Then sup,,>4 |,1<1 M 4by, (r)| < oo

27



Proof of Lemma 6.2. If r = 1, since EX; = EY; = 0 and EX? = EY? = 1, we know
Y; = £ X, for each i. By the definition of 7,,, trivially, 7,, = 1. This implies that

b (1) = —% (25)

for each m > 1. In the following we always assume 72 < 1. From Ghosh (1966) or p. 156 in
Muirhead (1982),

1 1
B(2) = 1= "= =) R (11 gm o+ 1), (26)

where 5 F(a, b; ¢; z) is an hypergeometric function defined by

o Fi(a,b;c;2) = kZ:O(C .zl < 1,

and where (z)p = 1 and (2), = z(x +1)---(z + k — 1) for k > 1; see, for example, p. 20
from Muirhead (1982). Notice (1), = k! and

(1 +1> _m—|—2 m—+4 m+ 2k
2T )T T 2 5

Thus

,
(m+2)(m+4)---(m+ 2k)

2¢k! 2k—2

- e kz:;(m—l—2)(m—l—4)---(m—l—2k)r

1 o
2F1<1, Ligm+ 1;r2> — 1+
k=1

Evidently, the last sum is bounded by

[e.e]

2k k!
(m+2)(m+4)---(m+2k)

k=1
Set j = [%], where [z] denotes the integer part of a real number z > 0. Then j < %, or
equivalently, m > 2j. It follows that

ok k! _ k! _J!
(m+2)m+4)---(m+2k) ~ (G+1)G+2)---(G+k) G+

It follows that

2 D T — J+k = 1/4_m1/4
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as j > 2, or equivalently, m > 4 by Lemma 6.1, where K; and K, are constants not depending

on m. From this and (27), we are able to write
1 2 2
2F1<1,1;§m+1;7’ ) =14 a,,r”",

where 0 < a,, < Kym™4. Substitute this back to (26), we get

m — 1

E(f2) = 1———(1 =7 (1+a,r?)
m
m—1 m—1
= 1—-————(1—-r)——— 1 =7 a?
(- ) = (=) g
1
= ——I—r2—|—bm(7’)r2,
m
where
1 m—1
b(r) = ——r — ——(1 =7 -a,r%
(r) mr - ( %) - amr

Obviously, sup|, <y |bm ()| < Kzm™'/* for every m > 4, where K is a constant not depending

on m. This and (25) lead to the desired conclusion. O
LEMMA 6.3 Let Xy, -+, X, be a random sample from N,(p,X) with correlation matriz
R. Let R = R, be the sample correlation matriz defined in (7). If lim, o e = U and
limsup, ., 2 = 0 for some constant a > 0, then, as p — oo,
- -1
() = P2 ®2) (14 0m ),
n —

Proof of Lemma 6.3. Set m = n—1. The notation W, (m, ¥) represents the distribution of
the Wishart matrix UTU, where U is an m X p matrix whose rows are i.i.d. with distribution
N,(0,%). Then, nS has the Wishart distribution W,(m, X); see, for example, Theorem 3.1.2
from Muirhead (1982). That is, nS < UTU. We claim

T
~ . d V'V,

R, = T4 :< L ) ) 28

» = Uiler = (AT, o %)

where the m rows of (v, -+, V,)mxp are 1.i.d. with distribution N,(0,R). In fact, write

U = (uwj) = (uy,---,u,) where u; = (ugs, -+, up)T € R™ for each i. Then uu; is the
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(1, 7)-entry of UTU and the diagonal entries are ||[u;||? for 1 < i < p. We know from (7) that
R, = D /2SD~'/2, where D is the diagonal matrix of S. Then
T
~ ~ d u: u;
R, = (#;; = (27J) )
= e =
Notice (u;,u;) = (uk;, ukj)1<k<m for any i < j and the m rows are i.i.d. bivariate normal

random variables with mean vector 0 and covariance matrix

Oii Oij
9ij  Ojj

where X ;= (Uij)pxp- Write Rp = (rij)pxp Then Ty = O'ij(O'iiO'jj)_l/2

by definition. Observe

~1/2 ~1/2
uZTuj _ (03 / ui)T(U“ /
ol fwll o'

7ij uj)

12
uf |- llog;
~1/2 :
Take v; = 0;; ' “u; to obtain (28).

By Lemma 6.2,

Etr(RY) = p+2 Z E(%)

1<i<j<p
1
= p+2 Y [k 4 balr)r]
1<i<j<p
p(p—1)
= = + tr(Rf,) +2 Z bm(rij)r?j,

1<i<j<p

where sup|,<; [bm(r)] < Km™* and K is a constant not depending on m or 7. Since

2‘ Z bm(rij>rz'2j

1<i<j<p

< 2K)m™* - tr(RD),

the above two displays show that

Etr(lf{;) = % +tr(R2) - [1+ O(m—1/4)]

as p — oo. The proof is completed. O
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6.2 The Proofs of Theorems 3 and 4
6.2.1 Mixing Moments of Gaussian Random Variables

The following lemma is a very useful tool to compute the mean of the product of Gaussian

random variables.

LEMMA 6.4 (Isserlis and Wick formula) Let n > 2 be an even integer and (X1, -+, X,)T €

R"™ follows a normal distribution with mean vector 0. Then

B(Xi Xy X,)=> ] B(X:X)),

P (ij)ep
where the sum runs over every pairing p of {1,2,--- ,n}, that is, all distinct ways of par-
titioning {1,2,--- ,n} into pairs {i,j}, and the product is over the pairs contained in p.

Sometimes we also use its equivalent form:

E(X\ Xy X,) = Y B(X, X)) E( =
i=2 v

A seemingly more general, but actually an equivalent formula of Lemma 6.4 is the fol-

lowing Lemma 6.5, which will be used only once in a comment after the proof of Lemma 6.7.

LEMMA 6.5 (Guiard, 1986) Let X = (X1, --,X,) be n-dimensionally centralized nor-
mally distributed with Cov(X;, X;) = o04;. Let {ou; 1 < @ < n} be positive integers. If
Yor g is odd, then B([]_, X[) = 0. If >0, o is even, then

n Hn ! Jé;
E(TTx) = = %’
<H Z ) Z [Ti21 2% Tlhicicj<n Bis! 1<igi<n |

i=1 285> .2 Bij=ai,Vi

where {f;;,1 <1i < j <n} are non-negative integers.

In Lemmas 6.6 and 6.7 below, two identities on mixing moments of Gaussian random

variables will be presented.
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LEMMA 6.6 Let (X1, Xo, X3, X4)T ~ Ny(0,R). Assume R = (7;)axa with ry; =1 for each
i. Then

(Z) E(XngXng) = T12 + 27’127’§4 + 27’13’/“23 + 2’/“14’/“24 + 4’/“13’/“247’34 + 47’147’23’/“34,'

(1) E(X7X3X3) = 14 2rf, + 2ris + 2r3s + 8ria7asra:.

Proof of Lemma 6.6. Let (&, ,&)T be a multivariate normal with mean vector 0,

Cov(&;, &) = 045 and Var(¢;) = 1 for each ¢. Then, by Lemma 6.4,

E(£1£283848586) = 012034056 + 012035046 + 012036045 +
013024056 + 013025046 + 013026045 +
014023056 + 014025036 + 014026035 +
015023046 + 015024036 + 015026034 +
016023045 + 016024035 + 016025034.
Now take &3 = &4 and & = & to see
E(§1§2§32,€§) = 0O12+ 012032,5 + 012032,5 +

013023 + 013025035 + 013025035 +

013023 + 013025035 + 013025035 +

015023035 + 015023035 + 015025 +

015023035 + 015023035 + 015025

= 019 + 2012055 + 2013093 + 2015095 + 4013095035 + 4015023035.
This says that
E(X1X2X§X42) = T12 —|— 2’/"12’/"?2’4 —|— 2’/"13’/"23 —|— 2’/"147’24 —|— 47’137’24’/"34 —|— 4’/"14’/"237’34. (29)

We obtain (i). Now, take Xy = X7 in (29). By using the fact 715 = 1 and by changing “2”

to “1” to the indices of r we obtain
E(X?X3X3) = 1+42r3, +2r%, +2r%, + 4ri3riyrsy + 4r147m13734
= 1+ 27”%3 + 27”%4 + 2T§4 + 87’137”147”34.
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In the above and change “3” to “2” and “4” to “3” to see
B(X{X3X3) =1+ 2rfy + 2r{s + 2r5; + 8rior1372s.
The proof is completed. ]

LEMMA 6.7 Suppose the 4-dimensional random vector (X1, Xo, X3, X;)T ~ N4(0,R). As-
sume R = (1j)axa with r;; =1 for each i. Then
B(XIX5XIX)) = 142 Z T?j + 4(rfyrsy + riarsy + r1irss)

1<i<j<4

+8(r12re3rss + raToaTar + To3734742 + 137347 41)

+16(r127r937r34741 + 12724743731 + T137327°24741 ).

In particular, take X3 = X and X, = X, to see E(X{X3) =9+ 72r}, + 24r,.

Proof of Lemma 6.7. By Lemma 6.4,
E(X{X3X5X3) = E(X?)- E(X3X;X}) +2B(X1X,) - B(X1X2X5X7)
+2E(X1X3) - B(X1X3X5X3) + 2B(X1Xy) - B(X1 X4 X5 X3).
By Lemma 6.6(i),
E(X1XoX3X2) = 112 + 271973, + 2713703 + 2714704 + 4713704734 + 4714703734 (30)

Similarly, we obtain F(X;X3X2X?) and F(X;X,X3X2) by exchanging the roles of “X,” and
“X3" and exchanging the roles of “X,” and “X,”, respectively, from (30). By Lemma 6.6(ii),

E(X?X2X2) =1+ 2rk, 4+ 2r% + 2r2, + 8r19713703.
Hence,
B(X2X3X2XD) = 14 2r3, 4 2r3, + 22, + 8rogrosrsy +
2715 (r12 + 271275 + 2113793 + 2r1479s + Ar13Toar3e 4 Ar1aTo37s0) +

2
213 (7’13 + 2r13r54 + 219723 + 2714734 + Ar127r34720 + 47‘147‘237”24) +

2
27’14 (7’14 + 27’147”23 + 27’137”34 + 27”127”24 + 47”137”247’23 + 47’127’347”23) .
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Sorting them out, we have

E(X{X3X3X]) = 142 ) 1) + 4053, + rigrs, + 13,r3,) +
1<i<j<4

8(719723731 + T12724741 + 723734742 + T13734741) +

16(r127r93r3aras + 712724743731 + 713732724741 ).
The proof is completed. O

Lemma 6.7 studies E(X?XZ---X2) for n = 4, which is sufficient for our purpose. It is
interesting to see the formula for n > 5 by pure curiosity. If we argue the same way as in the
proof of Lemma 6.7 through Lemma 6.4, the sorting procedure would be messy. However,
Lemma 6.5 provides a way to do so by figuring out the non-negative integer solutions of the
system equations 28; + .., B = 2 for 1 <i <.

The following is a key step to study the covariance between two squared sample covari-

ances stated in Lemma 6.9.

LEMMA 6.8 Let {(X1;, Xoj, X35, X45)" € R 1 < j < m} be i.i.d. random vectors with
distribution N4(0,R), where R = (r;;)4x4 and r; = 1 for each i. Set

- %;XUXQJ- and By = %;ng)@lj.
Then,
(i) Var(By) = L(1+13,);
(it) Cov(By, Bo) = L(ri37as + 11a723);
(i1i) E[(By — 112)(B2 — 1r34)*] = %(Tl?ﬂ"z:’) + 714724 + 71373442 + T14743732);
(iv) E[(By — r12)*(By — 134)?] is identical to
ﬁ(l + i) (1+73,) + % (13750 + 714755 + 2r1a7s0T 04T ]
b (s e )+ (Rar 4 )
+2(712723731 + 712724741 + 72373442 + T13734741)
+2719793734741 + 2712724743731 + 67”137’327‘247”41}-
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Comment. We now conduct an independent check of the accuracy of Lemma 6.8(iv) for
two special cases. In the above result, take X;; = Xy; = X3; = Xy;, then r;; = 1 for all 7, 5.

Consequently, we get from Theorem 6.8(iv) that

2l

Notice {Xy;; 1 < j < m} areiid. N(0,1). Then 37" (X7; — 1) is a sum of i.i.d. random
variables with F(X% — 1)? = 2 and E(X? — 1)* = 60. By a classical formula (see, for
example, p. 69 from Durrett (2019)),

m 12 48
Xu } = E[(B) —r12)*(By —134)*] = — + —.

m2  m3

EIH

Jj=1

1 & 1 2
Bl (X% - )" = —{m - B = )+ 3m(m — 1) - [E(X] - 1))}
7=1
12 48
St
So Theorem 6.8(iv) recovers the case for r;; = 1 for all 4, j. On the other hand, assume

the two 2-dimensional random vectors (X1 Xo1)? and (X3, X41)7 are independent, that is,

713 = T4 = T23 = 194 = 0. By Theorem 6.8(iv),
1
E[(B1 — r12)*(By — 734)%] = ﬁ(l + i) (1+73,).
On the other hand, by independence and Theorem 6.8(i),
E[(B— 2B— 2_El o 27 . _ Z_L 2 2
1= 112)° (B2 = 134)°] = E[(B1 — r12)°| - E[(Bz —134)7] = m2(1+7“12)(1+7“34)~

So this independent check indicates that Theorem 6.8(iv) holds for the case ri3 = ryy =
T293 = Tq = 0
Proof of Lemma 6.8. First, by Lemma 6.4,
E(X}X3) =1+2r7,, E(X} Xa) = 3rs, (31)
E(X7 X01X31) = 193 + 2r12713,  E(X11X01 X351 X41) = 712734 + 713724 + T14703. (32)

In fact, the two middle identities from the four in the above can be deduced immediately

from the last one by taking Xi; = X951 = X3; and X;; = X1, respectively.
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(i) Notice mB; and mBy are sums of i.i.d. random variables with mean rj5 and rsy,
respectively. Also, X;; ~ N(0,1) for each ¢,j. Then E[(B; — r12)?*] = %Var(Xlngl). Since
COV(XH,X21) = E(Xlngl) = T'12, We have from (31) that Var(XnXgl) =1+ 7’%2. So (1)

follows.

(ii) By independence, E[(By — ri2)(B2 — 134)] = %Cov(Xlngl,Xngzn). From (32),
Cov(X11Xo1, X351 X41) = r1arss + 713724 + 714793 — 712734 = T13724 + T'14723. (33)
(iii) Write

1 & 2
(B2 — 7’34 = m2 Z X35 Xuj — 734) 2 + m2 Z (XarXap — 734) (Xa1 Xag — 134). (34)

1<k<i<m
By independence, the covariance between B; — 15 and any term from the last sum is zero.
This implies
1
E[(Bl - 7’12)(32 - 7’34)2] = ﬁE[(Xanl - 7‘12)(X31X41 - 7’34)2]- (35)

Use expansion (X3 Xy; —r34)? = X2, X3, — 213, X3 X4y + 72, to see that the last expectation

in (35) is equal to E[(X11 X2 — 712)(X2, X2 — 2r3; X351 X41)], which is again equal to
E(X11 X0 X5 X)) — 2rsa B(X1: X1 X1 Xa1) — 112 B (X5, X3)) 4 2r12734 B (X5 X41)

= E(X11X21X§1X421) — 2r34(112734 + 713724 + T14723) — T12(1 + 2T§4) + 27”127”3%4

= BE(X1uX01X3X5)) — 2rsa(riarss + riraq + riaras) — o (36)
by (31) and (32). From Lemma 6.6(i), we see that

E(X1 X0 X5 X5) = 112+ 2r1o75, + 2113793 + 2r1raog + 471370430 + Aruarosrss. (37)
Plug this into the previous display,we arrive at

E[(By — r12)(B2 — 7”34)2] = % (27”137”23 + 2r14To4 + 2713724734 + 27’147”237‘34)-
(iv) By (i),
E[(By — 112)*(Ba — 134)°]
= Cov((B1 —112)*, (Bs — 131)%) + E(B1 — 112)* - E(By — 134)°

= Cov((B1 —112)% (B2 — 131)%) + %(1 +ri) (14 73,). (38)
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Similar to (34), we have

1 & 2
(B1 - 7’12 = E 2:: Xngzg - 7”12 - W Z (XlkX2k - 7”12)(X11X2l - 7’12)- (39)

1<k<I<m

Recall the m random variables {(X1;, Xoj, X3;, X4;)7; 1 < j < m} are i.i.d., thus each term
from the double sums in (34) and (39) is a product of two independent random variables. This
implies that E[(Xzt Xk — r31) (X5 Xa —734)] = 0 for any k < [, and the term (X1;X2; — r12)?
is uncorrelated to (XspXax — 734) (X3 Xy — 734) for any j, k, [ with k& < [. By the same spirit,
it is easy to check that (X1xXor — 712) (X1 Xo — m12) and (Xsg, Xag, — 734) (Xa, Xy, — 734)
are uncorrelated for any k£ < [ and k; < [; as long as (k,[) # (k1,{1). These yield

Cov((31 —112)%, (By — 7’34)2)
1
= ﬁCOV((Xlngl — 7“12)2, (X31X41 - T34)2) +

Z COV((X11X21 — 712) (X12X22 — 7112), (X351 X1 — 734) (X2 X2 — 7‘34))

1<k<I<m
1
= ﬁCOV((XHXQl - 7"12>27 (X31X41 - T34)2) +

2(m—1
%COV((Xlle — 712)(X12X02 — 112), (X351 Xa1 — 734) (X320 Xu2 — 7’34))- (40)

For brevity of notation, let (X1, X, X3, X;) € R* and (Y7,Ys,Y3,Y,) € R? be i.i.d. random
vectors with distribution Ny(0,R). Then the last covariance in (40) is identical to
E[(Xle —712)(Y1Y2 — 712) (X3 Xy — 734) (Y3Yy — 7”34)}
= {E[(Xle —7r12)(X3Xy — 7’34)]}2

= 72575, + 12,75 + 2r13Ts0Tou s (41)
by independence and (33). Now we calculate the first covariance in (40). In fact,

COV((X11X21 - 7’12)2, (X3 X1 — 7“34)2)

= Cov((X1Xa — r12)*, (X3X4 — 134)%)

= Cov(X7X3, X5X7) — 2r2Cov (X1 Xo, X7X7) — 2r34Cov (X7 X3, X3X4) +
4r19734Cov (X1 X, X3X,) (42)
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since (X1 X5 —719)? = X2X2 —2r5 X1 Xy + 72, and (X3X, —r34)? = X??XZ — 2134 X3X, +7’§4.
From (31) and Lemma 6.7,
Cov(XiX3, X3X}) = B(X{X;XiX]) - B(X7X3) - E(X5X])
= 2(rfy + 71y iy rhy) + A(rTyray + 1)
+8(712723731 + T12T24Ta1 + T23734T a2 + T13734741)
+16(r 12793734741 + 712724743731 + 713732724741 -
Also, by (37),
Cov (X1 X0, X2X3) = BE(X1XoX3X3) —ria(1 +2r%,)
= 2713793 + 21147 + 4713724734 + 4714723734
By exchanging “1”7 to “3” and exchanging “2” and “4” in the above, we obtain
Cov (X7 X3, X3X4) = 2r13714 + 2r9370g + 4713794710 + 4793714710,

Combining the above computations with (33) and (42), we arrive at

COV((X11X21 - 7’12)2, (X311 Xy1 — 7”34)2)

= 2(rfy 71y iy 1)+ A(rTyray + 1)

+8(712723731 + T12T94Ta1 + 723734742 + T13734741)

+16(r12723734741 + T127247 43731 + T137'327°24741)

—2r12 (27”137’23 + 2ry47o4 + 4r13794T34 + 47"147”237’34)

—2r34 (2113714 + 293724 + 4113724712 + AT937147T12)

+4r19734 (113724 + T14703).
A careful cancellation leads to

COV((X11X21 - 7“12)2, (X351 X4 — 7’34)2)
= 2(rfy iy iy rdy) + A(rira, + i)
+4(712793731 + 712724741 + 72373442 + T13734741)

+4r19793734741 + 4712724743731 + 1671373224741 -
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By rewriting 2(7;;1) = 2, — 25 we see from the above, (40) and (41) that
COV((Bl - 7”12)2, (BQ — 7’34)2)
1
= B [2(7“%3 iy )+ A(risray + )
+4(712723731 + 712724741 + 723734742 + T13734741)
+41197r93734741 + 4712724743731 + 167”137’327"247”41}
2 2 22 2 2
+ <ﬁ - ﬁ)( 13724 + 71473 + 2r13r32r24701),
which is again equal to

2
2,2 2,2
m2 [7’137“24 + T3+ 27’137“327°247’41]

b [y )+ 2k )
+  4(r12723731 + T12T24Ta1 + 23734742 + T13734741)
4+ Ariarosraara + Arioraarasra + 12713300470 |-
This and (38) imply the desired conclusion. O
Now we compute the covariance of two squared sample covariances.
LEMMA 6.9 Let {(X1;, Xoj, X35, X45)7 € RY 1 < j < m} be i.i.d. random vectors with
distribution N4(0,R), where R = (1j)axa and r;; = 1 for each i. Let By and By be defined

as in Lemma 6.8. Then

1 )
2 p2 m 2
Cou(By, By) = E(T127“237’347’41 + T19ToaTazT31) + —5 E Tijs

1<i<j<4

where |6, < Kk and K is a numerical constant not depending on m or R.
Proof of Lemma 6.9. Write
B} = (By —112)? + 2r12(By — 712) + 71, and B3 = (By — 734)% + 2r34(By — 734) + 73,
It follows that
Cov(B;, B))
= Cov((By —r12)? (B2 — 134)°) + 2112 - Cov((By — 112), (B — 134)%)
+2r34 - Cov((By — r12)?, (B2 — 134)) + 112734 - Cov (DB, Bo).
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By Lemma 6.8(i) & (iv),

COV((Bl — 7’12)2, (BQ — 7“34)2>
= E[(By —r12)*(Ba —r34)%] — E[(B1 — 112)?] - E[(By — r34)?]
2 2
= 2 [7”%37"34 + 11Ty + 27”137"327"247”41] + oo} [(T%?, + 71y + 35+ 75y) + (11575, + rTr3s)

+ 2719703731 + 712724741 + 2373442 + T13734741)
+ 27197937347 a1 + 2719724743731 + 61373279471 .
Use 22y? < 2% and |ryzu| < |zyz| < |vy| < 22 + 92 for any ,y, z,u € [—1,1] to see that
2 2 < Kl 2
}COV((Bl—’T’lg) ,(BQ—T'34) )‘ ~ ﬁ Z Tij’
1<i<j<d4
where K is a numerical constant not depending on m or R. Same bounds hold with another

numerical constant K2 for 27’12 : COV((Bl — 7“12), (BQ —7’34)2> and 2’/"34 . COV((Bl —7’12)2, (BQ —

r34)) by Lemma 6.8(iii). Finally, by Lemma 6.8(ii),
T12734 - COV(Bl, By) = E(7“127“247’437“31 + 712793734741
The proof is finished by combining all of the estimates. 0

Review sample correlation coefficient 7;; defined in Theorem 4, the denominator is not

easy to be handled. By the heuristic of the law of large numbers and the Taylor expansion,

we are able to express ffj as a polynomial of Gaussian random variables plus an error. The
following result provides basic computations for this step. It will be used in the derivation

of Lemma 6.12.

LEMMA 6.10 Let {(X;,Y;))T; 1 <i < m} be i.i.d. 2-dimensional normal random vectors

with EX, = EY; =0, EX? = EY? =1 and Cou(Xy,Y1) = r. Define

_XP+ XD and B:Yf+-~-+Y,§
m m '

A

The following statements hold for allm > 2 with |6,,| < k where K is a constant not depending

onm orr.
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(i) B[(1 - A)(1 - B)] = 2r*.
(i) E[(1 — A)(1 — B)?] = =212
(iii) E[(1 — A)(1 — B)3] = 2% 4 om

m?2 m3

(iv) B[(1 — A)%(1 — B)?] = 8044 | 0u

4
m m3

(v) B[(1 = A)'(1 = B)] = 2 for (i,j) = (0,5), (1,4),(2,3).

Proof of Lemma 6.10. Write

m m

1—A=%Z(1—X§) and 1-3:%2(1-5@2). (43)
(i) Easily,

Var(X1Y1) = E[(X1Y1 — r)?] = E(X{Y?) —r* =r® 4+ 1; (44)

Bl(1-X)(1-Y?) =1~ E(X}) - E(YY) + B(X7Y() = 22 (45)

by using (31). Due to independence,

E[(1— A)(1 - B)| = ~E[(1 - X3)(1 - V)] = 212

(i) Write
(1B =30y 42 Y (¥R (46)

Evidently, 1 — X} is uncorrelated to (1—Y;?)(1—Y}) for any 4, j, k with 7 # j. Consequently,
Bl(1 - A)(1 - B = o B[(1 - X)(1 - V7. (47)
Use the fact (1 —Y?)? =1 —2Y?2 + Y} to see
E[(1-xD)(1-Y?)?] = —2B[(1 - X7)Y7] + B[(1 - X7)Y/]
= 2E[(1-X)(1-Y)]+E(Y!) — E(X7Y!").  (48)
Write X; = 7Y, + /1 — r2Y], where Y/ ~ N(0, 1) and Y] is independent of X;. Then
E(X{Y]) =r?E(YY) + (1 —r*)E(Y?)E(Y) = 1577 + 3(1 — r?) = 34 1217,
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Notice E(Y}!) = 3 and E(Y) = 15. By (45) and (48),

E[(1-XD)(1-Y?)?] =2-2r +3— (3+12r%) = —8".

Then (ii) follows from (47).
(iii) Write

m*(1-B) = Y (1-Y)+3 Y (1-Y})’(1-Y)
i=1 1<i#j<m
oY =Y -yH-Yd
1<ij#k<m
= U1+U2—|—U3. (49)

Notice 1 — X} is uncorrelated to Us and 1 — X7 is uncorrelated to (1 — Y?)*(1 — Y}?) if
k =i # j. This gives

m*- E[(1—A)(1— B)?’]

S E[1-X)( =Y +3 Y E[(1-X)(1-Y2)’(1-Y))]

1<i#j<m

= mE[(1 - X)L~ Y] + 3m(m — DE[(1 - Y] - B[(1 - X3)(1 - V)],

The product of the last two expectations is equal to 2 - (2r?) = 4r? by (45). This implies
12r2 4
31 m
Bl(1 - A)(1 - BY) = 4 O

with |6,,| < k for all m > 2, where k here and later represents a constant not depending on
m or r, and can be different from line to line.

(iv) Similar to (46),

m* (1-AP = > (1-X)P+2 > (1-X)(1-X})
i=1 1<i<j<m
= Vi + Va. (50)

Trivially, (1 — X7)? is uncorrelated to (1 —Y})(1 —Y}?) for any i, j, k with j # k. The same
is true if X and Y are switched. Thus

m* - Cov((1— A)% (1 — B)?)

= mCov((1—X7)* (1-Y?)?) +2m(m —1)Cov((1 — X7)(1 — X3), (1 = Y?)(1 - Y5)).
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Easily, by independence and (45),
Cov((1 = XB)(1 = XD, (1 - Y)(1 - ¥2)) = [B( - XD)(1 - ¥2)]* = 4
Evidently, E[(1 — A)?] = 2. It follows that

E[(1-A4)°(1-DB)*] = Cov((1-A4)*(1-B)*) +E[1-A)?] -E[(1-B)]

1 4
= — [mCov((1 - X7)% (1 =Y?)?) +8m(m — 1)r] + —
Srt+4 4,
e m3

(v) We will study the three cases one by one.

Case 1: (i,7) = (0,5). Let Zy,-- -, Z,, be i.i.d. random variables with mean zero. Write
(Zy + - ZZ5+012ZZ+CQZZ3Z2—I—C > 7372,
i#£] i#j i#j#k
ten Y LD+ Y BZLilZi+cs Y ZaZiZiZnZ,
i#iFk i#i#k ati Akl
where ¢y, - -+, ¢g are numerical coefficients not depending on m or r. By independence, only

the first and third sums of the right hand side above are non-zero if the expectation is taken
on both sides. The total number of the terms appeared in the two sums is m +2 - (7;) =m?2.

Take Z; = 1 — Y} for each i to have

for all m > 2.

Case 2: (i,j) = (1,4). Similar to Case 1,

(Zy+--- ZZ4+012ZZ+6222Z2+ngZZZk

i#] 1< i£j#k

N 22,27 (51)
(avkalzall

Take Z; = 1 — Y for each i. Recall (43), each term 1 — X? is uncorrelated to any term in
the last two sums. By the same argument as in Case 1, we know E[(1— A)(1— B)*] = ;4,,

for all m > 2.
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Case 3: (i,j) = (2,3). Review (49) and (50). Easily, U; is uncorrelated to both V; and
Va; Uy is uncorrelated to Vs. It follows that

m® - Cov((1 — A)? (1 — B)*) = Cov(Uy, V1) + Cov(Us, V1) + Cov(Us, V).

By independence and the same argument as before, it is easy to see that COV(Ul, Vl) = Moy,
Cov(Us, Vi) = m?8,, and Cov(Us, Va) = m?8l,, where |8,,,|+|0,,|+]00| <  and £ is a constant
not depending on m or r. Consequently,

Cov((1—A)?* (1-B)’) = Om (52)

=
From (50) and (49), it is readily seen E[(1 — A)?] = 2 and E[(1 — B)*] = % - E(1 — Y?)%.
The conclusion then follows from these facts, (52) and the formula

E[(1-A)*(1-B)’] =Cov((1—A)* (1- B)*) + E[(1 - A)’] - E[(1 - B)’].

The proof is finished. O

6.2.2 Evaluations of Covariances between Monomials of Gaussian Random Vari-

ables

Let (X1, X, X3, X4)T be a 4-dimensional random vector with distribution N,(0, R) where
R = (rj)ixa and 7; = 1 for each 7. One of major tasks in this section is showing
|Cov(X0XY, X7X9)| < C' Y <icjeu iy for some constant C' depending only on non-negative
integers a, 3,7,6. Review the t-norm ||U|; = [E(JU[*)]*/* for any random variable U and

t > 1. In the following lemma, by convention we regard H?:l a; =1 for any a;.

LEMMA 6.11 Let {Xy, -+, X, Y1, -, Y} be random variables with k > 0, [ > 0 and
k+1>1. Let p1, - ,prsqu,- -+ ,q be positive integers. Assume, for each i, (a) X; =
=20 &y where {&n, -+, &} are di.d. with mean 0, and (b) Y; = -x*(¢i). Then

N
k l k

E[H|Xz‘ o | Hyjﬁj] <C-IT I
i=1 j=1 i=1

for any o, > 2/(k+1), B > 2—¢q;)/[2(k+1)], 1 <i<kand 1l <j <I, where C is a

(67

k+1

constant depending on k, 1, a; and 3; but not depending on p; or g;.
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Proof of Lemma 6.11. First we assume k£ > 1 and ! > 1. By applying the Holder inequality

to the product of k + [ terms, we see
k 1 k !
E[H |XZ|Ocl . H Yyﬁ]:| S H (E|Xl|ocl(k:+l 1/(k+l H Elyﬁ](k‘l'l 1/(k+l). (53)
= =1 i=1 j=1

By assumption, «o;(k+1) > 2 for each i. According to the Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality
[see, for example, the proof of Corollary 2 on p. 387 from Chow and Teicher (1997)],

E|X,|% 0D < Cag, k, 1) - E(|€a| ), (54)
where C'(ay, k, 1) is a constant depending on o, k, [ only. As a result,
k
1 (B1x;
=1

Second, by recalling the density of x%(m) is f(z) := Wx(m/z) Le=/2 for © > 0, we have
2

(55)

k
al(k—l—l 1/(k+1) < Clay, - o, k1) - H & ]

1 o
E[X2(m)6] _ F(m>2m/2/0 2(m+28)/2=1 —2/2 1.
2

I'(5+5)

peE o

T'(z+a)
I'(z)ze

a € R, it is seen that E[x?(m)/m]? — 1 as m — oo. This implies that

x*(m)

for any real number f > —m/2. From the fact that lim, . = 1 for any number

supE[ }B:Cﬁ<oo, (57)

where the supremum is taken over all m satisfying m > 1 and m > 2(1 — ) and where Cj
depends on 8 only. The reason we choose m such that % + 3 > 1 is because we need 3 +
to stay away from the only singular point 0 of I'(x) defined on [0, 00). It follows that
2(g: )\ Bi(k+D)
E(|Y;|%*D) = E[(L (%)> ’ ] < Oy < 00
d;
provided ¢; > 2[1 — ;(k + )], or equivalently, 8; > (2 — ¢;)/[2(k + 1)]. This asserts that

l
[T (YD = O,y B) < o0 (58)

J=1
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under the assumption 3; > (2 —¢;)/[2(k +1)] for each 1 < j <. This joined with (53) and
(55) leads to the desired inequality.

If k> 1and ! =0, then (53)-(55) still hold. If k =0 and [ > 1, then (53) and (58) are
also true. The desired statements are then derived. U

Recall sample correlation coefficient 7;; defined in Theorem 4 from Section 6.2, the next

result provides an estimate for the dependency between two denominators.

LEMMA 6.12 Let {(X;,Y;)"; 1 < i < m} be i.i.d. 2-dimensional normal random vectors
with EX; = EY; =0, EX? = EY? =1 and Cou(Xy,Y1) =r. Write

m m 442r2 12482 +8r 6,
)=1+ +

B( : iy 59
X12_|_..._|_X72n )/'12+...+Yn% m m2 +m3 ( )

Then |6,,| < Kk for all m > 11, where k is a constant not depending on m or r.

Before we present the proof let us have a quick check for two cases with r = 0 and r = 1.

Recall (56). We have Em = ﬁ and Exg(lm)2 = (m_2)1(m_4) for any m > 5. If » = 0, then
{X:;,Y;; 1 <i<m} areiid. N(0,1). Consequently the left hand side of (59) is identical to
1 72 m? 4 12 32m — 48
2\ E } - T SO o S
m [ x2(m) (m — 2)2 +m+m2 +m2(m—2)2’

which corresponds to the right hand side of (59) with » = 0. If » = 1, then X; = Y; for
each i. Thus the left hand side of (59) becomes

S N m? 6,28 120m—224
2(m)2  (m—2)(m—4) m  m2  m2(m—2)(m—4)

which is equal to the right hand side of (59) with r = 1.

Proof of Lemma 6.12. Define

:X12_|_..._‘_Xg"b and B:Y12_|_..._|_Yn%
m m '

Set Ay=1—Aand By =1— B. By the formulaz ™' =1+ (1 —z) + (1 —2)*+ (1 —2)® +

A

(1—2)*+ (1 —2)°+ 271 — )% we write
1 A S N /BS N
L) ()
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We will expand (327, A})(>20_, Bi) and write it as the sum of A¢B?, and furthermore brealk
the sum into two sums, the first of which is for the terms with a + b < 5 and the second of

which is for those with a + b > 6. Therefore,

1
45 - LT (A1 + By) + (A7 + A1 By + A3) + (A} + ATBy + A B} + BY)
+(Al + A}By + AiB} + A B} + By)

+(A + A1By + A}B} + AiB} + A1 B} + B}) + €, (60)

where

ASS. . BS . . ASBS
= Bt -1 Al 1—1
em A; 1+B; 1ty TP,

and where p,, = ZA%B%’ with the sum running over all @ > 1 and b > 1 satisfying 6 <
a+ b < 10. Obviously, by counting the number of the terms on the right hand side of (60),
we know the total number of the terms in the sum of p,, is 36 — (1+2+3+4+4+54+6) = 15.

Notice

A X ) %Zm:(l —X7), VmBi = %i(l Y.

m m

Review the notation in Lemma 6.11. We first consider the term E(ASBiA~Y). If i = 0,
take k =1 =1, a1 =6, f1 = —1 and ¢y = m. Then oy > 2/(k+1) = 1 and 5 >
2—q)/2(k+1)] = (2—m)/4 as m > 7. Similarly, if ¢ > 1, take k =2, 1 =1, a; = 6,
az =i, fy = —1 and ¢ = m. It is always true that a; A ag > 2/(k +1) = 2/3. Also,
Br>2—aq)/2(k+1)] = (2—m)/6if m > 9. A similar but easier check can be done for
A$B? with @ >1,b>1 and a +b > 6. It then follows from Lemma 6.11 that

d(m,a,b)

6 .
E(ﬁB;) _AmD)d BB -

A m3 (61)

as m > 9, where |0(m,i)| + |0(m,a,b)| < k for all 1 < ¢ <5 and integers a > 1 and b > 1
with a + 0 > 6. Here and later s represents a constant not depending on m or r and can be

different from line to line.
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Now we turn to look at the term ASBSA~'B~!. Take k = | = 2, oy = ay = 6,
p1 = P2 = —1 and ¢ = ¢ = m to see that, for each i = 1,2, we have o; > 2/(k +1) =1/2
and f; > (2—¢q;)/[2(k+1)] = (2—m)/8 provided m > 11. From Lemma 6.11 again we obtain

AIBY _ Om

B _ Im
AB mb

(62)

with [0(m)| < k as m > 11. Combining (61) and (62) and using the symmetry of A and B

as well as that of A; and B;, we see that
Fe,, = —= (63)

with [6,,| < & for all m > 11.

Back to (60), let us examine the expectation of each monomial of A; and B; on the right

hand side. By independence,
1
E(A7) = — Y E[1-X)) == (64)

since Var(X?) = 2. Recall

i+ o+t =D 843 Y B+ >ttt
=1

1<i#j<m 1<i#j#k<m
for any real numbers ¢, - ,t,,. Take t; = 1 — X? and use independence to see
3 1 213 1 2 4 6 8
E(A}) = WE[(I - X7)?] = W[l — 3E(X}) +3E(X}) — E(X})] = -3

since B(X?) =1, E(X}) =3 and F(X?) = 15. Review

i+ + b))t = itf+clztft]~+62tft§+03 >ttt
=1

i#] 1<y i#j#k
e Y tititedy
i#iFkAl
for any t1,- -+ ,t,,. By taking t; = 1 — X? and using independence, we get
EAY = L B[a-x2+2 (™). Bl0 - x22(1 - x2)
(1) oo [(_ 1)]+m' 9 /" [(_ )7 (1— 2)]
1206,
Tt
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with |6,,| < & for all m > 1 since E[(1— X?)*(1— X3)?] = [E(1 — X})?]? = 4. Now, by (60),

1
B(os—en) = 1+ B(43+ 4By + BY) + B(A} + ALB, + A, B} + BY)
+E(A} + A}By + A}B; + A B} + By)

+E(A + A1By + A{B; + A{B} + A1 B} + BY).

From Lemma 6.10, the expressions of EA! for i = 2,3,4 above as well as the symmetry of

A and B, we obtain

1 4 2 16 16
g o) = v+ () (o)
1B € + m—l—mr + 2 mQT

24 24r?  8rt 44 Om
-%7+ —+ 2)
m m m
442r% 12482+ &t 5,

-1 Im
+ m + m2 +m3

with |0,,| < & for all m > 2. This and (63) conclude

5 1 _1+4+27’2+12+8r2+87‘4+ S,
AB m m2 m3
with |,,| < & for all m > 11. O

Recall the notation (2i — 1)/l =1-3---(2i — 1) for any integer i > 1. We set (—1)!! =1

by convention.

LEMMA 6.13 Let X and Y be N(0,1). Assume they are jointly normal with covariance
r. Then the following hold.

(i) For any integers i > 1 and j > 1, there exists a polynomial f(x) depending on i and
J such that f(0) =1 and BE(X?71Y%71) = (20 — DI (25 — DI -rf(r?).

(i1) For any integers i > 0 and j > 0, there exists a polynomial g(x) depending on i and
j such that E(X?Y?%) = (2i — 1)1 - (25 — D! + r2g(r?).

Proof of Lemma 6.13. Let Z be a random variable with distribution N(0,1) and Z be
independent of X and Y. Then we may write Y = rX + 1'Z, where ' = /1 — r2.
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(i) Easily,
-1
y2-1 — ( - )Tkr/2j—k—1XkZ2j—k—1.

By independence and the fact E[N(0,1)"] = 0 for any odd number n > 1, we have

2j-1 ...
B(X% Y% 1) — Z(2jk—1)Tkrfzj—k—1E(X2i+k—1Z2j—k—1)
=0

j .
_ 2.] -1 2\l-171 _ .2\j—1 : _ NN s —_ 1\
= ry. (21—1)(” (L=r) "t 23+ 1) =3 (2 — 1) — D!
= rh(r?), (65)
where we set k = 2] — 1 in the second identity and the fact E[N(0,1)"] = (n — 1)!! for even

number n > 1 is used in the last display. Obviously the last term in (65) is obviously a

polynomial. Then

h0) = Z@:D V(1 — 2l (204 1) — D) - (20 — 1) — D)
(2= 1) (26 41) =3 (2 — 1) — 1)
(2i

r=0

Set f(x) = g(z)[(2i — )+ (25 — )N, The desired conclusion follows.
(ii) Recall B(X?%*) = (2 — 1)!! and E(Y*) = (27 — 1)!I. The conclusion is obviously true
if (4,7) = (0,0), (4,5) = (0,1) and (¢, 5) = (1,0), in which cases g(z) = 0 for each x € R. We

next assume ¢ > 1 and j > 1. By the same argument as in (i),

23 .
Y9 =(r X +0'2)% =) (2]3) rhp 2=k Xk Z2h
k=0

20



Then E(X?Y?%) is equal to

27 .
Z (2}3) Tkrl2j—kE(X2i+kz2j—k)

k=0

zj: (%Z) T2lrl2(j—l)E(X2(i+l)) _E(Z2(j—l))

=0

_ (1 . T2)jE(X2i) . E(Z2j) + 72 Z_: <Z‘;) (T2)l—1(1 _ T2)j—lE(X2(i+l)) . Ev(Z2(j—l))7

where we set k = 2[ in the first identity and single out the term with [ = 0 in the last step.
Obviously the last sum is a polynomial of 72, say, hy(r?). Write (1 —1r2)/ = 1 +r2hy(r?) with

the function hs(z) being a polynomial. Consequently,

E(X*YY) = [L4r*hy(r®)|E(X?) - E(Z%) +1?h1(1?)

= (2= DU (25 — DN+ (%),
where g(z) := (2i — 1)!!- (25 — 1)!1hy(x) + hi(x) is a polynomial. The proof is completed. OJ

With the help of Lemma 6.13, we will obtain Lemmas 6.14-6.16 in the following. They
estimate the size of |Cov( X" X2, X% X )| for non-negative integers dy, dy, ds, d, with special

requirements.

LEMMA 6.14 Let (X, Xy, X3, X4)T be a 4-dimensional random vector with distribution
N4(0,R) where R = (1j)axa and r;; = 1 for each i. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0
depending on i, §, k, 1 but not on R such that | Cou( X2 X5, X2 X2)| < C Y cicjea iy for all

non-negative integers i, 7, k and .

Proof of Lemma 6.14. If i+j = 0, then i = j = 0, and hence X2 X2’ = 1. The conclusion
obviously holds. The same is true if £+ = 0. So we assume 7+ 7 > 1 and k + [ > 1 next.
Write

Cov(XPXP X3 X = E(XPXY XX — E(XPXY) - BE(X2XT. (66)
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By Lemma 6.13(ii), there exists polynomials ¢; (z) and go(z) for = € R such that

B(XPXY) = (20 — 1) (25 — DI+ 1Ly - gi(r); (67)
E(ngle) =2k — DI (20 — DN +72, - go(r3,). (68)

Set 7 = (12,713,714, 723, 724, 734)7 € RS, Then, by Lemma 6.4, E(X¥XJ’X*X?) is a
multivariate polynomial of r;;,1 <1¢ < j < 4. So we are able to write
E(XPXPXFXY) =Cot+ > Ciyrij+clr (69)
1<i<j<4

where Cy and Cj; are constants and ¢(r) is a linear combination of [],,_ j<al a” with 2 <
Dicicj<a @ij < i+ 7+ k+ 1 Next we will use the fact that (69) holds for every r;; € [~1,1]
and 1 <7 < j <4 to identify the values of Cy and every Cj;.

Set r;; = 0 for all 4 # j. Then X, X5, X3, Xy are i.i.d. N(0,1). It follows from (69) that
Co = B(XY)- B(Xy)- B(X3*) E(X])
= (20— Dl (25— DI (2k — DI - (21 — D)L,
Review (69). We claim that C;; =0 forall 1 <i < j <4. Taker;; =0forall 1 <i<j<4

except (i,7) = (1,2). Then the three random variables (X, X»)T € R? X3 and X, are
independent. By (69),

E(XT'XY) - B(X5") - B(XT)
= (2’L — 1)” . (2] — 1)” . (2]{3 — 1)” . (2l — 1)” + 0127”12 + 01(7’12), (70)

where ¢ () = cox?+c3x3+ - ~+cpa? with 2 < p <i+j+k+1. Use the fact E(X3*) = (2k—1)!!,
E(X2) = (20 — 1)!! and (67) to see

E(X{'Xy) - BE(X5Y) - E(XT)
= [(2i =) (25 — D+ 7]y gi(riy)] - (26 — 1) (20 — 1)1

Observe there are no linear terms of 715 on the right hand side. Compare this with (70), we

see C12 = 0. By symmetry, C;; = 0 for all 1 <1i < j < 4. Combining this, (66)-(69), we get
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Cov(X? X2 X3*X?!) is identical to

(20 — DI - (25 — DI (26 — DN - (20 — D! + ¢(r)
— (@125 = D+ ]y g1 ()] - [k = DI (20 = DI+ 73, - g2(r5,)]

= cy(r). (71)

Observe that Cov(X¥X2, X2¥X2) = ¢y(r) is a linear combination of [Ticicj<ariy’ with
2 < Z1gz<jg40‘ij <i+ j+ k+ 1 Notice |r;j| <1, and hence |7"Z”| < rfj for all a;; > 2 and
[licicjcarsy’ < lrul ™ frypl® forany 1 <k <1 <4, 1 <u<wv <4, (k) # (u,v) with
ot + iy > 2. Use the formula |zy| < (22 + y?) to get
|7“kl|akl|7“uv|auv < lel —I—T’fw < Z TZ2]
1<i<j<4
This says that there exists a constant C' > 0 depending on 7, j, k, [ but not on R such that
i 327
|Cov(XPX, XX = |ea(r)| < C Y 7l (72)
1<i<j<4

The proof is completed. O

LEMMA 6.15 Let (X, Xo, X3, X4)T be the same as in Lemma 6.14. Then, there exists a
constant C > 0 depending on i, §, k,1 but not on R such that |Cov( X1 X771 X2k X2h)| <

CZ1§¢<J’§4 7“2-2]- for all non-negative integers i, j, k,l with i > 1 and j > 1.

Proof of Lemma 6.15. If k+1 = 0, then k = [ = 0, and hence X2*X?' = 1. The conclusion

trivially holds. So we assume and k + [ > 1 next.

By Lemma 6.13(i), there exists a polynomial f(z) for x € R with f(0) =1 and
E(XTTIXy ) = (20— DU (25 = DU ria f () (73)
for all integers ¢ > 1 and j > 1. Write

Cov(X31XH ™, X3 x3)
= B(XPTXYTIXEEXY) - B(XPTIXYTY) - B(XGEXT). (74)
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Then, by Lemma 6.4,

E(XPXYTIXPXY) = Do+ Y Diri; +d(r), (75)

1<i<j<4

. . . . (6771 .
where Dy and D;;’s are constants and d(r) is a linear combination of [],.;_;.,7;;” with

2 < Zl§i<j§4 a;j <i+j+k+1—1. We now evaluate the values of Dy and D;;’s.

Take r;; = 0 for all i # j. Then X, X5, X3, Xy are i.i.d. with distribution N(0,1). From

(75), we see
Dy = E(X{™) - B(Xy"™) - B(XF") - B(XY) =0
since B(X{""") = 0. Then (75) becomes

E(XP'XPXFXT) = Y Dijrij +d(r). (76)

1<i<j<d
Take r;; = 0 for all 1 < ¢ < j <4 except (¢,7) = (1,2). Then the three random variables
(X1, X5)T € R?, X3 and X, are independent. It follows from (73) and (76) that

(20 — DI (25 — DN - (2k — DI - (20 — DN+ f(r]y)r1e = Dioria + di(r12)

where di(z) = co2® + 32 + -+ + 2P with 2 < p < i+ j+k+1—1. Set do(x) =

Cot + 3% + -+ - + 2P~ 1. The above implies
(20 — DI (25 — DI (26 — DN - (20 — D)1 - f(rdy) = Dig + da(r12).
Take 715 = 0. Recall f(0) = 1. Then
Dis = (20 — D)1= (25 — DT (2k — D! - (21 — DI

Now we claim D;; = 0 for all (4, 7) # (1,2). In fact, set 7;; = 0 for all 1 <17 < j < 4 except
(i,7) = (1,3). Then X, is independent of (X, X3, X4)7. Use the fact E(X;"") = 0 and

independence to see from (76) that
0= Digriz + dz(r13), (77)
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where d3(z) = agx? + - - - + apa? with 2 < p < i+ j+ k+ 1 — 1. Divide both sides of (77) by
r13 and then set m3 = 0, we get Dy3 = 0. Similarly, D;; = 0 for all (4, j) # (1, 2). Therefore,
by (76),

B(XPIXPTIXEXE) = 20— DI (25 — DI 2k — D= (20— DI - rip +d(r). (78)

Since f(z) in (73) is a polynomial with f(0) = 1, we are able to write f(z) =1+ = fi(z) for

each x € R, where f;(z) ia a polynomial. Hence,

B(XH1XPT)

= (20— DN (25 — D! orpg + (20 — DI (25 — D -3, f1(r2).
Joining this by (68), (74) and (78), we have that Cov(XZ1X37~" X2k X?!) is equal to

(20— DI - (25 — DI (26 — DI+ (20 — D - 19+ d(r)
— (@i =)0 (25 = D rp + (20— D) (25 — D1, f1(r7,)]
2k = D)1 (20— D+ 73, - ga(r3y)]
= dy(r),
where go(x) is a polynomial. Observe there are no linear terms of 7;;, 1 < ¢ < j < 4 in
the expression of dy(r). Consequently, dy(r) is a linear combination of [, ri;’ with

2 < Zl§i<j§4 a;;j <1+ j+k+1—1. The conclusion then follows from the same argument

between (71) and (72). O

LEMMA 6.16 Let (X1, X, X3, X4)T be the same as in Lemma 6.1/. Then, there erists a
constant C > 0 depending on i, j, k, 1 but not on R such that | Covn( X* 1 X271 X1 x2-1)| <

C' Y icicij<a Ty for all positive integers i, j, k, 1.
Proof of Lemma 6.16. Write

Cov(XFIXZ™, XP1x)
= BXPTXYTIXFIXIN) - B(XPTIXYTY) - B(XTIXEY). (79)
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By Lemma 6.13(i),
E(XFIXI) = 2k — DI (20 — D)1 - 7349(r3,)
for some polynomial g(x). This together with (73) implies that

B(XEIXP) - B(XEXE) < Glrerl <€ Y (50)
1<i<j<4

where (] is a constant depending on i, j, k,[ but not on R. By Lemma 6.4,

B(XPIXPTIXFIX]Y) = By + Z Byjrij +b(r), (81)
1<i<j<4
where By and Bj;'s are constants and b(r) is a linear combination of [T, <4 rf‘j“ with
2 < Zl§i<j§4aij <14+ j+k+1—2. We claim that
By=D;; =0 (82)

forall 1 <14 < j < 4. In fact, take r;; = 0 for all 1 < i < j <4, then Xy, Xy, X3, Xy are
i.i.d. N(0,1)-distributed random variables. The left hand side of (81) is zero because of
independence. The right hand side of (81) is equal to By. This concludes By = 0. Then (81)
becomes

E(XP'XFIXPIXT) = > Byry +b(r). (83)

1<i<j<4

For this identity we take r;; = 0 for all 1 <i < j <4 except (i,5) = (1,2). Then the three
random variables (X, X3)T € R2, X3 and X, are independent. By independence and the
fact E(X2*') = 0, the left hand side of (83) is zero. Hence, (83) is reduced to

0 = Biaria + bi(r12),

where by(x) = c2® + 323 + - + 2P with 2 < p < i+ j+k+1—2. Set by(x) =
Cox + 3z + -+ -+ cpaP~t. Then 0 = By + by(r12). Take 12 = 0 to get Byz = 0. By symmetry,
we know B;; = 0 for all 1 < i < j < 4. So (82) has been verified. It follows that (81) is
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reduced to E(Xfi_ngj_ngk_lel_l) = b(r). By employing the same argument between
(71) and (72), we get
‘E(X%i—ngj—ng%—lXZl—l)} <G, Z T?jv
1<i<j<4
where Cj is a constant depending on i, j, k, [ but not on R. This joined (79) and (80) yields
the desired inequality. O

The following fact supplies a convenient tool to handle the covariance between products
of independent random variables. Recall ||£]|, = (E]£]9)Y4 for any random variable ¢ and

q=>1

LEMMA 6.17 For k > 2, let {(U;,V;) € R* 1 < i < k} be independent random vectors.
Assume C = 3T, (1 + |Uille) (1 + [|Vill) < o0 and K = C*. Then

k k
‘ Cov( ]:[1 U, ]:[1 m-)

Proof of Lemma 6.17. The inequality holds obviously for £ = 1. Assume now k£ > 2. By

k
< K-y |Co(Uy, V).
=1

definition,

COV(U1U27 V1V2) = E(U1U2V1V2) - E(U1U2) : E(V1V2)

Write E(U;V;) = Cov(Uy, Vi) + EU; - EVy and E(UyV,) = Cov(Us, Vo) + EUs - EVs. Plug

the two identities into (84) to see

COV(UlUQ, ‘/1‘/2) = COV(Ul, ‘/1) : COV(UQ, Vé) + EU2 . E‘/g . COV(Ul, Vi)
+ EU1 . E‘/l . COV(UQ, Vé) (85)

Since k > 2, we have from the Hélder inequality that E|¢| < ||€||r < ||£]|x for any random
variable . By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, E|U; V1| < ||[Ui|lz - [[Ville < U1k - |Valk. As
a result, |Cov(Uy, V4)| is bounded by

E|UWA| + E|U| - EIVi| < 2[[Unle][Va]x- (86)
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Set 7; = 3[[_, (1 + |Uille) (1 4 ||Villg) for j =1,--- , k. We claim that

k k
‘Cov(HU,-,H%)

In fact, by applying (86) to (85), we see

k
< (rm) - Y |Cov(U;, Vi) (87)

i=1

|COV(U1U2, ‘/1‘/2)|
< 20Ui[l[Villk - [Cov(Us, Vo)l + [[Uzlk[|Vallk - [Cov(Ur, Vi)| + [|Ur][e][Vilx - [Cov(Us, V2)]

< [BTT Q10 (1 + Vi) | - [ICov(T. Vi) + [Cov(Te. Vo). (33)

So claim (87) holds for k = 2 due to the fact 7; > 1 for each j. Now we assume k > 3 and

use induction to complete the proof. Assume

}Cov(gUi,i]jlvi)

for some 2 < j < k. By assumption, (Uj41,Vj11) and (ngl U,-,ngl V;) are independent.

<(m---7)- Z |Cov(Ui, Vi) (89)

We obtain from (88) that
G+ g+

‘COV(EUZ',EVZ->

< [3(1+||Uj+1||k)(1+||V3-+1||k)(1+||U1---Uj||k)(1+||V1---V}||k)]-
J J
[Cov(Uyir, Vi)l + |Cov (T TT V)

1=1 1=1

} . (90)

Since 2 < j < k, then we have from the Holder inequality that

J
107Ul = (B U5 L )] < [T
k—j =1

The above also holds if the symbol “U” is replaced by “V”. Thus,
B(L+ U Uslle) (L + V2= Ville) (1 + [1TUallx) (1 + [Visalle) < 750

By (89) and (90),

Jj+1 Jj+1

J
Cor(TTUnITV)| < mor - [IC0V Wi Vi) (- 7) - D | Cov(U, Vi)
i=1 i=1 . 1=1
< (meem) - ) [Cov(UL V)L
=1
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This confirms (87). The proof is completed by taking C' = 7, and K = C*. O

6.2.3 Combinatorics

In this section we will work on some combinatorics problems. They will be used to evaluate
covariances between squared sample correlations coefficients in Section 6.2.4. We always
assume o, -, Qm, B, s By V1,0 5 Ym, 01, + + -, Oy are non-negative integers. Set o =

(ah... 704m)75:(517"' 7ﬁm)77:(717"' ,’Vm) and5:(51,~- ’5m).

LEMMA 6.18 Let m > 2, a > 0 and b > 1 be integers. Then the following hold with
constant K depending on a and b but not m.

(i) Let Ny be the total number of non-negative integer solutions (xy, -« ,Ty) of T1+- -+
Ty = a, then Ny < Km®.

(i1) Let Ny be the total number of non-negative integer solutions (xq,--- ,Zy,) of T1 +
oo 2y = a with x1 >b. Then Ny < Km®?,

(i1i) Given 1 <n<mandc; > 1,---,¢, > 1 with ¢ + -+ ¢, < a, let N3 the total
number of non-negative integer solutions (r1,- -+ ,Ty) of x1 + -+ + xy = a with x; > ¢; for

1<i<n. Then N3 < Kmo~ "¢,

A quick comment is that (ii) is a special case of (iii). We single it out because N, has a

much neater statement and it will be used very frequently.

Proof of Lemma 6.18. (i) If a = 0, the only non-negative integer solution of 1+ - -+z,, =
ais (0,---,0). Then N; = 1 and the conclusion follows with any constant K > 1. We assume

next that a > 1. It is well-known that

—1
N, = <m+a ) <(m+a—1)"<(1+a)"m" (91)
a
(iii) Set y; = x;—c; fori = 1,--- ;nand y; = x; forn+1 < ¢ < m. Then Nj is equal to the
total number of non-negative integer solutions (yi, -+ ,ym) of Y1+ +ym =a—cy —+ - —Cp.

From (i) we see N3 < Km? =~ The proof is completed.
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The statement (ii) follows because it is a special case of (iii). O

In the following when we say a non-negative integer solution (e, 3,4,d) of a certain
equation, we mean (o, , Qm, 81, By Y1, s Yms 01, - -+, Om) satisfies that equation

with each of {«;, Bi,7i,0;; 1 < i < m} being a non-negative integer.

LEMMA 6.19 Letm > 4 and «, 3,7, 0 be non-negative integers. Let Ny be the total number

of non-negative integer solutions of (a, 3,7, d) satisfying

m

Yai=a, Y Bi=8 > =7 Y 6= (92)
i=1 =1 i=1

1=1

Set I := {1} U{2 <i<m; (a, B,7,0) satisfies (92) and «; + B; > 1} and
L:={23yu{ie{1,4,5 - ,m}; (a,B,7,8) satisfies (92) and v; + & > 1}.

Let Ny be the total number of non-negative integer solutions of (e, 3,7,8) satisfying (92)
and Iy NIy # (). Then, there exists a constant K depending on «, 3,7, but not m such that

(i) Ny < K -motF+9. (i5) Ny < K - mothAtrto-L,

Proof of Lemma 6.19. First, recall the fact that the total number of non-negative integer
solutions of &1 +- - -+, = k for any non-negative integer k is (me _1). Therefore, considering

the four equations in (92) separately, the total numbers of non-negative integer solutions are

I T e ()

respectively.

(i) By (91) and (93),

o LR e [

< (1+a)(1+8)PA4+~)(1+6)° - motPte, (94)

The conclusion follows by taking K = (1 + a)*(1 4 8)%(1 4+ 4)7(1 + 6)°.
(i) f a4+ 5 =0and v+ 6 =0, then I = {1} and I, = {2,3}, and hence I; N I, = 0.

Thus N = 0. The conclusion holds. So we assume next that either a + 3 > 1or v+ > 1.
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Notice Il N ]2 = Al U A2 U Ag, where

A = {i€{1}; (e, B,7,8) satisfies (92) and v; + ; # 0};
Ay = {{ie{2,3}; (o, 3,7, 9d) satisfies (92) and «; + 5; # 0};
Az = {z € {4,5,--- ,m}; (a0, 3,7, 8) satisfies (92) and «; + f; # 0 and ~; + J; # O}.

Hence, if I; N Iy # 0, then either A; # 0, Ay # 0 or A3 # (). Let us consider the three

scenarios one by one next.

Scenario 1: A; # (). In this situation, 7, + d; > 1. Consequently, either v, > 1
or 6; > 1. Thus, taking b = 1 in Lemma 6.18(i) and (ii), we know the total number of

non-negative integer solutions of (a, 3,7, ) satisfying (92) and A; # ) is bounded by

Klmo‘-KlmB-Klmy_l-Klm6+Klm°‘-KlmB-Klm”-Klm‘s_l

— 2(K1)4 . m5+ﬁ+v+5—1

where K here and below is a constant depending on «, 3,7, d but not m.

Scenario 2: A, # (). In this situation, either ap + 8 > 1 or a3 + 3 > 1. Similar to the
first case, the total number of non-negative integer solutions of (a, 3,7, d) satisfying (92)
and Ay # () is bounded by 2(K;)? - mo AL L 9( )4 mdHATH0=t — 4(K)t - mo Aol

Scenario 3: Az # (). In this situation, there exists i € {4,5,---,m} such that o; + 3; >
1 and v, + 6; > 1. For fixed 4, if oy + 5; > 1 and +; + 0; > 1, then one of the four
cases must be true: (a) a; > 1l and v > 1; (b) oy > 1 and §; > 1; (¢) f; > 1 and
v > 1; (d) B; > 1 and §; > 1. From Lemma 6.18(i) and (ii) again, we have that the total
number of non-negative integer solutions of (e, 3,7, d) satisfying (92) and (a) is dominated
by Kim®™ ' KiymP - Kim ™t - Kym? = (K,)*-mo+#++9=2 By symmetry, the same inequality
holds if “(a)” is replaced by (b), (c) and (d), respectively. In conclusion, for fixed i, the
total number of non-negative integer solutions of (a, 3,7, d) satisfying (92) and a; + 3; > 1
and v; + &; > 1 is controlled by 4(K;)* - m°T#+7+=2 Now, i € {4,5,---,m} has at most
m choices. Then the total number of non-negative integer solutions of (a, 3,, ) satisfying

(92) and As # () is bounded by m - 4(K)* - mOTB+1+0=2 = 4(K|)4 . mO AL
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Finally, add the bounds up in the above three scenarios, we get Ny < 10(K;)*-mo+Atr+o-1,

The proof is completed by taking K = 10(K;)*. O

LEMMA 6.20 Assume m > 5 and «, 8,7,0 are non-negative integers. Define
S = {5 S v S m; (a7ﬁ7775> satisﬁes (92>7 Q; _'_ﬁz Z 1 and Vi _'_51 Z 1}

Then the following statements hold with a constant K depending on «, 3,7,6 but not m.

(i) The total number of solutions of (e, 8,7, d) satisfying (92) and S # 0 is bounded by

KmotBr+é—1

(i) The total number of solutions of (o, B,7,68) satisfying (92) with v + 61 > 2 is

bounded by K - meTB+H1+=2,

Proof of Lemma 6.20. (i) Since S # (), then there exists some 5 < ¢ < m such that
a; + B; > 1 and v; + 6; > 1. According to Scenario 3 in the proof of Lemma 6.19, the total
number of solutions of (e, 3,4, d) satisfying (92), a; + 5; > 1 and ~; + §; > 1 is dominated
by K - mo+#+1+9=2 where K is a constant depending on «, /3,7, but not m. Noticing
5 < i < m, then the desired number is bounded by (m —4) - Km®TF/++9-2 < Kmot+h+y+o-1,

(ii) Let K be a constant in Lemma 6.18(i) with a = « or . Also, the K satisfies
Lemma 6.18(ii) with a € {v,d} and b € {1,2}. Since 7, + d; > 2, then one of the three
cases must be true: (a) v > 2, (b) 9 > 2 or (¢) 73 > 1 and 6; > 1 simultaneously. By
Lemma 6.18(ii), the total number of solutions (7, §) of the last two equations from (92) with
71 > 2 is no more than Km>*°~2. The same holds if “y; > 27 is replaced by “0; > 2”.
Similarly, by Lemma 6.18(ii) again, the total number of solutions (7, d) of the last two
equations from (92) satisfying v; > 1 and §; > 1 is bounded by Km ~!- Km®~! = K?m+°=2,
Consequently, the total number of solutions of («, 3,7, d) satisfying (92) with v; + §; > 2
is bounded by

Km® - KmP - (Km"72 4 KmY™072 4 K?m 072) = (K* 4+ 2K*)mtPH+o=2,

Therefore, the desired conclusion follows by regarding K* + 2K? as new constant K. O
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LEMMA 6.21 Assume m > 5 and «, 8,7,0 are non-negative integers. Define

S = {ie{3,4};(a,B,~,9) satisfies (92) and a; + 3; > 1} U
{7 € {1,2}; (e, B,7,9) satisfies (92) and v; + §; > 1}.

Let T, 1 be the set of (e, 3,7, ) satisfying (92) and |S| = 1. Let T, be the set of (o, 3,7, 0)
satisfying (92) and |S| > 2. Let T, 5 be the set of (e, B,7,9) satisfying (92), |S| =1 and
one of the following:

(1) a; + B; > 1 for some i € {1,2};

(2) v; +9; > 1 for some j € {3,4};

(8) cu + B > 2 for some 5 < k < m;

(4) v+ 6 > 2 for some 5 <1< m;

(5) ap + By = 1 and v + 0; = 1 simultaneously for some 5 < t < m. Then, there

exists a constant K depending on a, 3,7, but not m such that |Tp,,| < KmethAtrto=l

|Tm,2| < Kma+ﬁ+ﬁ/+5—2 and |Tm,3| < K- ma+ﬁ+ﬁ/+6—2.

Proof of Lemma 6.21. If a = f =~ =6 =0, then T,,,1 = Tyn2 = T3 = 0, the conclusion
obviously holds. So we assume next that at least one of the four numbers is positive. Note
that the bounds in the conclusions are Km®+#+7+9=1 and Kmo+t#+1t9-2 So. in case one
of {a,B,7,0} is zero, say, a« = 0, any discussions below related to « will disappear by
convention. In the following we will prove the three conclusions one by one.

The bound for T, ;. If |S| = 1, then one of the following four situations must occur: (a)
a; > 1 for some i € {3,4}; (b) 8; > 1 for some i € {3,4}; (c) 7; > 1 for some j € {1,2}; (d)
d; > 1 for some j € {1,2}. If a; > 1, by Lemma 6.18(ii), the total number of non-negative
integer solutions a of ay + -+ + a,, = « is no more than K;m® !. Here and later K,
represents a constant depending on «, 3,7, but not m, and could be different from line to
line. By Lemma 6.18(i), the total number of points (e, 3,7, d) satisfying (92) and (a) is
controlled by

Klmo‘_l . Klmﬁ . Klm'y . K1m5 = (K1)4 . ma+5+“’+5_1.
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Likewise the same bound holds if “(a)” is replaced by “(b)”, “(c)” or “(d)”. This implies
|T;,.1| is dominated by the sum of the four bounds, that is, 4(K;)* - matAtro-1,

The bound for T, ». The assumption |S| > 2 implies one of the following three statements
must be true: (e) az+03 > land ay+ 6, > 1; (f) 114+ > land v+ > 1; (g) s +6; > 1
for some i € {3,4} and 7; + 9, for some j € {1,2}.

Under (e), one of the next four cases has to be true: (el) az > 1 and ay > 1; (e2) ag > 1
and By > 1; (e3) ay > 1 and B3 > 1; (ed) B3 > 1 and f; > 1. By Lemma 6.18(i) and (ii),
the total number of points (a, 3,7, d) satisfying (92) and (el) is no more than

Klma_2 . Klmﬁ . Klm'y . K1m5 = (K1)4 . ma+ﬁ+“’+5_2.

By the same spirit, the total number of points (e, 3,7, d) satisfying (92) and (e2) is con-
trolled by

Klma—l . Klmﬁ—l . Klm'y . Klm6 _ (K1)4 X ma+6+’y+5—2‘

By similar discussions, the same conclusion above also holds if “(e2)” is replaced by “(e3)”
and “(e4)”, respectively, and “(K;)* is replaced by another polynomial of K;. In conclusion,
by summing the four bounds corresponding to (el) — (e4), we see that the total number
of points (a, 3,4, d) satisfying (92) and (e) is no more than K, - m®™5+7+9=2_ Similarly,
the same conclusion holds if “(e)” is replaced by “(f)” and “(g)”, respectively. The desired
conclusion is then yielded by adding up the three bounds corresponding to (e), (f) and (g).

The bound for T,,s3. Let A; be the set of (e, 3,7,9d) satisfying (92), |S| = 1 and
(1). Similarly, we define As, A3, Ay, A5 with “(1)” is replaced by “(2)”, “(3)”, “(4)”, “(5)”,

respectively. It suffices to show
|A2‘ < Cz . ma+ﬁ+”{+5—2 (95)

fori=1,2,3,4,5, where C} is a constant depending on «, 3,7, d but not m.

We first look into A; and Ay. Assuming |S| = 1 and (1), then there are two possibilities:
a;+ f; > 1 and a; + ; > 1 for a pair (4, j) with 4,j € {1,2,3,4} and ¢ # j; o; + 5; > 1 and
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v; +60; > 1 for a pair (4,7) with 4,7 € {1,2}. Review the analysis of case (e) and (g) above
and the conclusion that the total number of points (e, 3,7, ) satisfying (92) and (e) is no
more than K - me+#t7+9=2 'We know (95) is true for i = 1. By symmetry, (95) is also true

for 1 = 2.

Now we work on Az and Ay. For fixed k € {5, ,m}, the assumption ay, + 5 > 2 hints
that either o, > 2, B > 2 or the third possibility that o > 1 and 5, > 1. On the other hand,
the condition |S| = 1 implies that either o, +3; > 1 for some i € {3,4} or ;+0; > 1 for some
J € {1,2}. In total we see 3 x 2 = 6 scenarios. The only scenario we have not encountered
so far comes from the combination aj > 2 and «; + 5; > 1 for some ¢ € {3,4}. In this case,
either oy, > 2 and «; > 1 for some i € {3,4} or the second possibility ay > 2 and §; > 1 for
some i € {3,4}. By Lemma 6.18(ii) and (iii), the total number of points (e, 3) satisfying
(92) and this combination is bounded by K;(2m®=2 - m#f 4+ m®2. (2mF~!) = (4K,)m**+F=3.
By using this and earlier argument, we have the same bound for any of the six scenarios.
Adding them up and noting k has m — 4 choices, we obtain (95) for ¢ = 3. Similarly, (95)
also holds for i = 4.

Finally we study As. Fix 5 <t < m. Then the assumptions that a; + 5, = 1 and
v + 0; = 1 have four possibilities: a; =1 and %, =1; s =1 and 6, = 1; 5, =1 and v = 1;
By =1 and §; = 1. As aforementioned, the condition |S| = 1 implies that either a; + §; > 1
for some i € {3,4} or v;+d; > 1 for some j € {1,2}. So there are eight combinations with a
common feature that the values of three different members of {ay, 5;,7i, 0;; 1 < i < m} are
required to be at least 1. By Lemma 6.18 and the assumption that ¢ has no more than m

choices, we know (95) is true for i = 5.

After the verification of (95) for i = 1,2,3,4,5, we obtain the bound for T, 5. Observe
the three upper bounds for 7,1, T}, 2 and T}, 3 are involved with polynomials of K;. We

choose K to be the maximum of the three polynomials. The whole proof is completed. [
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LEMMA 6.22 Assume m > 5 and «, 3,7,0 are non-negative integers. Let S be the set of
(o, B,7,9) satisfying (92) and one of the following holds:

(i) i + B; > 1 for some i € {1,2,3};

(ii) v; + 6; > 1 for some i € {1,2,3};

(111) a; + B; > 2 or v; + 0; > 2 for some 4 < i < m;

() a; + f; > 1 and v; + 6; > 1 simultaneously for some 1 <1 < m.

Then |S| < Kme+tA7+9=1 for some constant K depending on «, 3,7, but not m.

Proof of Lemma 6.22. The proof is very similar to that of Lemma 6.21 and is even easier.

We omit the details. O

6.2.4 Evaluation of Covariances between Polynomials of Gaussian Random Vari-

ables

With the previous preparation, we are now ready to study covariances between polynomials
of Gaussian random variables. The basic setting is that
Let m > 5 and {(X;, Xoj, X3j, X4;)" € R*; 1 < j < m} be iid. random vectors
with distribution N4(0,R), where R = (7;)4x4 and r;; = 1 for each i. (96)
In this section, K and K; always represent constants depending on «, 3,7, d but not m or R,

and can be different from line to line. Review the notation a, 3,-y,d before the statement

of Lemma 6.18.

LEMMA 6.23 Assume (96) holds. Let {a,b,c,d, a;,b;,c;,di; 1 < i < m} be non-negative
integers with a = >0 a;, b= Y1 by, c =S ¢;, d =Y d;. DefineU; = X5 X% and
V., = Xf?foff for 1 <i<m. If a; + b; and ¢; + d; are both even for each 1 < i < m, then

‘Cov(ﬁU,-,ﬁ%) <K Z rfj.
=1 i=1

1<i<j<4
Proof of Lemma 6.23. If a+b = 0, then U; = 1 for each i, and the conclusion trivially holds.

If c+d = 0, then V; = 1 for each i, and the conclusion is still valid. Now we assume that both
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a+b>1and c+d> 1. For any random variable ¢, its L,-norm |¢||s = (E|€]*)Y/* is non-
decreasing in s > 1 by Holder’s inequality. Furthermore, by the same inequality, since X;; ~
N(0,1) for each i, j, we have E(|X11]?%%) < BE(| X p|®etVs)e/Qatl) < 1 4 (] X |%a+0)s), A

similar conclusion holds for E(|X1;|%#). Consequently,

2bis)] 1/2

U2 = E(1Xal™ - 1X2) < [E(X0l)]"*- [BE(Xy

< [+ B(|Xu|® 9] - 1+ B(1 X0

Hence,
max{||Uils, [[Vills; 1 < i <m} < K, (97)

where K depends on a,b,c,d and s > 1. By definition, a = ) ;" a;, hence [{1 < i <
m; a; > 1}| < a. The same is also true for the analogue of b, ¢ and d, respectively. Set
UV={1<i<m;a;+b >1lorc+d; >1}. Forany i € U, either a; > 1,0 >1,¢; > 1
or d; > 1, it follows that || < a4+ b+ c+ d. On the contrary, if i ¢ U then U; =V, = 1,

therefore

Cov(ﬁUi,ﬁW) _ Cov<HUi,Hv,.).

i€l iev
Set k = |¥| > 1. Then C(k) := 3T, (1 + ||Uille) (1 + [[Ville) < C() withl=a+b+c+d
since || - ||s is non-decreasing in s. By Lemma 6.17, there exists a constant K > 0 depending

on a, b, c,d but not m such that

‘COV<iGH¢Ui’g%)

Use the fact |U| < a+ b+ c+d to see

‘Cov(EUi,gVi)

For non-negative integers z and y with x + y being even, we know that x and y have to be

< K~; ‘COV(Uia‘/z‘)‘ < K- 9] - max [Cov(U;, V7).

<(a+b+c+d)K- max |Cov(U;, V3)|.

both even or both odd. The conclusion then follows from Lemmas 6.14-6.16. O
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LEMMA 6.24 Assume the setting in (96). Define
Z 2 i=1,2,34, (98)

For given non-negative integers «, 5,7,d and q € {1,2}, we have

‘ COU((X11X21)2A(1XA§, (ngX4q)2AgAi) ‘ S K Z /ri2j‘ (99)
1<i<j<4
Proof of Lemma 6.24. Write
(mA)* = (ZX@ => WXfll e X (100)
= ! m!
8 2 )’ p! 261 6.
(mA2) = (ZX29> = Z ﬁ B X21 ' X2m ) (101)
j=1 1- m-
m ~ |
(mAz)” = (Z X32j) => ﬁ)@?{ﬂ - X (102)

<mA4>6=(Z ) =2 T X (103)

where «;, (5;, 7; and §; are non-negative integers for each ¢ satisfying

Zai:a> 262:67 Z%:% 252257
=1 i=1 i=1 =1

respectively. This restriction is exactly the same as (92). To avoid repetition in the future,

once this restriction is used, we will always quote (92).

First, we consider the case ¢ = 1. Notice
m AT Cov (X131 X01)2 AT Af, (X34 X1g)? AJAS) (104)
is a linear combination of N; terms of the form
Cov( ﬁ Ui, ﬁ Vi>
i=1 =1

with positive coefficients no more than «a!5!v!6!, where

U = Xfil1+2X221ﬁ1+2 and UZ:X12;12X221@7
Vo= XgTUXRT? and Vi= XERXGE (105)
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for 2 < ¢ < m. Here N; is the total number of non-negative integer solutions of (a, 3,~, d)

satisfying the set of equations from (92). By Lemma 6.19(i),

N, < K, - ma—i—ﬂ-i—’y-l—é.

me T | Cov (X0 X ) AF A, (Xa, Xag)?AFAD) |

Y

< (Kialglel) - m S max| Cov( [0 [T W)
=1 =1
where the maximum is taken over all («, 3,7, d) satisfying (92). Note that
201 +2)+ > 205 =20 +2; (26 +2)+ ) 28, =28+2;
i=2

1=2

n+2)+ ) 2vi=2v+2 (25 +2)+ ) 25 =25+2.

=2 1=2

By Lemma 6.23,

SKI Z 7’22]-.

1<i<j<4

‘COV(EUZ',Z];JI:VZ)

Combining this with (107), we arrive at

mo‘+5+7+6 . ‘COV((X11X21)2A(1XA5, (ngX4q)2AgAi) ‘

< K_ma+ﬁ+v+6_ Z r2

5
1<i<j<4

where K = K#a!p!9!6!. So (99) follows for the case ¢ = 1.

(106)

(107)

(108)

(109)

(110)

For the case ¢ = 2, we keep U; in (105) unchanged but modify V; such that Vo =
XaP P X3t and V; = X2 X2% for all i = 1,3,--- ,m. By Lemma 6.23, (109) still holds.

From (107) we then get (99) for the case ¢ = 2. The proof is completed.
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LEMMA 6.25 Assume the setting in (96). Let A; be defined as in (98). Given non-negative

integers o, 3,7,0, set
[m(a, b) = COU((X11X21)2A?A§, (XgaX4a)(X3bX4b)AgAj)
for integers a > 1 and b > 1. Then

K21§i<jg4 7’@'23' if (a,0) = (1,2);

£ di<icj<d reif (a,b) = (2,3).

I (a,b)| <

Proof of Lemma 6.25. We will use the same notation as in the proof of Lemma 6.24.
Review (92) and (100). We will consider the two cases for (a,b) separately, that is, (a,b) =
(1,2) or (a,b) = (2,3).

Case 1: (a,b) = (1,2). Set

Uy = Xt x20H) and U = X2 X2 for 2 <i < m; (111)

Vio= XX Ve = XX and V= XX (112)

for 3 <i < m. As before, let Ny be the total number of solutions (e, 3,7, d) of (92) with a
bound provided in (106). Then

BT Cov (X0 X1 AT A, (Xin Xin) (Xip X i) A3 43)

is a linear combination of N; terms of the form Cov([[", U;, [[;~, Vi) with positive coef-
ficients no more than «!g!y!é!l. From the restriction in (92), we know «; € {0,---,a},
gi € {0,---,8}, v € {0,--- ,~v} and §; € {0,---,6} for each i. By Lemma 6.23 and a

discussion similar to (108), we obtain

max ’Cov(ﬁ Ui, ﬁ Vi)
=1 i=1

where the maximum is taken over all (a, 3,7, d) satisfying (92). By (107), we obtain the
bound for I,,(1, 2).

SKI Z T?ja

1<i<j<4
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Case 2: (a,b) = (2,3). Again,
ma+ﬁ+7+5 . COV((XllXQl)zA?Ag’ (X32X42)(X33X43)A§AZ) (113)

is a linear combination of N; terms of the form Cov (][, U;, [~ Vi) with positive coeffi-

cients no more than «a!5!y1!, where U; is as in (111) and
Vi= XX, V= Xt V= P TXGR  and V= XX (14)
for 4 <7 <m. Set

L = {1}u{2<i<m; (a,B,7,9) satisfies (92) and a; + 3; > 1};

L = {2,3tu{ie{1,4,5,---,m}; (o, 8,7, ) satisfies (92) and ; + & > 1}.

Recalling (96), {(U;,V;)T; 1 <4 < m} are independent and m > 5. Reviewing the form of
U; from (111) and V/ from (114), we see U; = 1 if a; + f; =0 for 2 <i <m and V/ = 1 if
vi+0; =0fori e {1,4,5,--- ,m}. Consequently, if 1 NIy =0, Then ap = o = a3 =LF3=0
and v, = §; = 0. This says that Uy = U3 =V = 1. Also, for each 4 < i < m, the following
have to be true: o; + 3, = 0if v, +9; > 1 and v, +9; = 0 if a; + 5; > 1. These imply
{U;,V;; 1 <i < m} are independent, and hence Cov([ [, U;, [];~, V/) = 0. Thus, we only
need to study the situation I NI, # (. Let Ny be defined as in Lemma 6.19. Thus, the
quantity from (113) is a linear combination of Ny terms of the form Cov([ [, U;, []2, Vi)-
From Lemma 6.19, N, < K; -m®t+7+9-1 By Lemma 6.23 and applying the same argument

of (108) to (114), we have

max ‘Cov(ﬁ Ui, ﬁ Vi)
=1 i=1

where the maximum is taken over all («, 3,7, d) satisfying (92). Combining all of these we

<K ),

1<i<j<4

get
ma+ﬁ+7+5 . ‘COV((X11X21>2A(11A5, (X32X42)(X33X43)Ag142) ‘
< Ki1+a+ B)alfiyls! - mothrrot. Z .
1<i<j<4
This gives the bound for I,,(2, 3). O
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LEMMA 6.26 Assume the setting in (96). Let A; be defined as in (98). Given non-negative

integers o, 3,7,0, set
Jm(a, b) = COU((Xlngl)(X12X22)A(11Ag, (X3GX4Q)(X3bX4b)AgAi) (115)

for integers a > 1 and b > 1. Then

1<i<j<4
Proof of Lemma 6.26. Set
U = X, U = X and 0 = XX
Vio= XITIXET Ve = X3P and V; = XGTXE) (116)

for 3 <1i < m. Let N; be the total number of solutions (a, 3,7, d) satisfying (92). From
(106), we see Ny < K; - m®™P+7+9 Review the formulas between (100) and (103). We have

ma+ﬁ+7+5 : COV((XllXQl)(XlQXQQ)A?Ag, (X31X41)(X32X42)A§Ai) (117)

is a linear combination of N; terms of the form Cov([[", U;, [[/~, Vi) with positive coeffi-

cients no more than a!g!v10!. Recall the notation J,,(a,b) and (117). We then have

Y

motBIEs }Jm(l,Q)‘ < Ny - (alBly1d!) - max ‘COV<HUi’ HVZ)
=1 =1

where the maximum is taken over all {ay, ;, i, 0;; 1 < 7 < m} satisfying (92). By (106), we

have

: (118)

[7(1,2)] < K, - max ‘(M(ﬁ 011 V)
i=1 i=1

where the maximum is taken over all (a,3,7,9d) satisfying (92). By Lemma 6.23 and
applying the same argument of (108) to (116), we have

max [Cov(U;, V)| < Ky Y 1, (119)
1<i<j<4
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where the maximum is taken over all {«;, 5;, 7, 0;; 1 < i < m} satisfying (92). This and
(118) conclude

[Tn(L2)| < K7 Y ol

1<i<j<4

This proves the inequality for (a,b) = (1,2). O

LEMMA 6.27 Assume the setting in (96). Give non-negative integers oy, 3;, v, 0; for i =
1,2 and 7 = 3,4, set

U, X1 Xo1, Up=X15Xyy and U; = X2 X2 i e {3,4};

Vi = Xs3Xy3, Vi= XXy and V, = X2 X2 i e {1,2}. (120)
Define

S = {ie{3,4};(,B,7,9d) satisfies (92) and o; + 5; > 1} U
{i € {1,2}; (e, B, 7, 8) satisfies (92) and v; +6; > 1},
Then the following hold.
(i) If S = {1} and v, + 6, = 1, then
4 4

Cov( [1v.11 m-) -

i=1 =1 2(r19r94m01 )73, if 1 =0 and §; = 1.

2(7’127’237"31)7’%4, Zf Y1 = 1 CLTLd 51 = 07

(11) If S = {2} and 2 + 05 = 1, then

4

C’ov( ﬁ Ui, H Vi) =

=1 =1 2(7’127’247"41)7’%4, Zf Yo = 0 and 69 = 1.

2(7’127’23T31)7’§4, Zf Yo = 1 and 52 = 07

(iii) If S = {3} and a3 + B3 = 1, then

4 4

Cov( 1011 m-) -

=1 =1 2(ro3r3aran)r3y, if az =0 and B3 = 1.

2(7’137"347"41)7’%2, Zf g3 = 1 O/ﬂd ﬁ3 = O,

73



(i) If S = {4} and as+ 4 =1, then

4 4

COU( H Ui, H Vi) =

=1 =1 2(7’237"347"42)7’%2, Zf gy = 0 and ﬁ4 = 1.

2(7’137“347“41)7’%2, Zf gy = 1 (Z’fld 54 = O;

Proof of Lemma 6.27. By assumption, {(Xi;, Xoj, X3;, X4;)7 € R*; 1 < j < m} are i.i.d.

random vectors with distribution N,(0, R) where R = (7)4x4 and 7; = 1 for each 4. Thus,

EUl = EU2 =T12 and EV}, = EVZL =T34. (121)

(i) Under the case S = {1} and v; + d; = 1, we know that a3 = 3 = a4y = 4 = 12 =
dy = 0 and that (q,61) is equal to (1,0) or (0,1). Hence

U =XuXo, Uy=X19Xgp, Us=1, Uy =1;

Vi=XjorXj, Vo=1, V3= X33Xu3, Vi = X34 Xus. (122)
This implies that {(Uy, V1), U;, Vi; 2 < i < 4} are independent. By (121) and by Lemma 6.4,

Cov(Uy, X3)) = BE(X11 X901 X3,) — 712 = 2713793

COV(Ul, X421) = E(X11X21X421) — T12 = 27’147’24.
Notice

Cov (&1, o) = E&; - E& - Cov(ni, na) (123)

if £, and & are independent and {£,&} are independent of {n;,7n.}. Note V; = X3, if
(71,61) = (1,0) and V; = X3, if (71,601) = (0,1). Then

4 4
Cov(TTviIIVi) = Covwivi)- IT (BU:- BV
i=1 =1 i=2,3,4

2(’/"12’/"237’31)’/"?2’4, lf Y1 = 1 and 51 = O,

2(7”127”247‘41)7”54, if 7y =0and 6; = 1.
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(ii) Under the case S = {2} and v, 4+ d5 = 1, we know that a3 = 3 = a4 = 34y =71 =
91 = 0 and that (79, d2) is equal to (1,0) or (0,1). Hence

U= XuXoi, Uy =X19Xo, Us=1, Uy =1;
Vi=1, Vo= XhorXp, Vs = Xg3Xy3, Vi = X3 Xua-
Then, Uy, (U, V)T, V3 and Vj are independent. By (121),
COV(UQ, X§2) = E(X12X22X§2) — T12 = 27’137’23;
COV(UQ, X422) = E(X12X22X422) — T12 = 27’147’24.

By (123),

Cov(TTviITV)) = Cov(ta,Va)- ﬁ EU, - EV;)

=1 =1 =134
2(r1ara3r31)13,, if 72 = 1 and &y = 0;
2(rigroarar)r3,, if 72 =0 and &y = 1.
(iii) Under the case S = {3} and az + 3 = 1, we know that ay = 4y =7 =6 = 7o =
dy = 0 and that (ag, f3) is equal to (1,0) or (0,1). Hence
Uy = X11 X901, Uy = X195 X99, Ug = X123 or X223, Uy =1;
Vi=1, Va=1, V3= X33Xy3, Vi = X34 Xus.
Then, Uy, U, (Us, V3)T and Vj are independent. By (121),
Cov(X7s, Va) = B(X33X43X15) — 731 = 2r13714;
Cov(X%, Va) = E(X33X43X53) — T34 = 2793724

By (123),

Cov(TTviITV)) = Cov(Us,Va)- 1T (ev.-&v)

i=1 i=1 i=1,2,4
2 : _ —_N-
2(7"137’347’41)7"12, lf 3 = 1 and 53 = O,

2(’/"237’347’42)’/"%2, lf 3 = 0 and 63 = ]_
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(iv) Under the case S = {4} and ay + 84 = 1, we know that a3 = 3 =71 =9 = 1o =
dy = 0 and that (ay, £4) is equal to (1,0) or (0,1). Hence

Uy = X1 X1, Uy = X19Xop, Us =1, Uy = X3, or X3;

‘/1 = 17 ‘/2 = 17 ‘/3 = X33X437 ‘/4 = X34X44'
Then, Uy, Uy, Vs, (Uy, V4)" are independent. By (121),

COV(X1247 V4) = E(X34X44X124) — T34 = 2713714;

COV(X224, V;l) = E(X34X44X224) — T3g = 2’/"23’/"24.

By (123)
4 4 m
COV(H UZ-,HVZ-) = Cov(UnV))- [] (EU.-EV)
i=1 =1 i=1,2,3
2(’/"137’347’41)’/"%2, if Qg = 1 and ﬁ4 = O,
2(7”237’347’42)7”%2, if gy = 0 and 54 =1.
The verification is finished. O
Let a1, - ,am, 81, s By Y15 5 Ym» 01, - - -, O be non-negative integers, review the

notation @ = (aq, -+ ,am), B= (61, ,Bm), ¥y = (", ,Ym) and § = (61, ,d,,). For
non-negative integers «, 3,v,0 and (a, 3,7, d) satisfying (92), define

al B! ! 0!
arl-apl Bl Bl el GGl

LEMMA 6.28 Assume the setting in (96). Define {U;, Vi; 1 < i < m} such that

Cla,B,7,90) =

(124)

U, = )(12111-1-1){261-&-17 U, = X12§cz+1X252+1 and Uj :X122a1X222617

Vs = XaPPXP V= X0 XE and V= X5 XY
for3<i<mandj e {1,2,--- ,m}\{3,4}, where oy, B;, 7, 0; satisfies (92). Define

{i € {3,4}; (e, B, 7, 0) satisfies (92) with «; + B; > 1} U

{7 € {1,2}; (e, B, 7, 0) satisfies (92) with ~v; + d; > 1}.
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Obviously, S C {1,2,3,4}. Then

Y Ca,B,7.,6) Cov(ﬁ U, ﬁ V)
=1 =1

= Pm1 g 7”2-2]- + Pm2 [(T12T237‘31)T§4 + (7“127’247”41)7’334}
1<i<j<4

+ Pm,3 [(7’137“347’41)7’%2 + (7“237’347’42)7“%2}

where max{m?|py 1|, m|pmal, mlpmsl} < K and ppn2 and pn3 do not depend on R.

Proof of Lemma 6.28. First, |S| = 1 implies that S = {1}, S = {2}, S = {3} or S = {4}.
We will first examine the case S = {1} next.

Assume now S = {1}. Then v, +6; > 1 and a3 = 3 = oy = 4 = 72 = 62 = 0. Hence

U3 =Uys = V5 =1 and U,, V3, V, are independent themselves and they are

also independent of {(U;,V;)";i =1,5,6,--- ,m} (125)

by the fact {(U;, V;)T; 1 < i < m} are independent aforementioned. By Lemma 6.23 and
applying the same argument of (108) to {U;, V;, 1 <1i < m}, we obtain
max [Cov(U;, V)| < Ky Y 1, (126)
1<i<j<4
where the maximum is taken over all {«y, 5;,7i,0;; 1 < i < m} satisfying (92). Next we

bound

: (127)

Z ‘Cov(ﬁUi,iliV;>

where the sum runs over (e, 3,7, 4d) satisfing(92) and S = {1}. When S = {1}, we know
v1+ 61 > 1. We will distinguish two cases: 7; +9; > 2 and 71 +6; = 1. Recall the definition
of T}, 3 from Lemma 6.21. For the case v, + d; = 1, we will divide it into another two case:
T3 and T7, 5. The derivation of bounds for (127) under v, 491 > 2 and 77, 5 are easier than

that under 7,,, 3. We will take two steps next two handle the two cases.

7



Step 1. By Lemma 6.20(ii), the total number of solutions (e, 3,7,d) of (92) with
71 + 0; > 2 is bounded by K; - m®*#+779=2 This joined with (126) implies that

Z)cov(f[lUi,i]f[lm)

where the sum runs over all (e, 8,7, d) satisfying (92), S = {1} and v, + 6, > 2.

< Kl _ma+ﬁ+’y+6—2 Z ri2j> (128)

1<i<j<4

Review the definition of T}, 3 in Lemma 6.21. We have |T,, 3| < K; - m®+#+7+9=2 This

together with (126) yields

Z)cov(ﬁm,ﬁm)

where the sum runs over all (e, 8,7, d) satisfying (92), S = {1} and (e, 8,7, 9) € T}3.

S Kl X ma+6+'y+6—2 Z ,,,,7;2]" (129)

1<i<j<4

Step 2. We now estimate (127) as the index (e, 3,7, §) satisfies (92), the event S = {1}
holds and (e, 3,7,0) ¢ T,,3. Review the definition of T, 5 and expressions of U; and V;,

under the new conditions, U; and V; take much simpler form:

U =XuXo, Uy=X19Xep, Us=1, Uy =1;
Vi=X3or X}, Va=1, Vi = Xs3Xss, Vi = X34 Xus. (130)

Furthermore, if (a, 8,7,9) ¢ T3, then ax + B < 1forall 5 < k < m, v + 6 <1 for all
5 <[ < m and the two identities oy + 5; = 1 and v; + §; = 1 cannot occur at the same time
for any 5 < ¢t < m. The key observation is that, if ay + 3; = 1 then U; ~ x?(1) and V; = 1.
Similarly, if v; +&; = 1 then U; = 1 and V; ~ x*(1). Therefore, the 2m — 8 random variables
in {U;, V;; 5 <i < m} are independent random variables, each has mean 1. As used earlier,
{(U;,V;))T; 1 < i < m} are independent. This and the special structures in (130) imply
that the 2m — 1 random quantities in {(Uy, V)T, U;, Vi; 2 < i < m} are independent. By
Lemma 6.27(i) and (123),

m m 4 4

Cov(TTviIIvi) = cov([Tvn]Iv)
=1 i=1 =1 =1

2(T12T23T31)T§4, lf Y1 = 1 and 51 = O,

2(7“127“247’41)T§4, if 4y =0and 6; = 1.
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This says that

Z COV( H Us, H Vz’) = Ly - [(r1arasrs)riy + (riaraaran)r3y] (131)
i=1 =1

where the sum runs over I', defined to be the set of (a, 8,7, d) satisfying (92), |S| = 1 with
7+ =1, and (e, 3,7,0) ¢ Thn3; Lima := 2|I'|. Obviously, L, ; does not depend on the
matrix R = (r;;). By the bound on 7},; in Lemma 6.21, we have L,,; < Kym®t#tr+o-1,
Notice, if (e, 3,7, d) satisfies (92), the event S = {1} holds and (o, 3,7,9d) ¢ T, 3, then
any one from {«;, f;,7i, 0;; 1 <@ < m} is either 1 or 0. According to (124), C(a, 3,7,9) =
a!BIy18!. Then (131) becomes

>~ (e B,7.6)Cov( [TUnTT Vi) = alBintol- Ly - [(rizrasran)rds + (riorairan)rdi]
=1 =1

Thus, combining this with (128) and (129) and using the trivial fact that C(a, 3,7,8) <
!By, we arrive at

m m

Z Cla, 8,7, 9) - COV( H Ui, H Vi) =Tm1 - [(7“127“237’31)7“3%4 + (7“127’247“41)7“3%4} + T (132)

where the sum runs over the set of (e, 3,7, d) satistying (92) and S = {1}, and where 7,1

does not depend on r;; and

[T | < Km0 and 1Tyl < K oAt Te=2 Z i (133)

1<i<j<4

By applying the same argument as the derivation of (132) to S = {2} and using
Lemma 6.27(ii), we get an analogue of (132) as the sum runs over the set of («, 3,7, 9)
satisfying (92) and S = {2}, where 7,1 and 7/, will be replaced by two corresponding
symbols but still satisfy (133).

By applying the same argument as the derivation of (132) to S = {3} and using
Lemma 6.27(iii), we get

m

Z COV( H Ui, H Vi) = Tm,1" [(7“137’347’41 + 7“237’347“42)7“%2} + Ty s (134)
=1 =1
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where the sum runs over the set of (a, 3,4, ) satisfying (92) and S = {3}, and the inequal-

2

ities from (133) still hold as “(7,1,7,,,)” is replaced by “(Tyn.1,7,,1)"-

1

By applying the same argument as the derivation of (132) to S = {4} and using
Lemma 6.27(iv), we get an analogue of (134) as the sum runs over the set of (a, 3,7, d)
satisfying (92) and S = {4}, the quantities “(7,,1,7,,1)” is replaced by “(T},1,7,,;)”, and

m,1

1,1 does not depend on r;; and

|Tm71| < Klma-‘rﬁ-‘r'Y—i-é—l and |T7,n,1| <K, . etAty+i-2 E : TZ2]
1<i<j<4

The proof is completed by summing the above four upper bounds corresponding to S =

{1}, {2}, {3} and {4}. O

LEMMA 6.29 Assume the setting in (96). Let J,,(a,b) be defined as in Lemma 6.26. Then
Jn(3,4) = ToaThyTay + T Z rfj + T3 - [(7’127“237“31)7’%4 + (7“127“247’41)7“32,4]

1<i<j<4

+ T [(T137’347”41)7”%2 + (7’237”347”42)7"%2}7

where max{m| 71|, m?|Tm.2|, m|Tms|, m|Tma|} < K and 7,3 and 7,4 do not depend on R.

Proof of Lemma 6.29. Set

= XX U= X ad 0= XX
Ve = XETXET, Vo XRUXET and V= XDXD (1)
for 3 < i <mandje {1,2,,---,m}\{3,4}. Let N; be the total number of solutions

(e, B,7,9) for (92) with a bound provided in (106). Review the discussions between (100)
and (105). We know that m+t#7%9 ] (3,4) is a linear combination of N; terms of the form

Cov(IT2, Ui, T2, Vi) with positive coefficients no more than a!s!y!6!. Define

S = {ie{3,4}; (e, 3,7, d) satisfies (92) with a; + 5; > 1} U
{7 € {1,2}; (e, B,7, 0) satisfies (92) with ; + d; > 1};

S1 = {6 <i<m; (a,B,7,9) satisfies (92) with either o;; + 3; > 1 or 6; +; > 1}.
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Similar to the proof of Lemma 6.23, we have
1S1] < a+B+y+4. (136)

We now estimate Cov([[", U;, [[:%, Vi) by differentiating three cases: |S| =0, |S| =1 and
|S| > 2. Quickly, for the case |S| = 1, by reviewing C(ax, 8,7, d) from (124), we have from
Lemma 6.28 that

Y Cla,B.7.6)- cov(ﬁ U, ﬁ V)
i=1 i=1

(e,8,7,0):S|=1
= Pm1 Z 7”2-2]- + Pm2 [(T12T237‘31)T§4 + (7“127’247”41)7’334}
1<i<j<4
+ Pm3 - [(7’137“347’41)7?2 + (7“237’347’42)7“%2}, (137)

2 and ppo V pms < m 'K, and where p,,» and p,, 3 do not depend on

where pp, 1 < Km™
R. To finish the proof, it remains to study the cases “|S| = 0” and “|S| > 27. This will be
worked out in two steps.

Step 1: First, the condition |S| = 0 impliesag =y =3 =1 =71 =72 =3 =, =0,

and hence we have from (135) that

U, = Xlsz1+1X22161+1’ U, = X122042+1X22252+1’ Us=1,U;=1and U; = X122061X2225z’

o o o 2y3+1 y203+1 _ 2v4+1 264 +1 _ 27i v 26;
Vi=1,Va=1,V3= X3 X35°7, Vi= X" X§) and V; = X3, X"

for i = 5,---,m. By assumption (96), {(X1:, Xoi, X3;, X4)T € R% 1 < i < m} are i.id.
random vectors with distribution N,(0,R), where R = (r;;)ax4 and r; = 1 for each i.
In particular, {(U;, V;)T; 1 < i < m} are independent. As a consequence, Uy, Us, V3,V are
themselves independent, and furthermore {Uy, Uy, V3, Vi } are also independent of {U;, V;; 5 <
i <m}. By (123),

m m

Cov(T[viIIVi) = EUEUEVEV; - Cov( ﬁ U, ﬁ Vi)

i=1 i=1 1=5 1=5

— BUEULEVEV; - Cov( [T 0: TT ). (138)

IS €S
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By definition of Sy, we see that ), g i =, > icq Bi =B, D icq, Vi =7 and ), cq 0 = 6.
By Lemma 6.23,

COV Ui, ‘/Z S K1 Tiz- S 6K1
J

1€S51 €51 1<i<j<4

Bounds for EU;, EU,, EV3, EV, are given in Lemma 6.13. By the lemma, we see

‘Cov(HUi,gVi)

AN
=
Hﬁ
=
h g

aQ

@]
<

/N
|'E3
=
—
=
N—

< Kyt (139)

Let Sy be the set of solutions (e, 8,7, d) satisfying (92) with a; + 5; > 1 and v; +§; > 1
simultaneously for some 5 < i < m. By Lemma 6.22, we have |Sy| < Km®t#+7+9-1 Recall
Uy = X2 X% and V; = X3P X2 for 5 <4 < m. If ; = §; = 0 then U; = 1. Likewise,
Vi = 1if v, = 6; = 0. This together with the fact {(U;,V;); 1 < i < m} are independent
implies [[;". U; and [[;~ . V; are independent (hence their covariance is zero) if there is no

i€ {5,--+,m} such that o; + ; > 1 and 7; + 6; > 1 at the same time. Therefore, by (139),

Z ‘Cov(ﬁUi,iliV;>

where the sum runs over all (e, 3,4, d) satisfying (92) and |S| = 0.

< K -ma+5+7+5_17’f2r§4 (140)

Step 2: Assume the index («, 3,7, d) satisfies that |S| > 2. Review the structures of
U; and V; from (135), we have from Lemma 6.23 that

max‘Cov(ﬁUi,ﬁVi> < K- Z s
i=1 =1

1<i<j<d
where the sum runs over all (e, 3,7, d) satisfying (92). Review the definition of 7}, » from

Lemma (6.21), we have from the lemma that |7}, 2| < K;3m®#+H7+9=2 Tt follows that

Z ‘Cov(ﬁUi,ﬁ%>

where the sum runs over all (e, 3,4, d) satisfying (92) and |S| > 2.

SKlm(x+B+’Y+6—2 Z 7,%2’ (141)

1<i<j<4

Finally, we add up the three bounds from (137), (140) and (141). By changing “K;” to

2

Ty “pma+ K17 to “Tpa”, “pme” to “T,3” and “pn,3” to “7,4”, we complete the proof.

O
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LEMMA 6.30 Assume the setting in (96). Let all notation be the same as those in Lemma 6.20.
Then

2
In(2,3) = Tma E 13 4 Tz - (T12rasrsaran + r1aT24TasT31),
1<i<j<4

where max{m|7, 1|, |Tmeo|} < K and 7,2 does not depend on R.

Proof of Lemma 6.30. Set

_ 201 +1 v261+1 _ v2a+1 v262+1 20 v20s.
U = XXy, U= X057 X5 and U; = X7, Xy,

Vo = XX V= Xt TR and V= XG X0 (142)

for3<i<mandje{l,2- - ,m}\{2,3}. Review C(e,3,7,9d) in (124). By (100)-(103)
and (115),

In(2,3) = COV((X11X21)(X12X22)A‘1XA26,(X32X42)(X33X43)Ag142)

= e O Clen 8.8 - Cov (T 0 T V), (143)
=1 =1

where the sum runs over all (e, 8,7, §) satisfying (92). Let S be defined as in Lemma 6.22.
By the lemma, |S| < K;m®+#*7+9-1 By Lemma 6.23 and structures of U; and V; in (142),

max‘Cov(HU,,HV) < K- Z o,

1<i<j<4
where the maximum is taken over all (e, 3,7, d) satisfying (92). Combining the two facts,

we obtain that

Z ’Cov(ﬁUi,ﬁW) < Kymothtrto-l Z 7’%2.

(a,8,7,0)€S i=1 i=1 1<igj<a

As used before, 1 < C(ay, B,7,9) < alply! for any («, 3,7, ) satisfies (92). We rewrite the

above as

1 m m

W Z C(Ot ﬁ “, ) COV(HUZ,H‘/Z> = Tm,1 Z 7"%2, (144)

(a,8,7,0)€ i=1 i=1 1<i<j<4
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where |7,,1| < Kym™.

Now, if («, 3,7, ) satisfies (92) but not in S, then (i) o; + 5; = 0 for each i € {1,2,3};
(ii) 75 + 6; = 0 for each ¢ € {1,2,3}; (iii) a; + B; < 1 and ; + 0; < 1 for each 4 < i < m;
(iv) for each 4 < i < m, if oy + B; = 1 then ~; + 6; = 0, and if 7; + §; = 1 then «; + 5; = 0.
This implies that {U;, V;; 4 <1i < m} are independent random variables and each of them is
either 1 or x?(1). Keep in mind that {(U;, V;); 1 <i < m} are independent random variables
and E(x*(1)) = 1. Furthermore, it is readily seen from (142) that

Ui = XuXa, U= X2Xy and Us = 1;

‘/1 = 17 ‘/2 = X32X427 ‘/3 = X33X43’

Since {(U;, Vi)T; 1 < i < m} are independent by the assumption from (96), the three random
quantities {Uy, (Us, Vo), V3} are independent and they are independent of {(U;, V;)T; 4 <
i < m}. Thus, it follows from (123) that
m m m m 3 3
cov(TTvnITv) = B(I1v:) - B(IIV:)-cov(ITvs ITV)
-1 i=4 i=4 i=1 =1

=1 i
= FEU; - EV;y-Cov(Us, Vs).

Recall {(X1;, Xoj, X35, X45)7 € R*; 1 < j < m} are i.i.d. random vectors with distribution

N4(0,R), where R = (7y;)4x4 and 7;; = 1 for each i. Then EU; = ryy, EV3 = r3y and

COV(U% V2) = E(X12X22X32X42) — 712734 = 713724 + 714723

by Lemma 6.4. Thus,
m m
COV( H Ui, Vz‘> = T12724T43731 + 712723734741 -
=1

=1 i
Recall (124), C(e, B,7,8) = a!B!410! in this case, that is, («, 3,7, d) satisfies (92) but not
in S. Let Ny be the total number of solutions (e, 3,7, d) satisfying (92). From (106), we
see Ny < K; - m>t#t7+ Therefore, there exists a constant 7,,» not depending r;; and

|Tim.2| < Kj such that

m m

1
matB+s Z Cle, B,7,96) - COV( H Ui, H Vz’) = Tm,2 (7”127”237"347”41 + 7”127’247”437‘31)



where the sum is taken over every (a, 3,7, ) satisfying (92) and the restriction in S¢. By
connecting this fact to (143) and (144), we get desired the conclusion. O

6.2.5 A Study on Correlation Matrices

As needed in the proof of Lemma 6.34 later, we have to handle certain functions of the
entries of sample correlation matrices. They are interesting on their own. Through the
whole section, we assume R = (r;;),xp, is @ non-negative definite matrix with r;; = 1 for

1 <i < p. Review the Frobenius norm ||R||r = [tr(R*)]"2 = (32, o, 75)"%.

LEMMA 6.31 Assume {m,; p > 1} are positive constants with lim,_,., m, = co. Define

W1 = E TigT kT ki and W2 = E TigV kT kT

1<i,j,k<p 1<i,j,k,I<p

Then lim,_, =0 fori1=1,2.

W;
m|R[%
Proof of Lemma 6.31. Let \; > 0,---,), > 0 be the eigenvalues of R. Write R =

OTdiag(A1,- -+, Ap)O, where O is a p x p orthogonal matrix. Recall the fact

tr(R*) = Z TivigTigizTigia * " Tigia (145)

1<ty iz, is<p
for any integer s > 2. Rasily,

W1:tr(R3):)\i”+...+)\2§()\%4_,_._’_)\12))3/2'

In addition, |R||% > Y7, rZ = p. Therefore,
|1 - [tr(R*)]¥2 1 1

P S R R S

It follows that lim,_,~ MITVW = 0. Now prove the second conclusion. Note
F

Wy =tr(RY) = A1+ -4+ X < (A] +---+ )%

Consequently,
2112
Wl R 1
m[tr(R?)]2 = m[tr(R?)]2 m
as p — oo. The proof is completed. O
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LEMMA 6.32 Given integer a > 0, define
Sm = Z rijrjkrkir,‘j‘l.
1<i,5,k,I<p

=0.

3 p J— - Sm
If lim, TR = 0, then lim,_, RS

Proof of Lemma 6.32. Set ay = > )_ rg; for k= 1,2,--- ,p. Then |ag| < p for each k.
Define a p x p matrix D = diag(ay, - - - ,a,). Then the (k,)-entry of RD is rya;. It follows
that

Sm = Z TiiT kT kO = Z TigTjk (RD)IW
1<i,5,k<p 1<i,5,k<p
Therefore, S,, = tr (RR(RD)) = tr (R®D). Set (b;)pxp = B = R* Then B is a non-
negative definite matrix due to the fact that R is non-negative definite. Hence, b; > 0 for

each 7 and
P P
|tr (R°D)| = |tr (BD)| = ‘ Z biiai‘ < pz bii-
i=1 i=1

This shows that |S,,| < p-tr (R?). Let Ay >0,---, ), > 0 be the eigenvalues of R. Easily,

R =M 4 A< (M AP
Therefore |S,,| < p - [tr(R?)]*/2. Consequently,
‘Sm| p
< 0
m(ROE — m [t(RO2
by assumption. The proof is finished. O

LEMMA 6.33 Define A, == {(i,j,k,1); 1<i#j<pandl<k#I1<p},

p,1 mHRHZ]l? iV ikTkIT 14y

(4,5,k, 1) €Ny
1
Vo2 = T Z (Tikrklrli>rz'2j-
mlRIE

If lim,, o m =0, then lim, . V,; =0 fori=1,2.
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Proof of Lemma 6.33. By assumption, r; = 1 for any 1 < ¢ < p. Then

E TiiTikTRTE = E TiiT kTR + E TiiT kT kIl

1<i,5,k,l<m 1<i=j,k,l<p 1<i#5,k,1<p
= E Tk kTl + g TiiTjkTriTE + g TigT kT kil
1<i,k,I<p 1<iz) k=I<p (i, k) €A
Now

2
5 TijT kTR I, = E TijT kT ki = E TijTikTki — E Tk

1<ij k=I<m 1<i#jk<m 1<i,j,k<m 1<j,k<m
Recall (145). The above two identities imply that
Z TiiT ik kTl = tr(R4) — 2tr(R3) + tr(Rz).
(4,4,k 1) EAp
Then V,,; — 0 by using the fact ||R||% > p and the conclusions for W and W5 in Lemma 6.31.

Now we prove V5 — 0. Note that

2
E (Tikrklrli>rij = E TikTRIT T E (TakTwimi)T

1<4,5,k,I<p 1<4,k,l1<p 1<i#5,k,I<p
= tr(R°) + Z zkrzg + Z (PaTrar )T (146)
1<ijk<p (6,1 EA
Now
2.2 - - 2 ~\ 2\ 2\12
o< > <> () < (XX) = (R
1<ij,k<p =1 j=1 i=1 j=1
Hence,
1 9 9 1
I D ey S0
m [tr(R?)] (e m
Also, mtr(R‘g) — 0 by using the conclusion for W; in Lemma 6.31. Then the conclu-
sion V,, o — 0 follows from (146) and Lemma 6.32 with a = 2. O
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Proof of Lemma 4.3. Write M = (m;;). Then m;; = 1 for each i. By Theorem 4.3.26
from Horn and Johnson (2012), {Aq,-- -, A\, } majorizes {myy,--- ,my,}, the diagonal matrix
of M. By the definition of majorization, A\ + -+ + Ay > mq; + - -+ + my = k for each
I1<k<pand i +---+ Xy =my + -+ my, =p.

On the other hand, by the definition of majorization, the p numbers {1,--- 1} majorizes
{m,---,7,}. By Theorem 4.3.32 from Horn and Johnson (2012), there exists a symmetric
matrix B = (b;j),x, such that b; = 1 for each i and that B has non-negative eigenvalues

T1,+++,Tp. By definition, B is a correlation matrix. 0

6.2.6 The Proofs of Theorems 3 and 4

In this part, by using the preliminary results developed in Sections 6.2.1-6.2.5, we are now

ready to prove the two main results Theorems 4 and 3 stated in Section 6.2.
LEMMA 6.34 Assume the setting in (96) with R = (7j)axa. Recall A; in (98). Define
B L zm:X X nd B L zm:X X
- — . . a _ — . -
1 m p= 154325 2 - ~ 37245

Given integer N > 1, the covariance between

> (M- AY(1—A)BY and Y (1-As) (1- Ay)¥ B3

0<j,k<N 0<y",k'<N

18 equal to

2 2 2
Om,1° E Tt 0m2 TiaT3s + Omg3- (7’127’237“347’41 + 7’127“247’437“31)
1<i<j<4

+ Oma- [(7”137’347”41)ng + (7“237”347”42)7’%2]

+ Oms- [(7“127’237“31)7“32,4 + (7’127“247°41)7’§4}>

where {omi; 3 <1 <5} do not depend on R,

lomal| < Km™2, lom.2| V| 0m.3| V |0mal V [oms] < Km™!

and K is a constant depending on N but not on m or R.

88



Proof of Lemma 6.34. For convenience, we use A,, to denote the covariance between

Z (1—A)(1— A)*Bf and Z (1- A3)j,(1 - A4)k,B§-

0<j,k<N 0<j'k'<N

Then
Ay =Y Cov((1— A1) (1— Ay)"B}, (1 — A3)7' (1 — Ay)¥'B3), (147)

where the sum runs over all non-negative integers j,j’, k, K’ such that 0 < 5,k < N and

0< 7,k <N. For each i = 1,2, 3,4, write

(1—A) =1+ i(—l)a (Oi) A2

a=1
for any [ > 1. Trivially, Cov(U; + hy, Us + hy) = Cov(Uy, Us) for any random variables Uy

and U, and constants h; and hy. Then the last covariance from (147) is

Cov((1— A1) (1 — A9)*BY, (1 — As) (1 — Ay)¥ B3)

= a finite linear combination of H terms of the form Cov(B%A‘ng , B3 AJAY)

where the coefficients in the linear combination depend on «, 3,7, but not m or R, and

H:=0(+1){"+1)(k+1)(K +1). This and (147) imply that
A, = a finite linear combination of N terms of the form Cov(BfA‘f‘Ag ,BIATAY)  (148)

where 0 < a+ 8 < N and 0 < v+ < N and the coefficients in the linear combination
depend on N but not on m or R, and N’ is bounded by

S GG HNE+DE D) < NHDED)T 1
JE<N,j k'<N 0<j,j' ke, k'<N
< (N+1)%
Asa+ f =0and v+ =0, the covariance becomes

1 5
COV(B%, BS) = 5(7’127’237“347’41 + 719724 T43731) + ) Z r?j (149)
1<i<j<4
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by Lemma 6.9, where |J,,| < k and & is a numerical constant not depending on m, R or .

So we next only need to study Cov(B?AF Ay, B3A]JA}) from (148) with an extra assumption

that either a + 3 >1or v+ 6 > 1.

Write

m

m2 . B% = Z(leng)2 + 2 Z (XlkX2k)(X1lX2l>;
j=1 1<k<i<m

m?- B3 = Z(ngX4q)2 +2 Z (X30X4a) (X3pXap).-

q=1 1<a<b<m

Then
m* - Cov(BIASAY, BAJAS) = Dy + 2D, + 2D5 + 4Dy,
where

Dy = ) Cov((Xy;Xy)ATAS, (XsgXay)* AJA)),

1<j,q<m

Dy, = Z COV((XuXQj)?A‘f‘Ag, (XsaX4a)(X3bX4b)AgAi),

1<j<m,1<a<b<m

Dy = > Cov (X1 Xok) (XuXo)) AT A, (X34 Xug)? AFA)

1<g<m,1<k<I<m

and

Dy = Z COV((X1kX2k)(X11X21)A(11Ag, (XsaX4a)(X3bX4b)AgAi)-

1<k<l<m,1<a<b<m
We next study the four terms in steps
Step 1: the estimate of Dy. Write

Y Cov((X1;Xg) AT AG, (XagXag) AT A])

1<j,q<m

= ) Cov((X1;Xq;)ATAT, (X35 X45)2AJA)

=1

+ ) Cov((Xy;Xa;)PATAS, (X3,X4q)?AJAY).

1<j#q<m
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Review {(X1;, Xo;, X35, X4;)7 € R*; 1 < j < m} are i.i.d. random vectors. It follows that

D1 = m- COV((X11X21)2A(IIA§, (X31X41>2A;:Ai)
—l—m(m — ].) . COV((X11X21)2A(11A5, (X32X42)2AgA3).

By Lemma 6.24,

Dy| < Kym® ) rd, (153)
1<i<j<4

where K here and later denotes a constant depending on «, (3,~,d but not m or R, and can

be different from line to line.

Step 2: the estimate of Dy. Write

D

- Z ( Z - Z )COV((X1JX2J')2A(11A§’ (X3aX4a)(X3bX4b)AgAi)

1<a<b<m  je{ab}  1<j<m,j¢{ab}

~ 2. (’;‘) Tn(1,2) + (m — 2) @) 1(2,3),

where
Im(a, b) = COV((X11X21)2A(11A5, (XgaX4a)(X3bX4b)AgAi) .
By Lemma 6.25,

1Dy| < Kom® )~ rl (154)

1<i<j<4

Step 3: the estimate of D3. By switching the roles of “(Xj;, Xy, A1, Az, o, )" and
“(Xsj, X4j, Az, Ayg,7,9)" in Step 2, and using (154), we obtain

Ds| < Kom® )~ rl (155)
1<i<j<4
Step 4: the estimate of D,. Rewrite
Dy= Y ( DD ) Cov (X 1s Xon) (X0 Xo1) AT AT, (XsaXaa) (Xsp Xap) AJA}),

1<a<b<m I'1 I'y I's
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where
Iy ={(k,0): (k1) =(a,b)}, To={(k1): 1<k<l<m, [{k1}n{a,b}| =1},
Ly3={(k,1):1<k<l<m,{k1}Nn{a,b} =0}
Given 1 < a < b < m, it is easy to see |[';| = 1, |[s] < 2m and T's < m?. Set
T (a,b) = Cov ((X11Xa1) (X12X22) AT AY, (X30Xaa) (Xap Xap) AFAS)
fora>1and b > 1. Then
D, = %m(m — 1) [Jn(1,2) + [Ta| - T (2,3) + T3] - (3, 4)].

By Lemma 6.26,

[Tn(L2)| < K1 >l

1<i<j<4

By Lemma 6.30,

2
In(2,3) = Tma g 154 Tz - (P12ra3rsaray + 12724743731
1<i<j<d

where |7, 1| < Kym™!, |7,2] < K and 7,5 does not depend on R. By Lemma 6.29,

In(3,4) = 7',',1717’%27”32,4 + Tpo Z 7‘,~2j + Tm3 [(7‘127”237‘31)7’§4 + (7”127’247‘41)7”32,4}
1<i<j<4

+ Tma - [(7’137”347‘41)7‘%2 + (7”237’347’42)7”%2}7
where |7/, 1| < Kym™', |7, 5] < Kim™, |Tms| V [Tmal < Kym™!, and 7,5 and 7,4 do not

depend on R. Combining all of the above we get

2 2 2
Dy = pm- E Tt Pm2 TiaT3y + Pm3 - (7”127’237”347”41 + 7“127”247‘437‘31)
1<i<j<4

+ Pmac [(7“137’347“41)7“%2 + (7’237“347“42)7’%2}

T Pms [(7”127‘237”31)7”3%4 + (7’127”247”41)7"3%4}7
where {pm.q, 1 <i <5} satisfy that

|pm,1‘ S K1m27 max {|pm,2|7 |pm,3|7 |pm,4‘7 ‘pm,5|} S I(lwl3
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and py, 3, Pm.a and pp, 5 do not depend on R. Through combining the estimates of Dy, Dy, D3, Dy
and (152), we see Cov(B?AF A}, B2AJA}) is equal to

/ 2 / 2.2 /
Pm,1 - E Tt Pma2 TiaT3a + Pyse (7’127’237“347’41 + 7’127“247’437“31)
1<i<j<4

+ /);,%4 : [(7”137’347”41)ng + (7“237”347”42)7’%2]
+ P/m;) : [(7“127’237“31)7“32,4 + (7’127“247“41)7’54],
where {p],;; 1 <14 < 5} satisfy that

2 1

|/)/m,1| < Kim™7, ‘P;n,z‘ \% ‘P;n,3| \% ‘P;n,4| \% ‘P;n,5| < Kim™,

and p}, 5, 0, 4 and p), 5 do not depend on R. Recalling (148), we arrive at that A,, is equal

to
Om,1 * Z 7“2-2]- + Om2 - 7“%27’%4 + Om3- (7’127’237“347’41 + 7’127“247’437“31)
1<i<j<4
+ Oma- [(7“137’347“41)7“%2 + (7’237“347“42)7’%2]
+ Omp - [(7“127’237“31)7“32,4 + (7’127“247°41)7’§4}>
where
lom1] < Kim™, |oma| V |oms| V [omal V |oms| < Kim™,
and 0,3, Om 4 and g, 5 do not depend on R. The proof is completed. O

We will first prove Theorem 4 and then prove 3.

Proof of Theorem 4. Recall the earlier notation that

] — 1 — 1 —
Ai:—g X2 B:—E X1 X5 B:—E X3: X 45
mj:1 ijo 1 mj:1 15327, 2 mj:1 35445

fort=1,2,3,4. Then

~ Bl ~ B2
= d = . 156
12 1,4, an T34 \/M ( )
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Given N > 1, write

1 1
—=1+(1-2)+ -+ 1 -2)V+=(1—a)V*!
T x
for x # 0. Thus
1 (1— AN+ N ' (1 — AN+ N '
= |— 1-A) - |—— + 1— Ay
1A, [ 4, ;( 0| 4, ;( 2
= emat Y (1—A)(1- A,
0<i,j <N
where
N .
(1_A1)N+1(1_A2)N+1 N+1( _A2>g
€m,1 = +
i A1 Ay j;o
N
(1—Ay) 1 — A )NHI
n Z 1) 2)
=0
Similarly,
1 . .
——— =emat Y (1 Ag) (1 — Ay
AzAq 0<ij<N
where
N .
(1—A3)N+1(1—A4)N+1 N+1( _A4)j
m,2 — +
fm.2 AsAy ;
N
(1— A3) 1 — A HNFE
" Z 3) 1)
=0
By (156),
Cov(ily, 75,) = COV( D (=AY —-A)YB;, Y (1 Ayl - A4)jB§)
0<i,j <N 0<i,j<N
‘l‘ COV( Z (]. — Al)z(l — Ag)jB%, €m7gB22>
0<i,j<N
+Cov(entB Y0 (1= Ag) (1 - AV B3)
0<i,j<N

+ Cov(em1 B, €m2B3). (157)
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We claim that

K

the absolute value of each of the last three covariances in (157) < R

(158)

where K is a constant depending on N but not m or R. In fact, by writing B; = B; —712 and
By = By—r3y, then B? = B24-2r15B, 412, and B2 = B2+2r3,By+72,, and hence by linearity
of the covariance, each of the last three covariances from (157) is a linear combination of N’
terms of the form

BI'BE(1— A)™ (1 — Ay)"(1 — Ag)™s(1 — Ay)™
ATTAR AP AT

1S, - B (159)

where N’ depends only on N and all powers are non-negative integers with

a,b,t; €{0,1,2} and s; 4+ s9+ 83+ 54 > 1;
n; <N and ny+ng+ngs+ng>N+1

for each possible i. The crucial observation is that ny + no + ng +ng4 > N + 1. If some of

{t1,t3,n1,n2,n3,n4} are zero, the corresponding terms simply disappear. Set

k = the count of positive values from {¢1,ts,n1,n2,n3,n4};

[ = the count of positive values from {sy, so, s3, 54}
Then £k > 1 and [ > 1. Take

VmB;, i=12: t;, i=12:
X; = and «; =
vm(l —A;5), 1=3,4,5,6 Ni—o, 1=3,4,5,6
and p;, = m for i =1,---,6. Furthermore, take Y; = A;,¢; = m and 8; = s; for j = 1,2, 3,4.

Easily, 2/(k+1) <1 and (2 —¢q;)/[2(k+1)] <0 as m > 5. Observe

1 — 1 —
——gX-X-— X:—EX-X-—
mj:1( 154225 7’12), 2 \/ﬁj:1( 3j<\45 7"34)7
1 “ 1
z+2 m 1 _X2 Y} ~ EX2(m)
J=1
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fori = ]_, 2, 3, 4 andj = 1, 2, 3, 4. Set glj = leng—’f’lg, 62]' = ngX4j—’l"34 and €i+2j = 1—X22]
for i =1,2,3,4. Notice X;; ~ N(0,1) and |r;;| <1 for each ¢, j. By Lemma 6.11,

o b pBUBE (L= A" (1= Ag)™ (1 — Ag)™ (1 — Ay™ K,
T12T34 AT AT AT AT = mN+1)/2°

where K is a constant depending on N but not on m or R. This confirms claim (158). The

first covariance on the right hand side of (157) is studied in Lemma 6.34. Combining this
lemma and (158), we finish the proof. O

LEMMA 6.35 Let X4, -, X, be a random sample from N,(p,X) with correlation ma-
triv R. Let R be defined in (7). Assume, for some a > 0, p < n® for each p > 1. If

limy, o0 s = 0, then Var(tr(R?)) - |R|| 72 goes to zero as p — co.
Proof of Lemma 6.35. Set m =n — 1. By (28) from the proof of Lemma 6.3,

T
A ~ . d vV V,
R=R, = (i) & (optr)
R N A
where the m rows of (Vi, -, V,)mxp are iid. with distribution N,(0,R). Write tr(R?) =
P+ D cizj<m 7. Then,
Var(n(R?) = Cov( 30 i ST ik) =3 Cov(id i), (160)
1<i#j<p 1<k#I<p

where the last sum runs over all (4, j, k,l) € A,, where
Api={(i, 4,k 1);1<i#j<pand1<k#I[<p}. (161)

Review Theorem 4. We never impose any condition on the 4 x 4 correlation matrix R4
(not confuse the p x p correlation matrix R here) in the proposition. For example, if all
of the entries of Ryx4 are equal to 1, then the four random variables are actually equal.

Keeping this understanding in mind, by changing “(1,2,3,4)” in Theorem 4 to “(i, j, k,[)”
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and taking N = 7 in the proposition, we see Cov(f’izj, 72,) is equal to

2 2.2
Op,1 - E Tuw T 0p2 - TiiT + 0Op3- (rijrjkrklrli + TijleTszki)
u,ve{i,j,k,l},u;év

+ Opa- [(Tikrklrli)rr?j + (Tjkrklrlj)rizj]

+ o [(rygramr)ri + (rigrjma) i)

Qp,6

+ (162)
where the sum runs over the six pairs from {1, j, k,(},
lop,1| < Km™; 0p2| V 0pa| V [0pal V |ops| < Km™, |0ps] < K, (163)

{0p.i; 3 <i <5} donot depend on R, and K is a constant not depending on m or R. Notice

Z Z r2 < 6p? Z r; = 6p? - tr(R?).

(i7j7k7l)€Ap u7v€{i7j7k7l}7u7év 1SZJSP

Also,

Z rfjrﬁlg Z 7“22] Z re = [tr(R2)}2.

(4,9,k,1)ENp 1<4,5<p 1<k,l<p
Recall |R||% = [tr(R?)]*>. The two facts together with (160) and (162) imply that

1 .
— . Var(tr(R?
Ry V()

p? Kp*

K 5
< 0K o (2 el 190l) +
=3

where
1
Qps = m Z (rojrinriar + T )
(4,9,k,1)EAp
1
Qpa = m Z [(Tikrklrli)'r?j+(Tjkrklrlj)ri2j]a
(4,9,k,1)EAp

1
Qps = m Z [(Tijrjkrki)ril+(Tijrjlrli)riz]~

(i7j7k7l)€Ap
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Now, by assumption, p = o(m||/R||r), hence

2 4
p Kp
m? - u(R2) R (R m

— 0.
Because of (163), to prove the conclusion, it suffices to show lim,_,,, Q),; = 0 for i = 3,4, 5.
Recall (161). By switching “k” and “I” in 777k, switching “6” and “I” in (rjkrklrlj)rfj

and switching “k” and “I” in (ry;r;r;)ry;, respectively, we obtain

Qps = ———- TigTikT kIl
P m[tr(R?)]? (i,j,kz,l):eAP "
2
Qps = ———— - (raruaris )iy,
D m[tl‘(R2)]2 (i,]}kzyl):eAp ]
2
Qps = —————- (rigTjuT i) i
D m[tl‘(R2)]2 (i,]}kzyl):eAp "

By interchanging “(i,7)” with “(k,1)” in the last sum, we see Qp4 = @, 5. Finally, we see
from Lemma 6.33 that lim,_,,, Q,; = 0 for ¢ = 3,4, 5. [
Proof of Theorem 3. Recall R = f{p. By Lemma 6.35,

tr(R2) — Etr(R2)

R =0 (164)

in probability as p — co. By Lemma 6.3, under the assumption limsup, ,., £z = 0 for some

constant a > 0, we have

- -1
Etr(R)) = ]% +tr(RY) - [1+ O(m™4)].
This implies that
1 2oy P(p—1)
B 2y pPP— 1) 2 ] .
) Eu®y) - EE— —a®})| - 0
The proof is completed by adding this and that from (164). O
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6.3 The Proofs of Theorems 1 and 2 and Proposition 1

Let &, -+ ,&, be iid. p-dimensional random vectors with distribution N,(p,3). Let D
be the diagonal matrix of 3. The p x p population correlation matrix is defined by R =
D~'/25D~"/2. The sample mean is £ = 1(£&, + ---&,) and the sample covariance matrix is

defined by

n

S = Z(éz - é)(fz - E)T (165)

1
n
Review W,(m,X) stands for the distribution of the Wishart matrix UTU for any m > 1,
where U is an m x p matrix whose rows are i.i.d. with distribution N,(0,3). Then, nS
has the Wishart distribution W,(n — 1, X); see, for example, Theorem 3.1.2 from Muirhead
(1982). Let D be the diagonal matrix of S. Then R := D~'/2SD~"/2 is the sample correlation
matrix generated by &;,---,§,. Before proving Theorems 1 and 2, we first will reduce the
test statistic appearing in Theorem 1 to a simple form. Recall we assume n depends on
p and sometimes write n, if there is any possible confusion. Also, the Frobenius norm
IR = [tr(R?)]/? and the notation o0,(1) representing a random variable converging to 0
in probability.
Proof of Lemma 4.1. We need to show
n'Dln—n"D!n
tr(R?)

=0 (166)

in probability as p — oo. To do so, it suffices to prove that both its mean and variance

converging to 0.

Step 1: the mean of random variable from (166). Write § = %20 where 6 ~ N,(0,1,)
and Y2 is a non-negative definite matrix satisfying 32 . £1/2 = 3. By assumption, 0 is

independent of S. In particular, 6 is independent of D, the diagonal matrix of S. Notice
n'D'n=0"(X/?*D'E?)0 and n'D 'n=0" (XD 'E'?)6. (167)

For any p X p symmetric matrix A with eigenvalues Ay, -+, A,, by the orthogonal invariance

of N, (0, I)), we know 8 A@ and X\, 07+ - -+)\p«9§ have the same distribution, where 6y, -- 6,
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are i.i.d. N(0, 1)-distributed random variables. Consequently,
E(67A0) = tr(A) and Var(7A@) = 2tr(A?). (168)
It follows from independence and conditioning on D that
E(n"D 'n) = Exx(T/*D'E?) = 2[S?E(D 1) 27 (169)

by linearity of expectations and traces, where E(f)‘l) is the entry-wise expectation of the

diagonal matrix D~'. Set 2 = (0y;)pxp- Then D = diag(oyy,-- - ,0,p). Set m =n — 1. Tt is
known
A~ d m A AT
nS =) €€ (170)
=1

and S is independent of € = L(&, +---£,), where £,,--- ,&,, are i.i.d. N,(0, X)-distributed

1
random vectors; see, for example, Theorem 3.1.2 from Muirhead (1982). Write éj =

(&1, ,&y;)T for each j. Then the (i,7)-entry of éjéf is equal to &, As a result,

the (i,7)-entry of nS is Z &~ ol X (m) (171)
j=1
for each 1 < i < p. Since D = diag(s11,- - , Spp) is the diagonal matrix of S 1= (si;)pxp, We

know ns;; /oy ~ x*(m) for each i. It is known that

1 1 1 2
ew 2 Ve (am) = wmrn .
for any integer k > 3. Therefore,
1 n 1 2n?
— - d — ) = . 1
B T e, ™ var( ) (m — 22(m — )2 (173)

It follows that £(D~') = -2-D~". Observe tr(X/’D~'12!?) = tr(D~/2ED"/2) = tr(R) =
p. From (169), we have

BEnD ) = % r(SY2D1E?) = nn__pg, (174)
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Similarly, we have from (167) that

E(n"D™'n) = E("S°’D7'81?0) = tr(ZV/*D'EV?) = p.

Therefore,
~ 3p
Em™D'n) — E@™D 'n)= L _, - P
(n n) — E(n n= s P=
It follows that
. V45 p

—0 (175)

[E(m™D'n) — E(n"D'n)] =

2tr(R2) (m — 2)/tr(R2)

by the assumption lim, m =0.
Step 2: the variance of random variable from (166). Set B = Y?(D~1 — D122, It
is seen from (167) that
0'BO =n"D'n—n"D 'n. (176)
Recall the formula Var(v) = EVar(v|B) + Var(E(v|B)) for any random variable v. Then, by
the independence between € and B as well as (168),
Var(8"B6) = 2F tr(B?) + Var(tr(B)). (177)

Our focus next will be the evaluation of the two terms.
Step 3: the evaluation of Etr(B?) from (177). Let us consider the last two terms one by
one. First,
tr(B?) = tr(ZV*(D'-DH)ED ! -DHx?)
= tr(D'-DHEMD'-D ).

Let Q(i,7) denote the (i, j)-entry of a matrix Q. For any matrices Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4, we have

tr(Q1Q2Q3Q4) = > Qi(4,7)Q2(7, k)Qs(k, 1)Qu(l, i), where the sum runs over all possible
indices 1, 7, k, [. It follows that

1 1ys1 1
tr(B%) = .2.<___>< _ )

1<i5<p %37
- rfj(@ - 1) (@ - 1) (178)
— Sii Sjj
1<i,j<p



since r;; = Uij(giiajj)_l/2' By (173),

Sii Sii Sii M — 2
Therefore,
B(ZE 1) (2 1) = cov (22, 2) 4 — (179)
Sii Sjj Sii Sjj (m - 2)

m?

The fact from (171) implies that ns; = X7 + -+ + X2 and ns;; = Y + -+ + Y2, where
(X, YD), - (X, Yy)T areiid. 2-dimensional normal random vectors with EX; = EY; =
0, EX? = 04 and EY? = 0;; and Cov(Xy,Y1) = o45. Recall R = (rij)pxp with 75 =
0ij/\/7ii05;- Then Cov(X1/\/74,Y1/,/0};) = rij. By Lemma 6.12, we have

Y

2 2 4 ..
ﬁz.E(@.@):1+4+2n-j+12+8m]-+8mj+6m<z,j>

n? Sii Sjj m m? m?

where max<; j<p |6m (7, 7)] < C for all m > 11, where C' is a constant not depending on m

or R = (r;;). This and (173) conclude that Cov(2%, Z2) is identical to

sii 7 Sjj

[1_'_4—1-27”2-2]-_'_12—0—87‘%—1-87”?]-+5m(i,j)}_(m—|—1>2_m—|—1 m+ 1

m m2 m3 m m—-2 m-—2

:[1+4+2T?j+5m(i,j)’]_<1 2 1)_[ 6 2lm— 24

Bl 1+ —
m m? +m+m2 +m+m(m—2)2
2% duli )’
= Zuy dmlh 180
where
AN AN

for all m > 11 and K here and later represents a constant not depending on m or r;;, and

can be different from line to line. This, (178) and (179) conclude

pu@) = (3 )+ Y T?j[dmx;ﬁ#(m%)?

1<i,j<p 1<i,j<p

2 2 K 2
< Etr(R )+Wtr(R )

< % tr(R?) (182)
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as m is sufficiently large, which is guaranteed as p — oo since lim,,_,o, n, = 0o and m = n,—1.
In the second step above we use the fact Y5, . 75 <30, .o 75 = tr(R?).

Step 4: the evaluation of Var(tr(B)) from (177). Note

tr(B) = tr(X*(D' =D HEY?) = (D' -D )

m

1 1
= Z (s_“ - U—H)Uu-

i=1

Recall 2% ~ y%(m) for each i. It then follows from (173) and (181) that

O

Var(tx(B)) = Var( > %)
ar(tr(B)) ar ;8
= ZV&I<%>+2 Z Cov(ﬁ,@>
— Sii — Sii Sjj
i=1 1<i<j<p
on? 2rs (i, g)"
< . 2 [ ¥ m\% ]
= " (m—2)2(m—4)+ Z m * m?
1<i<j<p
Thus,
2 Kp?
Var(tr(B)) < 3 + — tr(R?
ar(tr(B)) <3+ tr(R?) + — 5

as m is sufficiently large.

Finally, combining the analysis of the two terms from (177) in Step 3 and Step 4, we
eventually obtain

2

2
Var(07BO) < O tr(R?)+3 + — tr(R2) + K
m m m
8 2
— 34 — (R + K2
m m

as p is sufficiently large. Easily, tr(R?) > p. It follows that

6"B6 Var(0’BO) 3 4 p?
V (7) =—— <-4+ —+4+ Ki—— =0
\ramy/) ” 2u®) S m ra®y)
since limy, o0 orfer— = 0 and [[R|7 = tr(R?). This joined (175) concludes (166). O
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Proof of Lemma 4.2. First, by the monotone property of a,;, we obtain p; > py > ---.
Moreover, 1 = a2, +---+a, > a,, +---+a,,; >ia’,; for any 1 <4 < p. This implies that
0 <a,; <i Y2 foreach 1 <i < p. Take p — oo to obtain 0 < p; < i~%/2 for each i > 1.
Also, by using the fact 1 > a2 +-+ afm- for any 1 < i < p, and letting p — oo first and

then i — oo, we get Y o p7 < 1.

We first handle a trivial case: p; = 0. By monotonicity, p; = 0 for each ¢ > 1. Notice
E& =0 and Var(&) = 2. Thus, s2 = Var(ap & + - 4 appép) = 2(a0, + -+ a2 ) = 2.
Easily,

% Z E p,zgz - (|\£/1—‘ ) ap,z < —F ‘51 ' Z Qp s

i=1
which goes to zero by the assumption lim,_, . a,1 = p1 = 0. The desu"ed result follows from

the Lyapunov central limit theorem. From now on, we assume p; > 0.

In the following a useful fact will be derived first. For eachp > 1,let b,1 > by, > --- >0

be constants satisfying > ¢ < 1. We claim that

zlpz

ﬁ [6—tbp,i (1- thp,i)_1/2i| — eWm . exp <t2 f: b27i> (183)

i=m i=m

for all m > 16 and [t| < 1, where sup s [Ypm| < %. In fact, write log(l — z) =

— > et = —x — 32 — B(x) for |z < 1. Then

2
001 o0
< Zlzlt < i<
x)|_;i|a:| _;Iﬂ <

if |z| < % By the same argument as that in the beginning, we know 0 < b,; < \/i; for each

N
— || < 2faf’ (184)

1 >1and p > 1. Observe

1 [e_tbf”i (1— 2tbp7,~)_1/2} = ﬁ exp [— thy; — %log (1- thp,i)}

- 1
= H exp |:t2b?),z + §B(2tbp,l>i| .

By the monotone property, max;s, |2tb, ;| = 2[t|by ., < % < iJt| for m > 16. This and

(184) say that

o0

> 2 1B2ih, )] < spf Z 1_8'“ Zba_—

i=m

104



for any ¢t with |t| < 1 and p > 1. These lead to (183). In two steps next we will apply (183)
to ap1&1 + - -+ 4 ap €y and its limit stated in the lemma, respectively. The limit case goes
first.

Step 1. Set b= [2(1 = >°°¢ p?)]V? and X = by + Y2, pi€i, where n ~ N(0,1) and n is
independent of {&;; i > 1}. Then, by independence and the fact E exp(tx?(1)) = (1 —2t)~1/2
for t < %, we see

— (ﬁEetﬁi§1> . Eeth] — eb2t2/2 . ﬁ |:e—tpi (1 _ 2tp2)_1/2:| (185)
=1

i=1
for t with [tp;| < % for each ¢ > 1, which holds as |¢| < ﬁ. Take b,; = p; for all i > 1 and
p > 1in (183) to see

—

[e—tm (1—2tp;) " 2} =™ - exp (t2 Z p?) (186)

for m > 16 and [t| < 1, where |v,,| < \ﬁ This and (185) especially indicate Ee'* < oo for

2

I
3

every [t| < 3. Recall 372, p? < 1, by sending m — oo we see the left hand side of (186) goes
to 1. Therefore,

m—1

[ (1= 2tp) ] o ﬁ e (1= 2tp) ] (187)

as m — oo for every [t| < 3.

Step 2. Evidently,

Et(ap,1§1+“'+apvP§P H Eetar, i§1 H |: —tap,; (1 _ Qtap,i)_lm] (188)

=1

1
2ap1

In particular, this holds if |t| < 1. Now, by taking b,; = a,; for

provided |t| <

1 <i<pandb,;, =0 fori>pfrom (183), we obtain

m—1

p
EHopaéittonnt) — o . expy <t2 Za; Z) [ —tapz tapi)—l/z]

i=m =1

for any m with 16 < m < p and [t| < 3, where sup,s; [Ypm| < \/%. Consequently, if

16§m§pand|t|<%then

m—1 m—1
Flana&ittanpts) < SV gyr, [g(l_ ai,i)} [ i ( tap,i)‘l/z] (189)
i=1 i=1

105



by the assumption a%l + -+ af),p =1, and

m—1 -1
EMapa&attapplp) > o=8/VI . oyp [tQ <1 — Z a;i)} . [e—tap,i (1 _ Qtap,i)_lp]. (190)

i=1 i=1
With the two steps established above, we are now ready to complete the proof. Recall

the assumption lim,_, a,; = p; for each ¢ > 1. For fixed m > 16 we send p — oo and then

send m — oo in (189) and (190), we have from (187) and then (185) that

Earaéittanst) _y oy [t2<1 _ Zp?ﬂ , [e‘tﬁi(l _ 2tp2-)_1/2} — BetX
i=1 i=1
as p — oo for |t] < % The desired conclusion then follows from the uniqueness of the
moment generating function. U

Recall F'(1,m) stands for the F-distribution with degrees of freedoms 1 and m.

LEMMA 6.36 Let m = m, — 00 as p — oo. For each p > 1, let X;,1,---,X,, be i.i.d.
with distribution F(1,m). Then (2p) Y2 X,1 + -+ + X,, — mp(m — 2)7Y] — N(0,1) in

distribution as p — oo.

Proof of Lemma 6.36. First, by the property of F-distribution,

m 2m?(m — 1)
EX,1=— d X,1) =
b=y and V) = e T
for m > 5. By definition, we write X, ; = S%eriﬁi%’ where &y, &1, -+, &y are id.d. N(0,1).
Then
4 m m 74
E(Xp1— EX,)' = Bl(o—m - 1)+ 8 - -]
( p,1 p,l) €%+__‘_|_€72n §0+fo m— 9
4 mo A4
< FB|(p— 1) &) + 3 EE) + 3 ()
= rasy- il R R v
By using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality twice,
m 4 E2 4 €2 —m\8 /2 1/2
Hlegrag e < e} o
CERE A G+ +& (280
1/4 1 1/4
< K-[E 2pqg2 - 16} [E ] ,
< KBt b ) CERRENAL
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where K here and later is a constant free of m and p, and can be different from line to line.
By using the Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality [see, for example, the proof of Corollary 2
on p. 387 from Chow and Teicher (1997)], E(& + -+ + &4 —m) ' < K'm®. Furthermore,
take § = —16 in (57) to see E[(§f + -+ + &2) 1% < Km0 for all m > 34. Combining all
of the above calculation, we see E(Xp,l — EXp71)4 < K as m > 34. Notice Var(X,,) — 2 as

p — oo0. Then

1 ! 1
e O B~ BX, ) = 0(5) =0
(pVar(Xp,l))Q ; ( P, P, ) D
as p — oo. By the Lyapunov CLT, we obtain the desired result. O

Proof of Theorem 1. First, by Theorem 3,

1 - pp — 1)]

D) tr(R?) — | 1 (191)

in probability as p — oo. In the following we will use this fact twice to show Tsp and T,

are equivalent. First, it follows from the assumption lim, ., m = 0 that

tr(R?) —p*(n — 1)t (R —p(p—1)(n—1)"" pn—1)"

tr(R?) B tr(R?) N tr(R2) =1+ 0p(1).
As a consequence,
._ tr(R?) — p(n — 1) 1/2
o= [ tr(R?) ] 14 0p(1)
Review (2). We have
Tep = [HXTD 1X — pn(n—3)"Y ]+ p(n — 3)~ i
2tr(R?)
_ [pX'DT'X —pn(n—3)7"] 4o 0
- 2ir(R?) 1+ 0p(1)] +0p(1) (192)

by the assumption — 0 and the notation ||R|% = tr(R?). By (9),

"TRTF
nX D1X — pn(n —3)!
\/z}tr R2) — p(p— 1)(n— 1)~
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It follows from (191) that

[nXTf)_lx —pn(n —3)71]
T,1= 14 0,(1)].
—_— 1+ 0,(1)
Comparing this with (192), we obtain
Tsp =Tp1 - [1+0p(1)] + 0p(1). (193)

So to finish the proof, by using the Slutsky lemma, it suffices to prove that 7,,; — (1 —
S P2 + % Sooe pi(§2 — 1) in distribution.

Set m =n — 1. Then
VnX ~ N,(0,%), nS ~ W,(m,X), and X and S are independent, (194)

where W,(m,X) is the Wishart distribution defined after (165); see, for example, Theorem
3.1.2 from Muirhead (1982). This implies

H 4

1
D = the diagonal matrix of —W,(m, X). (195)
n

In particular, X is independent of D. By Lemma 4.1 and assumption lim,_, =0,

P
m|R|F

nXTf)_lX B nXTD_lX
2tr(R?) 2tr(R?)

+ 0p(1)

as p — oo, where D is the diagonal matrix of the population covariance matrix 3. Now we
will analyze the behavior of n.X DX in two steps. Once they are established, the limiting
distribution of T}, ; will be identified quickly.

Step 1. The exact distribution of nX DX, By assumption, Ay, -+, A, are the eigen-
values of R = D™1/2XD~%/2, We claim that

p
nX DX £33 Ne (196)

1=1

where &, -+, &, are i.i.d. N(0,1) and where «2» means both sides of “=" have the same

distribution. We show (196) next.
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Since v/nX ~ N,(0,X), we are able to write y/nX = X'/2¢, where £/ is a non-negative
definite matrix satisfying /2 - Y2 = 3 and & ~ N,(0,L,). It follows that

nX' DX = ¢ (ZV2DIE?)¢. (197)

Since AB and BA have the same eigenvalues for any square matrix A and B, it is easy
to see that Aj,---,)\, are also the eigenvalues of X/?D~'X!Y2  Write X/2D-1%"? =
OTdiag(\1,- -+, A,)O for some orthogonal matrix O. Then by the orthogonal invariance
property, we know O& 2 &. Consequently,

¢ (BPDIR?)E = (0€) diag(M, -+, A,)(0€) £ ) g (198)

where &, -+, &, are i.i.d. N(0,1). We then get (196).
Step 2: the limiting distribution of nX'D'X. By (196) and the fact tr(R) = A\ +
-+ A, = p, we know

nXTDIX —p 4
—1
D) fz ||R||F (&= 1.

Set a,; = for 1 <7 <p. Then apy > -+ > a,, > 0 and a§,1+---—|—a§m= 1. By

HR F
(a), lim, o a,; = p; > 0 for each ¢ > 1. From Lemma 4.2,

- (1 —sz) &+ %im&

in distribution as p — oo, where & ~ N (0, 1) and & is independent of {&;; @ > 1}. Therefore,

nX'D'X —p (0 sz> 50*%.2’”(@2_1) (199)

assumption

V2 & Z IIRII

2tr(R?)
in distribution.
With Step 1 and Step 2 completed, let us now proceed to finish the proof. In fact, by
assumption (b),

1 —pn(n—3)7' = — &
m[p p( 3) } \/E(n—?))HRHF—)O
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Summing this and (199), we see from the Slutsky lemma that

o1 = [e'e] 00

nX DX —pn(n—3)7! o\ 1/2 1

(=3 ) e LY e -
\/§||R||F ( i=1 ) V2 i=1

in distribution. Combine this with (191) to see

0o 1/2 1 0o
Typa,— (1—ZP?> 50‘*‘%202'(512_1)
i=1 i=1

in distribution as p — oo. The proof is completed. O

Now we begin to prove Proposition 1. As far as the proofs go, parts (i) and (ii) from the

lemma have different natures, to make the presentation clear, we will handle the two parts
separately.
Proof of Proposition 1(i). Assume g = 0. Then X, ---,X,, are i.i.d. with distribution
N,(0,%), where all of the p? entries of ¥ are identical to ®. For this reason, we write
X, =&, , )T e RP fori = 1,---,n, where &,--- &, are i.i.d. N(0,02%). By (1) and
(7, X =330, X5,

=1

S|

where D is the diagonal matrix of S. Set £ = LS & and W o= 13570 (& — &)~
Then /né/o ~ N(0,1), nW/o? ~ x*(n — 1), and € and W are independent. Since
X =£(1,--, )T eR?, wesee X; — X = (& —6T(,---,1)T € R. Hence, S = W - J,
where J is a p X p matrix whose entries are all equal to 1. It follows D=W-. I, and R =J.

In particular, tr(R?) = p2. Consequently,

vTH-1% _ W (Vng/o)*> a4 np
X D 'X= . = - Fia_q. 200
" n—1 nW/[(n—-1)c? n-—1 bt (200)
By (2),
nX DX —pin—1)(n-3)" 4 - Fiaa -5

(201)
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Notice F,,—1 — x*(1) as n — oo. We see from the Slutsky lemma that Tsp — %-[Xz(l) —1]
as p — oo. Finally, by (9) and (200),
nX DX — pn(n ~-3)7 4 Pl —pn(n—3)7!
\/Q}tr R2) —p(p—1)(n — 1)~ \/2\p2—p(p—1)(n—1)‘1\.

As a consequence,

T d Flnl—n(n—B)_l L
¢2{1— - D/[n-Dpl} V2

The proof is completed. L

Proof of Proposition 1(ii). Recall
nX DX — pn—1)(n—3)"
V20tr(R2) = p2(n — 1)1

Since Tsp is scale-invariant, without loss of generality, we assume ¥ = I,,. By (194),

SD —

VnX ~ N,(0,1,), nS ~ W,(m,1,), and X and S are independent,

where m :=n — 1 and W,(m, ) is the Wishart distribution defined after (165). Also, by
(195), D and the diagonal matrix of 1W,(m,1,) have the same distribution. By definition

of W,(m,1,), its p diagonal entries are i.i.d. x?(m). Therefore, nX DX is a sum of p
N(O.1)?

i.i.d. random variables with distribution n - N where the numerator and denominator
are independent. Thus, we are able to write
- T — n P
nX D'X =—)Y X, (202)
m
i=1

where X, 1, -+, X, , are i.i.d. with distribution F(1,m). By Lemma 6.36,

1 u mp
U:z—( X,-—7>—>NO,1 203
T Z pi— =) = NO.1) (203)
as p — 0o, regardless of the speeds of n and p going to infinity. Solve >~F | X,,; in terms of
Uy to see Y 7 | X, = +/2pU, + =& By plugging this into (202), we obtain
X"Dx =2\ /2pU, + —2 204
" m Pop ¥ m— 2 (204)
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Consequently,

ST 15 B -1 np mp
nX DX —p(n—1)(n—3) m\/2pUp+m_2 —

2
= \/2pUp+QUp+ L
m m— 2

It follows that

\/%[nXTf)—lX—p(n—l)(n—B)_l} :Up+%Up+%, (205)

On the other hand, R = D='/2SD~Y2 by (7). Write nS = (&;,---,&,)7 (&1, ,&,),

where &;,--- &, are i.i.d. Ny (0,1,). Set e; = for i = 1,---,p. Then {es,---,e,}

|I£ l

are i.i.d. uniformly distributed on the m-dimensional sphere; see, for example, p. 38 from
Muirhead (1982). Also, R = (eTe;). Set V, := 52 <ici<p M(€je;)” — 1]. We claim

3

sup Var(V},) < —.

Sup 5 (206)
In fact, by Lemma 11 from Cai et al. (2013) or (22) in Lemma 4.1 from Cai and Jiang (2012),
{ele;; 1 <i < j < p} are pairwise i.i.d. Thus, Var(V},) = :z% 1p(p— 1) - m? - Var((e}ez)?).
Since e; and ey are independent, by Theorems 1.5.6 and 1.5.7 from Muirhead (1982), we
know eTey £ & (€24 -+ €2)712 where &, -+, &n are ii.d. N(0,1). In particular, if n = 2
then m = 1, ele, is a symmetric Bernoulli random variable, and hence (ele;)? = 1 and
Var((el'e;)) = 0. Now, for n > 3,
2 4
FrE) T Tar e

Var((e)e;)?) = Var(

by taking a; = 2 and other a; = 0 in Lemma 2.4 from Jiang (2012). The inequality is true
for all m > 1. Combining this and the earlier expression of Var(V,), we obtain (206). In
particular, by the Chebyshev inequality, (206) indicates

v
20 (207)
m

as p — oo regardless of the speeds of n and p going to infinity. Write

Z (ele;)? = V+ p(p _1).

— 2m
1<i<j<p
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Since R is a symmetric matrix whose diagonal entries are all equal to 1. The above implies

. 2 —1
tr(R?) = p + Epvp + plp ). (208)
Consequently, we have from (207) that
2 - 2 4 2
—~[tr(R2)—p—] —24—V,— = 52 (209)
p m m m
in probability. It follows from this and (205) that
2 1
Tsp = V2 ~[Up+—Up+¢.
VP2 + 4m=1V, — 2m~1) m V2(m —2)
Ve : .
By (207) and the Slutsky lemma, T e — 1 in probability. Therefore, by (203),
(
&o, if p/n? — 0;
I Y
Up+—Up+————— \/ i 2 :
P am = 2) & ++/h/2, ifp/n®— h;
00, if p/n? — oo
\

in distribution, where {, ~ N(0,1). So we get part (ii) of Proposition 1.
Finally, as for T}, 1, in lieu of (9),
nX ' D1'X — pn(n —3)~ 2.\/2pU, L,
Tp71 = — = m = m
V2l @) —pp— D -1 S+ 2y, 142,

by (204) and (208). This implies 7},; — N(0,1) as p — oo by (203) and (207), regardless of

the speeds of n and p going to infinity. O

Proof of Theorem 2. Recall

n2

[Z(le — X)(Xyy = X))+ )Xy — Xo) (X — Xa)"|.

j=1 j=1

The p x p matrix D is the diagonal matrix of S and R = D~/2SD~%/2 is the p x p pooled

sample correlation matrix. In particular, all of the diagonal entries of R are 1. Thus,
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IR||r > /p. Now, X; is independent of > (X — X;)(X;; — X;)T for each i = 1,2; see,
for example, Theorem 3.1.2 from Muirhead (1982). Second, by assumption, the two samples
are independent. Therefore, the three random vectors X;, X, and S are independent. In

particular, X; and X, are independent of D. By assumption p; = p,, we obtain

X - Xo o N, (0.(+ 4 )s).

nq N9
Hence,
T Mo < =
X, —X2) ~ N,(0,%). 210
n1+n2( 1= X3) ~ N, (0, %) (210)
Furthermore, for each i, > 7, (Xi; — X)) (Xij — X)T ~ W,(n; — 1,X); see, for example,

Theorem 3.1.2 from Muirhead (1982). Therefore, (ny + n2)S ~ Wy(ny + ny — 2, %) by
independence. Consequently,

n1+n2 ~ d

. 1
D, := mD = the diagonal matrix of EWp(m -1,3), (211)

where m := n; + ny — 1. As explained earlier, the left hand side of (210) is independent of

D;. In particular, by replacing “n” and “n” from (174) with “ M(Xl —Xg)” and “m”,

n1+n2

respectively, we obtain

ning S o T A-1/% S
E[i X, -X,) DX, - X ]
n1+n2—1( 1 2) (X4 2)
ning S o \TA_1/% <
_ E[ X, - X,) DX, - X ]
n1+n2( 1 2) (X 2)
(ng +ny—1)p

= . 212
nl—l—n2—4 ( )

This is the reason how come up with the numerator of 7}, » defined in (16). The assumption

lim,, oo m = 0 implies n; + ny — 00 as p — oo. Thus we know from assumption (b)

that limp,c g = 0. Replacing “n” with “m” in Lemma 4.1, we have from (210) and
(211) that
nin Y v \T-1/% Y
ikt (X1 — X5) DXy — X) —p
2tr(R?)
— — T — —
mme (X~ X,) DX, — X)) —
_ n1+n2( 1 2) (X1 2) =P +0,(1), (213)
2tr(R?)



where D is the diagonal matrix of 3, R = D~Y/23D~/2 is the population correlation matrix.

By (196) and (210),

p
N2 S N\ ~—1/% < d 2
X —X,) D (X —-X,) = E &7 214
ny + Nno ( ! 2) (X1 2) — &i (214)
where Ay > --- > )\, > 0 are the eigenvalues of R and &, --- ,§, are i.i.d. N(0,1). Similar

to the argument as in Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 1, we see

1 d s 1/2 °°
m<—P+ZAi§ZZ>—>\/§<1_ZP?> 50+Zpi(§i2—1)
i=1 i=1 i=1
in distribution, where &, ~ N(0,1) and & is independent of £, &y, - - -. Combining this with
(213) and (214), we have

nin Y v \IT'A-1/¥% Y
n1+1n22—1 (Xl - X2) D l(Xl - X2) _p
2tr(R?)
nin Y v \ITA-1/¥% Y
_ o (X1—X,) DiY(X1—X5)—p
2tr(R?)
1—0021/2 Ly (& -1 215
S (-2 et > ne -y 215)
i=1 =1
in distribution. Evidently,
1 [p_(n1+n2—1)p} :L —3p 0
2tr(R?) n+ny —4 V2 (i +n2 = 4)||R[|p

by the assumption lim, ., m = 0. Add the left hand sides of the above two asser-

tions to obtain

s (Xl - X2)T]j_1(X1 — X2) _ (mtna—1)p

ni+ngo—1 ni+ns—4
2tr(R?)

- (1 - ;/%2)1/250 + % ;pi(&? - 1) (216)

in distribution. Next we will replace tr(R?) by its ratio-unbiased-estimator.

Recall (ny + n2)S ~ W,(ny + ny — 2, %), and D is the diagonal matrix of S and R =
D-1/28D~1/2 Set ks = —4m2_ Then

ni+ngs—1°
N 1
S~ ———W —2,%);
Kk n1+n2_1 p(n1+n2 ) )7

R = (kD) ?(kS)(kD)~"/? and xD is the diagonal matrix of «S.
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The essential assumption from Theorem 3 is that, in its own notation, R is the sample

correlation matrix obtained from S ~ %Wp(n —1,%). Replace “§” and “n” from Theorem 3
with “,kS” and “n, +ny—17", respectively. Assumption (b) indicates lim,, m =0
and lim,, ., m = 0. Then by Theorem 3,
1 - p(p—1)
tr(R*) — ————| =1 217
tl"(R2) [ 1"( ) ny + No — 2 ( )

in probability. This together with (216) and the Slutsky lemma yields
o XD - X - e
T

p(p—1)
\/2‘tr R2) 7n1+n2 5

— (1—2/)?) So+ﬁ;m(€?—l)

in distribution as p — oo.

Finally, by the same argument as deriving (193), we see T, = T}, 2 - [1 + 0,(1)] + 0,(1).
So the conclusion for 7%, follows from the above and the Slutsky lemma. The proof is

completed. 0

6.4 A Lemma and Verification of (11), (12) and (13)

The following lemma is used in the discussion after Theorem 2.

LEMMA 6.37 Let {R,; p > 1} be non-negative definite matrices whose diagonal entries
are all equal to 1. Let \py > --- > X\, > 0 be the eigenvalues of R,. Assume condition
“C47 stated in Theorem 2 from thmg et al. (2020b) hold, that is, lim, Hli%

i > 1 with py >0 and lim, Y ", ||Rp||F = pi<oo. Then > 2 p? =1.

= p; for all

Proof of Lemma 6.37. Notice > 7_, \,; = tr(R,) = p because all of the diagonal entries

Apyi

TR = 2oiey pi < oo implies that

of R, are identical to 1. The assumption lim, o, Y »

o (218)
LR Z
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Ap,i
IRpllF

of |R,| . For any K > 1, write

as p — 0o. Set a,; = . Then lim,, o a,; = p; and a2, + - - - + a2, = 1 by the definition

p

aytotale=1— > a’, (219)
i=K+1
We claim that limg . limsup,_, Zf:KH ag,i = (0. If this is true, by letting p — oo first

and then sending K — oo, then > ° p? = 1. We now prove the claim. In fact, write

p

S =P
IRy

1=K+1

[M] >

ap,i.

i=1
For fixed K > 1, let p — oo and use (218) to have

[e.e]

p K 00
lim > ay= (Zm) > pi= >
i=K+1 =1 =1 i=K+1

Use the assumption 2, p; < oo and let K — 00 to see limg o0 limsup, . > 7 ;. ap; = 0.

The claim is then verified since a,; <1 forall 1 < <p. .

In the following the notation “A, ~ B,” means that A,/B, — 1 as p — oo.

The Verification of (11). Review Example 2.1. We have

1 rr r
r 1 r r
R =
roror 1
pXp
Easily, Ay = 1+ (p—1)r and Ay = --- = A, = 1 —r. To maintain R to be non-negative

definite, all eigenvalues have to be non-negative, that is, —Iﬁ <r < 1. Recall r = r, satisfies

that lim,_ /p -7 = c. Now we consider three cases: ¢ =0, ¢ € (0,00) and ¢ = oc.
Case 1: ¢ = 0. In this case |[R[|Z =1+ (p—1)r]*+(p—1)(1 —r)? ~ p as p — oo, thus
|IR|[F ~ /p. Easily, W = O(?) — 0 provided p = o(n?). Also, p; = lim, o uriﬁ =0,

hence \; = 0 for every i > 1. By Theorem 1, both Tsp and 7},; converge to N(0,1) in

distribution.
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Case 2: ¢ € (0,00). In this case |[R||% =14+ (@p—-1)rP+(p—1)(1—r)*~ (*+1)p as
p — 00, hence ||[R[[r ~ V2 +1-,/p. Readily,

p \/]79 . >\1 C
= O(—) — 0 and = lim — ;
nlR||r n PR Vet
\
;= lim —— =0 for every i > 2
7 RS TR Y

provided p = o(n?). By Theorem 1, under condition p = o(n?), we know both Tsp and T,

converge to

1 c 2
et e Y

in distribution, where &, and &; are i.i.d. N(0,1).

Case 3: ¢ = oo. In this case |[R||% =1+ (p—1Dr*+ (p—1)1 —1r)? ~ (pr)? as
p — o0o. Therefore, ||R||p ~ pr. Notice lim, o p/(n|R||r) = lim,_o 1/(nr,) = 0, p1 =
lim, o0 A1/||R||F = 1 and p; = 0 for i > 2 provided nr, — oo. So, under conditions nr, — co

and p = o(n®) for some constant a > 0, we have T}, ; — %[}8(1) —1]. O

The Verification of (12). Recall r € (0,1), m = [p"] and A,, from Example 2.1. By

A
rR— (% 0.
0 I,

Then the largest eigenvalues of R is A\; = 1+ (m — 1)r and the rest of them are Ay = -+ - =
Am =1—rand \p41 =---= X, =1. Then

definition,

IR =[1+ (m = 1rf + (m = 1)1 =7)* + (p = m) = m*r* + p+ O(m).

Thus,
.
VD [1+o(1)], if0<r<i;
IR[[Fr =19 /5p/d-[140(1)], ifr= 5
rp” - [140(1)], ifL<r<l.
\
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Also,

0, if0<r<i;
p1 = lim AL 1/v6, ifr=41;
LRI T VR =
1, if 3 <r<1.
\
Obviously, p; = 0 for i > 2. At last,
P O(y/p/n), if0<r<i;

n||R|lr O(p*="/n), if% <r<l1.

Assume p = 0. Then, we have from Theorem 1 that both Tsp and 7, ; go to

(

N(071>7 if0<7"<%;
ZN(O, 1)+ - pE1) - 1), ifr=14
|5 b - 1], itl<r<i

in distribution under condition p = o(n?) for 0 < r < 1 and p = o(n'/0=") for & <r < 1,

where the random variables N (0, 1) and x?(1) are independent as r = O

3
The Verification of (13). Recall m = [log(p + 2)]. Given 7 > 0, we have p’ = p — [7/D],
Moo= 147271 —2m) " plor 1 <i<mand A\ = 1fori=m+1,---,p —1,
Ay =1+ [1y/p] — 7P € [0,1] and the rest of \; are zero. Obviously, A\; +---+ Ay > k for
eachi=1,---,p'—1and A\ +---+ Ay is identical to

So[t4r2 (=2 B+ = m = )1 (L [V - )
= (mtryp)+ (p-lrvPl—m—1) + 1+ [rVE = 7vP

= D

where we use the fact > ", 2_i(1 — 2_’”)_1 = 1. Lemma 4.3 tells us that there exists a
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correlation matrix R such that R has eigenvalues \;, 1 <1 < p. Now,
S oy —1 2 )
IRIE = 21+T2 =27 B+ (0 —m=1) - 1P+ (14 [7y/B] = T/D)

= p(1-2"")" Zm:% +p+O0(vp)
2 i1
= (%+1>p+0(p)

since Y ", % — % as p — oo. In particular, lim,_,. m = 0 provided p = o(n?). Easily,
for each 7 > 1,
, -1
i 1+727"(1—2"m 32 1
pi = lim HRH = lim ! ( ) VP — ﬁ &
— 00 — 00 T2 1
’ e V@ +Dp+o(p) !

as p — o0o. Now,

=1 2
sz 72_‘_3241':7-274_3'

Assuming p = 0, by Theorem 1, we see that 7},; — 72—?;350 + 2(3513 Dt 3 - (62— 1) in
distribution, where &y, &1, -+ , &y are 1.i.d. N(0,1).
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