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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce the Generalized Linear Spectral Statistics (GLSS) of a high-dimensional sample

covariance matrix Sn, denoted as tr f(Sn)Bn, which effectively captures distinct spectral properties of Sn by

involving an ancillary matrix Bn and a test function f . The joint asymptotic normality of GLSS associated

with different test functions is established under weak assumptions on Bn and the underlying distribution,

when the dimension n and sample size N are comparable. Specifically, we allow the rank of Bn to diverge

with n. The convergence rate of GLSS is determined by
√

N/rank(Bn). As a natural application, we propose

a novel approach based on GLSS for hypothesis testing on eigenspaces of spiked covariance matrices. The

theoretical accuracy of the results established for GLSS and the advantages of the newly suggested testing

procedure are demonstrated through various numerical studies.

Keywords: Sample covariance matrix; Eigenspaces; Generalized linear spectral statistics

1. Introduction

The covariance matrix holds paramount importance in statistics and its associated fields, serving as a

fundamental component for numerous widely-used methodologies that heavily rely on comprehending its

structural characteristics. For instance, methodologies such as principal component analysis [35] and factor

analysis [17, 27] depend on understanding the eigenstructure corresponding to the leading eigenvalues, while

spectral methods in clustering [19] depend on understanding the asymptotic properties of the eigenvectors

containing the clustering information. Although the sample covariance matrix is a consistent estimator of

its population counterpart in the low dimensional setting with a fixed number of variables n, it is widely

recognized that drawing direct inferences from the sample covariance matrix may lead to erroneous conclusions

when the dimensionality n is comparable to or significantly larger than the sample size N [39]. Specifically,

for example, [20, 21, 38] have shown that when n/N → c ∈ (0, ∞), the largest eigenvalue of the sample

covariance matrix is an inconsistent estimator for the largest eigenvalue of the population covariance matrix,

and the eigenvectors of the sample covariance matrix can be nearly orthogonal to the true ones.

In the high-dimensional setting, numerous monographs have been dedicated to investigating the asymptotic

behavior of the largest few eigenvalues or the spectrum of sample covariance matrices. [6] and [41] established
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the almost sure convergence to the edge of Marchenko-Pastur (M-P) law for the largest and smallest eigenvalues

of sample covariance matrix, respectively. Subsequently, many efforts have been devoted to characterizing the

asymptotic distribution of the largest eigenvalue or joint distribution of a few leading eigenvalues. We refer

the readers to the literatures [7, 11, 13, 20, 23, 26, 34] and the references therein for more detailed discussions.

Regarding the spectrum, [4] established the central limit theorem (CLT) for linear spectral statistics of sample

covariance matrices, which considers the sum of eigenvalues of f(Sn) (i.e. tr f(Sn)), where f is assumed

to be analytic. The Gaussian-like fourth moment assumption therein and the constrains made on the test

function f were later relaxed by [31, 33, 42]. Many statistical inference problems on population covariance

matrices can be addressed by employing the CLT of linear spectral statistics, as exemplified in studies [1, 43].

In recent years, there has been a growing interest in the literature regarding the properties of eigenvectors

of sample covariance matrices. Considering different assumptions on the structure of population covariance

matrices and on the distribution of underlying variables, various works have focused on deriving the asymptotic

behavior of the inner product between eigenvectors of sample covariance matrices and some non-random

vectors. To name a few, we refer the reader to [11, 13, 21, 22, 28, 30, 34, 40]. Recently, [8] established

the asymptotic expansion of the spiked eigenvalues and linear combination of spiked eigenvectors for a

high-dimensional spiked covariance matrix model. Their theoretical results necessitate that the non-spiked

part of the population covariance matrix is an identity matrix, while also assuming a finite number of spiked

eigenvalues and arbitrary finite moments for the data entries. [2] proposed another statistic to analyze

eigenvalues and eigenvectors by introducing a non-random unit test vector bn. To be more specific, they

conducted an investigation on b∗
nf(Sn)bn and established its CLT, while referring to [33] for related work

under weaker assumptions.

The purpose of the present paper is to establish the CLT for Generalized Linear Spectral Statistics

(GLSS) of sample covariance matrices, which is formally defined as follows:

tr f(Sn)Bn, (1)

where the sample covariance matrix Sn takes the form

Sn = 1
N

Σ1/2
n XnX

∗
nΣ

1/2
n , (2)

and Xn = (Xn
i,j) is an n × N random matrix whose entries are i.i.d with zero mean and unit variance.

The matrix Σ
1/2
n represents the square root of the population covariance matrix Σn. When Bn equals to

the identity matrix In, GLSS is the standard linear spectral statistics introduced in [4]. In the case of Bn

being a rank one Hermitian matrix, GLSS reduces to the statistic considered in [2]. We mention three other

relevant works. Firstly, [14] established the CLT for tr f(Wn)Bn, where Wn is a Wigner matrix. Given

the existence of arbitrary finite moments and ∥Bn∥F ≥ cnϵ for some c, ϵ > 0, they proved that tr f(Wn)Bn

is asymptotic Gaussian. While in our paper the CLT of GLSS is developed for various ranks of Bn under

mild assumptions on its structure and existence of fourth moment of Xn
ij . To our best knowledge, this is
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the first work concerning general Bn for covariance matrices. Secondly, [25] determined the almost sure

limit of tr (Sn − zIn)−1
g (Σn) for some bounded function g and complex number z, under the condition

E|Xij |12 < ∞. Lastly, in our parallel working paper, we have developed the CLT of GLSS for high-dimensional

sample correlation matrices.

Given that the matrix Bn has a rank of kn and possesses a spectral decomposition Bn =
∑kn

i=1 sibib
∗
i ,

GLSS (1) can be rewritten as
kn∑
i=1

sib
∗
i f(Sn)bi, (3)

which is a weighted sum of the vector linear spectral statistics (i.e. kn = 1) considered by [2, 33]. The

extension to general kn, especially when kn diverges with n is non-trivial and the proof is much more

complicated. A further spectral decomposition on Sn yields an alternative representation of GLSS as follows:

kn∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

sif(λj)|⟨bi,uj⟩|2, (4)

where λj is the j-th largest eigenvalue of Sn and uj is the corresponding eigenvector. It is evident from

(4) that by selecting different choices of f and Bn, GLSS reflects distinct aspects of the spectrum of Sn.

Therefore it becomes feasible to assess a partial spectral structure of Sn through appropriate selection of

f and Bn. This has been verified in our application, where we introduce a novel approach - functional

projection - for conducting hypothesis testing on eigenspaces of spiked covariance matrices.

Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:

• We propose a flexible statistic - GLSS to study the properties of eigenvalues and eigenvectors of

high-dimensional sample covariance matrices. The statistics studied in [2] and [4] are special cases of

GLSS.

• We establish the CLT of GLSS both when kn is finite and when kn diverges with n by an adaptive

proof procedure for different kn. Due to the existence of f and Bn, this CLT helps to understand the

eigenvalue and eigenvector structure of Sn in a flexible way. For instance, choosing Bn as a projection

matrix allows f(Sn)Bn to represent the projection of f(Sn) onto the space of Bn. Additionally, by

utilizing different ranks kn, we could keep arbitrary number of projection directions.

• We apply our theory to conduct hypothesis testing for eigenspaces of spiked covariance matrices. To be

more specific, assuming Σn = In +
∑rn

i=1 diviv
⊤
i , we aim to test the equality between the column space

spanned by {v1, · · · ,vrn
} and a given space, where rn may diverge with n. In this regard, we propose

a novel testing method based on GLSS. Our approach exhibits significant advantages over existing

works ([8, 36]) in terms of both size accuracy under the null hypothesis and power performance under

alternative hypotheses, particularly when rn is large.

The remaining of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we establish the CLT for GLSS by

considering both cases when kn is comparable to n and when kn = o(n). Various simulations are conducted
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in Section 3 to verify our theoretical results. Motivated by GLSS and building upon a slight modification to

our Theorem 2.1, we propose a novel test statistic in Section 4 for testing eigenspaces of spiked covariance

matrices. To demonstrate the advantages of our proposed method, we conduct comprehensive comparisons

with various alternative methods across multiple aspects, including computational complexity, accuracy under

null hypotheses, and power under alternative hypotheses. All auxiliary lemmas and proofs, as well as further

results are postponed to the Appendix. To be more specific, a strategy outline for proving our theorems and

addressing notable challenges is presented in Section A. In Section B, we collect some elementary lemmas

which will be frequently used in our proof. In Sections C, E and F, we provide detailed proofs for Theorem

2.1, 2.2 and 4.1, along with some auxiliary lemmas whose proofs are deferred to Section G.

Notations. We introduce some notations that will be used throughout this paper. Bold capital and

lowercase letters are used to denote matrices and vectors, respectively. The notation D→ (or P→) means

convergence in distribution (or in probability). For any quantities an and bn, we use the notation an ≪ bn

to denote the relation an/bn → 0 as n → ∞. In addition, we write an ≍ bn if there exists some constant

C > 1 such that C−1|an| ≤ |bn| ≤ C|an|. For random variable sequences xn, the symbol xn = oP(an) means

xn/an
P→ 0. Besides, xn = OP(an) stands for limM→∞ supn P(|xn/an| > M) = 0. For a matrix M ∈ Cp×q,

we use ∥M∥ and ∥M∥F to denote its spectral norm and Frobenius norm. In addition, denote by (M)ij ,

λi(M) and si(M) the entry located in the i-th row and j-th column, the i-th largest eigenvalue and the i-th

largest singular value, respectively. Let M∗ (or M⊤) represent the conventional conjugate transpose (or

transpose) of M . The notation diag(M) in the context of a square matrix M denotes a diagonal matrix whose

entries on the main diagonal correspond to those of M . For a σ-field Fi generated by {x1, ..., xi}, we use

Ei(·) to denote the conditional expectation with respect to Fi. Similarly, for a subset S ⊆ {1, ..., N}, E−S(·)

is defined as the conditional expectation with respect to the σ-field generated by {xi : i /∈ S, i = 1, · · · , N}.

Furthermore, denote by IE the indicator function of an event E.

2. Asymptotic results for GLSS

In this section, the asymptotic distribution of our GLSS is established both when kn

n → 0 and kn

n ≥ c0 for

some positive constant c0. Before delving into the main theorems in Section 2.2, we provide an introduction

to some preliminary results regarding the limiting spectral distribution of the conventional sample covariance

matrix Sn in Section 2.1.

2.1. Some preliminary results on the sample covariance matrix

In random matrix theory, the Stieltjes transform is a fundamental function, which is formally defined in

Definition 2.1.

Definition 2.1. For any function G with bounded variation on the real line, its Stieltjes transform is defined
by

mG(z) =
∫ 1

x − z
dG(x), z ∈ C and ℑz ̸= 0.
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It has been demonstrated that a bijective correspondence exists between G and its Stieltjes transform

mG(z) when G is a proper distribution function (see Theorem B.8 in [5]). Recalling the definition of Sn

in (2), an elementary limit theorem concerning the eigenvalues of Sn is focused on its empirical spectral

distribution FSn . To be more specific,

FSn(x) = 1
n

n∑
i=1

I{λi(Sn)≤x}.

If we assume that for all n, Xn
ij are i.i.d. standardized random variables, FΣn convergences in distribution

to H and n/N → c ∈ (0, ∞), then almost surely, FSn converges in distribution to F c,H , whose Stieltjes

transform m(z) is the unique solution to

m(z) =
∫ 1

x(1 − c − czm(z)) − z
dH(x), z ∈ C+. (5)

Considering Sn ≡ (1/N)X∗
nΣnXn whose spectra differs from that of Sn by |n − N | zeros, we know that its

limiting empirical distribution function satisfies

F c,H ≡ (1 − c)I[0,∞) + cF c,H .

Furthermore, its Stieltjes transform

m(z) ≡ mF c,H (z) = −1 − c

z
+ cm(z) (6)

has inverse

z = z(m) = − 1
m

+ c

∫
t

1 + tm
dH(t), (7)

which takes a simpler form. One may refer to [5] for more detailed discussions. Let m0
n(z) and m0

n(z)

represent the quantities obtained from equations (5) and (6) when replacing (c, H) by (cn, Hn), which will

be frequently used in establishing our main theorems. The corresponding distribution functions for m0
n(z)

and m0
n(z) are denoted as F cn,Hn and F cn,Hn , respectively. In addition, mn(z) and mn(z) are employed to

denote the Stieltjes transforms of FSn and FS
n .

2.2. Main theoretical results

The following assumptions will be used in our theoretical analysis.

Assumption 2.1. For each n, Xij = Xn
ij , i ≤ n, j ≤ N are i.i.d. for all n, i, j. Moreover, EX11 = 0,

E |X11|2 = 1, E |X11|4 < ∞, n/N → c ∈ (0, ∞). For complex case we assume EX2
11 = 0.

Assumption 2.2. The matrices Σn and Bn are n × n non-random Hermitian matrices such that their
non-zero eigenvalues are bounded away from 0 and infinity. Moreover, we assume that Σn is non-negative
definite (Σn ⪰ 0) and Hn = FΣn

D→ H, where H is a distribution function.

Assumption 2.3. Let kn = rank(Bn). Either one of the following two cases holds:
(i) [kn is comparable to n]. There exists a positive constant c0 such that kn

n ≥ c0.

(ii) [kn is much smaller than n]. kn

n → 0.
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Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 are standard in random matrix theory (see [2, 4, 33] for example). The asymptotic

behavior of GLSS tr f(Sn)Bn depends on the rank of Bn. In the following Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2,

we summarize the different limiting distributions under the two different cases of kn stated in Assumption

2.3, respectively.

Theorem 2.1. [kn is comparable to n]. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 (i) hold. Let f1, . . . , fr

be analytic functions on an open interval containing [d−, d+], where

[d−, d+] =
[
lim inf

n
λΣn

minI(0,1)(c)(1 −
√

c)2, lim sup
n

||Σn||(1 +
√

c)2
]

. (8)

Recall the definition of GLSS in (1) and define

Θn(f) = tr f(Sn)Bn − 1
2πi

∮
Γ

f(z) tr(zIn + zm0
n(z)Σn)−1Bndz, (9)

where Γ is a contour taken in the positive direction enclosing an open interval covering [d−, d+]. Then we
have the following results:

(i) the random vector
(Θn(f1), . . . , Θn(fr)) (10)

forms a tight sequence in n.
(ii) Let µX = E|X11|4 −

∣∣EX2
11
∣∣2 − 2 and υX = 1 +

∣∣EX2
11
∣∣2. After suitable centralization, the random

vector (10) converges weakly to an r-dimensional Gaussian distribution, i.e.,

(Θn(f1) − ωn(f1), · · · , Θn(fr) − ωn(fr)) D→ N (0,Ω1), (11)

where

ωn(f) = − 1
2πi

∮
Γ

(υX − 1)f(z)m0
n(z)2

z
(
1 − c

∫
m0

n(z)2t2(1 + tm0
n(z))−2dHn(t)

)
×

(
cPn(z)

∫
m0

n(z)t2(1 + tm0
n(z))−3dHn(t)(

1 − c
∫

m0
n(z)2t2(1 + tm0

n(z))−2dHn(t)
) − Qn(z)

)
dz

− 1
2πi

∮
Γ

µXf(z)z2m0
n(z)2

[
m0

n(z)Pn(z)Ũ1
n(z, z)

×
(

1 − c

∫
m0

n(z)2t2dHn(t)
(1 + m0

n(z)t)2

)−1
− Ṽ 1

n (z, z)
]

dz

(12)

and Ω1 is an r × r matrix with the (s, t)th entry being

(Ω1)st = − 1
4π2

∫∫
Γ1×Γ2

fs(z1)ft(z2) lim
n→∞

(
υXC1

n(z1, z2) + µXC2
n(z1, z2)

)
dz1dz2. (13)
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The functions C1
n, C2

n are expressed as

C1
n(z1, z2) =(m2 − m1)z1z2

z2 − z1

(
V 3

n (z1, z2) + z2
2m2

2gn(z2)V 2
n (z2, z1)

+ z2
1m2

1gn(z1)V 2
n (z1, z2) + z2

1z2
2m2

1m2
2gn(z1)gn(z2)U2

n(z1, z2)
)

+ (m2 − m1)2z1z2

m1m2(z2 − z1)2

(
z1z2m1m2ζ1

n(z1, z2)ζ1
n(z2, z1)

− z1m1gn(z1)ζ1
n(z1, z2) − z2m2gn(z2)ζ1

n(z2, z1) + gn(z1)gn(z2)an(z1, z2)
)

,

(14)

and

C2
n(z1, z2) =z1z2m1m2

(
Ṽ 3

n (z1, z2) + z2
2m2

2gn(z2)Ṽ 2
n (z2, z1) + z2

1m2
1gn(z2)Ṽ 2

n (z1, z2)

z2
2m2

2gn(z2)z2
1m2

1gn(z1)Ũ2
n(z1, z2) − z1m1gn(z1)Ṽ 1

n (z1, z2) − z1m1z2
2m2

2gn(z1)gn(z2)Ũ1
n(z1, z2)

− z2m2gn(z2)Ṽ 1
n (z2, z1) − z2m2z2

1m2
1gn(z1)gn(z2)Ũ1

n(z2, z1) + gn(z1)gn(z2)ãn(z1, z2)
)

.

(15)

Here mi means m(zi) for simplicity and the other n-associated terms are defined in detail in Lemma C.1,
Lemma D.1 and (56) in the Appendix. The contours Γ1 and Γ2 are disjoint and have the same properties as
Γ.

We look at the special case when Bn = In. Obviously it satisfies Assumption 2.3 (i) since kn = n now. It

can be easily checked that 1
n tr(zIn + zm0

n(z)Σn)−1Bn =
∫ dHn(t)

z(1+m0
n

(z)t) = m0
n(z). Then Θn(f) in equation

(9) reduces to

Θn(f) = n

∫
f(x)d

(
FSn(x) − F cn,Hn(x)

)
,

which is the conventional linear spectral statistic corresponding to the sample covariance matrix (see [4]).

And our theoretical result in Theorem 2.1 coincides with the traditional one (see our Remark C.1 for detailed

calculations).

The asymptotic covariances (13) are mainly determined by two functions C1
n(z1, z2) and C2

n(z1, z2) defined

in (14) and (15). If the first four moments of the underlying distribution matches with that of a standard

Gaussian distribution, then µX = 0 and C2
n(z1, z2) disappears in (13). Our Remark C.1 shows that under

many cases, the n-associated terms in (14) and (15) are convergent and have succinct forms. Moreover, it can

be seen from our proof that these terms are uniformly bounded in z ∈ C (see (34)), where C is any contour

in the complex plane enclosing the closed interval (8). Therefore, in application, we often use a normalized

version of Theorem 2.1, which is summarized in the following Proposition 1.

Proposition 1. Suppose Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 (i) hold. We further assume that λr(Ω1
n) ≥ c1 > 0

for large n and some positive constant c1, where(
Ω1

n

)
st

= − 1
4π2

∫∫
Γ1×Γ2

fs(z1)ft(z2)
(
υXC1

n(z1, z2) + µXC2
n(z1, z2)

)
dz1dz2.
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Then we have

(Ω1
n)−1/2(Θn(f1) − ωn(f1), · · · , Θn(fr) − ωn(fr))⊤ D→ N (0, Ir). (16)

Remark 2.1. The condition λr(Ω1
n) ≥ c1 > 0 actually implies the linearly independence of f1, · · · , fr in

the sense that for any unit vector u ∈ Rr, the variance of Θn

(
u⊤(f1, · · · , fr)

)
does not approach 0. We

conjecture the converse for this statement also holds. Even though λr(Ω1
n) ≥ c1 > 0 is easy to be satisfied in

application, it is still theoretically difficult to be verified (see also Remark 3.4 in [29]).

The asymptotic distribution of GLSS is now investigated when kn = o(n). It should be noted that

when kn/n → 0, the quantities relevant to Bn in Theorem 2.1 all become zeros, resulting in Θn(f) P→ 0.

Consequently, we need to seek for a suitable sequence an → ∞, such that anΘn(f) converges to a non-

degenerate distribution.

Theorem 2.2. [kn is much smaller than n]. Suppose that Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 (ii) hold. Define

H1
n(z1, z2) = 1

kn
tr
(
BnΣ−1

n (z1)ΣnΣ−1
n (z2)

)2
,

and

H2
n(z1, z2) = m(z1)m(z2)

knz1z2

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2

n Σ−1
n (z1)BnΣ−1

n (z1)Σ1/2
n

)
ii

(
Σ1/2

n Σ−1
n (z2)BnΣ−1

n (z2)Σ1/2
n

)
ii

.

Then we have
(i) the random vector √

N

kn
(Θn(f1), . . . , Θn(fr)) (17)

forms a tight sequence in n.
(ii) The random vector (17) converges weakly to a mean-zero r-dimensional Gaussian distribution, i.e.,√

N

kn
(Θn(f1), · · · , Θn(fr)) D→ N (0,Ω2), (18)

where Ω2 is an r × r matrix with the (s, t)th entry being

(Ω2)st = − 1
4π2

∫∫
Γ1×Γ2

fs(z1)ft(z2) lim
n→∞

(
υX(m(z2) − m(z1))H1

n(z1, z2)
z1z2(z2 − z1) + µXH2

n(z1, z2)
)

dz1dz2, (19)

where Γ1, Γ2 are assumed to be disjoint.

Remark 2.2. Our Theorem 2.2 generalizes the results in [2] and [33], which specifically consider the case
kn = 1. To elaborate, by assuming Bn = bnb

∗
n, [2] obtained the CLT under Gaussian-like fourth moment

assumption, i.e., E|X11|4 = 3 in the real case and E|X11|4 = 2 in the complex case. Moreover, they require

√
N

∣∣∣∣b∗
nΣ−1

n (z)bn − 1
n

tr Σ−1
n (z)

∣∣∣∣ → 0. (20)

Condition (20) implies the convergence of H1
n(z1, z2), as confirmed by the equality (4.25) in [2]. [33] extended

the moment condition to E|X11|4 < ∞, and additionally they required both (20) and

max
i

∣∣∣b∗
nΣ−1

n (z1)Σ1/2
n ei

∣∣∣ → 0. (21)

It is evident that (21) directly indicates H2
n(z1, z2) → 0. Therefore within their specified frameworks, our

result established in Theorem 2.2 aligns with theirs.
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Remark 2.3. In application, we may also use a normalized version of Theorem 2.2 as done in Proposition
1. Comparing Theorem 2.2 with Theorem 2.1, one can see that the asymptotic mean in (18) is zero, which is
totally different from that in (11) where a bias ωn(f) appears. Also, the expression for asymptotic variance is
significantly simplified when kn = o(n) compared to the case when kn/n ≥ c0.

We give a further illustration on the non-random part 1
2πi

∮
Γ f(z) tr(zIn + zm0

n(z)Σn)−1Bndz in Θn(f).

Analogous to expression (4), it can be rewritten as

1
2πi

kn∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

|⟨bi,υj⟩|2
∮

Γ

sif(z)
z (1 + λj(Σn)m0

n(z))dz, (22)

where the decomposition Σn =
∑n

j=1 λj(Σn)υjυ
∗
j is employed. Each summation term in (22) is divided

into two parts: one determined by the inner product of eigenvectors of Bn and Σn, and the other solely

influenced by the eigenvalues. Consequently, if ⟨bi,υj⟩ = 0 for some i, j, then the corresponding summation

term becomes zero. The non-random part (22) is governed by the non-orthogonal eigenvectors of Bn and

Σn. Therefore, it is possible for us to design a suitable GLSS for a specified hypothesis testing regarding the

eigenspace structure, as exemplified in Section 4.

3. Simulations

In this section, a series of simulations are conducted with varying choices of Σn, Bn and underlying

distributions of Xij to empirically validate the theoretical results presented in Section 2. In Section 3.1, we

choose rank(Bn) = n to satisfy the conditions stated in Theorem 2.1, while in Section 3.2 we select some

constant values for rank(Bn) that align with Theorem 2.2. Let r = 1, f(z) = z2 and n = N = 1000. Denote

Θ̃n(f) = Ωn(f)−1/2 (Θn(f) − ωn(f)) .

When verifying Theorem 2.1 in Section 3.1, the value of ωn(f) is provided in (12), and the scalar Ωn(f) = Ω1
n

is defined in Proposition 1. When validating Theorem 2.2 in Section 3.2, we have ωn(f) = 0 and Ωn(f) =

kn/NΩ2
n, where Ω2

n represents a non-asymptotic version of Ω2 defined in (19) according to Remark 2.3.

Our theoretical findings suggest that the distribution of Θ̃n(f) converges to N (0, 1). All numerical results

presented below are based on M = 1000 replications, yielding 1000 simulated estimates
(

Θ̃1
n(f), · · · , Θ̃M

n (f)
)

of Θ̃n(f). The empirical mean and variance are

ÊXf = 1
M

M∑
k=1

Θ̃k
n(f), (23)

and

V̂ar Xf = 1
M

M∑
k=1

(Θ̃k
n(f) − ÊXf )2. (24)

Eight different models will be considered. For each model, we plot the histogram of
(

Θ̃1
n(f), · · · , Θ̃M

n (f)
)

and compare it with the density function of the theoretical N (0, 1). Additionally, the normal QQ-plot is

presented to further validate the asymptotical normality.
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3.1. The matrix Bn is of full rank

This section will investigate six distinct models, each offering different choices of Σn and Bn, as well as

varying underlying distributions of Xij . In all these models, Bn possesses full rank, which aligns with the

condition stated in Theorem 2.1.

Model 1. Σn = In, Xij ∼ N (0, 1) and Bn is a diagonal matrix with the i-th entry being (i/n+1). Under

this model, Θn(f) can be accurately calculated due to a closed-form representation of m0
n(z) = m0

n(z) = m(z),

where

m(z) = −z +
√

z2 − 4z

2z
, ℑz ̸= 0.

Moreover, it is easy to see the non-random part in Θn(f) equals to

1
2πi

∮
Γ

f(z) tr(zIn + zm0
n(z)Σn)−1Bndz = 2 tr(Bn).

Model 2. Σn = In, Xij ∼ t(10)/
√

5/4 and Bn is a diagonal matrix with the i-th entry being (i/n + 1).

Model 2 differs from Model 1 in the way of selecting the distribution of Xij . In Model 2, Xij follows a

t-distribution with degree of freedom 10. The constant
√

5/4 is introduced to ensure that E|X11|2 = 1. One

can easily check that E|X11|4 = 4, different from that of N (0, 1).

Model 3. Σn is the covariance matrix of AR(1) sequence with coefficient 0.5 (i.e. the (i, j) entry is

0.5|i−j|), Xij ∼ N (0, 1) and Bn = Σn. Obtaining a close-form for m0
n(z) within this model poses a challenge.

To address this issue, we independently generate 100 sample covariance matrices S1
n, · · · ,S100

n , and replace

m0
n(z) with the average of 1

n tr(Si
n − zI)−1, i = 1, · · · , 100. Subsequently in the simulations, whenever

Σn ̸= In, we consistently adopt this replacement strategy.

Model 4. Σn is a diagonal matrix with (Σn)ii = (i/n)2 + 0.2, Xij ∼ t(10)/
√

5/4 and Bn is a diagonal

matrix with (Bn)ii = i/n + 0.2.

Model 5. Σn is the same as in Model 3, Xij ∼ N (0, 1) and Bn is chosen to be an arbitrary realization

of the standard Wigner matrix.

Model 6. Σn and Bn are the same as in Model 5, and Xij ∼ t(10)/
√

5/4 whose fourth moment is

different from that of N (0, 1).

The histogram plots and QQ plots for Models 1-6 are depicted in Figures 1-6, respectively. These results

confirm the accuracy of our theoretical results.
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Figure 1: Model 1: (a): Histogram of the standardized records
(

Θ̃1
n(f), · · · , Θ̃M

n (f)
)

and density curve of N (0, 1)
(dark red line) (b): QQ-plot of the standardized records.
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Figure 2: Model 2: (a): Histogram of the standardized records
(

Θ̃1
n(f), · · · , Θ̃M

n (f)
)

and density curve of N (0, 1)
(dark red line) (b): QQ-plot of the standardized records.
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Figure 3: Model 3: (a): Histogram of the standardized records
(

Θ̃1
n(f), · · · , Θ̃M

n (f)
)

and density curve of N (0, 1)
(dark red line) (b): QQ-plot of the standardized records.
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Figure 4: Model 4: (a): Histogram of the standardized records
(

Θ̃1
n(f), · · · , Θ̃M

n (f)
)

and density curve of N (0, 1)
(dark red line) (b): QQ-plot of the standardized records.
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Figure 5: Model 5: (a): Histogram of the standardized records
(

Θ̃1
n(f), · · · , Θ̃M

n (f)
)

and density curve of N (0, 1)
(dark red line) (b): QQ-plot of the standardized records.
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Figure 6: Model 6: (a): Histogram of the standardized records
(

Θ̃1
n(f), · · · , Θ̃M

n (f)
)

and density curve of N (0, 1)
(dark red line) (b): QQ-plot of the standardized records.

3.2. The matrix Bn is of low rank

For the models considered in this section, the ranks of Bn are constant values, which aligns with the

condition stated in Theorem 2.2.

Model 7. Σn = In, Xij ∼ N (0, 1) and rank(Bn) = 5. Specifically, Bn is a diagonal matrix with

(Bn)ii = i/2, for i = 1, · · · , 5.

Model 8. Σn is the same as in Model 3, Xij ∼ t(10)/
√

5/4 and rank(Bn) = 10. Specifically, Bn =

13



∑10
i=1 bib

∗
i , where bi’s are selected from the eigenvectors of a realization for Wigner matrix.

Figures 7 and 8 present the histograms and QQ plots for the above two models, which demonstrate the

accuracy of our theoretical results in Theorem 2.2.
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Figure 7: Model 7: (a): Histogram of the standardized records
(

Θ̃1
n(f), · · · , Θ̃M

n (f)
)⊤

and density curve of N (0, 1)
(darkred line) (b): QQ-plot of the standardized records
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Figure 8: Model 8: (a): Histogram of the standardized records
(

Θ̃1
n(f), · · · , Θ̃M

n (f)
)⊤

and density curve of N (0, 1)
(darkred line) (b): QQ-plot of the standardized records
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Finally, the empirical means and variances calculated by (23) and (24) for the aforementioned eight models

are recorded in Table 1. It is evident that, across all models, the empirical mean closely approximates zero

while the variance closely approximates one, thereby providing strong support for our theoretical findings.

Table 1: Empirical mean and variance defined in (23) and (24) for the eight different models.

Model 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

ÊXf 0.0006 0.0762 -0.0904 0.0943 -0.0212 -0.0267 0.0511 0.0306

V̂ar Xf 0.9821 1.0411 0.9365 1.0946 1.0690 1.0165 1.0162 0.9604

4. Application to Hypothesis Testing for Eigenspaces of Spiked Covariance Matrices

In this section, we will employ our previously established theory to examine the eigenspaces of spiked

covariance matrices. Hypothesis testing for eigenspaces of the spiked covariance matrix plays a crucial role

in statistical machine learning and is encountered in various modern algorithms, see [36] for an extensive

discussion on this topic. However, existing methods for such problems are limited to the case when n ≪ N ,

both theoretically and practically, unless there are constraints on the structure of the covariance matrix. See

for example, bootstrap based approach[36, 32], Bayesian or Frequentist-Bayes related method[36, 37], sample

splitting method[24], and the Le Cam optimal test proposed in [18]. In the high-dimensional setting where

n ≍ N , for the spiked covariance matrix model Σn that admits the decomposition

Σn = In +
rn∑

i=1
diviv

⊤
i , (25)

[8] proposed a statistic based on the accurate results on the joint distribution of the few leading extreme

eigenvalues and the generalized components of their associated eigenvectors. We would like to mention two

assumptions required in [8]. Firstly, rn = r is a fixed constant. Secondly, their Assumption 2.4 imposes a

restriction on the minimal distance of |di − dj | when di ≠ dj and requires a positive lower bound for the

spiked eigenvalues di, i = 1, · · · , r. In contrast, in our approach as well as the theories we will consider, rn is

allowed to diverge as n tends to infinity. Additionally, we only assume that 0 < supn maxi=1,··· ,rn
di < ∞

without further imposing a positive lower bound for the spiked eigenvalues.

4.1. Methodology and theoretical results

We now present our methodology for testing whether the eigenspace spanned by the eigenvectors

corresponding to the rn spikes is equivalent to a given subspace. Denote Zn :=
∑rn

i=1 viv
⊤
i . Then the

testing problem is

H0 : Zn = Z0 vs H1 : Zn ̸= Z0, (26)
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for a given projection matrix Z0. In the ideal case when rn/N → 0 and accurate estimation of all di’s at a

rate of oP(N−1/2) is possible, Theorem 2.2 suggests a natural test statistic Θn(f) defined in (9) by using

Bn = Z0 for testing hypothesis (26). However, it is practically impossible to achieve such an ideal estimator

for di. Even when rn is fixed, according to Theorem 2.10 in [8], the estimation of spiked eigenvalues exhibits

robustness only up to a rate OP(N−1/2), not to mention when rn diverges. In order to eliminate the effect of

unknown di’s, we select Bn as the projection matrix orthogonal to Z0, i.e. Bn = In − Z0. Consequently,

the rank(Bn) now satisfies Assumption 2.3(i) and Theorem 2.1 implies a limiting Gaussian distribution for

the test statistic Θn(f). Encouragingly, through this selection of Bn, under the null hypothesis, neither the

non-random component nor its asymptotic mean and variance in Θn(f) incorporate any unknown spiked

eigenvalues. The sole remaining unknown term is m0
n(z). Simply substituting mn(z) for m0

n(z) would impact

the asymptotic distribution stated in Theorem 2.1 due to an OP(N−1) order discrepancy between m0
n(z) and

mn(z), which constitutes a non-negligible error. To surmount this challenge, we adapt Θn(f) by defining our

test statistic as follows:

∆n(f) = tr f(Sn)(In − Z0) − n − rn

2πi

∮
Γ

f(z)
z + zmn(z)dz, (27)

and refer to this testing approach as Functional Projection. Focusing on the case of real variables, which

is commonly encountered in practical applications, we establish the asymptotic distribution of ∆n(f) as

presented in the following Theorem 4.1.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the population covariance matrix Σn admits the decomposition (25). In addition
to Assumption 2.1, we further assume that

(FP ). 0 < sup
n

max
i=1,··· ,rn

di < ∞, and rn/N → 0.

Then under the null hypothesis H0 in (26), we have

∆n(f) − µ(f, rn, n, N)√
ϱ(f, rn, n, N)

D→ N (0, 1), (28)

where µ(f, rn, n, N) and ϱ(f, rn, n, N) are explicitly defined by means of equations (107)-(127) in the Appendix.

Remark 4.1. In practice, we need to estimate di and m0
n(z) in µ(f, rn, n, N) and ϱ(f, rn, n, N). A good

estimator for m0
n(z) is mn(z) since mn(z) − m0

n(z) = OP(N−1). Regarding di, we use a shrinkage estimator
d̂i to replace di:

d̂i =


1
2(−cn − 1 + λi(Sn)) + 1

2
√

(−cn − 1 + λi(Sn))2 − 4cn, λi(Sn) ≥ (1 +
√

cn)2 + δ

0 , otherwise.
(29)

where δ > 0 is any pre-specified constant. When di >
√

cn and is bounded away from infinity, it is verified
from [8] that d̂i is a consistent estimator for di given a fixed rn. Define µ̂(f, rn, n, N) and ϱ̂(f, rn, n, N) with
di and m0

n(z) replaced by d̂i and mn(z). Since the di associated terms in µ̂(f, rn, n, N) and ϱ̂(f, rn, n, N)
are of an order O(rn/N) (see eg. (107)), it is evident that ϱ̂(f, rn, n, N) = ϱ(f, rn, n, N) + OP(rn/N)) and
µ̂(f, rn, n, N) = µ(f, rn, n, N) + OP(rn/N)) by the assumption (FP ) in Theorem 4.1. As a consequence, (28)
still holds when µ(f, rn, n, N) and ϱ(f, rn, n, N) are estimated by µ̂(f, rn, n, N) and ϱ̂(f, rn, n, N).
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4.2. Numerical Studies

In this section, we conduct Monte Carlo simulations to investigate the finite-sample accuracy and power

performance of our proposed testing approach–Functional Projection ∆n(f) (abbreviated as FP f(z)), and

compare it with methods introduced in two existing papers. One is [36], which utilized the bootstrapping

method (abbreviated as En Bo) and the frequentist Bayes method (abbreviated En Ba) employing a

power-enhanced norm with s1 = s2 = 1 (refer to their Definition 3.1). We will use 1000 repetitions for both

bootstrapping and frequentist Bayes procedure. The other one is the Fr-Adaptive (abbreviated as Fr Ad)

proposed by [8].

Without loss of generality, we assume that the eigenvectors align with the axes of the coordinate system

under the null hypothesis H0, i.e. vi = ei for i = 1, · · · , rn. Then the hypothetical projection matrix is

Zn =

 Irn
Orn×(n−rn)

O(n−rn)×rn
O(n−rn)×(n−rn)


and the default covariance matrix is diagonal with descending entries:

Σ(0)
n =



1 + d1
. . .

1 + drn

1
. . .

1


.

To study the performance under the alternative hypothesis, we follow the construction strategy in [36] and

rotate the plane containing the first and the (rn + 1)-th axes by the angle φ, i.e. the leading eigenvector

becomes

vφ
1 = [cos φ, 0, . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸

rn

, sin φ, 0, . . . , 0]⊤,

while the (rn + 1)-th eigenvector turns into

uφ = [− sin φ, 0, . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
rn

, cos φ, 0, . . . , 0]⊤.
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The covariance matrix under H1 can be explicitly written as

Σ(φ)
n =



(1 + d1) cos2 φ + sin2 φ 0 . . . 0 d1 cos φ sin φ 0 . . . 0

0 1 + d2 0
...

. . .
...

0 1 + drn
0

d1 cos φ sin φ 0 . . . 0 (1 + d1) sin2 φ + cos2 φ

0 1
...

. . .

0 1



.

A smaller φ indicates a comparatively weaker alternative. The following scenarios will be taken into

consideration.

• Scenario I. Set rn = 3 with d1 = 9, d2 = 5 and d3 = 2 (the spiked eigenvalues are simple with no

multiplicity). The angle φ varies within {1%, 2%, · · · , 80%} × π/2 to capture the power performance trend.

Both Xij ∼ N (0, 1) and Xij ∼ t(10)/
√

5/4 are taken into account.

• Scenario II. Set d1 = 9 and d2 = · · · = drn
= 4 (eigenvalue multiplicity exists). Xij ∼ N (0, 1). Larger

ranks rn = 7 and rn = 11 are considered. The angle φ varies within {1%, 2%, · · · , 80%} × π/2 to obtain the

power performance trend.

• Scenario III. Set d1 = 9 and d2 = · · · = drn = 4. Xij ∼ N (0, 1). Fix φ = π/8 or φ = 0, where the

former reflects H1 and the latter corresponds to H0. The rank rn varies within {1, 2, · · · , 15} to check the

tendency.

The choices for the remaining parameters are as follows: the nominal level α = 0.1, the threshold δ in (29)

is δ = 0.1, the dimension n = 500, the sample size N ∈ {500, 1000}, and the function f(z) = z2 or z3. The

comparison of empirical powers is conducted using 100 replications, while the empirical sizes are calculated

based on 1000 replications.

By setting φ = 0, we record the empirical sizes in Scenarios I and II, as presented in Table 2. It is

observed that both our statistics FP z2 and FP z3 exhibit excellent accuracy, with the empirical size closely

aligning with the nominal level 0.1. In Scenario II, Fr Ad shows significantly inflated sizes, particularly when

the number of spikes is large (rn = 11). Both En Bo and En Ba suffer from severe size distortion across all

settings in Scenarios I and II.

Figures 9 and 10 present the power comparison in Scenario I when Xij ∼ N (0, 1) and Xij ∼ t(10)/
√

5/4,

respectively. We can observe that our FP with f(z) = z3 exhibits greater sensitivity and statistical power

compared to other methods, particularly when the angle φ is not large. The power of FP with f(z) = z2 is

comparable to that of Fr Ad. Both En Bo and En Ba show significantly reduced sensitivity to φ. This is

evident from that observation that their power approaches 1 only within the range of (π/2 × 0.6, π/2 × 0.8)

for φ, while for smaller values of φ than π/2 × 0.4, the power remains close to zero.
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Figures 11 and 12 illustrate the power comparison in Scenario II when rn = 7 and rn = 11, respectively.

Similar to Scenario I, our statistics maintain satisfactory performance, and both En Bo and En Ba show

significant power loss especially when φ is small, say less than π/2 × 0.4. One may notice that Fr Ad

demonstrates the highest power under an extremely weak alternative (e.g., φ = π/2 × 0.01). However, we

mention that this high power may not be trusted due to its empirical size being much larger than the nominal

level 0.1 as observed from Table 2.

Figure 13 displays the the power performances of these methods when φ = π/8 in Scenario III. Our

statistic FP z3 demonstrates superior power performance, especially for large rank rn. We observe that the

power of Fr Ad exhibits excellent performance for small values of rank rn, but experiences a significant decline

as rn increases. The powers of both En Bo and En Ba are close to zero across all rn. The empirical sizes

corresponding to Scenario III when φ = 0 are depicted in Figure 14. It is evident that both our methods

FP z3 and FP z2 consistently exhibit accurate distribution, with empirical sizes closely approximating 0.1.

Fr Ad experiences inflated sizes as rn increases, while the sizes of En Bo and En Ba remain close to zero.

Table 2: Empirical sizes at the nominal level α = 0.1, based on 1000 replications. The two values closest to 0.1 are
highlighted in bold.

N = 500 N = 1000

Method FP-z2 FP-z3 Fr-Ad En-Bo En-Ba FP-z2 FP-z3 Fr-Ad En-Bo En-Ba

Scenario I: N (0, 1) 0.105 0.094 0.108 0.013 0.005 0.094 0.095 0.109 0.006 0.007

Scenario I: t(10) 0.104 0.103 0.099 0.010 0.009 0.096 0.097 0.112 0.003 0.005

Scenario II: rn = 7 0.095 0.104 0.271 0.009 0.008 0.096 0.102 0.216 0.010 0.004

Scenario II: rn = 11 0.101 0.091 0.720 0.006 0.006 0.103 0.095 0.508 0.007 0.009
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(b) n=500,N=1000
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Figure 9: Power comparison for Scenario I when Xij ∼ N (0, 1). The angle φ varies within {1%, 2%, · · · , 80%} × π/2.
The data dimension n = 500. The sample size in the left plot (a) is N = 500, while in the right plot (b) it is N = 1000.
FP z2 and FP z3 represents our approach FP with f(z) = z2 and z3, respectively.
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(b) n=500,N=1000
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Figure 10: Power comparison for Scenario I when Xij ∼ t(10)/
√

5/4. Others parameters are the same as introduced
in Figure 9.
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(b) n=500,N=1000

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

0 20 40 60

ϕ, in % of π 2

P
ow

er

Method
En_ba
En_bo
FP_z2
FP_z3
Fr_Ad

Figure 11: Power comparison for Scenario II when rn = 7.
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Figure 12: Power comparison for Scenario II when rn = 11.
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Figure 13: Power comparison for Scenario III when the angle φ = π/8. The rank rn varies within {1, 2, · · · , 15}.
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Figure 14: Empirical sizes for Scenario III when the angle φ = 0. The rank rn varies within {1, 2, · · · , 15}. The
black line is the nominal level α = 0.1.
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APPENDIX

A. Proof strategy of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2

The proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 are complicated. In this section we present a concise overview of their

key elements while highlighting notable challenges encountered during the proof process.

First of all, we translate Θn(f) into an integral on some proper contour C, i.e., Θn(f) =
∫

C f(z)Mn(z)dz +

oP(1) (see [4] as an example). Then by the continuous mapping theorem, we only need to investigate the

process Mn(z) on C or equivalently, the truncated version M̂n(z) on Cn, whose limiting behavior will be

summarized as Lemma C.1 in due course. Before proceeding, a truncation step is required to bound the

higher moments of the underlying distribution, and to provide a suitable upper bound when using the trace

inequality (Lemma B.4). Then we will contribute to studying the limiting distribution of the stochastic part

with zero mean and the convergence of the non-random part separately, where the former is implied by CLT

for martingale difference sequences (Lemma B.6) and the latter follows modified arguments in [4]. Equipped

with these general strategies, we confront several new technical obstacles, in contrast to the discussions in [2],

[4] and [33]. We list them in the following three aspects.

• The generality of Bn introduces complexity and difficulty in the truncation steps. We would like to

emphasize that we propose a two-step truncation strategy when kn/n → 0. To be more specific, we

initially truncate the variables at the level δn
√

n, followed by centralizing and standardizing them. This

step provides suitable a.s. upper bounds for certain quantities, see (73) for example. Subsequently, we

further truncate the aforementioned truncated variables at an adaptive level δn(knn)1/4 and establish

the truncation Lemma E.1, which states that the limiting distribution of GLSS is preserved after this

truncation.

• When computing the asymptotic covariance, we need to calculate the non-random limit of the following

term
1

knN

N∑
j=1

trEj

(
D−1

j (z1)M1D
−1
j (z1)

)
ΣnEj

(
D−1

j (z2)M2D
−1
j (z2)

)
Σn, (30)

where Dj(z) = 1
N

∑
i ̸=j Σ

1/2
n xix∗

i Σ
1/2
n −zIn and M1, M2 are non-random matrices bounded in spectral

norm and with rank kn. In our proof, both M1 and M2 are selected as Bn; however, this method can

be extended to encompass general scenarios where distinct matrices are chosen for M1 and M2. In the

case where M1 = M2 = In (see [4]), (30) simplifies to a more concise form

∂

∂z1∂z2

 1
nN

N∑
j=1

tr
(
EjD

−1
j (z1)ΣnEjD

−1
j (z2)Σn

) .

When kn = 1 (see [2]), it becomes the summation of several products of quadratic forms of D−1
j (z).

However, in our general setting for both Bn and kn, the term (30) is much more complicated. More
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intricate technical treatments and meticulous computations are required when substituting the random

matrix Dj with some non-random matrix Σ̃n(z) and analyzing the resulting deviation.

• Without assuming a Gaussian-like fourth moment, a non-negligible term arises:

1
knN

N∑
j=1

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2

n Ej

(
D−1

j (z1)M1D
−1
j (z1)

)
Σ1/2

n

)
ii

(
Σ1/2

n Ej

(
D−1

j (z2)M2D
−1
j (z2)

)
Σ1/2

n

)
ii

.

It is worth noting that in the special case when kn = 1, [33] imposes strong assumptions on the

eigenvector of Bn (refer to (21)) to eliminate the influence of this term. In our paper, we refrain from

imposing such assumptions on Bn. Furthermore, we will calculate the non-random limits of the above

term for three different levels: kn = O(1), kn → ∞ with kn/n → 0 and kn/n = O(1). This process

demands substantial effort and poses challenges.

B. Preliminary Lemmas

Before proceeding to the proof of our theorems, we list some necessary lemmas.

Lemma B.1. For x = (X1, ..., Xn)⊤ with i.i.d. standardized (complex) entries, M ,N n × n (complex)
matrix, we have

E (x∗Mx − trM) (x∗Nx − trN) =
(
E |X1|4 −

∣∣EX2
1
∣∣2 − 2

) n∑
i=1

(M)ii(N)ii +
∣∣EX2

1
∣∣2 tr(MNT )+tr(MN)

Lemma B.1 is essential for computing the asymptotic mean and variance of Θn(f). The following

inequalities about martingale difference sequences will be used to control error terms and establish some

auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma B.2 ([12]). Let {Xk} be a complex martingale difference sequence with respect to the increasing
σ-field {Fk}. Then, for p > 1,

E
∣∣∣∑Xk

∣∣∣p ≤ KpE
(∑

|Xk|2
)p/2

,

and
E
∣∣∣∑Xk

∣∣∣p ≤ Kp

(
E
(∑

Ek−1 |Xk|2
)p/2

+ E
(∑

|Xk|p
))

.

Lemma B.3 ([15]). Let {Fk} be a sequence of increasing σ-field and {Xk} be a sequence of integrable random
variables. Then for any 1 ≤ q ≤ p < ∞, we have

E

( ∞∑
k=1

|E(Xk|Fk)|q
)p/q

≤ Cp,qE

( ∞∑
k=1

|Xk|q
)q/p

Lemma B.4 (Lemma 2.7 in [3]). Given x = (X1, . . . ,Xn)T , where X1, · · · , Xn are i.i.d. standardized
(complex) entries with 2p-th moment, and M is an n × n matrix (complex), we have, for any p ≥ 2

E |x∗Mx − trM |p ≤ Kp

((
E |X1|4 tr(MM∗)

)p/2
+ E |X1|2p tr (MM∗)p/2

)
.
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Lemma B.4, also known as trace inequality, is necessary to provide error bound for some negligible terms.

We sometimes use the following general version of Lemma B.4, which is essential for our truncation step when

kn/n → 0.

Lemma B.5. Assuming that x = (X1, · · · , Xn)⊤ is a n-dimensional vector with i.i.d. entries, we define
xf = (f(X1), · · · , f(Xn))⊤ satisfying Ef(X1) = 0 and E|f(X1)|2 = 1, where f is a certain measurable
function. xg is defined similarly. If we assume E|g(X1)f(X1)|p, E|g(X1)|p, E|f(X1)|p are finite, then we
have for any p ≥ 2 and n × n non-random matrix M

E|x∗
gMxf − E(g(X1)f(X1)) trM |p ≤Cp

{[(
E|g(X1)f(X1)|2 + E1/2|g(X1)|4 + E1/2|f(X1)|4

)
tr(M∗M)

]p/2

+ (E|g(X1)|pE|f(X1)|p + E|g(X1)f(X1)|p) tr(M∗M)p/2

}

We also need the following well-known central limit theorem for martingale difference sequences.

Lemma B.6 (Theorem 35.12 of [10]). Suppose for each n, Yn1, Yn2, . . . , Ynrn
is a real martingale difference

sequence with respect to the increasing σ-field {Fnj} having second moments. If as n → ∞,

(i)
rn∑

j=1
E
(
Y 2

nj | Fn,j−1
) i.p.→ σ2,

where σ2 is a positive constant, and for each ε > 0,

(ii)
rn∑

j=1
E
(
Y 2

njI(|Ynj |≥ε)
)

→ 0

then
rn∑

j=1
Ynj

d→ N
(
0, σ2)

In addition, we need the following Arzela-Ascoli Theorem that provides a criterion whether we can select

a sequence of continuous functions converging uniformly from a given set.

Lemma B.7 (Arzela-Ascoli Theorem). If (K, d) is a compact metric space, then a subset F ⊂ C(K, ∥ · ∥∞) of
the space of continuous complex-valued functions on K equipped with the uniform norm, is relatively compact
if and only if F is uniformly equicontinuous and bounded, i.e.,

(i) (uniformly equicontinuty) For every ε > 0, there exists a δ > 0, such that

sup
d(s,t)<δ,f∈F

|f(s) − f(t)| < ε,

(ii) (uniformly boundedness) For all t ∈ K,

sup
f∈F

|f(t)| < ∞.
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C. Proof of Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 1

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 1. Without loss of generality, we assume

sup
n

{max(||Bn||, ||Σn||)} ≤ 1, (31)

in view of assumption 2.2.

C.1. Truncation, Centralization and Standardization

In order to prove Theorem 2.1, we need to replace the entries of Xn with truncated and centralized

variables. Since E|X11|4 < ∞, we can find a sequence of real number δn tending to zero and satisfying

δ−4
n E

(
|X11|4 I{|X11|≥δn

√
n}
)

→ 0. (32)

We remark here that the order of δn can not be further specified if only E|X11|4 < ∞ is assumed and δn

can approach zero at an arbitrarily slow speed. Hence, we select δn to satisfy δ4
nns → ∞ for any s > 0. Let

Ŝn = (1/N)Σ1/2
n X̂nX̂

∗
nΣ

1/2
n , where X̂n is an n × N matrix with (i, j) entry X̂ij = XijI{|Xij |<δn

√
n}·. By

(32), we obtain

P
(
Sn ̸= Ŝn

)
≤ nNP

(
|X11| ≥ δn

√
n
)

≤ N

n
δ−4

n E
(

|X11|4 I{|X11|≥δn
√

n}
)

= o(1).

We then similarly define S̃n = (1/N)Σ1/2
n X̃nX̃

∗
nΣ

1/2
n where X̃n is an n × N matrix with (i, j) entry

X̃ij =
(

X̂ij − EX̂ij

)
/σn and σ2

n = E
∣∣∣X̂ij − EX̂ij

∣∣∣2. The truncation step will be accomplished by verifying

tr f(S̃n)Bn − tr f(Ŝn)Bn = oP(1), (33)

which needs different analysis from those of [4], because the existence of Bn and generality of f(z) make it

difficult to control the above quantity by simply eigenvalues of S̃n and Ŝn. To this end, we fully utilize the

properties of Stieltjes transform, and rewrite (1) as a contour integral on certain appropriate curve. Notice

that the eigenvalues of Sn are all contained in the interval [d−, d+] for n large enough almost surely (see

[6, 41]). Then for any curve Γ enclaving an open interval containing [d−, d+] and f analytic on the closure of

the area enclosed by Γ, we have with probability one,

tr f(Sn)Bn =
n∑

j=1
trUnf(Λn)U∗

nsjbjb
∗
j (Sn = UnΛnU

∗
n)

=
n∑

j=1
sjy

∗
j f(Λn)yj (yj = U∗

nbj)

=
n∑

j=1
sj

∫
R

f(x)dFj(x)
(

Fj(x) =
n∑

i=1
|yji|2I(λi≤x)

)

= 1
2πi

n∑
j=1

sj

∫
R

∮
Γ

f(z)
z − x

dzdFj(x)
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= − 1
2πi

n∑
j=1

sj

∮
Γ

f(z)y∗
j (Λn − zIn)−1yjdz

= − 1
2πi

∮
Γ

f(z)
n∑

j=1
sjb

∗
j (Sn − zIn)−1bjdz

= − 1
2πi

∮
Γ

f(z) tr(Sn − zIn)−1Bndz,

where the forth equality we use Cauthy integral formula.

Consequently, our proof of the main theorem relies on establishing limiting results on

Mn(z) = tr
(
(Sn − zIn)−1Bn

)
− tr

(
(−zIn − zm0

n(z)Σn)−1Bn

)
,

due to the fact that with probability one,

Θn(f) = − 1
2πi

∫
C∪C̄

f(z)Mn(z)dz.

More precisely, we focus on M̂n(·), a truncated version of Mn(·) when viewed as a random two-dimensional

process defined on a contour C of the complex plane, described as follows. Let v0 > 0 be arbitrary. Let xr be

any number greater than d+. Let xl be any negative number if d− = 0. Otherwise choose xl ∈ (0, d−). Let

Cu = {x + iv0 : x ∈ [xl, xr]} .

Then

C ≡ {xl + iv : v ∈ [0, v0]} ∪ Cu ∪ {xr + iv : v ∈ [0, v0]}

We define now the subsets Cn of C on which Mn(·) agrees with M̂n(·). Choose sequence {εn} decreasing to

zero satisfying for some α ∈ (0, 1)

εn ≥ n−α.

Let

Cl =


{

xl + iv : v ∈
[
n−1εn, v0

]}
, if xl > 0,

{xl + iv : v ∈ [0, v0]} , if xl < 0

and

Cr =
{

xr + iv : v ∈
[
n−1εn, v0

]}
.

Then Cn = Cl ∪ Cu ∪ Cr. The process M̂n(·) can now be defined. For z = x + iv we have

M̂n(z) =



Mn(z), for z ∈ Cn,

Mn

(
xr + in−1εn

)
, for x = xr, v ∈

[
0, n−1εn

]
and if xl > 0,

Mn

(
xl + in−1εn

)
, for x = xl, v ∈

[
0, n−1εn

]
.
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Then M̂n(·) can be viewed as a random element in the metric space C
(
C,R2) of continuous functions from C

to R2. All of Chapter 2 of [9] applies to continuous functions from a set such as C (homeomorphic to [0, 1] )

to finite dimensional Euclidean space, with | · | interpreted as Euclidean distance.

Together with equation (4.2) and the arguments above (4.4) in [4], we have

sup
n,z∈C

∥∥∥(In + m0
n(z)Σn

)−1
∥∥∥ < ∞, (34)

which further yields∣∣∣∣∫
C∪C̄

f(z)
(

Mn(z) − M̂n(z)
)

dz

∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

(C\Cn)∪(C̄\C̄n)
f(z)

(
Mn(z) − M̂n(z)

)
dz

∣∣∣∣∣
≤8K

εn

n
sup
z∈Cn

∣∣tr(Sn − zIn)−1Bn + tr(−zIn − zm0
n(z)Σn)−1Bn

∣∣
≤K ′εn

(∣∣λSn
max − xr

∣∣−1 +
∣∣∣λSn

min − xl

∣∣∣−1
+ sup

n,z∈C

∥∥∥(In + m0
n(z)Σn

)−1
∥∥∥) ,

tending to zero almost surely. Hence,

Θn(f) = − 1
2πi

∫
C∪C̄

f(z)M̂n(z)dz + oP(1), (35)

which gives rise to an alternative way to prove (33) by analyzing the difference between Mn(z) and the one

with all underlying variable being replaced by the truncated version, uniformly in z ∈ Cn.1 To be more

specific, we will end this part by proving the following equality, whose proof is deferred to subsection G.1, as

an application of the techniques utilized in the later subsection D.1.5.

sup
z∈Cn

E
∣∣∣∣tr((Ŝn − zIn

)−1
−
(
S̃n − zIn

)−1
)
Bn

∣∣∣∣ = o(1). (36)

Thus, throughout this paper, we assume that the variable is truncated by δn
√

n, centralized and standard,

i.e., |X11| ≤ δn
√

n, E(X11) = 0 and E|X11|2 = 1. Further, due to the truncation step, we shall assume

E(X2
11) = o( 1

n ) for complex case.

C.2. An Intermediate Lemma

After truncation, as pointed out by [4], we have the following

P (∥Sn∥ ≥ η) = o
(
n−ℓ

)
(37)

for any η > d+ and any positive ℓ, and

P
(

λSn
min ≤ η

)
= o

(
n−ℓ

)
(38)

1Notice that the eigenvalues of S̃n and Ŝn are also contained in the interval [d−, d+] almost surely, we can express tr f(S̃n)Bn

and tr f(Ŝn)Bn in the same manner as (35).
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whenever 0 < η < d−. In view of (35), to prove the asymptotic normality of Θn(f), we only need to analyze

the behaviour of the stochastic process M̂n(z). We now give an intermediate lemma concerning M̂n(z) that

most of the paper will be dealing with.

Lemma C.1. Define Σn(z) = In + m0
n(z)Σn and the following quantities

Pn(z) = 1
N

tr
(

Σ−2
n (z)ΣnBn

)
, Qn(z) = 1

N
tr
(

Σ−3
n (z)Σ2

nBn

)
V 1

n (z1, z2) = 1
z1z2

2N
tr
(

Σ−2
n (z2)Σ−1

n (z1)Σ2
nBn

)
, U1

n(z1, z2) = 1
z1z2

2N
tr
(

Σ−2
n (z2)Σ−1

n (z1)Σ3
n

)
V 2

n (z1, z2) = 1
z2

1z2
2N

tr
(

Σ−2
n (z2)Σ−2

n (z1)Σ3
nBn

)
, U2

n(z1, z2) = 1
z2

1z2
2N

tr
(

Σ−2
n (z2)Σ−2

n (z1)Σ4
n

)
V 3

n (z1, z2) = 1
z2

1z2
2N

tr
(

Σ−1
n (z2)Σ−1

n (z1)ΣnBnΣ−1
n (z1)Σ−1

n (z2)ΣnBn

)
Ṽ 1

n (z1, z2) = 1
z1z2

2N

n∑
i=1

(
Σ−1

n (z1)Σn

)
ii

(
Σ1/2

n Σ−1
n (z2)BnΣ−1

n (z2)Σ1/2
n

)
ii

Ṽ 2
n (z1, z2) = 1

z2
1z2

2N

n∑
i=1

(
Σ−2

n (z1)Σ2
n

)
ii

(
Σ1/2

n Σ−1
n (z2)BnΣ−1

n (z2)Σ1/2
n

)
ii

Ũ1
n(z1, z2) = 1

z1z2
2N

n∑
i=1

(
Σ−1

n (z1)Σn

)
ii

(
Σ−2

n (z2)Σ2
n

)
ii

, Ũ2
n(z1, z2) = 1

z2
1z2

2N

n∑
i=1

(
Σ−2

n (z1)Σ2
n

)
ii

(
Σ−2

n (z2)Σ2
n

)
ii

Ṽ 3
n (z1, z2) = 1

z2
1z2

2N

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2

n Σ−1
n (z1)BnΣ−1

n (z1)Σ1/2
n

)
ii

(
Σ1/2

n Σ−1
n (z2)BnΣ−1

n (z2)Σ1/2
n

)
ii

ãn(z1, z2) = m0
n(z1)m0

n(z2)
N

n∑
i=1

(
Σ−1

n (z1)Σn

)
ii

(
Σ−1

n (z2)Σn

)
ii

, ζ1
n(z1, z2) = V 1

n (z1, z2) + b2
n(z2)gn(z2)U1

n(z1, z2).

In addition to assumption 2.1 and 2.2, if we further assume C1
n(z1, z2) and µXC2

n(z1, z2) defined in (14)
and (15) convergence to some function C1(z1, z2) and C2(z1, z2), then

{
M̂n(·)

}
forms a tight sequence on

C, and after some suitable centralization, M̂n(·) converges weakly to a mean-zero two-dimensional Gaussian
process M(·). To be more specific, we have

M̂n(·) − ω̂n(·) D→ M(·), (39)

where M(·) is a mean-zero Gaussian process on C satisfying for z1, z2 ∈ C

Cov (M (z1) , M (z2)) = υXC1(z1, z2) + µXC2(z1, z2),

and

ω̂n(z) = (υX − 1)m0
n(z)2

z
(
1 − c

∫
m0

n(z)2t2(1 + tm0
n(z))−2dHn(t)

)( cPn(z)
∫

m0
n(z)t2(1 + tm0

n(z))−3dHn(t)(
1 − c

∫
m0

n(z)2t2(1 + tm0
n(z))−2dHn(t)

) − Qn(z)
)

dz

+ µXz2m0
n(z)2

[
m0

n(z)Pn(z)Ũ1
n(z, z)

(
1 − c

∫
m0

n(z)2t2dHn(t)
(1 + m0

n(z)t)2

)−1
− Ṽ 1

n (z, z)
]

dz.

Remark C.1. Though the convergence for C1
n(z1, z2) and C2

n(z1, z2) is hard to check in general, it is still
worth mentioning that they could be verified in many cases, which leads to an asymptotic normality of θn(f).
Firstly, by equation (7), it is easy to check that

U1
n(z1, z2) → 1

z1z2
2

(
z1 − z2

(m1 − m2)2 − 1
m′(z2)(m1 − m2) + 1

m2
2m1

)
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and
U2

n(z1, z2) → 1
z2

1z2
2

(
2(z1 − z2)

(m1 − m2)3 − 1
(m1 − m2)2

(
1

m′(z1) + 1
m′(z2)

)
+ 1

m2
1m2

2

)
,

which is independent of Bn. If Bn = In, then it is not hard to check that

Pn(z) → m(z) + zm′(z)
m′(z) , gn(z) → m(z) + zm′(z)

z2m2(z) ,

V 1
n (z1, z2) → 1

z1z2
2

(
m1(z2 − z1)
(m1 − m2)2 + m2

m′(z2)(m1 − m2)

)
,

V 2
n (z1, z2) → 1

z2
1z2

2

(
(z2 − z1)(m1 + m2)

(m1 − m2)3 + 1
(m1 − m2)2

(
m1

m′(z1) + m2
m′(z2)

))
,

and
V 3

n (z1, z2) → 1
z2

1z2
2

(
2(z1 − z2)m1m2

(m1 − m2)3 − 1
(m1 − m2)2

(
m2

1
m′(z1) + m2

2
m′(z2)

))
.

Then substitute these quantities into (14), we obtain the result in [4]. Moreover, when Σn = I and Bn is a
general Hermitian matrix with

trBn

n
→ µB ,

trB2
n

n
→ sB , (40)

then the limit of Pn(z), V 1
n (z1, z2) and V 2

n (z1, z2) will be multiplied by µB, and that of V 3
n (z1, z2) will be

multiplied by sB. Regarding general Σn, we may take Bn = Φ(Σn), where Φ(·) is a positive function defined
on R+ ∪ {0}, then the corresponding quantities become

Pn(z) → c

∫
tΦ(t)dH(t)

(1 + m(z)t)2 ,

V 1
n (z1, z2) → c

z1z2
2

∫
t2Φ(t)dH(t)

(1 + m1t)(1 + m2t)2 ,

V 2
n (z1, z2) → c

z2
1z2

2

∫
t3Φ(t)dH(t)

(1 + m1t)2(1 + m2t)2 ,

and

V 3
n (z1, z2) → c

z2
1z2

2

∫
t2Φ(t)2dH(t)

(1 + m1t)2(1 + m2t)2 .

In all of the above circumstances, the convergence of C1
n(z1, z2) is fulfilled. Similarly, we know this is true for

C2
n(z1, z2) under quantities of cases, including that Σn is diagonal and Bn is certain function of Σn.

Actually, Theorem 2.1 follows directly from Lemma C.1. To be more specific,

M̂n(·) →
(

− 1
2πi

∫
f1(z)M̂n(z)dz, . . . , − 1

2πi

∫
fr(z)M̂n(z)dz

)
is a continuous mapping of C

(
C,R2) into Rr, it follows that the above vector and, subsequently, (10) form

tight sequences. Letting M(·) denote the limit of any weakly converging subsequence of
{

M̂n(·)
}

we have

that under the convergence condition (c) and (d), the weak limit of (10) equal in distribution to(
− 1

2πi

∫
f1(z)M(z)dz, . . . , − 1

2πi

∫
fr(z)M(z)dz

)
.

The fact that this vector is multivariate Gaussian follows from the fact that Riemann sums corresponding to

these integrals are multivariate Gaussian and that weak limits of Gaussian vectors can only be Gaussian.
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The limiting expressions for the mean (12) and covariance (13) follow immediately by changing the order of

expectation and integral.

Regarding Proposition 1, notice that even under many situations, the quantities C1
n(z1, z2) and C2

n(z1, z2)

are convergent, for very general cases, the conditions are hard to be clarified, as indicated in Remark C.1. For

such circumstances, we apply Theorem 3.2.15 in [16] which concludes that for a given sequence of random

vectors xn, if for any subsequence nk, if there exists a further subsequence nkj
, such that xnkj

D→ x, then

xn
D→ x. Without loss of generality, we let n = nk, and according to Lemma C.1, we only need to find a

convergent subsequence for C1
n(z1, z2) and C2

n(z1, z2)2. To this end, we utilize Arzela-Ascoli Theorem (Lemma

B.7), where the second condition are easy to be verified by (34). Hence we only need to check the uniform

equicontinuty of the quantities (functions of z or (z1, z2)). We first have

|Pn(z1) − Pn(z2)| =
∣∣∣∣m0

n(z1) − m0
n(z2)

N
tr Σ−1

n (z1)Σ−1
n (z2)

(
Σ−1

n (z1) + Σ−1
n (z2)

)
Σ2

nBn

∣∣∣∣
≤C|m0

n(z1) − m0
n(z2)| = C

∣∣∣∣∫ ( 1
λ − z1

− 1
λ − z2

)
dF cn,Hn(λ)

∣∣∣∣
≤C|z1 − z2|,

where the last step we use that fact that 1/|λ − z| ≤ C for any z ∈ C and λ in the support of F cn,Hn for

sufficiently large n. Similarly,

|z1z2
2V 1

n (z1, z2) − z3z2
4V 1

n (z3, z4)| ≤
∣∣∣∣m0

n(z2) − m0
n(z4)

N
tr Σ−1

n (z4)Σ−1
n (z2)Σ−1

n (z1)
(

Σ−1
n (z4) + Σ−1

n (z2)
)
Σ3

nBn

∣∣∣∣
+
∣∣∣∣m0

n(z1) − m0
n(z3)

N
tr Σ−2

n (z4)Σ−1
n (z3)Σ−1

n (z1)Σ3
nBn

∣∣∣∣
≤C|m0

n(z1) − m0
n(z3)| + C|m0

n(z2) − m0
n(z4)|

≤C(|z1 − z3| + |z2 − z4|),

the verification for the other functions is similar.

D. Proof of Lemma C.1

In this section, we aim at proving Lemma C.1. For z ∈ Cn, we write Mn(z) − ω̂n(z) = M1
n(z) + M2

n(z),

where

M1
n(z) = tr

(
(Sn − zIn)−1

Bn

)
− E tr

(
(Sn − zIn)−1Bn

)
, (41)

M2
n(z) = E tr

(
(Sn − zIn)−1Bn

)
− tr

(
(−zIn − zm0

n(z)Σn)−1Bn

)
− ω̂n(z). (42)

Then our proof contains the following three steps: (i) finite dimensional convergence in distributions of M1
n(z),

and calculation for the covariance function, (ii) tightness of M1
n(z) and (iii) convergence of non-random part

M2
n(z) (convergent to 0 uniformly in z ∈ Cn).

2Actually, we will find convergent subsequence for all the quantities defiend in the begining of Lemma C.1
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D.1. Finite Dimensional Convergence in Distributions of M1
n(z)

In this part, we will show for any positive integer r, the sum
r∑

i=1
αiM

1
n (zi) (ℑzi ̸= 0)

is tight, and, under the assumptions in Theorem 2.1, will converge in distribution to a Gaussian random

variable. And the covariance function (14) and (15) will be calculated.

Let v = ℑz. For the following analysis we will assume v > 0. To facilitate notation, we will denote

Σ = Σn, B = Bn. Constants appearing in inequalities will be denoted by K and may take on different values

from one expression to the next. Let sj = (1/
√

N)Σ1/2xj , then Sn =
∑N

j=1 sjs
∗
j . Recalling the truncation

steps, we derive from Lemma B.4 that for any non-random matrix M

E
∣∣∣s∗

1Ms1 − 1
N

tr(ΣM)
∣∣∣p ≤ Kp||M ||pδ2p−4

n N−1, p ≥ 2. (43)

Let D(z) = Sn − zIn, Dj(z) = D(z) − sjs
∗
j , we define the following quantities:

εj(z) = s∗
jD

−1
j (z)sj − 1

N
tr
(
ΣD−1

j (z)
)

, τj(z) = 1
N

tr
(
ΣD−1

j BD−1
j (z)

)
,

σj(z) = s∗
jD

−1
j (z)BD−1

j (z)sj − 1
N

tr
(
ΣD−1

j BD−1
j (z)

)
,

βj(z) = 1
1 + s∗

jD
−1
j (z)sj

, bn(z) = 1
1 + 1

N E tr
(
ΣD−1

1 (z)
) , b̃j(z) = 1

1 + 1
N tr

(
ΣD−1

j (z)
) .

All of the three latter quantities are bounded in absolute value by |z|/v (see (3.4) of [3]). We have

D−1(z) − D−1
j (z) = −D−1

j (z)sjs
∗
jD

−1
j (z)βj(z), (44)

and from Lemma 2.10 of [3] for any n × n M

∣∣tr ((D−1(z) − D−1
j (z)

)
M
)∣∣ ≤ ∥M∥

ℑz
. (45)

Let E0(·) denote expectation and Ej(·) denote conditional expectation with respect to the σ-field generated

by s1, . . . , sj , we have the following decomposition

Mn(z) − EMn(z) = tr
(
D−1(z) − ED−1(z)

)
B

=
N∑

j=1
tr (Ej − Ej−1)

(
D−1(z) − D−1

j (z)
)
B

= −
N∑

j=1
(Ej − Ej−1) tr

(
βj(z)D−1

j (z)sjs
∗
jD

−1
j (z)B

)
= −

N∑
j=1

(Ej − Ej−1) s∗
jD

−1
j (z)BD−1

j (z)sjβj(z).
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By definition, we have βj(z) = b̃j(z) − βj(z)̃bj(z)εj(z) = b̃j(z) − b̃2
j (z)εj(z) + b̃2

j (z)βj(z)ε2
j (z). Thus,

(Ej − Ej−1) s∗
jD

−1
j (z)BD−1

j (z)sjβj(z)

= (Ej − Ej−1) (βj(z)σj(z) + βj(z)τj(z))

= (Ej − Ej−1)
(

b̃j(z)σj(z) − b̃2
j (z)εj(z)σj(z) + b̃j(z)τj(z)

− b̃2
j (z)εj(z)τj(z) + b̃2

j (z)βj(z)ε2
j (z)s∗

jD
−1
j (z)BD−1

j (z)sj

)
=Ej

(
b̃j(z)σj(z) − b̃2

j (z)εj(z)τj(z)
)

− (Ej − Ej−1)
(

b̃2
j (z)εj(z)σj(z) − b̃2

j (z)βj(z)ε2
j (z)s∗

jD
−1
j (z)BD−1

j (z)sj

)
,

where the last equation we use Ej−1

(
b̃j(z)σj(z)

)
= Ej−1

(
b̃2

j (z)εj(z)τj(z)
)

= 0, and Ej−1

(
b̃j(z)τj(z)

)
=

Ej

(
b̃j(z)τj(z)

)
Using (43), we have

E
∣∣∣∣ N∑

j=1
(Ej − Ej−1) b̃2

j (z)εj(z)σj(z)
∣∣∣∣2 =

N∑
j=1

E
∣∣ (Ej − Ej−1) b̃2

j (z)εj(z)σj(z)
∣∣2

≤4
N∑

j=1
E
∣∣̃b2

j (z)εj(z)σj(z)
∣∣2 ≤ 4 |z|4

v4 N
(
E|εj(z)|4

)1/2 (E|σj(z)|4
)1/2 ≤ Kδ4

n.

(46)

Similarly, we have

E
∣∣∣∣ N∑

j=1
(Ej − Ej−1) b̃2

j (z)βj(z)ε2
j (z)s∗

jD
−1
j (z)BD−1

j (z)sj

∣∣∣∣2

=
N∑

j=1
E
∣∣ (Ej − Ej−1) b̃2

j (z)βj(z)ε2
j (z)(σj(z) + τj(z))

∣∣2
≤8 |z|6

v6 N
(
E|εj(z)|8

)1/2 (E|σj(z)|4
)1/2 + 8 |z|6

v10 nE|εj(z)|4

≤Kδ4
n.

(47)

Moreover, using (45) and Burkholder inequality (Lemma B.2), we acquire

E
∣∣̃b1(z) − bn(z)

∣∣4 ≤ |z|8

v8N4E
∣∣ trΣ (D−1

1 (z) − ED−1
1 (z)

) ∣∣4
= K

N4E
∣∣∣∣ N∑

j=2
(Ej − Ej−1) trΣ

(
D−1

1 (z) − D−1
1j (z)

) ∣∣∣∣4

≤ K

N4E

 N∑
j=2

∣∣∣ (Ej − Ej−1) trΣ
(
D−1

1 (z) − D−1
1j (z)

) ∣∣∣2
2

≤ K

N4

(
2(N − 1)∥Σ∥2

v2

)2

≤ KN−2,
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from which we yield

E
∣∣∣∣ N∑

j=1
Ej

(
b̃j(z)σj(z) − bn(z)σj(z)

) ∣∣∣∣2 =
N∑

j=1
E
∣∣ (Ej − Ej−1) (̃bj(z) − bn(z))σj(z)

∣∣2
≤4N

(
E
∣∣̃b1(z) − bn(z)

∣∣4)1/2 (
E|σ1(z)|4

)1/2 ≤ Kδ2
nN−1/2,

(48)

and

E
∣∣∣∣ N∑

j=1
Ej (̃b2

j (z) − b2
n(z))εj(z)τj(z)

∣∣∣∣2 ≤ Kδ2
nN−1/2. (49)

Together with (46)-(49), we have

M1
n(z) =

N∑
j=1

Yj(z) + oP(1),

where we define

Yj(z) := −bn(z)Ejσj(z) + b2
n(z)Ejεj(z)τj(z).

Thus we have
r∑

i=1
αiM

1
n (zi) =

N∑
j=1

r∑
i=1

αiYj(zi) + oP(1).

Next we check the condition (ii) in Lemma B.6. Actually,

E|Yj(z)|4 ≤ K
(
|bn(z)|4E|σj(z)|4 + |bn(z)|8E|εj(z)τj(z)|4

)
≤ K

(
|z|4

v4 E|σj(z)|4 + c4
n

|z|8

v16 E|εj(z)|4
)

≤ Kδ4
nN−1,

and

N∑
j=1

E

∣∣∣∣∣
r∑

i=1
αiYj (zi)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

I(|
∑r

i=1
αiYj(zi)|≥ε)

 ≤ 1
ε2

N∑
j=1

E

∣∣∣∣∣
r∑

i=1
αiYj (zi)

∣∣∣∣∣
4

≤ Kδ4
n,

which tends to zero as n → ∞, thus we have done. And it is enough to prove, under the assumptions in

Theorem 2.1, for z1, z2 with non-zero imaginary parts

N∑
j=1

Ej−1 [Yj (z1) Yj (z2)] (50)

converges in probability (in L1, indeed) to a constant (and to determine the constant).

D.1.1. Two technical lemmas and simplification of (50)

By the assumption 2.3 (i), the term containing τj(z) is not negligible in general, we thus need the following

Lemma D.1 that provides an non-random approximation for τj(z) in the L1 sense.

Lemma D.1. For any fixed z ∈ C+, let gn(z) = Pn(z)
z2

(
1 − (m0

n(z))2

N tr Σ−2
n (z)Σ2

)−1
, then there exists an

absolute constant K such that
E|τ1(z) − gn(z)| ≤ KN−1/2.
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Lemma D.2. Let x = (X1, ..., Xn)⊤, y = (Y1, ..., Yn)⊤ be two n-dimensional random vector with i.i.d.(complex)
entries and x is independent of y. Assume E(X1) = E(Y1) = 0, E|X1|2 = E|Y1|2 = 1 and E|X1|4,E|Y1|4 < ∞,
then for any non-random n × n matrix M

E|x∗My|2 = ||M ||2F , E|x∗My|4 ≤ (E|X1|4E|Y1|4 + 2)||M ||4F ,

Now we continue our process to find the L1 limit of (50). Directly, we have

N∑
j=1

Ej−1 [Yj (z1) Yj (z2)]

=
N∑

j=1
Ej−1

[
−bn(z1)Ejσj(z1) + b2

n(z1)Ejεj(z1)τj(z1)
]

×
[
−bn(z2)Ejσj(z2) + b2

n(z2)Ejεj(z2)τj(z2)
]

=bn(z1)bn(z2)A1(z1, z2) − bn(z1)b2
n(z2)A2(z2, z1) − bn(z2)b2

n(z1)A2(z1, z2) + b2
n(z2)b2

n(z1)A3(z1, z2),

where

A1(z1, z2) =
N∑

j=1
Ej−1 [Ejσj(z1)Ejσj(z2)] ,

A2(z1, z2) =
N∑

j=1
Ej−1 [Ejεj(z1)τj(z1)Ejσj(z2)]

and

A3(z1, z2) =
N∑

j=1
Ej−1 [Ejεj(z1)τj(z1)Ejεj(z2)τj(z2)] .

Applying Lemma B.1 (a version for conditional expectation case) to A1(z1, z2), we obtain

A1(z1, z2) = 1
N2

N∑
j=1

[
trΣ1/2Ej

(
D−1

j (z1)BD−1
j (z1)

)
Σ1/2︸ ︷︷ ︸

H1

Σ1/2Ej

(
D−1

j (z2)BD−1
j (z2)

)
Σ1/2︸ ︷︷ ︸

H2

+ |EX2
11|2 trH1H

⊤
2 +

(
E|X11|4 − |EX2

11|2 − 2
) n∑

i=1
(H1)ii (H2)ii

]
.

Notice that ∣∣trH1H
⊤
2
∣∣ ≤ n∥H1∥∥H2∥ ≤ nv−2

1 v−2
2 ,

and ∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

i=1
(H1)ii (H2)ii

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

(
n∑

i=1
|(H1)ii|

2
n∑

i=1
|(H2)ii|

2

)1/2

≤ ∥H1∥F ∥H2∥F ≤ n∥H1∥∥H2∥ ≤ nv−2
1 v−2

2 .

After truncation steps, we have EX2
11 = o(n−1) for complex case and E|X11|4 is altered by an infinitesimal

amount, thus we obtain

A1(z1, z2) =µX

N2

N∑
j=1

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2Ej

(
D−1

j (z1)BD−1
j (z1)

)
Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2Ej

(
D−1

j (z2)BD−1
j (z2)

)
Σ1/2

)
ii
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+ υX

N2

N∑
j=1

trEj

(
D−1

j (z1)BD−1
j (z1)

)
ΣEj

(
D−1

j (z2)BD−1
j (z2)

)
Σ + oP(1).

Similarly, we get

A2(z1, z2) =µX

N2

N∑
j=1

n∑
i=1

Ejτj(z1)
(
Σ1/2D−1

j (z1)Σ1/2
)

ii
Ej

(
Σ1/2D−1

j (z2)BD−1
j (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ υX

N2

N∑
j=1

trEj

(
τj(z1)D−1

j (z1)
)
ΣEj

(
D−1

j (z2)BD−1
j (z2)

)
Σ + oP(1).

To further simplify the above terms, we have by Lemma D.1,

1
N2

N∑
j=1

trEj

(
τj(z1)D−1

j (z1)
)
ΣEj

(
D−1

j (z2)BD−1
j (z2)

)
Σ

= 1
N2

N∑
j=1

trEj

(
τj(z1)D−1

j (z1)
)
ΣEj

(
D̆−1

j (z2)BD̆−1
j (z2)

)
Σ + oP(1)

= 1
N2

N∑
j=1

trEj

(
τj(z1)D−1

j (z1)ΣD̆−1
j (z2)BD̆−1

j (z2)Σ
)

+ oP(1)

=gn(z1)
N2

N∑
j=1

trEj

(
D−1

j (z1)ΣD̆−1
j (z2)BD̆−1

j (z2)Σ
)

+ oP(1)

=gn(z1)
N2

N∑
j=1

Ej

(
trD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ

)
+ oP(1),

where

D̆j(z) =
j−1∑
k=1

sks
∗
k +

N∑
k=j+1

s̆ks̆
∗
k − zI

and s̆1, . . . , s̆N are i.i.d. copies of s1 but independent of s1, . . . , sN . The second and third equalities are

obvious by i.i.d. structure, and the forth uses Lemma D.1. For convenience of notation and later use, in last

equality, we utilize (45) again, where the

D̆(j)(z) = D̆j(z) + sjs
∗
j .

We use the subscript (j) to emphasize the location we replace the rear variables with i.i.d. copies. An

analogous treatment leads to

A2(z1, z2) = µXgn(z1)
N2

N∑
j=1

n∑
i=1

Ej

(
Σ1/2D−1(z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ υXgn(z1)
N2

N∑
j=1

trEjD
−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ + oP(1)

= µXgn(z1)B2(z1, z2) + υXgn(z1)C2(z1, z2) + oP(1).

(51)
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Similarly, we have

A1(z1, z2) = µX

N2

N∑
j=1

n∑
i=1

Ej

(
Σ1/2D−1(z1)BD−1(z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ υX

N2

N∑
j=1

trEjD
−1(z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ + oP(1)

= µXB1(z1, z2) + υXC1(z1, z2) + oP(1).

(52)

A3(z1, z2) = µXgn(z1)gn(z2)
N2

N∑
j=1

n∑
i=1

Ej

(
Σ1/2D−1(z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)(z2)Σ1/2
)

ii

+ υXgn(z1)gn(z2)
N2

N∑
j=1

trEjD
−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)Σ + oP(1)

= µXgn(z1)gn(z2)B3(z1, z2) + υXgn(z1)gn(z2)C3(z1, z2) + oP(1).

(53)

Therefore, by our assumption, we only need to show that

C1(z1, z2) = lim
n→∞

bn(z1)bn(z2)
(

C1(z1, z2) − bn(z1)gn(z1)C2(z1, z2)

− bn(z2)gn(z2)C2(z2, z1) + bn(z1)bn(z2)gn(z1)gn(z2)C3(z1, z2)
)

,

and

C2(z1, z2) = lim
n→∞

bn(z1)bn(z2)
(

B1(z1, z2) − bn(z1)gn(z1)B2(z1, z2)

− bn(z2)gn(z2)B2(z2, z1) + bn(z1)bn(z2)gn(z1)gn(z2)B3(z1, z2)
)

respectively, where C1(z1, z2) and C2(z1, z2) are the limit of C1
n(z1, z2) and C2

n(z1, z2) which are defined in

(14) and (15).

D.1.2. Calculation of the limit of C1(z1, z2) and covariance function C1(z1, z2).

We begin by replacing C1(z1, z2) with some non-random quantities in the L1 sense, which is a little

complicated but implicatures the approximation of C2(z1, z2) and C3(z1, z2). Thus the covariance function is

acquired by direct algebraic operation.

Following the same strategy in Lemma D.1, we decompose D−1(z1) in the same manner as (131) in the

Appendix G.3, and an essentially identical argument yields
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(54)

where E|R1(z1, z2)| ≤ KN1/2. To facilitate our proceeding, we introduce some notations here. Likely to the

beginning of section D.1, for i ≤ j, let D̆(j)i(z) = D̆(j)(z) − sis
∗
i and for i > j, let D̆(j)i(z) = D̆(j)(z) − s̆is̆

∗
i .
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Correspondingly, for i ≤ j, define β̆i≤j(z) = 1/(1+s∗
i D

−1
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Then the equations for D̆(j)i(z) and D(j)(z) similar to (44) still hold. Therefore we further decompose

D−1(z1) and D̆−1
(j)(z2) as (44), to obtain
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+ R2(z1, z2).

Where |R2(z1, z2)| ≤ K, for a similar reason why we get (134). Regarding A1(z1, z2), Lemma B.4 indicates

that E|A1(z1, z2)| ≤ KN1/2. Next we show that E|Ai2(z1, z2)| ≤ KN1/2 for i = 3, ..., 8. Due to the basically

identical treatment, we focus on dealing with A82(z1, z2) for an example. Indeed, using Hölder inequality, we

have

E|A82(z1, z2)| ≤|z1||z2|2
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≤K,

where the last inequality uses the fact that E|s∗
NMsN |p ≤ K and E|s̆∗

NMsN |4 ≤ KN−2 for any n × n

M independent of sN , s̆N and uniformly bounded on the spectral norm for all parameters governing

M and under all realizations of M , which are direct conclusions of (43) and Lemma D.2. Notice that

β̆i>j(z) d= β̆i≤j(z) d= βi(z), thus we have E|β̆i≤j(z) − bn(z)| ≤ KN1/2. Then following a similar line as (136)
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and (137), we get
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Where E|R4(z1, z2)|,E|R3(z1, z2)| ≤ KN1/2 and
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Indeed, the last equality uses Lemma D.1 and the fact
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which is easy to derive from inequality (140), (141) and (2.17) of [4].

Then we utilize the above techniques repeatedly to substitute the random part in (55), and throughout

the following, we use Υn(z1, z2) to denote a random part satisfying E|Υn(z1, z2)| ≤ KN−1/2, which may take

different values from one place to another.

We start from two simple quantities. Firstly, similar to the proof of Lemma D.1, we have
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where the last equality uses (57)-(59). Utilizing (2.19) in [4], we take one step further to obtain
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for which we may use (60), (61) and (62). Now substitute (58), (59) and (62)-(64) into (55), we get (for
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simplicity, we simply write an instead of an(z1, z2))

1
N

tr
(
D−1(z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ

)
=
[

ζ3
n(z1, z2)

1 − j/Nan
+ j/N

(1 − j/Nan)2
(
bn(z1)bn(z2)V 1

n (z2, z1)ζ1
n(z1, z2) + anbn(z2)gn(z2)V 1

n (z2, z1)
)

+ j/Nb2
n(z1)gn(z1)

(1 − j/Nan)2
(
bn(z1)bn(z2)U1

n(z2, z1)ζ1
n(z1, z2) + anbn(z2)gn(z2)U1

n(z2, z1)
)

+ b2
n(z1)gn(z1)ζ2

n(z1, z2)
1 − j/Nan

+ j/Nbn(z1)bn(z2)ζ1
n(z1, z2)

(1 − j/Nan)2

(
ζ1

n(z2, z1) + j

N

gn(z1)a2
n

bn(z2)

)
+ j/Nbn(z1)gn(z1)an

1 − j/Nan
ζ1

n(z1, z2) + j/Nbn(z1)gn(z1)an

(1 − j/Nan)2

(
ζ1

n(z1, z2) + j

N

gn(z2)a2
n

bn(z1)

)
+ j/Nbn(z2)gn(z2)an

(1 − j/Nan)2

(
ζ1

n(z2, z1) + j

N

gn(z1)a2
n

bn(z2)

)
+ j/Ngn(z1)gn(z2)a2

n

1 − j/Nan

]/(
1 − j/Nan

)
+ Υn(z1, z2)

= 1
(1 − j/Nan)2

[
ζ3

n(z1, z2) + b2
n(z2)gn(z2)ζ2

n(z1, z2)
]

+ 1
(1 − j/Nan)3

{
2 j

N
bn(z1)bn(z2)ζ1

n(z1, z2)

× ζ1
n(z2, z1) + 2 j

N
an

[
bn(z1)gn(z1)ζ1

n(z1, z2) + bn(z2)gn(z2)ζ1
n(z2, z1) + an + j/Na2

n

] }
+ Υn(z1, z2).

(65)

Ultimately, together with (51), (53), (131), (58), (62) and (65), we get(
C1(z1, z2) − bn(z1)gn(z1)C2(z1, z2) − bn(z2)gn(z2)C2(z2, z1)

+ bn(z1)bn(z2)gn(z1)gn(z2)C3(z1, z2)
)

× bn(z1)bn(z2)

=
N∑

j=1

[
1
N

tr
(
D−1(z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ

)
− bn(z1)gn(z1)

N
tr
(
D−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ

)
− bn(z2)gn(z2)

N
tr
(
D−1(z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)Σ
)

+ bn(z2)gn(z2)bn(z1)gn(z1)
N

tr
(
D−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)Σ
)]

× bn(z1)bn(z2)
N

+ oP(1)

=
N∑

j=1

[
2

(1 − j/Nan)2

(
V 3

n (z1, z2) + b2
n(z1)gn(z1)V 2

n (z1, z2) + b2
n(z2)gn(z2)V 2

n (z2, z1)

+ b2
n(z2)gn(z2)b2

n(z1)gn(z1)U2
n(z1, z2)

)
+ 1 + j/Nan

(1 − j/Nan)3

(
bn(z1)gn(z1)ζ1

n(z1, z2) + bn(z2)gn(z2)ζ1
n(z2, z1) + gn(z1)gn(z2)an

)
+ 2j/N

(1 − j/Nan)3 bn(z1)bn(z2)ζ1
n(z1, z2)ζ1

n(z2, z1)
]

× bn(z1)bn(z2)
N

+ oP(1).
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Notice that

an(z1, z2) → 1 + m(z1)m(z2)(z1 − z2)
m(z2) − m(z1)

∆= a(z1, z2), (66)

which is easily devived from (7). Then together with the fact bn(z) → −zm(z), we have (for simplicity, we

write mi instead of m(zi))

C1(z1, z2)
z1z2m1m2

= lim
n→∞

{∫ 1

0

2tdt

(1 − ta(z1, z2))2

[
V 3

n (z1, z2) + z2
1m2

1gn(z1)V 2
n (z1, z2) + z2

2m2
2gn(z2)V 2

n (z2, z1)

+ z2
1m2

1z2
2m2

2gn(z1)gn(z2)U2
n(z1, z2)

]
+
∫ 1

0

2tdt

(1 − ta(z1, z2))3

[
z1m1z2m2ζ1

n(z1, z2)ζ1
n(z2, z1)

]
+
∫ 1

0

1 + ta(z1, z2)dt

(1 − ta(z1, z2))3

[
− z1m1ζ1(z1, z2) − z2m2ζ1

n(z2, z1) + gn(z1)gn(z2)a(z1, z2)
]}

.

Then solve the above integration, i.e.∫ 1

0

2tdt

(1 − ta(z1, z2))2 = 1
1 − a(z1, z2) = m(z2) − m(z1)

m(z1)m(z2)(z2 − z1) ,

and ∫ 1

0

2tdt

(1 − ta(z1, z2))3 =
∫ 1

0

1 + ta(z1, z2)dt

(1 − ta(z1, z2))3 = 1
(1 − a(z1, z2))2 = (m(z2) − m(z1))2

m2(z1)m2(z2)(z2 − z1)2 ,

we finally yield the covariance function (14).

D.1.3. Calculation of the limit of B1(z1, z2) and covariance function C2(z1, z2).

Before giving the proof of this Theorem, we first establish the following lemma, which owns independent

interest in our opinion.

Lemma D.3. For any bounded non-random n×n M1, M2 and non-random n×1 vectors x,y with bounded
Euclidean norm, we have for any fixed z ∈ C+, we have

E|x∗M1

(
D−1(z) + z−1Σ̂−1

n (z)
)
M2y| ≤ KN−1/2,

where In + Emn(z)Σ = Σ̂n(z), and the invertibility of Σ̂n(z) is verified by (74).

Then the approximation for B3(z1, z2) is straightforward due to Lemma D.3, thus we begin by dealing

with B1(z1, z2), which implicatures the treatment for B2(z1, z2). In the sequel, we will frequently utilize the

following equation, that is for any n × n matrix M1,M2,
n∑

i=1
(M1)ii(M2)ii = trM1 diag(M2). (67)

Similar to the proof of Lemma D.1, we decompose D−1(z1) as D−1(z1) = −Σ̃−1
n (z1) + bn(z1)A(z1) +B(z1) +

C(z1). Together with (67) and the process we have done in Lemma D.1, we assert the contribution of B(z1)

and C(z1) is negligible. As for A(z1), we further decompose D−1(z1) and D̆−1
(j)(z2) using (44) to get

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2A(z1)BD−1(z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ1/2

)
ii
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=
N∑

k=1

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n (z1)

(
sks

∗
k − 1

N
Σ

)
D−1

k (z1)B
[
D−1(z1) − D−1

k (z1) + D−1
k (z1)

]
Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2
[
D̆−1

(j)(z2) − D̆−1
(j)k(z2) + D̆−1

(j)k(z2)
]
B
[
D̆−1

(j)(z2) − D̆−1
(j)k(z2) + D̆−1

(j)k(z2)
]
Σ1/2ei

=
N∑

k=1

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n (z1)

(
sks

∗
k − 1

N
Σ

)
D−1

k (z1)BD−1
k (z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)Σ1/2ei

+
N∑

k=1

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
k (z1)B

[
D−1(z1) − D−1

k (z1)
]
Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)Σ1/2ei

+
N∑

k=1

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2
[
D̆−1

(j)(z2) − D̆−1
(j)k(z2)

]
BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)Σ1/2ei

+
N∑

k=1

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
(j)k(z2)B

[
D̆−1

(j)(z2) − D̆−1
(j)k(z2)

]
Σ1/2ei

+
N∑

k=1

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2
[
D̆−1

(j)(z2) − D̆−1
(j)k(z2)

]
B
[
D̆−1

(j)(z2) − D̆−1
(j)k(z2)

]
Σ1/2ei

+
N∑

k=1

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
k (z1)B

[
D−1(z1) − D−1

k (z1)
]
Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2
[
D̆−1

(j)(z2) − D̆−1
(j)k(z2)

]
BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)Σ1/2ei

+
N∑

k=1

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
k (z1)B

[
D−1(z1) − D−1

k (z1)
]
Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
(j)k(z2)B

[
D̆−1

(j)(z2) − D̆−1
(j)k(z2)

]
Σ1/2ei

+
N∑

k=1

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
k (z1)B

[
D−1(z1) − D−1

k (z1)
]
Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2
[
D̆−1

(j)(z2) − D̆−1
(j)k(z2)

]
B
[
D̆−1

(j)(z2) − D̆−1
(j)k(z2)

]
Σ1/2ei

+ R̃2(z1, z2)

=Ã1(z1, z2) + Ã2(z1, z2) + Ã3(z1, z2) + Ã4(z1, z2) + Ã5(z1, z2) + Ã6(z1, z2) + Ã7(z1, z2) + Ã8(z1, z2)

+ R̃1(z1, z2),

where |R̃1(z1, z2)| ≤ K, due to (67) and (45) again. By (67) and (43), we have E|Ã1(z1, z2)| ≤ KN1/2. We

now claim that E|Ãi(z1, z2)| are both o(N), for i = 3, · · · , 8. Actually, taking Ã8(z1, z2) for an instance, we
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have

Ã8(z1, z2) = −
j∑

k=1
βk(z1)β̆2

k≤j(z2)
n∑

i=1
e∗

i Σ
1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
(j)k(z2)sks

∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)sks
∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)Σ1/2ei

−
N∑

k=j+1
βk(z1)β̆2

k>j(z2)
n∑

i=1
e∗

i Σ
1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
(j)k(z2)s̆ks̆

∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)s̆ks̆
∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)Σ1/2ei

=Ã81(z1, z2) + Ã82(z1, z2).

Using (145) we have for k ≤ j

E
∣∣∣e∗

i Σ
1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
(j)k(z2)sks

∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)sks
∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣
≤
(
E
∣∣∣s∗

1D
−1
1 (z1)Σ1/2eie

∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
(j)1(z2)s1

∣∣∣4)1/4 (
E
∣∣s∗

1D
−1
1 (z1)BD−1

1 (z1)s1
∣∣4)1/4

×
(
E
∣∣∣s∗

1D̆
−1
(j)1(z2)Σ1/2eie

∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n (z1)s1

∣∣∣4)1/4(
E
∣∣∣s∗

1D̆
−1
(j)1(z2)BD̆−1

(j)1(z2)s1

∣∣∣4)1/4

≤Kδ2
nN−1.

Similarly utilzing Lemma D.2, for k > j we get

E
∣∣∣e∗

i Σ
1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
(j)k(z2)s̆ks̆

∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)s̆ks̆
∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣
≤
(
E
∣∣∣s∗

ND−1
N (z1)Σ1/2eie

∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
(j)N (z2)s̆N

∣∣∣4)1/4 (
E
∣∣s∗

ND−1
N (z1)BD−1

N (z1)sN

∣∣4)1/4

×
(
E
∣∣∣s̆∗

ND̆−1
(j)N (z2)Σ1/2eie

∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n (z1)sN

∣∣∣4)1/4(
E
∣∣∣s̆∗

ND̆−1
(j)N (z2)BD̆−1

(j)N (z2)s̆N

∣∣∣4)1/4

≤KN−2.

As a consequence, we have E|Ã81(z1, z2)| ≤ Kδ2
nN and E|Ã81(z1, z2)| ≤ K. Hence our assertion is attained

by the same treament for other five terms. Regaring Ã2(z1, z2), similar to (136) and (137), we have

Ã2(z1, z2) = −
N∑

k=1
βk(z1) tr

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)Σ1/2

× diag
(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)k(z2)BD̆−1
(j)k(z2)Σ1/2

))
= − bn(z1)

N2

N∑
k=1

tr
(
D−1

k (z1)Σ1/2 diag
(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)k(z2)BD̆−1
(j)k(z2)Σ1/2

)
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)Σ
)

× tr
(
D−1

k (z1)BD−1
k (z1)Σ

)
+ R̃2(z1, z2)
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= − bn(z1)gn(z1)
n∑

i=1
e∗

i Σ
1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)ΣD−1(z1)Σ1/2eie
∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
(j)(z2)BD̆−1

(j)(z2)Σ1/2ei

+ R̃3(z1, z2),

where E|R̃2(z1, z2)| ≤ KN1/2 and E|R̃3(z1, z2)| ≤ KN1/2, which uses Lemma D.1 and (67) indeed. Thus,

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2D−1(z1)BD−1(z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

= −
n∑

i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)BD−1(z1)Σ1/2
)

ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

− b2
n(z1)gn(z1)

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)BD−1(z1)Σ1/2
)

ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ R̃4(z1, z2)

=
n∑

i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ b2
n(z1)gn(z1)

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ R̃5(z1, z2),

where E|R̃4(z1, z2)| = o(N) and E|R̃5(z1, z2)| = o(N). The last equality factually uses Lemma D.3 and the

fact that ∥z−1Σ̂−1
n (z) − Σ̃−1

n (z)∥ = o(1). Taking one step further, we decompose D̆−1
(j)(z2) in the same way

as dealing with D−1(z1) previously to get

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2D−1(z1)BD−1(z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

=
n∑

i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)BΣ̃−1
n (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ b2
n(z1)gn(z1)

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)BΣ̃−1
n (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ b2
n(z2)gn(z2)

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ b2
n(z2)gn(z2)b2

n(z1)gn(z1)
n∑

i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ R̃6(z1, z2),

(68)

where E|R̃6(z1, z2)| = o(N) Similarly, we have

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2D−1(z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

= −
n∑

i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)Σ1/2
)

ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)BΣ̃−1
n (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

− b2
n(z2)gn(z2)

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)Σ1/2
)

ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ R̃7(z1, z2),

(69)
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and
n∑

i=1

(
Σ1/2D−1(z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

(j)(z2)Σ1/2
)

ii

=
n∑

i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)Σ1/2
)

ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)Σ1/2
)

ii
+ R̃8(z1, z2),

(70)

where E|R̃7(z1, z2)| and E|R̃8(z1, z2)| are both o(N). Ultimately, together with (68)-(70), we obtain[
B1(z1, z2) − bn(z2)gn(z2)B1(z2, z1) − bn(z1)gn(z1)B1(z1, z2)

+ bn(z1)bn(z2)gn(z1)gn(z2)B3(z1, z2)
]

× bn(z1)bn(z2)

=bn(z1)bn(z2)
N

[
n∑

i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)BΣ̃−1
n (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ b2
n(z1)gn(z1)

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)BΣ̃−1
n (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ b2
n(z2)gn(z2)

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ b2
n(z2)gn(z2)b2

n(z1)gn(z1)
n∑

i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ bn(z1)gn(z1)
n∑

i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)Σ1/2
)

ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)BΣ̃−1
n (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ bn(z1)gn(z1)b2
n(z2)gn(z2)

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)Σ1/2
)

ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ bn(z2)gn(z2)
n∑

i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)Σ1/2
)

ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ bn(z2)gn(z2)b2
n(z1)gn(z1)

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)Σ1/2
)

ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

+ bn(z1)bn(z2)gn(z1)gn(z2)
n∑

i=1

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z1)Σ1/2
)

ii

(
Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n (z2)Σ1/2
)

ii

]
+ oP(1)

=bn(z1)bn(z2)
[
Ṽ 3

n (z1, z2) + b2
n(z1)gn(z1)Ṽ 2

n (z1, z2) + b2
n(z2)gn(z2)Ṽ 2

n (z2, z1)

+ b2
n(z1)gn(z1)b2

n(z2)gn(z2)Ũ2
n(z1, z2) + bn(z1)gn(z1)Ṽ 1

n (z1, z2) + bn(z1)gn(z1)b2
n(z2)gn(z2)Ũ1

n(z1, z2)

+ bn(z2)gn(z2)Ṽ 1
n (z2, z1) + bn(z2)gn(z2)b2

n(z1)gn(z1)Ũ1
n(z2, z1) + gn(z1)gn(z2)ãn(z1, z2)

]
+ oP(1).

where the last equality uses ∥z−1Σ−1
n (z) − Σ̃−1

n (z)∥ = o(1) and |bn(z) + zm0
n(z)| = o(1). Thus by our

assumptions and bn(z) → −zm(z), it is obvious that the above quantity tends to C2(z1, z2). So far we have

proven
N∑

j=1
Ej−1 [Yj (z1) Yj (z2)] → υXC1(z1, z2) + µXC2(z1, z2),

which completes the proof of this part.
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D.1.4. Tightness of M1
n(z)

In this subsection, we devote to prove the tightness of M1
n(z). Since the proof is essentially the same as

that in [4], we omit it. Instead we here list some results therein for later use. Actually, in this subsection

and latter one, we need to establish some inequalities holding uniformly for z ∈ Cn rather than fixed z ∈ C+,

which have been fully established in section 3 in Bai and Silverstein [4]. We collect some results here as

follows:

sup
z∈Cn

{|bn(z)|, ∥Σ̃−1
n (z)∥,E∥D−1

1 (z)∥} ≤ C. (71)

Besides, we define γj(z) = s∗
jD

−1
j (z)sj − 1/NE trΣD−1

j (z), then the following holds

sup
z∈Cn

{E|β1(z) − bn(z)|p,E|γ1(z)|p,E|ε1(z)|p} ≤ Cpη2p−4
n N−1. (72)

In addition, we introduce some quantities which could be reduced to constant in the following sense that

sup
z∈Cn

{|β1(z)|, |s1|, ∥A−1(z)∥, ∥A−1
1 (z)∥} ≤ C + CnsIΞn , (73)

where Ξn is an event holds with probability o(n−ℓ) for any ℓ > 0 and s > 0 is certain constant.

D.1.5. convergence of non-random part M2
n(z).

In this subsection, we prove that M2
n(z) = E tr(Sn−zI)−1B−tr(−zI−zm0

n(z)Σ)−1B−ω̂n(z) convergences

uniformly to zero for z ∈ Cn. In the sequel, all inequalities and limits hold uniformly for z ∈ Cn, but we

do not point it out every time, for simplicity. According to (4.3) in [4], we know that the spectral norm of

Σ̂−1
n (z) is uniformly bounded for z ∈ Cn, i.e.

sup
n,z∈Cn

∥∥∥(Emn(z)Σ + I)−1
∥∥∥ < ∞. (74)

For further analysis, we decompose M2
n(z) + ω̂n(z) as

E tr(Sn − zI)−1B − tr(−zI − zm0
n(z)Σ)−1B

=E tr
(
D−1(z) − (−zI − zm0

n(z)Σ)−1)B + 1
z

tr
(

Σ−1
n (z) − Σ̂−1

n (z)
)
B

=M21
n (z) + M22

n (z).

Regarding M22
n (z), we can rewrite it as

M22
n (z) = Emn(z) − m0

n(z)
z

tr Σ−1
n (z)Σ̂−1

n (z)ΣB,
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where we use the fact M−1
1 − M−1

2 = M−1
2 (M2 − M1)M−1

1 for any invertible matrix M1, M2. From

Theorem 1.4 in [33], we know that

N
(
Emn(z) − m0

n(z)
)

≃µXz3m3(z)Ũ1
n(z, z)

(
1 − c

∫
m2(z)t2dH(t)
(1 + m(z)t)2

)−1

+ (υX − 1)c
∫

m3(z)t2dH(t)
(1 + m(z)t)3

/(
1 − c

∫
m2(z)t2dH(t)
(1 + m(z)t)2

)2

≜Sn(z),

(75)

where we use an ≃ bn to denote an − bn → 0. Then by (74), (4.1) and (4.2) in [4], we obtain

M22
n (z) =

N
(
Emn(z) − m0

n(z)
)

z
tr Σ−2

n (z)ΣB/N + o(1)

≃ Sn(z)Pn(z)
z

.

(76)

Now we only need to investigate the convergence of M21
n (z). Following the decomposition above (2.5) in [2],

we have

M21
n (z) = N

z
Eβ1(z)

[
s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)s1 − 1
N

E tr Σ̂−1
n (z)ΣD−1(z)B

]
= N

z
Eβ1(z)

[
s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)s1 − 1
N

E tr Σ̂−1
n (z)ΣD−1

1 (z)B
]

+ 1
z
Eβ1(z)E

[
tr Σ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)B − tr Σ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1(z)B
]

= 1
z

(
M211

n (z) + M212
n (z)

)
.

Moreover, together with Lemma B.4 and (71), we have for any matrix En(z), which is a product of one or

several D−1
1 (z) and bounded non-random matrix

E
∣∣∣∣s∗

1En(z)s1 − 1
N

trEn(z)Σ
∣∣∣∣p ≤ KpN−1δ2p−4

n , p ≥ 2, (77)

and further,

E |s∗
1En(z)s1|p ≤ Kp, p ≥ 2. (78)

We first focus on M212
n (z). By (44), we have

E tr Σ̂−1
n (z)Σ

(
D−1

1 (z) − D−1(z)
)
B = Eβ1(z)s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)s1

=bn(z)Es∗
1D

−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)s1 − bn(z)Eβ1(z)γ1(z)s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)s1,

Then utilizing Hölder inequality and (71), (72), (78), we get

Eβ1(z)γ1(z)s∗
1D

−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)s1

≤
(
E|β1(z)|4

)1/4 (E|γ1(z)|2
)1/2

(
E|s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)s1|4

)1/4

≤KN−1/2.

(79)
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Similarly, we have∣∣∣∣E(s∗
1D

−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)s1

)
− 1

N
E tr

(
D−1

1 (z)BΣ̂−1
n (z)ΣD−1

1 (z)Σ
)∣∣∣∣ ≤ KN−1/2. (80)

Combining (79)-(80), we have

M212
n (z) = b2

n(z)
N

E trD−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)Σ + o(1). (81)

We then analyze M211
n (z). Since β1(z) = bn(z) − b2

n(z)γ1(z) + β1(z)b2
n(z)γ2

1(z), we have

M211
n (z) = − b2

n(z)NEγ1(z)s∗
1D

−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)s1 + b2
n(z)NEβ1(z)γ2

1(z)s∗
1D

−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)s1

− b2
n(z)E(β1(z)γ2

1(z))E trD−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)Σ

= − b2
n(z)NEγ1(z)s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)s1 + b2
n(z) Cov(β1(z)γ2

1(z), trD−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)Σ)

+ b2
n(z)N

[
Eβ1(z)γ2

1(z)
(
s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)s1 − 1
N

trD−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)Σ
)]

.

Then by (71), (72) and (4.8) in [4], we have

Cov(β1(z)γ2
1(z), trD−1

1 (z)BΣ̂−1
n (z)Σ)

≤K
(
E|β1(z)|4

)1/4 (
E|γ1(z)|8

)1/4
(
E
∣∣∣tr (D−1

1 (z) − ED−1
1 (z)

)
BΣ̂−1

n (z)Σ
∣∣∣2)1/2

≤Kδ3
nN−1/4.

(82)

Similarly, using (71), (72) and (77), we have

N

∣∣∣∣Eβ1(z)γ2
1(z)

(
s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)s1 − 1
N

trD−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)Σ
)∣∣∣∣ ≤ Kδ2

n. (83)

Rewriting the first term of M211
n (z), we have

NEγ1(z)s∗
1D

−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)s1

= 1
N

Cov
(

trD−1
1 (z)Σ, trD−1

1 (z)BΣ̂−1
n (z)Σ

)
+ NE

[
ε1(z)

(
s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)s1 − 1
N

trD−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)Σ
)]

=NE
[
ε1(z)

(
s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)s1 − 1
N

trD−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)Σ
)]

+ O(N−1),

(84)

where the last equality we use (4.8) of [4] again. Therefore, together with (81)-(84), we arrive at

M21
n (z) = − b2

n(z)N
z

E
(

ε1(z)
(
s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)s1 − 1
N

trD−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)Σ
))

+ b2
n(z)
zN

E tr
(
D−1

1 (z)BΣ̂−1
n (z)ΣD−1

1 (z)Σ
)

+ o(1).
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Then using Lemma B.1 on the above equality, we get

M21
n (z) = − µXb2

n(z)
zN

E
n∑

i=1

(
Σ1/2D−1

1 (z)BΣ̂−1
n (z)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2D−1

1 (z)Σ1/2
)

ii

− b2
n(z)(υX − 1)

zN
E tr

(
D−1

1 (z)BΣ̂−1
n (z)ΣD−1

1 (z)Σ
)

+ o(1)

= − µXM̃211
n (z) − (υX − 1)M̃212

n (z) + o(1).

In the following, we focus on finding the limit of M̃212
n (z), the treatment for M̃211

n (z) is similar, due to

equation (149) and a uniform version of Lemma D.3. Actually, the strategy is basically the same as we obtain

Lemma D.1, with a slight difference on uniformity. To start with, we have∣∣∣E tr
(
D−1

1 (z) − D−1(z)
)
BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)Σ

∣∣∣
=E

∣∣∣s∗
1D

−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)ΣD−1

1 (z)s1

∣∣∣ ≤ K,

where the last step is due to (78). Similarly,∣∣∣E trD−1(z)BΣ̂−1
n (z)Σ

(
D−1

1 (z) − D−1(z)
)
Σ
∣∣∣

=E
∣∣∣s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)ΣD−1(z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)s1

∣∣∣
≤KE|s1|2

(
E∥D−1(z)∥2)1/2 (E∥D−1

1 (z)∥4)1/2 ≤ K.

Hence we only need to consider 1
N E trD−1(z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1(z)Σ. Then we decompose D−1(z) as in the

proof of Lemma D.1,

D−1(z) = −Σ̃−1
n (z) + bn(z)A(z) + B(z) + C(z),

where

A(z) =
N∑

j=1
Σ̃−1

n (z)
(
sjs

∗
j − N−1Σ

)
D−1

j (z),

B(z) =
N∑

j=1
(βj(z) − bn(z)) Σ̃−1

n (z)sjs
∗
jD

−1
j (z),

and

C(z) = N−1bn(z)Σ̃−1
n (z)Σ

N∑
j=1

(
D−1

j (z) − D−1(z)
)

.

As pointed out by [4], that

sup
z∈Cn

∥Σ̃−1
n (z)∥ < ∞.
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Denote M = BΣ̃−1
n (z)ΣD−1(z)Σ, by (71), it is obviously that E∥M∥p ≤ Kp. We then have

1
N

|E trB(z)M | = E
∣∣∣(β1(z) − bn(z)s∗

1) s∗
1D

−1
1 (z)MΣ̃−1

n (z)s1

∣∣∣
≤ K

(
E |β1(z) − bn(z)|2

)1/2 (
E |s1|4 ∥D−1

1 (z)M∥
)1/2

≤ KδnN−1/4,

(85)

where the last step we use

E |β1(z) − bn(z)|2 = |bn(z)|2E |β1(z)γ1(z)|2 ≤ K
(
E|β1(z)|4

)1/2 (E|γ1(z)|4
)1/2 ≤ Kδ2

nN−1/2.

Smilarly, we have
1
N

|E trB(z)M | ≤ KN−1. (86)

Regarding E trA(z)M , we further decompose D−1(z) in M by (44) to acquire

1
N

E trA(z)M = −Eβ1(z)s∗
1D

−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)s1s

∗
1D

−1
1 (z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)s1

− 1
N

Eβ1(z)s∗
1D

−1
1 (z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1
1 (z)s1

= A1(z) + A2(z)

Using (72) and (78), we immediately have

|A2(z)| ≤ KN−1. (87)

Then by a similar argument as (136) and (137), we have∣∣∣∣A1(z) + bn(z)
N2 E trD−1(z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1(z)Σ trD−1(z)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z)Σ

∣∣∣∣ = o(1). (88)

Further, we obtain

1
N2

∣∣∣E trD−1(z)BΣ̂−1
n (z)ΣD−1(z)Σ trD−1(z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)Σ−

E trD−1(z)BΣ̂−1
n (z)ΣD−1(z)ΣE trD−1

1 (z)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z)Σ

∣∣∣
= 1

N2

∣∣∣Cov
(

trD−1(z)BΣ̂−1
n (z)ΣD−1(z)Σ, trD−1(z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)Σ
)∣∣∣

≤ 1
N2

(
E
∣∣∣trD−1BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1Σ
∣∣∣2)1/2(

E
∣∣∣tr (D−1 − ED−1)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)Σ
∣∣∣2)1/2

≤ K

N2 n
(

E
∥∥D−1(z)

∥∥4
)1/2

≤ KN−1,

(89)

where the penultimate inequality uses (4.8) of [4] again. Now we combine (85)-(89), to obtain

M̃212
n (z) = − b2

n(z)
zN

E tr Σ̃−1
n (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣD−1(z)Σ

− M̃212
n (z)b2

n(z)
N

E trD−1(z)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z)Σ + o(1).
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Notice that for any non-random matrix M , we have E trA(z)M = 0. Then following a similar line in (85)

and (86), it is easy to check for any bounded non-random M ,

1
N

E trD−1(z)M = − 1
N

tr Σ̃−1
n (z)M + o(1).

We then have

M̃212
n (z) = b2

n(z)
zN

tr Σ̃−1
n (z)BΣ̂−1

n (z)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z)Σ + M̃212

n (z)b2
n(z)
N

tr Σ̃−1
n (z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)Σ + o(1)

= b2
n(z)
z3N

tr Σ−3
n (z)Σ2B + M̃212

n (z)b2
n(z)
z2N

tr Σ−1
n (z)Σ2 + o(1),

where the last equality uses (4.1), (4.2) in [4]. Taking one step further, we utilize (4.4) therein to obtain

M̃212
n (z) =

(
1 − cn

∫ (m0
n(z))2t2dHn(t)

(1 + m0
n(z)t)2

)−1
b2

n(z)Qn(z)
z3 + o(1).

Thus, under assumption 2.2, it hols that

M̃212
n (z) ≃ m2(z)Qn(z)

z

(
1 − c

∫ (m(z))2t2dH(t)
(1 + m(z)t)2

)−1

.

Similarly, we have

M̃211
n (z) ≃ z2m2(z)Ṽ 1

n (z, z).

So far we have found that M21
n (z) + M22

n (z) ≃ ω̂n(z), thus Lemma C.1 is proved.

E. Proof of Theorem 2.2

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 2.2, which is analogous to that of Theorem 2.1 in general,

but quite different in specific technical details.

E.1. Truncation, Centralization and Standardization

To start with, we need to truncate the variables. In the settings that B is of low rank, we select a sequence

of adaptive truncation level, i.e. δnk
1/4
n n1/4 where ηn tending to zero arbitrarily slowly and satisfying

δ−4
n E

(
|X11|4 I{|X11|≥δnk

1/4
n n1/4

}) → 0. (90)

In the sequel, we choose δn satisfying the following

δn → 0, δ4
nns → ∞, for all s > 0. (91)

The key step in this part is a two-stage truncation. To be more specific, since (90) essentially implies (32),

we could first replace the entries of Xn with variables truncated by δn
√

n3. To be more specific, we assume

3We emphasis that multiplying the scalar
√

n/kn does not influence the results, since the procedure in subsection C.1 still
works in this case. One can check the proof steps in subsection C.1 and G.1 to verify this point.
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|Xij | ≤ δn
√

n, EX11 = 0, E|X11|2 = 1 and EX2
11 = o

( 1
n

)
for complex case. We now let X̂n is an n×N matrix

with (i, j) entry X̂ij = XijI{|Xij |<ηn(knn)1/4} − EXijI{|Xij |<ηn(knn)1/4} and similarly define Ŝn and D̂−1(z).

We further let X̆ij = X̂ij/
(
E|X̂ij |2

)1/2
and denote the corresponding random matrix by X̆n, D̆−1(z) and S̆.

Then the following Lemma holds

Lemma E.1. Suppose assumption 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 (ii) are satisfied, then

sup
z∈Cn

N

kn
E| tr

(
D−1(z) − D̆−1(z)

)
B|2 → 0. (92)

The proof of this Lemma is tedious but elementary, we leave it in subsection G.6. We also remark here

there are more difficulty in verifying (92) than (36), since the truncation levels of underlying random variables

contained in D−1(z) and D̆−1(z) in (92) are distinct, which makes Lemma B.4 not available for the terms

such as s∗
1D

−1(z)s̆1. Therefore, we propose a generalized version of Lemma B.4, i.e. Lemma B.5 to deal

with this obstacle.

E.2. Calculation of the Covariance Function in Theorem 2.2

Due to Lemma E.1, in the sequel, we assume |X11| ≤ δnk
1/4
n n1/4, E(X11) = 0 and E|X11|2 = 1. Further,

due to the truncation step, we shall assume E(X2
11) = o( 1

n ) for the complex case. Let us first derive some

useful bounds. For any non-random n × n matrix M , by Lemma B.4, we have

E
∣∣∣∣s∗

1Ms1 − 1
N

trΣM

∣∣∣∣p ≤ Cp∥M∥pδ2p−4
n kp/2−1

n N−p/2, p ≥ 2. (93)

Further, for any n × n non-random M1 and M2, using Lemma B.4 again we obtain

E
∣∣∣∣s∗

1M1BM2s1 − 1
N

trΣM1BM2

∣∣∣∣p
≤ Cp

Np

(
(trM1BM2Σ

2M∗
2 BM∗

1 )p/2 + E|X11|2p tr
(
M1BM2TΣ2M∗

2 BM∗
1
)p/2

)
≤ Cp

Np

(
kp/2

n ∥M1∥p∥M2∥p + δ2p−4
n kp/2−1

n np/2−1kn∥M1∥p∥M2∥p
)

≤Cp∥M1∥p∥M2∥pδ2p−4
n kp/2

n N−p/2−1.

(94)

We continue to use the notations in the previous sections. Thus, for any fixed z ∈ C+, we have

E|ε1(z)|p ≤ Cpδ2p−4
n kp/2−1

n N−p/2, (95)

and

E|σ1(z)|p ≤ Cpδ2p−4
n kp/2

n N−p/2−1. (96)

Now we have

E
∣∣∣∣√N

kn

N∑
j=1

(Ej − Ej−1) b̃2
j (z)εj(z)σj(z)

∣∣∣∣2 ≤ C
N2

kn
E|ε1(z)|2|σ1(z)|2

≤C
N2

kn

(
E|ε1(z)|4

)1/2 (E|σ1(z)|4
)1/2 ≤ C

N2

kn

(
δ4

nknN−2)1/2 (
δ4

nk2
nN−3)1/2
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≤Cδ4
n(kn/N)1/2.

Again by (95) and (96), we acquire

E
∣∣∣∣√N

kn

N∑
j=1

(Ej − Ej−1) b̃2
j (z)βj(z)ε2

j (z)s∗
jD

−1
j (z)BD−1

j (z)sj

∣∣∣∣2
≤C

N2

kn

(
E|ε1(z)|4|σ1(z)|2 + E|ε1(z)|4|τ1(z)|2

)
≤C

N2

kn

((
E|ε1(z)|8

)1/2 (E|σ1(z)|4
)1/2 + k2

n

N2E|ε1(z)|4
)

≤C
N2

kn

(
δ1

n2k3
nN−4)1/2 (

δ4
nk2

nN−3)1/2 + Cknδ4
nknN−2

≤C
(

δ8
n(kn/N)3/2 + δ4

n(kn/N)2
)

,

and

E
∣∣∣∣√N

kn

N∑
j=1

Ej b̃2
j (z)ε2

j (z)τj(z)
∣∣∣∣2 ≤ C

N2

kn
E|ε1(z)|2|τ1(z)|2 ≤ CknE|ε1(z)|2 ≤ Ckn/N.

Notice that in subsubsection D.1 we already have E|b̃1(z) − bn(z)|4 ≤ KN−2 (the process therein is regardless

of the truncation), thus

E
∣∣∣∣√N

kn

N∑
j=1

Ej

(
b̃j(z)σj(z) − bn(z)σj(z)

) ∣∣∣∣2
≤C

N2

kn

(
E|b̃1(z) − bn(z)|4

)1/2 (E|σ1(z)|4
)1/2

≤C
N2

kn
N−1δ2

nknN−3/2 ≤ Cδ2
nN−1/2.

As a consequence, we have
r∑

i=1
αiM

1
n (zi) =

N∑
j=1

r∑
i=1

αiYj(zi) + oP(1),

where we define

Yj(z) := −
√

N

kn
bn(z)Ejσj(z).

Using (96) we get

E|Yj(z)|4 ≤ C
N2

k2
n

E|σ1(z)|4 ≤ CN2k−2
n δ4

nk2
nN−3 ≤ Cδ4

nN−1.

Then the Linderberg condition is similarly checked. Therefore, according to the previous discussion, we only

need to find the L1 approximation of

Ω1
n(z1, z2) ≜ 1

knN

N∑
j=1

Ej trD−1
j (z1)BD−1

j (z1)ΣD̆−1
j (z2)BD̆−1

j (z2)Σ,
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and

Ω2
n(z1, z2) ≜ 1

knN

N∑
j=1

Ej

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2D−1

j (z1)BD−1
j (z1)Σ1/2

)
ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

j (z2)BD̆−1
j (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

.

E.2.1. Calculation of the limit of Ω1
n(z1, z2)

In this part, we assume kn → ∞, since there is no difficulty in extending the result for kn = 1 in [2] to

the case when kn is finite. Due to equation (45) and kn → ∞, we have

Ω1
n(z1, z2) = 1

knN

N∑
j=1

Ej trD−1(z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)(z2)BD̆−1

(j)(z2)Σ + o(1)

We then decompose D−1(z1) into Σ̃−1
n (z1) + bn(z1)A(z1) + B(z1) + C(z1) first. For a similar reason why we

obtain (133), we have

trC(z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)(z2)BD̆−1

(j)(z2)Σ = O(1) = o(kn),

which means that the contribution of C(z1) is negligible. Regarding B(z1), we have

trB(z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)(z2)BD̆−1

(j)(z2)Σ

=
N∑

k=1
(βk(z1) − bn(z1)) tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)B

(
D−1(z1) − D−1

k (z1) + D−1
k (z1)

)
× Σ

(
D̆−1

(j)(z2) − D̆−1
(j)k(z2) + D̆−1

(j)k(z2)
)
B
(
D̆−1

(j)(z2) − D̆−1
(j)k(z2) + D̆−1

(j)k(z2)
)
Σ
)

=
N∑

k=1
(βk(z1) − bn(z1))s∗

kD
−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z1)sk

−
N∑

k=1
(βk(z1) − bn(z1))βk(z1) tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)Σ

× D̆−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)Σ
)

−
j∑

k=1
(βk(z1) − bn(z1))β̆k≤j(z2) tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)k(z2)

× sks
∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)Σ
)

−
N∑

k=j+1
(βk(z1) − bn(z1))β̆k>j(z2) tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)k(z2)

× s̆ks̆
∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)Σ
)

−
j∑

k=1
(βk(z1) − bn(z1))β̆k≤j(z2) tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)k(z2)

× BD̆−1
(j)k(z2)sks

∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)Σ

)
−

N∑
k=j+1

(βk(z1) − bn(z1))β̆k>j(z2) tr
(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)k(z2)
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× BD̆−1
(j)k(z2)s̆ks̆

∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)Σ

)
+

j∑
k=1

(βk(z1) − bn(z1))β̆2
k≤j(z2) tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)k(z2)sks

∗
k

× D̆−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)sks
∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)Σ

)
+

N∑
k=j+1

(βk(z1) − bn(z1))β̆2
k>j(z2) tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)k(z2)s̆ks̆

∗
k

× D̆−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)s̆ks̆
∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)Σ

)
+

j∑
k=1

(βk(z1) − bn(z1))βk(z1)β̆k≤j(z2) tr
(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)Σ

× D̆−1
(j)k(z2)sks

∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)Σ
)

+
N∑

k=j+1
(βk(z1) − bn(z1))βk(z1)β̆k>j(z2) tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)Σ

× D̆−1
(j)k(z2)s̆ks̆

∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)Σ
)

+
j∑

k=1
(βk(z1) − bn(z1))βk(z1)β̆k≤j(z2) tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)Σ

× D̆−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)sks
∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)Σ

)
+

N∑
k=j+1

(βk(z1) − bn(z1))βk(z1)β̆k>j(z2) tr
(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)Σ

× D̆−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)s̆ks̆
∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)Σ

)
−

j∑
k=1

(βk(z1) − bn(z1))βk(z1)β̆2
k≤j(z2) tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)Σ

× D̆−1
(j)k(z2)sks

∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)sks
∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)Σ

)
−

N∑
k=j+1

(βk(z1) − bn(z1))βk(z1)β̆2
k>j(z2) tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)Σ

× D̆−1
(j)k(z2)s̆ks̆

∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)s̆ks̆
∗
kD̆

−1
(j)k(z2)Σ

)
=B1(z1, z2) − B2(z1, z2) − B31(z1, z2) − B32(z1, z2) − B41(z1, z2) − B42(z1, z2) + B51(z1, z2)

+ B52(z1, z2) + B61(z1, z2) + B62(z1, z2) + B71(z1, z2) + B72(z1, z2) − B81(z1, z2) − B82(z1, z2)

By (94), we have that for any M1, M2 bounded in norm and independent of s1 and s̆1,

E |s∗
1M1BM2s1|p ≤ C

(
kp

nN−p + δ2p−4
n kp/2

n N−p/2−1
)

, p ≥ 2. (97)

Similarly, we have

E |s∗
1M1ΣM2s1|p ≤ C, p ≥ 2. (98)
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Moreover, by Lemma D.2, we obtain

E |s∗
1M1BM2s̆1|2 ≤ CknN−2, E |s∗

1M1BM2s̆1|4 ≤ Ck2
nN−4, (99)

and

E |s∗
1M1ΣM2s̆1|2 ≤ CN−1, E |s∗

1M1ΣM2s̆1|4 ≤ CN−2. (100)

Ultimately, directly calculating shows

E |s∗
1M1ΣM2s̆1|8 ≤ CN−1. (101)

Therefore, we have

E|B81(z1, z2)| ≤CN
(
E|β1(z1) − bn(z1)|2

)1/2
(

E|s∗
1D

−1
1 (z1)BD−1

1 (z1)s1|2|s∗
1D

−1
1 (z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)1(z2)s1|2

× |s∗
1D̆

−1
(j)1(z2)BD̆−1

(j)1(z2)s1|2|s∗
1D̆

−1
(j)1(z2)BΣ̃−1

n (z1)s1|2
)1/2

≤CN1/2 (E|s∗
1D

−1
1 (z1)BD−1

1 (z1)s1|8
)1/8 (E|s∗

1D̆
−1
(j)1(z2)BD̆−1

(j)1(z2)s1|8
)1/8

≤CN1/2 (k8
nN−8 + δ12

n k4
nN−5)1/4 ≤ C

(
k2

nN−3/2 + δ3
nknN−3/4

)
,

and

E|B81(z1, z2)| ≤CN
(
E|βN (z1) − bn(z1)|2

)1/2
(

E|s∗
ND−1

N (z1)BD−1
N (z1)sN |2|s∗

ND−1
N (z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)N (z2)s̆N |2

× |s̆∗
ND̆−1

(j)N (z2)BD̆−1
(j)N (z2)s̆N |2|s̆∗

ND̆−1
(j)N (z2)BΣ̃−1

n (z1)sN |2
)1/2

≤CN1/2 (E|s∗
ND−1

N (z1)BD−1
N (z1)sN |8

)1/8 (E|s∗
ND−1

N (z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)N (z2)s̆N |8

)1/8

×
(
E|s̆∗

ND̆−1
(j)N (z2)BD̆−1

(j)N (z2)s̆N |8
)1/8 (

E|s̆∗
ND̆−1

(j)N (z2)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)sN |8

)1/8

≤CN1/4 (k8
nN−8 + δ12

n k4
nN−5)1/4 ≤ C

(
k2

nN−7/4 + δ3
nknN−1

)
.

By properly utilizing (97)-(101) and Hölder inequality, we have

E|B71(z1, z2)| + E|B61(z1, z2)| + E|B51(z1, z2)| ≤ C
(

k2
nN−3/2 + δ3

nknN−3/4
)

,

E|B72(z1, z2)| + E|B62(z1, z2)| + E|B52(z1, z2)| ≤ C
(

k3/2
n N−3/2 + δ3/2

n knN−5/4
)

,

E|B41(z1, z2)| ≤ C
(

knN−1/2 + δnk1/2
n N−1/4

)
, E|B42(z1, z2)| ≤ Ck1/2

n N−1,

E|B31(z1, z2)| ≤ C
(

k2
nN−3/2 + δ2

nknN−1
)

, E|B32(z1, z2)| ≤ CknN−2,

E|B2(z1, z2)| ≤ C
(

k2
nN−3/2 + δ2

nknN−1
)

, E|B1(z1, z2)| ≤ CknN−1/2.

All the above 14 terms are o(kn), thus negligible. As for A(z1), the same process is implemented as in

subsection D.1, but many of the corresponding quantities are negligible. Specifically,

E|A81(z1, z2)| + E|A71(z1, z2)| + E|A61(z1, z2)| + E|A51(z1, z2)| ≤ C
(

k2
nN−1 + δ2

nknN−1/2
)

,
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E|A62(z1, z2)| + E|A52(z1, z2)| ≤ C
(

k3/2
n N−3/2 + δnknN−5/4

)
,

E|A72(z1, z2)| ≤ C
(

k2
nN−2 + δnk3/2

n N−7/4
)

, E|A32(z1, z2)| ≤ CknN−1,

E|A82(z1, z2)| ≤ C
(

k2
nN−2 + δ2

nknN−3/2
)

, E|A42(z1, z2)| ≤ CknN−1/2.

E|A31(z1, z2)| + E|A2(z1, z2)| ≤ Ck2
nN−1, E|A1(z1, z2)| ≤ Ck1/2

n .

It reveals that the only non-trivial term is A41(z1, z2), i.e.

−
j∑

k=1
β̆k≤j(z2)s∗

kD̆
−1
(j)k(z2)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)sk.

Using (97) and (98), we have

E

∣∣∣∣∣
j∑

k=1
(β̆k≤j(z2) − bn(z2))s∗

kD̆
−1
(j)k(z2)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)sk

∣∣∣∣∣
≤CN1/2

(
E|s∗

1D
−1
1 (z1)BD−1

1 (z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)1(z2)BD̆−1

(j)1(z2)s1|4
)1/4 (

E|s∗
1D̆

−1
(j)1(z2)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z1)s1|4
)1/4

≤CN1/2 (k4
nN−4 + δ4

nk2
nN−3)1/4 ≤ C

(
knN−1/2 + δnk1/2

n N−1/4
)

.

Similarly, using (93), (94) we get

E
∣∣∣∣ j∑

k=1
s∗

kD̆
−1
(j)k(z2)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)sk

− 1
N2

j∑
k=1

tr
(
D−1

k (z1)BD−1
k (z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)k(z2)BD̆−1
(j)k(z2)Σ

)
tr
(
D̆−1

(j)k(z2)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ

) ∣∣∣∣
≤C

(
k1/2

n + knN−1/2
)

= o(kn).

Similar to (134), we have

1
N2

∣∣∣∣ tr(D−1
k (z1)BD−1

k (z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)k(z2)BD̆−1

(j)k(z2)Σ
)

tr
(
D̆−1

(j)k(z2)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ

)
− tr

(
D−1(z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ

)
tr
(
D̆−1

(j)(z2)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ

) ∣∣∣∣ ≤ CN−1.

Combining the above inequality, we obtain

tr
(
D−1(z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ

)
= − bn(z1)bn(z2)j

N2 tr
(
D−1(z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ tr D̆−1

(j)(z2)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z1)Σ

)
− tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)(z2)BD̆−1

(j)(z2)Σ
)

+ o(kn)

=an(z1, z2)j
N

tr
(
D−1(z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ

)
− tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)(z2)BD̆−1

(j)(z2)Σ
)

+ o(kn),

60



where the second equality uses (57) (we should emphasize the derivation therein is independent of truncation).

Now we will decompose D−1(z1) again, and by a extremely similar argument, we have

tr
(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1
(j)(z2)BD̆−1

(j)(z2)Σ
)

= − bn(z1)bn(z2)j
N2 trD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1(z2)Σ tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ

)
− tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ

)
+ o(kn)

= − tr
(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ

)(
1 + j/N

an(z1, z2)
1 − j/Nan(z1, z2)

)
+ o(kn)

= − 1
(1 − j/Nan(z1, z2)) tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ

)
+ o(kn),

where the second equality we uses (58). Together with the above two estimates, we obtain

tr
(
D−1(z1)BD−1(z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ

)
= 1

(1 − j/Nan(z1, z2))2 tr
(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)ΣD̆−1

(j)(z2)BD̆−1
(j)(z2)Σ

)
+ o(kn)

= 1
(1 − j/Nan(z1, z2))2 tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z1)BΣ̃−1
n (z1)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z2)BΣ̃−1
n (z2)Σ

)
+ o(kn),

where the second equality is due to the same decomposition for D̆−1
(j)(z2). Therefore, we obtain that

Ω1
n(z1, z2) = bn(z1)bn(z2)H1

n(z1, z2)
N

N∑
j=1

1
(1 − j/Nan(z1, z2))2 + o(1)

≃ (m(z2) − m(z1))H1
n(z1, z2)

z1z2(z2 − z1) .

Hence the proof of this part is complete.

E.2.2. Calculation of the limit of Ω2
n(z1, z2)

The strategy in this part is to decompose D−1
j (z1) in the following way, which is analogous to E.q.(131).

Factually,

D−1
j (z1) = −Σ̃−1

n1 (z1) + bn1(z1)Aj(z1) + Bj(z1) + Cj(z1),

where
Aj(z1) =

∑
k ̸=j

Σ̃−1
n1 (z1) (sks

∗
k − Σ/N)D−1

jk (z1),

Bj(z1) =
∑
k ̸=j

(βjk(z1) − bn1(z1)) Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
jk (z1),

and

Cj(z1) = N−1bn1(z1)Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)Σ

∑
k ̸=j

(
D−1

jk (z) − D−1
j (z1)

)
.

The definition of some of the above quantities is similar to the previous. Concretely, we let Djk(z) =

Dj(z)−sks
∗
k, bn1(z) = 1/

(
1 + 1

N E trD−1
12 (z)

)
, Σn1(z) = zIn− N−1

N bn1(z)Σ and βjk(z) = 1/(1+s∗
kD

−1
jk (z)sk).
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We similarly define β̆jk(z) and D̆−1
jk (z). Significant difference appears in this situation, where the contributions

of Aj(z1), Bj(z1) and Cj(z1) are all negligible. The handling for Bj(z) associated term is similar to that

in subsection E.2.1, meanwhile, a flexible use of (67) is needed. Thus we omit the tedious calculation here.

Regarding Cj(z1), the technique utilized before based on (45) and (67) may only obtain that the relevant

term is O(1), which is invalid for the case kn = O(1). Hence a more careful check is needed. In detail, we still

decompose D−1
j (z1) and D̆−1

j (z2) using (44), i.e.,

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2Cj(z1)BD−1

j (z1)Σ1/2
)

ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

j (z2)BD̆−1
j (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

=bn1(z1)
N

∑
k ̸=j

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

3/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)D−1

jk (z1)sks
∗
kD

−1
jk (z1)B

((
D−1

j (z1) − D−1
jk (z1)

)
+ D−1

jk (z1)
)
Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2
((

D̆−1
j (z2) − D̆−1

jk (z2)
)

+ D̆−1
jk (z2)

)
B
((

D̆−1
j (z2) − D̆−1

jk (z2)
)

+ D̆−1
jk (z2)

)
Σ1/2ei

=C111
j (z1, z2) + C112

j (z1, z2) + C121
j (z1, z2) + C122

j (z1, z2) + C211
j (z1, z2) + C212

j (z1, z2)

+ C221
j (z1, z2) + C222

j (z1, z2),

where the subscripts 1 and 2 represents D−1
j −D−1

jk and D−1
jk respectively, in the corresponding location. We

assert that the above eight terms are all negligible. Before verify this assertion, we first introduce the following

inequality, which is a simple application of Lemma B.4. In detail, we have for any bounded non-random

matrix M1 and M2 and non-random vector x, y bounded in Euclidean norm,

E|s∗
1M1x∗yM2s1|p ≤ Cpδ2p−4

n kp/2−1
n N−p/2−1. (102)

Hence, using (94), we have

E|C222
j (z1, z2)| ≤ C

N

∑
k ̸=j

E
∣∣∣∣ n∑

i=1
e∗

i Σ
3/2Σ̃−1

n1 (z1)D−1
jk (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
jk (z1)BD−1

jk (z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk (z2)BD̆−1

jk (z2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣∣
≤ C

N

∑
k ̸=j

E
∣∣∣∣ tr(Σ3/2Σ̃−1

n1 (z1)D−1
jk (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
jk (z1)BD−1

jk (z1)Σ1/2

× diag
(
Σ1/2D̆−1

jk (z2)BD̆−1
jk (z2)Σ1/2

))∣∣∣∣
≤ C

(
E|s∗

1M(B)s1|2
)1/2 ≤ CknN−1.

Similarly, E|C122
j (z1, z2)| ≤ CknN−1. We then use (102) to get

E|C212
j (z1, z2)| ≤ C

N

∑
k<j

n∑
i=1

E
∣∣∣e∗

i Σ
3/2Σ̃−1

n1 (z1)D−1
jk (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
jk (z1)BD−1

jk (z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk (z2)sks

∗
kD̆

−1
jk (z2)BD̆−1

jk (z2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣
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+ C

N

∑
k>j

n∑
i=1

E
∣∣∣e∗

i Σ
3/2Σ̃−1

n1 (z1)D−1
jk (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
jk (z1)BD−1

jk (z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk (z2)s̆ks̆∗

kD̆
−1
jk (z2)BD̆−1

jk (z2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣
≤C

n∑
i=1

(
E|s∗

1D̆
−1
j1 (z2)BD̆−1

j1 (z2)Σ1/2eie
∗
i Σ

3/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)D−1

j1 (z1)s1|2
)1/2

×
(
E|s∗

1D
−1
j1 (z1)BD−1

j1 (z1)Σ1/2eie
∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
j1 (z2)s1|2

)1/2

+ C

n∑
i=1

(
E|s̆∗

ND̆−1
jN (z2)BD̆−1

jN (z2)Σ1/2eie
∗
i Σ

3/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)D−1

jN (z1)sN |2
)1/2

×
(
E|s∗

ND−1
jN (z1)BD−1

jN (z1)Σ1/2eie
∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jN (z2)s̆N |2

)1/2

≤ CN−1.

Similarly, we have E|C221
j (z1, z2)| ≤ CN−1. Moreover,

E|C211
j (z1, z2)| + E|C112

j (z1, z2)| + E|C121
j (z1, z2)| ≤ Cδ2

nk3/2
n N−3/2,

and

E|C111
j (z1, z2)| ≤ C

(
δ2

nk5/2
n N−5/2 + δ4

nk3/2
n N−2

)
.

We see that the above eight terms are all o(kn), thus negligible. The handling for the term associated with

Aj(z1) is more complicated, when Kn = O(1). Similarly,

Ej

n∑
i=1

(
Σ1/2Aj(z1)BD−1

j (z1)Σ1/2
)

ii

(
Σ1/2D̆−1

j (z2)BD̆−1
j (z2)Σ1/2

)
ii

=Ej

∑
k ̸=j

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1) (sks

∗
k − Σ/N)D−1

jk (z1)B
((

D−1
j (z1) − D−1

jk (z1)
)

+ D−1
jk (z1)

)
Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2
((

D̆−1
j (z2) − D̆−1

jk (z2)
)

+ D̆−1
jk (z2)

)
B
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D̆−1
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jk (z2)
)

+ D̆−1
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)
Σ1/2ei
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j (z1, z2) + A112

j (z1, z2) + A121
j (z1, z2) + A122

j (z1, z2) + A211
j (z1, z2) + A212

j (z1, z2)

+ A221
j (z1, z2) + A222

j (z1, z2).

We first use (94) and (102) to get

E|A122
j (z1, z2)| ≤ C

N

∑
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n∑
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E

(
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∣∣∣e∗
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∗
kD

−1
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∣∣∣
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i Σ
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jk (z2)BD̆−1
jk (z2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣)

+ C
∑
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n∑
i=1

E

(
E−jk

∣∣∣e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
jk (z1)BD−1

jk (z1)sks
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∣∣∣
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∣∣∣)
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≤ C

N

∑
k ̸=j

n∑
i=1

E

((
E−jk

∣∣∣e∗
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3/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)D−1

jk (z1)BD−1
jk (z1)sks

∗
kD

−1
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×
∣∣∣e∗
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jk (z2)BD̆−1
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∣∣∣)

+ C
∑
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E

((
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∣∣∣s∗
kD
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jk (z1)Σ1/2eie

∗
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n1 (z1)sk
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× BD−1
jk (z1)sk
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(
N−2 + knN−2)∑
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E
∣∣∣e∗

i Σ
1/2D̆−1

jk (z2)BD̆−1
jk (z2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣
≤Ck2

nN−1,

where the last inequality follows from that for any n × n matrix M ,
n∑

i=1
|Mii| ≤ ∥M∥ rank(M). (103)

Regarding A212
j (z1, z2), by the same method, we first have

E

∣∣∣∣∣ 1
N

∑
k ̸=j

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

3/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)D−1

jk (z1)BD−1
jk (z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
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1/2
(
D̆−1

j (z2) − D̆−1
jk (z2)

)
BD̆−1

jk (z2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CknN−1.

When k < j, if kn → ∞, we use (102) to get

E

∣∣∣∣∣
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∣∣∣∣∣
≤C
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∗
i Σ
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n1 (z1)sk

∣∣∣2)1/2

≤CN−1 = o(knN−1).

If kn = O(1), without of loss of generality, we assume B =
∑kn

u=1 θubub
∗
u and still utilize (102) to obtain

E

∣∣∣∣∣
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jk (z2)sks
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−1
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∣∣∣∣∣
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≤C

kn∑
u,s=1

E
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kD

−1
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∗
kD̆
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n∑
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∗
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−1
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≤C
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2

× E1/2
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kD
−1
jk (z1)bub

∗
sD̆
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jk (z̄2)sk
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≤CN−1/2

kn∑
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i=1
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∗
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)1/2

≤Ck2
nN−3/2 = o(knN−1).

The treatment for the case when k > j is similar. Therefore, combining the above three equality, we get

E|A212
j (z1, z2)| = o(kn), which is negligible. Then properly using (102), (94) and (93), the conclusion also

holds for A221
j (z1, z2), A112

j (z1, z2), A121
j (z1, z2), A211

j (z1, z2) and A111
j (z1, z2). As for A222

j (z1, z2), there is

essential difficulty in the case kn = O(1), where the above arguments are invalid. Instead, we will prove

max
j=1,··· ,N

E
∣∣A222

j (z1, z2)
∣∣2 = o(k2

n). (104)

Factually,

E
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∑
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)

×
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=A222
j1 (z1, z2) + A222

j2 (z1, z2).

Then by (67) and (94), we have ∣∣A222
j1 (z1, z2)

∣∣ ≤ Ck2
nN−1 = o(kn).

When k1 ̸= k2, we introduce Djk1k2(z1) and D̆jk1k2(z2) defined analogous to Djk(z1) and D̆jk(z2). Our

strategy to analyze A222
j2 (z1, z2) is to decompose all D−1

jk and D̆−1
jk using (44), which leads to 256 extra terms.

For simplicity, we only calculating some typical terms as an illustration. First, obviously,

∑
k1 ̸=k2<j

E

(
n∑

i=1
e∗

i Σ
1/2Σ̃−1

n1 (z1)
(
sk1s

∗
k1

− Σ/N
)
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)BD−1

jk1k2
(z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)BD̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)Σ1/2ei

)

×

(
n∑

i=1
e∗

i Σ
1/2Σ̃−1

n1 (z̄1)
(
sk2s

∗
k2

− Σ/N
)
D−1

jk1k2
(z̄1)BD−1

jk1k2
(z̄1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk1k2

(z̄2)BD̆−1
jk1k2

(z̄2)Σ1/2ei

)
= 0,

due to the conditional independence of sk1 and sk2 when given F−jk1k2 . Also, using Lemma B.4, (67),

(94),(102) and (103), we have

∑
k1 ̸=k2<j

∣∣∣∣∣E
(

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)

(
sk1s

∗
k1

− Σ/N
)
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)BD−1

jk1k2
(z1)sk2s

∗
k2
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)BD̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)Σ1/2ei

)

×

(
n∑

i=1
e∗

i Σ
1/2Σ̃−1

n1 (z̄1)
(
sk2s

∗
k2

− Σ/N
)
D−1

jk1k2
(z̄1)BD−1

jk1k2
(z̄1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk1k2

(z̄2)BD̆−1
jk1k2

(z̄2)Σ1/2ei

)∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∑
k1 ̸=k2<j

n∑
i=1

E

∣∣∣∣∣e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)

(
sk1s

∗
k1

− Σ/N
)
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)BD−1

jk1k2
(z1)sk2s

∗
k2
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)Σ1/2ei

× e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)BD̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)Σ1/2ei × tr
(

diag
(
Σ1/2D̆−1

jk1k2
(z̄2)BD̆−1

jk1k2
(z̄2)Σ1/2

)
× Σ1/2Σ̃−1

n1 (z̄1)
(
sk2s

∗
k2

− Σ/N
)
D−1

jk1k2
(z̄1)BD−1

jk1k2
(z̄1)Σ1/2

)∣∣∣∣∣
≤Ck1/2

n N−1
∑

k1 ̸=k2<j

n∑
i=1

E

∣∣∣∣∣
(
E−jk1k2

∣∣∣e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)

(
sk1s

∗
k1

− Σ/N
)
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)BD−1

jk1k2
(z1)sk2

× s∗
k2

D−1
jk1k2

(z1)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣2)1/2 ∣∣∣e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)BD̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣∣
=Ck1/2

n N−1
∑

k1 ̸=k2<j

n∑
i=1

E

∣∣∣∣∣
(
E−jk1k2

[
E−jk1

∣∣∣e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)

(
sk1s

∗
k1

− Σ/N
)
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)BD−1

jk1k2
(z1)sk2
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× s∗
k2
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣2])1/2 ∣∣∣e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)BD̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣∣
≤Ck1/2

n N−2
∑

k1 ̸=k2<j

n∑
i=1

E

∣∣∣∣∣
(
E−jk1k2

∣∣∣e∗
i Σ

3/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)D−1

jk1k2
(z1)BD−1

jk1k2
(z1)sk2

× s∗
k2
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣2)1/2 ∣∣∣e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)BD̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣∣
≤Ck1/2

n N−3
∑

k1 ̸=k2<j

E
n∑

i=1

∣∣∣e∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)BD̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣ ≤ Ck3/2
n N−1 = o(kn).

Similarly,

∑
k1 ̸=k2<j

∣∣∣∣∣E
(

n∑
i=1

e∗
i Σ

1/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)

(
sk1s

∗
k1

− Σ/N
)
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)sk2s

∗
k2
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)BD−1

jk1k2
(z1)sk2s

∗
k2
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)

× Σ1/2eie
∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)sk2sk2D̆
−1
jk1k2

(z2)BD̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)sk2sk2D̆
−1
jk1k2

(z2)Σ1/2ei

)

×

(
n∑

i=1
e∗

i Σ
1/2Σ̃−1

n1 (z̄1)
(
sk2s

∗
k2

− Σ/N
)
D−1

jk1k2
(z̄1)sk1s

∗
k1
D−1

jk1k2
(z̄1)BD−1

jk1k2
(z̄1)sk1s

∗
k1

× D−1
jk1k2

(z̄1)Σ1/2eie
∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk1k2

(z̄2)sk1sk1D̆
−1
jk1k2

(z̄2)BD̆−1
jk1k2

(z̄2)sk1sk1D̆
−1
jk1k2

(z̄2)Σ1/2ei

)∣∣∣∣∣
≤CN−2

∑
k1 ̸=k2<j

(
n∑

i=1
E−jk1k2

∣∣∣e∗
i Σ

3/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z1)D−1

jk1k2
(z1)sk2s

∗
k2
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)BD−1

jk1k2
(z1)sk2s

∗
k2
D−1

jk1k2
(z1)

× Σ1/2eie
∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)sk2sk2D̆
−1
jk1k2

(z2)BD̆−1
jk1k2

(z2)sk2sk2D̆
−1
jk1k2

(z2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣2)1/2

×

(
n∑

i=1
E−jk1k2

∣∣∣e∗
i Σ

3/2Σ̃−1
n1 (z̄1)D−1

jk1k2
(z̄1)sk1s

∗
k1
D−1

jk1k2
(z̄1)BD−1

jk1k2
(z̄1)sk1s

∗
k1
D−1

jk1k2
(z̄1)

× Σ1/2eie
∗
i Σ

1/2D̆−1
jk1k2

(z̄2)sk1sk1D̆
−1
jk1k2

(z̄2)BD̆−1
jk1k2

(z̄2)sk1sk1D̆
−1
jk1k2

(z̄2)Σ1/2ei

∣∣∣2)1/2

≤CN
(
k8

nN−8 + δ12
n k4

nN−5)1/2
δ6

nk3/2
n N−5/2 = o(kn).

The treatment for the other 253 terms are similar, by a flexible using of Lemma B.4, (67), (94), (102) and

(103), thus omitted here. Then the conclusion is followed by replacing D−1
j with Σ̃−1

n1 repeatedly and using

∥Σ̃−1
n1 (z) − 1

z Σ−1
n (z)∥ = o(1).

E.3. Tightness of M1
n(z)

In this subsection, we focus on proving

sup
n,z1,z2∈Cn

E
∣∣M1

n(z1) − M1
n(z2)

∣∣2
|z1 − z2|2

< ∞. (105)

Notice that under our truncation, (37) and (38) still hold. On the other hand, similar to (73), we have

that ∥D−1(z)∥, ∥D−1
1 (z)∥, |s1M(B)s1|, |s1M(Σ)s1|, |β1(z)|, tr M(Σ)/N , tr M(B)/kn are all bounded by
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C1 + C2nsIΞn , for some constant C1, C2, s > 0, where the event Ξn = {∥Sn∥, ∥S(1)
n ∥ > ηrorλSn

min, λ
S(1)

n
min < ηl},

which holds with overwhelming probability o(n−l). We use M(B) to represent a product of B and one or

several matrices that are bounded in norm almost surely and independent of s1, the meaning of M(D1) is

similar. As a consequence, (71) still holds. Moreover (72) is also correct with a slight change of the order on

the right side, i.e.

sup
z∈Cn

E|γ1(z)|p ≤ Cpδ2p−4
n kp/2−1

n N−p/2, p ≥ 2. (106)

Now we use (44) to get

M1
n(z1) − M1

n(z2)
z1 − z2

=
√

N

kn

N∑
j=1

(Ej − Ej−1) βj(z1)βj(z2)s∗
jD

−1
j (z2)BD−1

j (z1)sjs
∗
jD

−1
j (z1)D−1

j (z2)sj

−
√

N

kn

N∑
j=1

(Ej − Ej−1) βj(z1)s∗
jD

−1
j (z1)D−1

j (z2)BD−1
j (z1)sj

−
√

N

kn

N∑
j=1

(Ej − Ej−1) βj(z2)s∗
jD

−1
j (z2)BD−1

j (z1)D−1
j (z2)sj

=I1(z1, z2) − I2(z1, z2) − I3(z1, z2).

Regarding I2, we further decompose it as

I2(z1, z2) =
√

N

kn

N∑
j=1

(Ej − Ej−1)
[
bn(z1)s∗

jD
−1
j (z1)D−1

j (z2)BD−1
j (z1)sj

− βj(z1)bn(z1)γj(z1)s∗
jD

−1
j (z1)D−1

j (z2)BD−1
j (z1)sj

]
=
√

N

kn
bn(z1)

N∑
j=1

(Ej − Ej−1)
[
s∗

jD
−1
j (z1)D−1

j (z2)BD−1
j (z1)sj

− 1
N

trD−1
j (z1)D−1

j (z2)BD−1
j (z1)Σ

]
−
√

N

kn
bn(z1)

N∑
j=1

(Ej − Ej−1) βj(z1)γj(z1)s∗
jD

−1
j (z1)D−1

j (z2)BD−1
j (z1)sj

=bn(z1)I21(z1, z2) − bn(z1)I22(z1, z2).

By (94) and (71), we have

E|I21(z1, z2)|2 ≤ CNk−1
n

N∑
j=1

E
∣∣∣∣s∗

jD
−1
j (z1)D−1

j (z2)BD−1
j (z1)sj − 1

N
trD−1

j (z1)D−1
j (z2)BD−1

j (z1)Σ
∣∣∣∣2

≤ CN2k−1
n E

∣∣∣∣s∗
1D

−1
1 (z1)D−1

1 (z2)BD−1
1 (z1)s1 − 1

N
trD−1

1 (z1)D−1
1 (z2)BD−1

1 (z1)Σ
∣∣∣∣2

≤ CN2k−1
n knN−2E

(
∥D−1

1 (z1)∥4∥D−1
1 (z2)∥2) ≤ C.

Similarly, by (106), (94) and the argument in subsection E.3, we obtain

E|I22(z1, z2)|2 ≤ CN2k−1
n E

(
|γ1(z1)|2

∣∣s∗
1D

−1
1 (z1)D−1

1 (z2)BD−1
1 (z1)s1

∣∣2 + CnsIΞn

)
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≤CN2k−1
n E

(
|γ1(z1)|2

∣∣∣∣s∗
1M(B)s1 − 1

N
trΣM(B)

∣∣∣∣2 + k2
n

N2 |γ1(z1)|2
∣∣∣∣ trΣM(B)

kn

∣∣∣∣2
)

+ o(n−l)

≤CN2k−1
n

(E|γ1(z1)|4
)1/2

(
E
∣∣∣∣s∗

1M(B)s1 − 1
N

trΣM(B)
∣∣∣∣4
)1/2

+ k2
n

N2E|γ1(z1)|2
+ o(n−l)

≤CN2k−1
n

(
δ2

nk1/2
n N−1δ2

nknN−3/2 + k2
nN−3

)
+ o(n−l) = o(1).

As a conclusion, we have E|I2(z1, z2)|2 < ∞. By the same method, we can also derive that E|I3(z1, z2)|2 < ∞.

Regarding I1, we have

I1(z1, z2) =
√

N

kn

N∑
j=1

(Ej − Ej−1)
[(

bn(z1)bn(z2) + βj(z1)(βj(z2) − bn(z2)) + bn(z2)(βj(z1) − bn(z1))
)

× s∗
jD

−1
j (z2)BD−1

j (z1)sjs
∗
jD

−1
j (z1)D−1

j (z2)sj

]
=
√

N

kn
bn(z1)bn(z2)

N∑
j=1

(Ej − Ej−1)
(
s∗

jD
−1
j (z2)BD−1

j (z1)sjs
∗
jD

−1
j (z1)D−1

j (z2)sj

− 1
N

trΣD−1
j (z2)BD−1

j (z1) 1
N

trΣD−1
j (z2)D−1

j (z1)
)

−
√

N

kn
bn(z2)

N∑
j=1

(Ej − Ej−1)
(
βj(z1)βj(z2)γj(z2)s∗

jD
−1
j (z2)BD−1

j (z1)sjs
∗
jD

−1
j (z1)D−1

j (z2)sj

)
−
√

N

kn
bn(z1)bn(z2)

N∑
j=1

(Ej − Ej−1)
(
βj(z1)γj(z1)s∗

jD
−1
j (z2)BD−1

j (z1)sjs
∗
jD

−1
j (z1)D−1

j (z2)sj

)
= bn(z2)bn(z1)I11(z1, z2) − bn(z2)I12(z1, z2) − bn(z2)bn(z1)I13(z1, z2).

The treatment for I12 and I13 is similar to that of I22, from which we conduct the second moments of the

two terms are all bounded. For I11, we use the elementary inequality

|a1a2 − b1b2|2 ≤ 4|a1 − b1|2|a2 − b2|2 + 4|b1|2|a2 − b2|2 + 2|b2|2|a1 − b1|2,

for any complex number ai, bi, to obtain

E|I11(z1, z2)|2 ≤ 4N2k−1
n E

∣∣∣∣s∗
1M(B)s1s

∗
1M(D1)s1 − 1

N
trΣM(B) 1

N
trΣM(D1)

∣∣∣∣2
≤ CN2k−1

n

(
E
∣∣∣∣s∗

1M(B)s1 − 1
N

trΣM(B)
∣∣∣∣4
)1/2(

E
∣∣∣∣s∗

1M(D1)s1 − 1
N

trΣM(D1)
∣∣∣∣4
)1/2

+ CN2k−1
n E

(∣∣∣∣s∗
1M(D1)s1 − 1

N
trΣM(D1)

∣∣∣∣2 k2
n

N2 + CnsIΞn

)

+ CN2k−1
n E

(∣∣∣∣s∗
1M(B)s1 − 1

N
trΣM(B)

∣∣∣∣2 + CnsIΞn

)
≤ C

(
δ4

nk1/2
n N−1/2 + kn/N + 1

)
+ o(n−l) ≤ C.

Therefore (105) is proved.
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E.4. Convergence of the non-random part

We assert that

sup
z∈Cn

√
N

kn

∣∣∣E trD−1(z)B − tr
(
−zIn − zm0

n(z)Σ
)−1

B
∣∣∣ → 0.

Factually, the process is absolutely the same as in subsection D.1.5 due to a minor modification of the order.

Thus we omit the repeated steps here.

F. Proof of Theorem 4.1

Notice that under H0, we can rewrite (27) as

∆n(f) = tr f(Sn)(In − Z0) − n − rn

2πi

∮
Γ

f(z)
z + zmn(z)dz

= tr f(Sn)(In − Z0) − n − rn

2πi

∮
Γ

f(z)
z + zm0

n(z)dz

+ n − rn

2πi

∮
Γ

f(z)(mn(z) − m0
n(z))

z(1 + m0
n(z))(1 + mn(z))dz

= − 1
2πi

∮
Γ

f(z) tr
(
D−1(z) −

(
−zIn − zm0

n(z)Σ
)−1
)

(In − Z0)dz

+ n − rn

2πiN

∮
Γ

f(z)N(mn(z) − m0
n(z))

z(1 + m0
n(z))2 dz + oP(1)

= − 1
2πi

∮
Γ

f(z) tr
(
D−1(z) −

(
−zIn − zm0

n(z)Σ
)−1
)

×(
In − Z0 − n − rn

zN(1 + m0
n(z))2 In

)
dz + oP(1).

Thus our Lemma C.1 can be applied to the case that Bn is z-dependent, i.e. Bn(z) = In−Z0− n−rn

zN(1+m0
n

(z))2 In.

Thus we only need to plug this into the representations for the quantities appeared in Theorem 2.1. Taking

Pn(z) for example, we have

Pn(z) = 1
N

tr Σ−2
n (z)Σ

(
In − Z0 − n − rn

zN(1 + m0
n(z))2 In

)
= n − rn

N(1 + m0
n(z))2 − (n − rn)2

zN2(1 + m0
n(z))4 − n − rn

zN2(1 + m0
n(z))2

rn∑
i=1

1 + di

(1 + (1 + di)m0
n(z))2 .

(107)

Similarly, we define

Qn(z) = n − rn

N(1 + m0
n(z))3

(
1 − n − rn

zN(1 + m0
n(z))2

)
− n − rn

zN2(1 + m0
n(z))2

rn∑
i=1

(1 + di)2

(1 + (1 + di)m0
n(z))3 . (108)

In the sequel, we write mi for m0
n(zi) for notation simplicity. We further define

V1
n(z1, z2) = n − rn

z1(1 + m1)z2
2(1 + m2)2N

(
1 − n − rn

z2N(1 + m2)2

)
− n − rn

z1z3
2N2(1 + m2)2

rn∑
i=1

(1 + di)2

(1 + (1 + di)m2)2 (1 + (1 + di)m1)
,

(109)
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V2
n(z1, z2) = n − rn

z2
1(1 + m1)2z2

2(1 + m2)2N

(
1 − n − rn

z2N(1 + m2)2

)
− n − rn

z2
1z3

2N2(1 + m2)2

rn∑
i=1

(1 + di)3

(1 + (1 + di)m2)2 (1 + (1 + di)m1)2 ,

(110)

U1
n(z1, z2) = 1

z1z2
2N

rn∑
i=1

(1 + di)3

(1 + (1 + di)m2)2 (1 + (1 + di)m1)
+ n − rn

z1(1 + m1)z2
2(1 + m2)2N

, (111)

U2
n(z1, z2) = 1

z2
1z2

2N

rn∑
i=1

(1 + di)4

(1 + (1 + di)m2)2 (1 + (1 + di)m1)2 + n − rn

z2
1(1 + m1)2z2

2(1 + m2)2N
, (112)

and

V3
n(z1, z2) = n − rn

z2
1(1 + m1)2z2

2(1 + m2)2N

(
1 − n − rn

z2N(1 + m2)2

)(
1 − n − rn

z1N(1 + m1)2

)
+ (n − rn)2

z3
1z3

2N3(1 + m2)2(1 + m1)2

rn∑
i=1

(1 + di)2

(1 + (1 + di)m2)2 (1 + (1 + di)m1)2 .

(113)

To give the expression for V 1
n (z1, z2) and simplify notation, we first introduce the following functions defined

for d > 0,

g1(d, z) = 1 + d

1 + (1 + d)m0
n(z) , g2(d, z) = 1 + d

(1 + (1 + d)m0
n(z))2 , g3(d, z) = (1 + d)2

(1 + (1 + d)m0
n(z))2 .

Then we define

Ṽ1
n(z1, z2) = 1

z1(1 + m1)z2
2(1 + m2)2N

(
1 − n − rn

z2N(1 + m2)2

) n∑
k=1

[(In − Z0)kk]2

+ 1
z1z2

2(1 + m2)2N

(
1 − n − rn

z2N(1 + m2)2

) n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

g1(di, z1)v2
ik (In − Z0)kk

− n − rn

z1z3
2(1 + m1)(1 + m2)2N2

n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

g2(di, z2)v2
ik (In − Z0)kk

− n − rn

z1z3
2(1 + m2)2N2

n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

rn∑
j=1

g1(di, z1)v2
ik · g2(dj , z2)v2

jk,

(114)

Ṽ2
n(z1, z2) = 1

z2
1(1 + m1)2z2

2(1 + m2)2N

(
1 − n − rn

z2N(1 + m2)2

) n∑
k=1

[(In − Z0)kk]2

+ 1
z2

1z2
2(1 + m2)2N

(
1 − n − rn

z2N(1 + m2)2

) n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

g3(di, z1)v2
ik (In − Z0)kk

− n − rn

z2
1z3

2(1 + m1)2(1 + m2)2N2

n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

g2(di, z2)v2
ik (In − Z0)kk

− n − rn

z2
1z3

2(1 + m2)2N2

n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

rn∑
j=1

g3(di, z1)v2
ik · g2(dj , z2)v2

jk,

(115)
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Ṽ3
n(z1, z2) = 1

z2
1(1 + m1)2z2

2(1 + m2)2N

(
1 − n − rn

z2N(1 + m2)2

)(
1 − n − rn

z1N(1 + m1)2

) n∑
k=1

[(In − Z0)kk]2

− n − rn

z3
1z2

2(1 + m1)2(1 + m2)2N2

(
1 − n − rn

z2N(1 + m2)2

) n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

g2(di, z1)v2
ik (In − Z0)kk

− n − rn

z2
1z3

2(1 + m1)2(1 + m2)2N2

(
1 − n − rn

z1N(1 + m1)2

) n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

g2(di, z1)v2
ik (In − Z0)kk

+ (n − rn)2

z3
1z3

2N3(1 + m2)2(1 + m1)2

n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

rn∑
j=1

g2(di, z1)v2
ik · g2(dj , z2)v2

jk,

(116)

and

Ũ1
n(z1, z2) = 1

z1(1 + m1)z2
2(1 + m2)2N

n∑
k=1

[(In − Z0)kk]2

+ 1
z1z2

2(1 + m2)2N

n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

g1(di, z1)v2
ik (In − Z0)kk

+ 1
z1z2

2(1 + m1)N

n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

g2(di, z2)v2
ik (In − Z0)kk

+ 1
z1z2

2N

rn∑
j=1

g1(di, z1)v2
ik · g2(dj , z2)v2

jk,

(117)

Ũ2
n(z1, z2) = 1

z2
1(1 + m1)2z2

2(1 + m2)2N

n∑
k=1

[(In − Z0)kk]2

+ 1
z2

1z2
2(1 + m2)2N

n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

g2(di, z1)v2
ik (In − Z0)kk

+ 1
z2

1z2
2(1 + m1)2N

n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

g2(di, z2)v2
ik (In − Z0)kk

+ 1
z1z2

2N

rn∑
j=1

g2(di, z1)v2
ik · g2(dj , z2)v2

jk

(118)

Ã(z1, z2) = m1m2
(1 + m1)(1 + m2)N

n∑
k=1

[(In − Z0)kk]2 + m1m2
(1 + m2)N

n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

g1(di, z1)v2
ik (In − Z0)kk

+ m1m2
(1 + m1)N

n∑
k=1

rn∑
i=1

g1(di, z2)v2
ik (In − Z0)kk + m1m2

N

rn∑
j=1

g1(di, z1)v2
ik · g1(dj , z2)v2

jk

(119)

We finally analogously define

Gn(z) = Pn(z)
z2

(
1 − (m0

n(z))2(n − rn)
N(1 + m0

n(z))2 − (m0
n(z))2

N

rn∑
i=1

g3(di, z)
)−1

, (120)

An(z1, z2) = 1 + m0
n(z1)m0

n(z2)(z1 − z2)
m0

n(z2) − m0
n(z1) , (121)
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and

Z1
n(z1, z2) = V1

n(z1, z2) + Gn(z2)z2
2(m0

n(z2))2U1
n(z1, z2). (122)

Now we are in a position to give the mean and covariance function, before doing so, we let

C1
n(z1, z2) = (m0

n(z2) − m0
n(z1))z1z2

z2 − z1

(
V3

n(z1, z2) + z2
2(m0

n(z2))2G(z2)V2
n(z2, z1)

+ z2
1(m0

n(z1))2G(z1)V2
n(z1, z2) + z2

1z2
2(m0

n(z1))2(m0
n(z2))2G(z1)G(z2)U2

n(z1, z2)
)

+ (m0
n(z2) − m0

n(z1))2z1z2

m0
n(z1)m0

n(z2)(z2 − z1)2

(
z1z2m0

n(z1)m0
n(z2)Z1

n(z1, z2)Z1
n(z2, z1)

− z1m0
n(z1)g(z1)Z1

n(z1, z2) − z2m0
n(z2)G(z2)Z1

n(z2, z1) + G(z1)G(z2)An(z1, z2)
)

,

(123)

C2
n(z1, z2) = z1z2m0

n(z1)m0
n(z2)

(
E |X11|4 − 3

)(
Ṽ3

n(z1, z2) + z2
2(m0

n(z2))2G(z2)Ṽ2
n(z2, z1)

+ z2
1(m0

n(z1))2G(z1)Ṽ2
n(z1, z2) + z2

1z2
2(m0

n(z1))2(m0
n(z2))2G(z1)G(z2)Ũ2

n(z1, z2)

− z1m0
n(z1)G(z1)Ṽ1

n(z1, z2) − z1m0
n(z1)z2

2(m0
n(z2))2G(z1)G(z2)Ũ1

n(z1, z2)

− z2m0
n(z2)G(z2)Ṽ1

n(z2, z1) − z2m0
n(z2)z2

1(m0
n(z1))2G(z1)G(z2)Ũ1

n(z2, z1) + G(z1)G(z2)Ãn(z1, z2)
)

,

(124)

and

En(z) = (m0
n(z))2

z
(

1 − n(m0
n

(z))2

N(1+m0
n(z))2

)
 Pn(z) nm0

n(z)
N(1+m0

n
(z))3(

1 − n(m0
n

(z))2

N(1+m0
n(z))2

) − Qn(z)


+
(
E |X11|4 − 3

)
z2(m0

n(z))2

(
m0

n(z)Pn(z)Ũ1
n(z, z)

(
1 − n(m0

n(z))2

N(1 + m0
n(z))2

)−1

− Ṽ1
n(z, z)

)
.

(125)

Then the asymptotic mean and variance can be written as

µ(f, rn, n, N) = − 1
2πi

∮
Γ

f(z)En(z)dz, (126)

and

ϱ(f, rn, n, N) = − 1
4π2

∮ ∮
Γ1×Γ2

f(z1)f(z2)
(
2C1

n(z1, z2) + C2
n(z1, z2)

)
dz1dz2. (127)

G. Proof of Auxiliary Lemmas and results

In this section, we will give the proof of some auxiliary lemmas and results utilized in the proof.

G.1. Proof of (36)
Proof. Firstly, it is easy to derive from (32) that

1 − σn < 1 − σ2
n = o(n−1), |EX̂11| = o(n−3/2).

Then by the techniques in subsection D.1.5, on the one hand, both ∥(Ŝn − zIn)−1∥ and ∥(S̃n − zIn)−1∥ can
boil down to C + CnsIΞn

uniformly in supz∈Cn
, where Ξn holds with overwhelming probability. On the other
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hand, all underlying random variables are bounded by
√

n, which leads to

sup
z∈Cn

E
∣∣∣∣tr((Ŝn − zIn

)−1
−
(
S̃n − zIn

)−1
)
B

∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

z∈Cn

nE
∥∥∥∥(S̃n − zIn

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥(Ŝn − zIn

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥Ŝn − S̃n

∥∥∥
≤E

∥∥∥X̂nX̂
∗
n − X̃nX̃

∗
n

∥∥∥+ o(n−ℓ)

≤1 − σ2
n

σ2
n

E
∥∥∥X̂nX̂

∗
n

∥∥∥+ 2
σ2

n

∥∥∥EX̂n

∥∥∥E∥∥∥X̂∗
n

∥∥∥+ 1
σ2

n

∥∥∥EX̂n

∥∥∥2

≤Cn
(
1 − σ2

n

)
+ Cn1/2

∥∥∥EX̂n

∥∥∥+ C
∥∥∥EX̂n

∥∥∥2
= o (1) ,

where the last step we use the fact ∥∥∥EX̂n

∥∥∥ =
√

nN |EX̂11| = o
(

n−1/2
)

.

We thus complete the proof of this part.

G.2. Proof of Lemma B.5
Proof. We follow the method of [3]. First, we have

x∗
gMxf − E(g(X1)f(X1)) trM =

n∑
i=1

mii

(
g(Xi)f(Xi) − Eg(Xi)f(Xi)

)
+

n∑
i=1

i−1∑
j=1

mijg(Xi)f(Xj) +
n∑

i=1

i−1∑
j=1

mjig(Xj)f(Xi) = R1 + R2 + R3

For the first term, using Lemma B.2, we have

E |R1|p ≤ Cp

{( n∑
i=1

|mii|2E
∣∣∣g(Xi)f(Xi) − Eg(Xi)f(Xi)

∣∣∣2 )p/2
+

n∑
i=1

|mii|pE
∣∣∣g(Xi)f(Xi) − Eg(Xi)f(Xi)

∣∣∣p}

≤ Cp

{(
E|g(X1)f(X1)|2

n∑
i=1

|mii|2
)p/2

+ E|g(X1)f(X1)|p
n∑

i=1
|mii|p

}

≤ Cp

{(
E|g(X1)f(X1)|2 trM∗M

)p/2
+ E|g(X1)f(X1)|p tr(M∗M)p/2

}
,

where the last inequality we use that for any convex function f ,
n∑

i=1
f(mii) ≤

n∑
i=1

f(si(M)). (128)

Similarly, we denote Ei by taking conditional expectation given (X1, · · · , Xi), and properly utilize Lemma
B.2, Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.4 to acquire

E |R2|p ≤ Cp

E

 n∑
i=1

Ei−1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
i−1∑
j=1

mijg(Xi)f(Xj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2


p/2

+
n∑

i=1
E

∣∣∣∣∣∣
i−1∑
j=1

mijg(Xi)f(Xj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

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≤ Cp

E

 n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
i−1∑
j=1

mijf(Xj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2


p/2

+ E|g(X1)|p
n∑

i=1
E

∣∣∣∣∣∣
i−1∑
j=1

mijf(Xj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p


≤ Cp

E

 n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣Ei−1

i−1∑
j=1

mijf(Xj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2


p/2

+ E|g(X1)|pE|f(X1)|p
n∑

i=1

i−1∑
j=1

|mij |p

+E|g(X1)|p
n∑

i=1

i−1∑
j=1

|mij |2
p/2


≤ Cp

E

 n∑
i=1

Ei−1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
i−1∑
j=1

mijf(Xj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2


p/2

+ E|g(X1)|pE|f(X1)|p
n∑

i=1

(
(M∗M)ii

)p/2


≤ Cp

E

 n∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
i−1∑
j=1

mijf(Xj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2


p/2

+ E|g(X1)|pE|f(X1)|p
n∑

i=1

(
(M∗M)ii

)p/2


≤ Cp

{
E
∣∣x∗

fM
∗Mxf

∣∣p/2 + E|g(X1)|pE|f(X1)|p tr(M∗M)p/2
}

≤ Cp

{
(trM∗M)p/2 +

(
E1/2|f(X1)|4 trM∗M

)p/2
+ E|f(X1)|p tr(M∗M)p/2

+ E|g(X1)|pE|f(X1)|p tr(M∗M)p/2
}

≤ Cp

{(
E1/2|f(X1)|4 trM∗M

)p/2
+ E|g(X1)|pE|f(X1)|p tr(M∗M)p/2

}
By the same method, we have

E |R3|p ≤ Cp

{(
E1/2|g(X1)|4 trM∗M

)p/2
+ E|g(X1)|pE|f(X1)|p tr(M∗M)p/2

}
Hence the proof is complete by combining the above three inequalities.

G.3. Proof of Lemma D.1
Proof. First of all, by (45) we have∣∣∣∣ 1

N
trD−1

j (z)BD−1
j (z)Σ − 1

N
trD−1(z)BD−1(z)Σ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2
Nv2 . (129)

Define Σ̃n(z) = zI − bn(z)Σ, (2.10) in [4] shows that

||Σ̃−1
n (z)|| ≤ 1 + cn/v

v
. (130)

We then decompose D−1(z) in the following way:

D−1(z) = −Σ̃−1
n (z) + bn(z)A(z) + B(z) + C(z), (131)
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where

A(z) =
N∑

j=1
Σ̃−1

n (z)
(
sjs

∗
j − N−1Σ

)
D−1

j (z),

B(z) =
N∑

j=1
(βj(z) − bn(z)) Σ̃−1

n (z)sjs
∗
jD

−1
j (z),

and

C(z) = N−1bn(z)Σ̃−1
n (z)Σ

N∑
j=1

(
D−1

j (z) − D−1(z)
)

.

By now, together with (4.3) in [3] and (130), we have

E
∣∣trB(z)BD−1(z)Σ

∣∣ ≤ NE
∣∣∣(β1(z) − bn(z)) s∗

1D
−1
j (z)BD−1(z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)s1

∣∣∣
≤ N

(
E |β1(z) − bn(z)|2

)1/2 (
E
(

|s1|4||D−1
j (z)BD−1(z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)||2
))1/2

≤ K
1 + cn/v

v3 N1/2,

(132)

where the last step we use E(|s1|4) ≤ K which is easy to check. Regarding C(z), using (45), we get

∣∣trC(z)BD−1(z)Σ
∣∣ ≤ |z|

Nv

N∑
j=1

∣∣∣tr (D−1
j (z) − D−1(z)

)
BD−1(z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)Σ
∣∣∣ ≤ |z|(1 + cn/v)

v3 (133)

As for A(z), we further decompose D−1(z) to obtain

∣∣trA(z)BD−1(z)Σ
∣∣ =

N∑
j=1

tr Σ̃−1
n (z)

(
sjs

∗
j − N−1Σ

)
D−1

j (z)BD−1(z)Σ

= −
N∑

j=1
βj(z) tr Σ̃−1

n (z)sjs
∗
jD

−1
j (z)BD−1

j (z)sjs
∗
jD

−1
j (z)Σ

− 1
N

N∑
j=1

tr Σ̃−1
n (z)ΣD−1

j (z)B
(
D−1(z) − D−1

j (z)
)
Σ

+
N∑

j=1
tr Σ̃−1

n (z)
(
sjs

∗
j − N−1Σ

)
D−1

j (z)BD−1
j (z)Σ

:=A1(z) + A2(z) + A3(z).

Using (45) and (43), we arrive at

|A2(z)| ≤ 1 + cn/v

v3 , (134)

and
E|A3(z)| ≤ KN1/2. (135)
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Again utilizing (4.3) of [3] and (43), we have

E
∣∣∣∣βj(z)s∗

jD
−1
j (z)BD−1

j (z)sjs
∗
jD

−1
j (z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)sj − bn(z)
N2 tr

(
D−1

j (z)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z)Σ

)
tr
(
D−1

j (z)BD−1
j (z)Σ

)∣∣∣∣
≤E

(
|β1(z) − bn(z)|

∣∣∣∣ 1
N

tr
(
D−1

1 (z)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z)Σ

) 1
N

tr
(
D−1

1 (z)BD−1
1 (z)Σ

)∣∣∣∣)
+ E

(
|β1(z)|

∣∣∣∣s∗
1D

−1
1 (z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)s1 − 1
N

tr
(
D−1

1 (z)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z)Σ

)∣∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣ 1
N

tr
(
D−1

1 (z)BD−1
1 (z)Σ

)∣∣∣∣)
+ E

(
|β1(z)|

∣∣∣s∗
1D

−1
1 (z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)s1

∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣s∗
1D

−1
1 (z)BD−1

1 (z)s1 − 1
N

tr
(
D−1

1 (z)BD−1
1 (z)Σ

)∣∣∣∣)

≤K1
(
E|β1(z) − bn(z)|2

)1/2 + K2

(
E
∣∣∣∣s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)s1 − 1
N

tr
(
D−1

1 (z)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z)Σ

)∣∣∣∣2
)1/2

+ K3

(
E
∣∣∣s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)s1

∣∣∣2)1/2
(
E
∣∣∣∣s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BD−1

1 (z)s1 − 1
N

tr
(
D−1

1 (z)BD−1
1 (z)Σ

)∣∣∣∣2
)1/2

≤KN−1/2.

(136)

Moreover, using (45), we have∣∣∣tr(D−1
j (z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)Σ
)

tr
(
D−1

j (z)BD−1
j (z)Σ

)
− tr

(
D−1(z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)Σ
)

tr
(
D−1(z)BD−1(z)Σ

)∣∣∣ ≤ KN

(137)
Together with (136), (137), we get

E
∣∣∣∣A1(z) + bn(z)

N
tr
(
D−1(z)ΣΣ̃−1

n (z)Σ
)

tr
(
D−1(z)BD−1(z)Σ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ KN1/2 (138)

Utilize (43) again we have for any non-random n × n M whose spectral norm is bounded in n,

E |tr (A(z)M)| ≤ KN1/2, (139)

thus together with a similar argument for (132), (133), we have

E
∣∣∣tr (D−1(z)M

)
− tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z)M
)∣∣∣ ≤ KN1/2. (140)

Hence combining (132), (133), (138) and (140), we have

tr
(
D−1(z)BD−1(z)Σ

)
=b2

n(z)
N

tr
(
D−1(z)BD−1(z)Σ tr Σ̃−1

n (z)ΣΣ̃−1
n (z)Σ

)
+ tr

(
Σ̃−1

n (z)BΣ̃−1
n (z)Σ

)
+ A4(z),

where E|A4(z)| ≤ KN1/2. According to (2.17) in [4], we have∣∣∣∣tr(Σ̃−1
n (z)M

)
− 1

z
tr
(

Σ−1
n (z)M

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ KN1/2. (141)

Therefore

tr
(
D−1(z)BD−1(z)Σ

)
=
(
m0

n(z)
)2

N
tr
(
D−1(z)BD−1(z)Σ tr Σ−1

n (z)ΣΣ−1
n (z)Σ

)
+ 1

z2 tr
(

Σ−1
n (z)BΣ−1

n (z)Σ
)

+ A5(z),
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where E|A5(z)| ≤ KN1/2. By (4.2) and (4.6) in [4], there exists some δ > 0 such that

inf
z∈C

∣∣∣∣∣1 −
(
m0

n(z)
)2

N
tr
(

Σ−1
n (z)ΣΣ−1

n (z)Σ
)∣∣∣∣∣ > δ (142)

for n large enough, which indicates that

tr
(
D−1(z)BD−1(z)Σ

)
= 1

z2 tr
(

Σ−1
n (z)BΣ−1

n (z)Σ
)(

1 −
(
m0

n(z)
)2

N
tr
(

Σ−1
n (z)ΣΣ−1

n (z)Σ
))−1

+ A6(z),

where E|A6(z)| ≤ KN1/2. Then the conclusion follows from (129).

G.4. Proof of Lemma D.2
Proof. First, we have

E|x∗My|2 = E(
∑
i,j

mijXiYj)(
∑
i,j

m̄ijXiY j)

=
∑
i,j

|mij |2E|Xi|2E|Yj |2 = ||M ||2F ,

where the second equality is due to the independence of x and y, and the assumption E(X1) = E(Y1) = 0.
Regarding the latter quantity, we denote the double index i = (i1, i2) and mi = mi1i2Xi1Yi2 , then

E|x∗My|4 = E

∑
i

|mi|2 +
∑
i ̸=j

mim̄j

2

=E

(∑
i

|mi|2
)2

+ E

∑
i ̸=j

mim̄j

2

+ 2E

∑
i

|mi|2
∑
i ̸=j

mim̄j


=E

∑
i

|mi|4 + E
∑
i ̸=j

|mi|2|mj |2 + E

∑
i̸=j

mim̄j

2

,

(143)

where the last equality follows that

E

∑
i

|mi|2
∑
i̸=j

mim̄j

 =
∑

(i1,i2 )̸=(j1,j2),(k1,k2)

mi1,i2m̄j1,j2 |mk1,k2 |2E
(
Xi1Xj1Yi2Y j2 |Xk1 |2|Yk2 |2

)
= 0.

Because either i1 ≠ j1 or i2 ≠ j2, in both cases E
(
Xi1Xj1Yi2Y j2 |Xk1 |2|Yk2 |2

)
= 0. For the first term in (143),

we have
E
∑

i

|mi|4 =
∑
i1,i2

|mi1,i2 |4E|Xi1 |4E|Yi2 |4 = E|X1|4E|Y1|4
∑
i1,i2

|mi1,i2 |4.

Regaring the second term, similarly, we get

E
∑
i ̸=j

|mi|2|mj |2 =
∑

(i1,i2 )̸=(j1,j2)

|mi1,i2 |2|mj1,j2 |2E
(
|Xi1 |2|Xj1 |2|Yi2 |2|Yj2 |2

)
=

∑
i1,i2 ̸=j2

|mi1,i2 |2|mi1,j2 |2E|Xi1 |4E|Yi2 |2E|Yj2 |2

+
∑

i2,i1 ̸=j1

|mi1,i2 |2|mj1,i2 |2E|Yi2 |4E|Xi1 |2E|Xj1 |2
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+
∑

i2 ̸=j2,i1 ̸=j1

|mi1,i2 |2|mj1,j2 |2E|Xi1 |2E|Xj1 |2E|Yi2 |2E|Yj2 |2

≤ max(E|X1|4,E|Y1|4)
∑

(i1,i2 )̸=(j1,j2)

|mi1,i2 |2|mj1,j2 |2.

Then we have the sum of the first term is less than

E|X1|4E|Y1|4
∑

i1,i2

|mi1,i2 |2
2

= E|X1|4E|Y1|4||M ||4F .

Similarly, we have

E

∑
i ̸=j

mim̄j

2

≤ 2||M ||4F .

Thus the the desired result is acquired with K = E|X1|4E|Y1|4 + 2.

G.5. Proof of Lemma D.3
Proof. Firstly, by Lemma B.4, we have for any matrix M1, M2 independent of s1 and bounded in spectral
norm,

E
∣∣∣∣s∗

1M1yx∗M2s1 − 1
N

x∗M2ΣM1y
∣∣∣∣p ≤ Kpδ2p−4

n N−2, p ≥ 2, (144)

thus obviously,
E |s∗

1M1yx∗M2s1|p ≤ Kpδ2p−4
n N−2, p ≥ 2. (145)

Then using martingale decomposition for D−1(z) − ED−1(z) and (145) we have

E
∣∣x∗M1

(
D−1(z) − ED−1(z)

)
M2y

∣∣2
≤K

N∑
j=1

E
∣∣s∗

jD
−1
j (z)M2yx∗M1D

−1
j (z)sj

∣∣2
≤KN−1

(146)

Again, following the decomposition above (2.5) in [2], we have

x∗M1

(
ED−1(z) − (−zIn − zEmn(z)Σ)−1

)
M2y

=N

z
Eβ1(z)

[
s∗

1D
−1(z)M2yx∗M1Σ̂

−1
n (z)s1 − 1

N
x∗M1Σ̂

−1
n (z)ΣED−1(z)M2y

]
=N

z
Eβ1(z)

[
s∗

1D
−1(z)M2yx∗M1Σ̂

−1
n (z)s1 − 1

N
x∗M1Σ̂

−1
n (z)ΣD−1

1 (z)M2y
]

+ 1
z
Eβ1(z)

[
x∗M1Σ̂

−1
n (z)Σ

(
D−1

1 (z) − D−1(z)
)
M2y

]
+ 1

z
Eβ1(z)

[
x∗M1Σ̂

−1
n (z)Σ

(
D−1(z) − ED−1(z)

)
M2y

]
=δ1(z) + δ2(z) + δ3(z).
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By (144), we have

|δ1(z)| ≤ N

|z|

∣∣∣∣Eβ1(z)̃b1(z)ε1(z)
[
s∗

1D
−1(z)M2yx∗M1Σ̂

−1
n (z)s1 − 1

N
x∗M1Σ̂

−1
n (z)ΣD−1

1 (z)M2y
]∣∣∣∣

≤ KN
(
E|ε1(z)|2

)1/2
(
E
∣∣∣∣s∗

1D
−1(z)M2yx∗M1Σ̂

−1
n (z)s1 − 1

N
x∗M1Σ̂

−1
n (z)ΣD−1

1 (z)M2y
∣∣∣∣2
)1/2

≤ KN−1/2.

(147)

By (44) and (145), we get

|δ2(z)| ≤ K

(
E
∣∣∣s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)M2yx∗M1Σ̂

−1
n (z)ΣD−1

1 (z)s1

∣∣∣2)1/2
≤ KN−1. (148)

Similar to (146), we have
|δ3(z)| ≤ KN−1/2. (149)

combining (146)-(149) we get the desired result.

G.6. Proof of Lemma E.1
Proof. Before proceeding, let us introduce some notations here. We define X̃ij = Xij−X̂ij = XijI{|Xij |>δnk

1/4
n n1/4

}−

EXijI{|Xij |>δnk
1/4
n n1/4

}, and s̃j be the corresponding random vectors where Xij is replaced by X̃ij . ŝj is
similarly defined. Now we give some useful quadratic bounds based on Lemma B.5. Let M be a n × n matrix
of rank sn

4 and independent of s1, then by direct computation, we have

E

∣∣∣∣∣ŝ∗
1Ms̃1 − EX̂11X̃11

N
trMΣ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤ CN−2σ̃2
nsnE∥M∥2, (150)

where we define σ̃2
n = E|X̃11|2, which owns the following estimates by (90).

σ̃2
n = o(k−1/2

n N−1/2). (151)

Similarly, we have

E

∣∣∣∣∣s∗
1Ms̃1 − EX11X̃11

N
trMΣ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤ CN−2snE∥M∥2E
(

|X11|2|X̃11|2
)

. (152)

Moreover, By Lemma B.5, we have for any p ≥ 4,

E

∣∣∣∣∣ŝ∗
1Ms̃1 − EX̂11X̃11

N
trMΣ

∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤ CpN−pE∥M∥p
(
Ep/4|X̃11|4sp/2

n + E|X̃11|pE|X̂11|psn

)
. (153)

Similarly, we have for any q ≥ 2

E

∣∣∣∣∣ŝ∗
1Ms1 − EX̂11X11

n
trMΣ

∣∣∣∣∣
p

≤ Cpn−pE∥M∥p
(

sp/2
n + δ2p−4

n (knN)p/2−1sn

)
. (154)

4Here the rank sn may take values 1, kn or n, for different purpose.
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Let σ̂2
n = E|X̂11|2, from (151), it is easy to see

sup
z∈Cn

N

kn
E
∣∣∣tr(D̂−1(z) − D̆−1(z)

)
B
∣∣∣2 ≤ Nkn

(1 − σ̂2
n)2

σ̂4
n

sup
z∈Cn

E
(

∥D̂−1(z)∥2∥D̆−1(z)∥2∥Ŝn∥2
)

≤CNkn

σ̂4
n

(
E|X11|2I{|Xij |>δnk

1/4
n n1/4

})2
≤ Cδ4

n

(
δ−4

n E|X11|4I{|Xij |>δnk
1/4
n n1/4

})2
= o(1).

Consequently, to prove Lemma E.1, we only need to prove the following

sup
z∈Cn

N

kn
E| tr

(
D−1(z) − D̂−1(z)

)
B|2 → 0. (155)

From (44), we know that (155) will be verified by the following two assertions

sup
z∈Cn

E
∣∣∣∣ N∑

j=1
βj(z) tr D̂

−1
(z)s̃js∗

j D−1
j (z)B

∣∣∣∣2 = o(knN−1) (156)

sup
z∈Cn

E
∣∣∣∣ N∑

j=1
β̂j(z) tr D̂

−1
j (z)ŝj s̃∗

j D−1(z)B
∣∣∣∣2 = o(knN−1). (157)

Due to similarity, we only prove (156), where the expectation will be expanded as

♢1 =
N∑

j=1
E
∣∣βj(z) tr D̂−1(z)s̃js

∗
jD

−1
j (z)B

∣∣2,

and

♢2 =
∑

j1 ̸=j2

Es∗
j1
D−1(z)BD̂−1(z)s̃j1 s̃

∗
j2
D̂−1(z̄)BD−1(z̄)sj2 .

Therefore, we only need to prove that supz∈Cn
♢1 and supz∈Cn

♢2 are both o(knN−1). From (44), we could
control ♢1 by

♢1 ≤ CNE
∣∣∣β1(z)s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BD̂−1

1 (z)s̃1

∣∣∣2︸ ︷︷ ︸
♢11(z)

+ CNE
∣∣∣β1(z)β̂1(z)s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BD̂−1

1 (z)ŝ1ŝ
∗
1D̂

−1
1 (z)s̃1

∣∣∣2︸ ︷︷ ︸
♢12(z)

.

By (71), (73) and (152), we have

sup
z∈Cn

♢11(z) ≤ CN · o(N−2kn) + o(n−ℓ) = o(knN−1).

Similarly, by (71), (73), (153) and (154), we have

♢12(z) ≤CNE1/2
∣∣∣s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BD̂−1

1 (z)ŝ1

∣∣∣4 E1/2
∣∣∣ŝ∗

1D̂
−1
1 (z)s̃1 − n−1EX̂11X̃11 tr D̂−1

1 (z)Σ
∣∣∣4

+ CNE∥D̂−1
1 (z)∥2

(
EX11I{|X11|>δnk

1/4
n n1/4}

)2
E
∣∣∣s∗

1D
−1
1 (z)BD̂−1

1 (z)ŝ1

∣∣∣2
≤CN

(
k4

nN−4 + δ4
nk2

nN−3)1/2 ·
(
o(N−2) + o(N−3)

)1/2 + CN · o(N−3/2k−3/2
n )(k2

nN−2)
=o(knN−1),

where the last o(knN−1) holds uniformly in z ∈ Cn and we use the fact deduced from (90) that

E|X11|I{|X11|>ηnk
1/4
n n1/4} = o(k−3/4

n n−3/4).
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Now we have proved that supz∈Cn
♢1 = o(knN−1), the remaining part will focus on ♢2, which will be further

decomposed by

D−1(z) =D−1
j1j2

(z) − βj1j2(z)D−1
j1j2

(z)sj2s
∗
j2
D−1

j1j2
(z) − βj1(z)D−1

j1j2
(z)sj1s

∗
j1
D−1

j1j2
(z)

+ βj1(z)βj1j2(z)D−1
j1j2

(z)sj2s
∗
j2
D−1

j1j2
(z)sj1s

∗
j1
D−1

j1j2
(z)

+ βj1(z)βj1j2(z)D−1
j1j2

(z)sj1s
∗
j1
D−1

j1j2
(z)sj2s

∗
j2
D−1

j1j2
(z)

+ βj1(z)β2
j1j2

(z)D−1
j1j2

(z)sj2s
∗
j2
D−1

j1j2
(z)sj1s

∗
j1
D−1

j1j2
(z)sj2s

∗
j2
D−1

j1j2
(z).

(158)

As a result, 64 = 1296 extra terms appears. However, since the expansions of ♢2 are rather complicated, as
an illustration, we only present estimates for some typical terms; other terms can be estimated similarly. We
will evaluate the following terms of ♢2:

♢21(z), ♢22(z), ♢23(z), ♢24(z).

Their definitions will be given below, when the corresponding terms are evaluated. To start with, we have

sup
z∈Cn

|♢21(z)| =N(N − 1) sup
z∈Cn

∣∣∣E(E−12s
∗
1D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)s̃1E−12s̃
∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s2

)∣∣∣
≤C

∣∣∣EX11X̃11

∣∣∣2 sup
z∈Cn

E
∣∣∣trD−1

12 (z)BD̂−1
12 (z)Σ tr D̂−1

12 (z̄)BD−1
12 (z̄)Σ

∣∣∣
≤o(k−1

n N−1) · k2
n sup

z∈Cn

E∥D̂−1
12 (z)∥2∥D−1

12 (z)∥2 = o(knN−1).

Another significant term is ♢22(z) defined as

♢22(z) =N(N − 1)Eβ1(z)s∗
1D

−1
12 (z)s1s

∗
1D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)s̃1s̃
∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s2

=N(N − 1)E (β1(z) − β21(z)) s∗
1D

−1
12 (z)s1s

∗
1D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)s̃1s̃
∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s2

+ N(N − 1)bn1(z)Eγ21(z)s∗
1D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)s̃1s̃
∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s2

+ (N − 1)bn1(z)E trΣD−1
12 (z)Es∗

1D
−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)s̃1s̃
∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s2

+ N(N − 1)bn1(z)Eβ21(z)γ21(z)s∗
1D

−1
12 (z)s1s

∗
1D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)s̃1s̃
∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s2

=♢22,1(z) + ♢22,2(z) + ♢22,3(z) + ♢22,4(z),

where we define γ21(z) = s∗
1D

−1
12 (z)s1−N−1E trΣD−1

12 (z). Analogous to ♢21(z), we know that supz∈Cn
|♢22,3(z)| =

o(knN−1).By Lemma D.2, (73) and (152), we have

sup
z∈Cn

|♢22,1(z)| ≤CN2 sup
z∈Cn

E
∣∣β1(z)β12(z)β21(z)s∗

1D
−1
12 (z)s2s

∗
2D

−1
12 (z)s1s

∗
1D

−1
12 (z)s1

× s∗
1D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)s̃1s̃
∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s2
∣∣

≤CN2 sup
z∈Cn

E
∣∣s∗

1D
−1
12 (z)s2s

∗
2D

−1
12 (z)s1s

∗
1D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)s̃1s̃
∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s2
∣∣+ o(n−ℓ)

≤CN2 sup
z∈Cn

E1/4∣∣s∗
1D

−1
12 (z)s2|4E1/4|s∗

2D
−1
12 (z)s1|4E1/2

(
E−12

∣∣∣s∗
1D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)s̃1

∣∣∣2
× E−12

∣∣∣s̃∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s2

∣∣∣2 )+ o(n−ℓ)

≤CN2 · N−1/2 · N−1/2 · o(knN−2) + o(n−ℓ) = o(knN−1).

Similarly, by (71),(73) and (152), we have

sup
z∈Cn

|♢22,2(z)| ≤CN2 sup
z∈Cn

E
∣∣∣E−12γ21(z)s∗

1D
−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)s̃1E−12s̃
∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s2

∣∣∣
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≤CN2 · o(k1/2
n N−3/2) sup

z∈Cn

E1/2|γ21(z)|2E1/2∣∣s∗
1D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)s̃1
∣∣2 + o(n−ℓ)

≤o(k1/2
n N1/2) · N−1/2 · k1/2

n N−1 + o(n−ℓ) = o(knN−1).

Then conclusion holds for ♢22,2(z) by a similar treatment, which finally yields that supz∈Cn
|♢22(z)| =

o(knN−1). Regarding ♢23(z), by Lemma B.4, (73) and (152), we have

sup
z∈Cn

|♢23(z)| =N(N − 1) sup
z∈Cn

∣∣∣E(β12(z)s∗
1D

−1
12 (z)s2s

∗
2D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)s̃1s̃
∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s2
)∣∣∣

=(N − 1)|E(X∗
11X̃1)| sup

z∈Cn

∣∣∣E(β12(z)s∗
2D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)ΣD−1
12 (z)s2s̃

∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s2
)∣∣∣

≤o(k−1/2
n N1/2) · sup

z∈Cn

E1/2∣∣s∗
2D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)ΣD−1
12 (z)s2

∣∣2E1/2∣∣s̃∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s2
∣∣2 + o(n−ℓ)

≤o(k−1/2
n N1/2) · knN−1 · k1/2

n N−1 + o(n−ℓ) = o(knN−3/2).

If there are more quadratic forms appear, the treatment include the following two aspects. One is based on
(150) and (154), since we see that ŝ∗

1Ms̃1 possesses a better estimates than s∗
1Ms̃1 or s∗

1Mŝ1, where M is
independent of s1. The other relies on (73), which reduces redundant quadratic forms to constants. As an
illustration, we will end our proof by verify the most complicated term

sup
z∈Cn

|♢23(z)|
N(N − 1) = sup

z∈Cn

∣∣∣Eβ1(z)β2
12(z)β̂2(z)β̂2

21(z)β1(z̄)β2
12(z̄)β̂2(z̄)β̂2

21(z̄)s∗
1D

−1
12 (z)s2s

∗
2D

−1
12 (z)s1s

∗
1D

−1
12 (z)s2

× s∗
2D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)ŝ1ŝ
∗
1D̂

−1
12 (z)ŝ2ŝ

∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z)ŝ1ŝ

∗
1D̂

−1
12 (z)s̃1s̃

∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)ŝ2ŝ

∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)ŝ1

× ŝ∗
1D̂

−1
12 (z̄)ŝ2ŝ

∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)BD−1

12 (z̄)s1s
∗
1D

−1
12 (z̄)s2s

∗
2D

−1
12 (z̄)s1s

∗
1D

−1
12 (z̄)s2

∣∣∣
≤C sup

z∈Cn

E1/4∣∣s∗
2D

−1
12 (z)BD̂−1

12 (z)ŝ1
∣∣4E1/4∣∣ŝ∗

1D̂
−1
12 (z)s̃1

∣∣4E1/4∣∣ŝ∗
2D

−1
12 (z̄)BD̂−1

12 (z̄)s1
∣∣4

× E1/4∣∣s̃∗
2D̂

−1
12 (z̄)ŝ2

∣∣4 + o(n−ℓ)
≤Ck1/2

n N−1 · o(N−1/2) · k1/2
n N−1 · o(N−1/2) + o(n−ℓ) = o(knN−3).

The verification for the rest terms is similar, which is mainly based on (71)-(73), (150)-(154) and Lemma
D.2, together with the techniques utilized to evaluate ♢21(z), ♢22(z) and ♢23(z). We thus omit these steps
here.
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