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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce the Generalized Linear Spectral Statistics (GLSS) of a high-dimensional sample
covariance matrix S,,, denoted as tr f(.S,,) B, which effectively captures distinct spectral properties of S,, by
involving an ancillary matrix B,, and a test function f. The joint asymptotic normality of GLSS associated
with different test functions is established under weak assumptions on B,, and the underlying distribution,
when the dimension n and sample size N are comparable. Specifically, we allow the rank of B,, to diverge
with n. The convergence rate of GLSS is determined by \/m . 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.
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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 — ¢ € (0,00), 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



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(S,) (i.e. tr f(S,)), 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 b,. To be more specific, they
conducted an investigation on b} f(.S, )b, 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 S,, takes the form

1

S":N

23L/2XnX:LE}L/27 (2)

and X, = (X}';) is an n x N random matrix whose entries are i.i.d with zero mean and unit variance.
The matrix 2711/ 2 represents the square root of the population covariance matrix ¥,. When B,, equals to
the identity matrix I,,, GLSS is the standard linear spectral statistics introduced in [4]. In the case of B,,
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(W,,)B,,, where W,, is a Wigner matrix. Given
the existence of arbitrary finite moments and || B, ||z > ¢n® for some ¢, e > 0, they proved that tr f(W,,)B,,
is asymptotic Gaussian. While in our paper the CLT of GLSS is developed for various ranks of B,, under

mild assumptions on its structure and existence of fourth moment of X;i. To our best knowledge, this is



the first work concerning general B,, for covariance matrices. Secondly, [25] determined the almost sure
limit of tr (S, — zIn)_1 g (X,,) for some bounded function g and complex number z, under the condition
E|X;;|'? < co. Lastly, in our parallel working paper, we have developed the CLT of GLSS for high-dimensional
sample correlation matrices.

Given that the matrix B,, has a rank of k,, and possesses a spectral decomposition B,, = Zfﬁl 5;b;b7,

GLSS (1) can be rewritten as
kn
S b £(Sn)bi, (3)
i=1

which is a weighted sum of the vector linear spectral statistics (i.e. k, = 1) considered by [2, 33]. The
extension to general k,, especially when k, diverges with n is non-trivial and the proof is much more

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

3OS s ) i) 0

i=1 j=1
where A; is the j-th largest eigenvalue of S,, and w; is the corresponding eigenvector. It is evident from
(4) that by selecting different choices of f and B,,, GLSS reflects distinct aspects of the spectrum of S,,.
Therefore it becomes feasible to assess a partial spectral structure of S,, through appropriate selection of
f and B,,. 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:

e 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.

e We establish the CLT of GLSS both when k,, is finite and when k,, diverges with n by an adaptive
proof procedure for different k,. Due to the existence of f and B,,, this CLT helps to understand the
eigenvalue and eigenvector structure of S,, in a flexible way. For instance, choosing B,, as a projection
matrix allows f(S,)B,, to represent the projection of f(S,) onto the space of B,. Additionally, by

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

e We apply our theory to conduct hypothesis testing for eigenspaces of spiked covariance matrices. To be
more specific, assuming ¥,, = I, + Z;;l d;v;v;, we aim to test the equality between the column space
spanned by {v1, -, v, } and a given space, where r,, 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 r, 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 k,, is comparable to n and when k,, = o(n). Various simulations are conducted



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 B (or ﬂ) means
convergence in distribution (or in probability). For any quantities a,, and b,,, we use the notation a, < b,
to denote the relation a, /b, — 0 as n — oo. In addition, we write a,, < b, if there exists some constant
C > 1 such that C~!|a,| < |by| < Cla,|. For random variable sequences x,,, the symbol x,, = op(a,) means
ZTn/an Eo. Besides, x,, = Op(a,) stands for limps_, o sup,, P(|z,/an| > M) = 0. For a matrix M € CP*4,
we use | M| and || M| to denote its spectral norm and Frobenius norm. In addition, denote by (M),
Ai(M) and s;(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 o-field F; generated by {xi,...,x;}, we use
E;(-) to denote the conditional expectation with respect to F;. Similarly, for a subset S C {1,.... N}, E_s(-)
is defined as the conditional expectation with respect to the o-field generated by {x; : i ¢ S,i=1,--- ,N}.

Furthermore, denote by Ig 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 ’j—j — 0 and % > ¢q for
some positive constant ¢y. 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 S, 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

ma(z) = / ! dG(z), z € C and Sz # 0.

r—z



It has been demonstrated that a bijective correspondence exists between GG and its Stieltjes transform
me(z) when G is a proper distribution function (see Theorem B.8 in [5]). Recalling the definition of S,
in (2), an elementary limit theorem concerning the eigenvalues of S,, is focused on its empirical spectral

distribution F'S». To be more specific,
FS(z) = . En:]l{/\'(s )<z}
n Zil X2 n)=

If we assume that for all n, X[ are 1.1.d. standardized random variables, FZ» convergences in distribution
to H and n/N — ¢ € (0,00), then almost surely, FS» converges in distribution to F& whose Stieltjes

transform m(z) is the unique solution to

m(z) :/x( ! dH(z), z¢€CT. (5)

l—c—czm(z))— 2
Considering S,, = (1/N)X ¥, X, whose spectra differs from that of S,, by |n — N| zeros, we know that its

limiting empirical distribution function satisfies
Fof =1 - )o,00) + cFeH
Furthermore, its Stieltjes transform
c
m(z) = mpen(z) = - + em(z) (6)

has inverse

dH (), (7)

which takes a simpler form. One may refer to [5] for more detailed discussions. Let m0(z) and m9(z)

z:z(m):—i—kc/

m 1+tm
represent the quantities obtained from equations (5) and (6) when replacing (¢, H) by (¢n, Hy), which will
be frequently used in establishing our main theorems. The corresponding distribution functions for m?2 (z)
and m0 (z) are denoted as FeH» and F°*» respectively. In addition, m,(z) and m,, (z) are employed to

denote the Stieltjes transforms of F'S» and FSn.
2.2. Main theoretical results

The following assumptions will be used in our theoretical analysis.

Assumption 2.1. For each n, X;; = X[},

E|X;)* =1, E|X1|* < 00, n/N — ¢ € (0,00). For complex case we assume EX? = 0.

i < n,j <N are i.i.d. for all n,i,j. Moreover, EX1; = 0,

Assumption 2.2. The matrices ¥,, and B, are n X n non-random Hermitian matrices such that their
non-zero eigenvalues are bounded away from 0 and infinity. Moreover, we assume that 3, is non-negative

definite (£, = 0) and H,, = F*n z H, where H is a distribution function.

Assumption 2.3. Let k, = rank(B,,). Either one of the following two cases holds:
(i) [kn is comparable to n]. There exists a positive constant ¢y such that % > ¢op.

1) [k, is much smaller than n]. Ea _y .
(ii) [ n



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(.S,,)B,, depends on the rank of B,,. In the following Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2,
we summarize the different limiting distributions under the two different cases of k,, stated in Assumption

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

be analytic functions on an open interval containing [d_,d "], where

[d_,d"] = lim inf A Loy (€)(1 — ve)?, limsup ||| |(1 + Ve)?] . (8)
Recall the definition of GLSS in (1) and define

O,(f) =tr f(S,)Bn — % jg f(2) tr(zI, + zml(2)%,) ' B,dz, (9)

where T 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

forms a tight sequence in n.
(ii) Let px = E|X11]* — ‘EX%‘Q —2andvx =1+ |EX121‘2. After suitable centralization, the random
vector (10) converges weakly to an r-dimensional Gaussian distribution, i.e.,

(O©n(f1) = wnlf1)s - +Onlfr) — walfr)) 3 N(0, 1), (11)
where

1 (vx = D) f(2)m; (2)°
27 Jr 2 (1—c [ m0(2)22(1 + tmd,(2)) ~2dH,, (1))

Jmd (2)t3(1 + tm2 (2)) 3dH,(t)
X <(lcfmo 2t2(1+tm2(2)) 2dH (t) Qn( ))

wn(f) =—

~—

1

27 m, (Z)Pn(z)ﬁ%(z,z)

n

(e ) e

and 2y is an v X r matriz with the (s,t)th entry being

uxf( )2%my, (2)?

1
@) =g [ FGhe) Jim 0xCherz) +ixCher. ) dardan (13)



The functions C}:, C? are expressed as

(my —my)2z122

L (e, 2m) = (v,?(zl, 22) + Zmgn(z2)V2 (22, 2)

zZ9 — 21
T2 ()2 (o1, 22) + 22mimlgn (21 ) gn (22) U2 a1, za)

(my —my)*z122 1 1
+ —————=| Z122myMm 21,2 29,2
m1m2(22 — 2’1)2 1 27172@1( 1 Q)Cn( 2 1)

g (21)Ch (21, 72) — Zamogn (22)C (22, 21) +gn<zl>gn<zQ>an<zl,Z2>),
and

C2 (21, 22) =z129mym, (Vs’(zb 29) + 23m3gn(22) V2 (22, 21) + 22m3gn (22) V2 (21, 22)

23m3gn (22)23mign (21)U2 (21, 22) — 21my g (21) Vit (21, 22) — 21 2510390 (21) g (22) UL (21, 22)

— 2omygn(22)V,) (22, 21) — 2amp2imi gn (21)9n (22) U (22, 21) + G (21) 9 (22)in (21, Zz)>~
(15)
Here m; means m(z;) for simplicity and the other n-associated terms are defined in detail in Lemma C.1,

Lemma D.1 and (56) in the Appendiz. The contours I’y and T's are disjoint and have the same properties as
r.

We look at the special case when B,, = I,,. Obviously it satisfies Assumption 2.3 (i) since k,, = n now. It
can be easily checked that L tr(zI, + zm0(2)%,)'B, = [ Z(l%‘?ft()zm = mj(z). Then ©,(f) in equation

(9) reduces to
0uf) = [ @) (5 () = P ()

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 C} (21, 29) and C?2 (21, z2) defined
in (14) and (15). If the first four moments of the underlying distribution matches with that of a standard
Gaussian distribution, then px = 0 and C2(z1, 22) 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 2.5 (i) hold. We further assume that \.(2L) > ¢; >0
for large n and some positive constant ¢y, where

@), =53 /[ G (5O, 2) +pxCEen, ) derdzy



Then we have

_ D
(20) 720 (f1) = wa(f1), -+ Onlfy) = walf)T = N(O,I,). (16)
Remark 2.1. The condition \.(2L) > ¢ > 0 actually implies the linearly independence of fi,--- , f in
the sense that for any unit vector u € R”, the variance of ©, (uT(fl, e ,fr)) does not approach 0. We

conjecture the converse for this statement also holds. Even though \.(S2L) > ¢1 > 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 k,, = o(n). It should be noted that
when k,/n — 0, the quantities relevant to B,, in Theorem 2.1 all become zeros, resulting in ©,(f) Eo.
Consequently, we need to seek for a suitable sequence a,, — oo, such that a,©,(f) converges to a non-
degenerate distribution.

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

1 ——1 —1 2
H)(z1,2) = — tr (BoB, ()2, (22))

and

H721(Z17 Z?)

n

zn:(zmz (2B, %, (20)%H?)

=1

(2125, () B,E, (20)5Y2)
(X3

k n<122 i

Then we have
(i) the random vector

% (Ou(f1)s- - On(f)) (17)

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

N

= (On(f1),++  On(£)) B N(0,92), (18)

where Qg is an T X r matriz with the (s, t)th entry being

(2)st = e //1“le2 (z1) fi(2z2) hm <UX( m(25) — m(21)) Hy (21, 22) +,LLXH72L(21,22)) dz1dz, (19)

2122(22 — 21)

where I'1, Ty are assumed to be disjoint.

Remark 2.2. Our Theorem 2.2 generalizes the results in [2] and [33], which specifically consider the case
k, = 1. To elaborate, by assuming B, = b,b’, [2] obtained the CLT under Gaussian-like fourth moment
assumption, i.e., E|X11|* = 3 in the real case and E|X11|* = 2 in the complex case. Moreover, they require

VN

— 1 ——
b: S, (2)b, — ~r = )| —o. (20)

Condition (20) implies the convergence of H}(21,22), as confirmed by the equality (4.25) in [2]. [33] extended
the moment condition to E|X11|* < oo, and additionally they required both (20) and
S (2)Z e

max — 0. (21)

It is evident that (21) directly indicates H2(z1,22) — 0. Therefore within their specified frameworks, our
result established in Theorem 2.2 aligns with theirs.



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 w,(f) appears. Also, the expression for asymptotic variance is
significantly simplified when k,, = o(n) compared to the case when k,/n > co.

We give a further illustration on the non-random part 5= $ [(2) tr(2I,, + zm) (2)2,) ' Brdz in ©,(f).

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

L o a2 sif(2)

i=1 j=1 r

where the decomposition X, = Y7 | \;(Z,)v;v}

=1 * is employed. Each summation term in (22) is divided

into two parts: one determined by the inner product of eigenvectors of B,, and X,,, and the other solely
influenced by the eigenvalues. Consequently, if (b;, v;) = 0 for some 4, j, then the corresponding summation
term becomes zero. The non-random part (22) is governed by the non-orthogonal eigenvectors of B,, and
3,. 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 ¥,, B, and underlying
distributions of X;; to empirically validate the theoretical results presented in Section 2. In Section 3.1, we
choose rank(B,,) = n to satisfy the conditions stated in Theorem 2.1, while in Section 3.2 we select some

constant values for rank(B,,) that align with Theorem 2.2. Let 7 = 1, f(2) = 2% and n = N = 1000. Denote

On(f) = Qn(f)_1/2 (©n(f) —wn(f))-

When verifying Theorem 2.1 in Section 3.1, the value of w,, (f) is provided in (12), and the scalar Q,,(f) = Q}

is defined in Proposition 1. When validating Theorem 2.2 in Section 3.2, we have w,(f) =0 and Q,(f) =
kn/NQ2, where Q2 represents a non-asymptotic version of s defined in (19) according to Remark 2.3.
Our theoretical findings suggest that the distribution of ©,,(f) converges to (0, 1). All numerical results
presented below are based on M = 1000 replications, yielding 1000 simulated estimates ((:),11(]“), e ,éﬁ/[ (f))

of @)n( f). The empirical mean and variance are

1 M
EX; =572 0u(f), (23)
k=1
and u
Var Xy = 4> (84 (1) - EXp)” (24)
k=1

Fight different models will be considered. For each model, we plot the histogram of (@)}l(f), e ,éT]‘L/[ (f))
and compare it with the density function of the theoretical A'(0,1). Additionally, the normal QQ-plot is

presented to further validate the asymptotical normality.



3.1. The matrix B, is of full rank

This section will investigate six distinct models, each offering different choices of 3,, and B,,, as well as
varying underlying distributions of X;;. In all these models, B,, possesses full rank, which aligns with the
condition stated in Theorem 2.1.

Model 1. %, = I,,, X;; ~ N(0,1) and B, is a diagonal matrix with the i-th entry being (i/n+1). Under
this model, ©,,(f) can be accurately calculated due to a closed-form representation of m2(z) = m?2(z) = m(z),

where
—2+ V22 -4z

m(z) = oy Sz # 0.

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

1

_ ]{ f(2)tr(2I, + 2m2(2)2,) ' B,dz = 2tr(B,).
2me Jp

Model 2. ¥, = I,,, X;; ~ t(10)/+/5/4 and B,, 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 X;;. In Model 2, X;; follows a
t-distribution with degree of freedom 10. The constant m is introduced to ensure that E|X;1]? = 1. One
can easily check that E|X1;[* = 4, different from that of N(0,1).

Model 3. X, is the covariance matrix of AR(1) sequence with coefficient 0.5 (i.e. the (i,j) entry is
0.5I"=71), X;; ~ N(0,1) and B,, = ¥,,. Obtaining a close-form for m? (z) within this model poses a challenge.

To address this issue, we independently generate 100 sample covariance matrices S}, --- , S0 and replace

0
n

m, (z) with the average of %tr(SﬁL —2I)71,i = 1,---,100. Subsequently in the simulations, whenever
3, # I,,, we consistently adopt this replacement strategy.

Model 4. X, is a diagonal matrix with (2,); = (i/n)? 4+ 0.2, X;; ~ t(10)/+/5/4 and B,, is a diagonal
matrix with (B,,); =i/n+ 0.2

Model 5. X, is the same as in Model 3, X;; ~ N(0,1) and B,, is chosen to be an arbitrary realization
of the standard Wigner matrix.

Model 6. X, and B, are the same as in Model 5, and X;; ~ t(lO)/m whose fourth moment is
different from that of (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.

10
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Figure 1: Model 1: (a): Histogram of the standardized records (én (f)y-- ,éﬁj(f)) and density curve of A/(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 (C:)}l(f)7 e ,éf‘{’(f)) and density curve of A/(0,1)
(dark red line) (b): QQ-plot of the standardized records.

11



(a) Histogram (b) QQ-plot
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Figure 3: Model 3: (a): Histogram of the standardized records (é}l (f)y-- ,éﬁj(f)) and density curve of A/(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 (C:)}l(f)7 e ,éf‘{’(f)) and density curve of A/(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 ((:)}L (f)y-- 7éﬁl(f)) and density curve of NV (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 (é}t (f)y-- ,éﬂ/[(f)) and density curve of A/(0,1)
(dark red line) (b): QQ-plot of the standardized records.

3.2. The matrixz B, is of low rank
For the models considered in this section, the ranks of B,, are constant values, which aligns with the

condition stated in Theorem 2.2.

Model 7. ¥, = I,, X;; ~ N(0,1) and rank(B,,) = 5. Specifically, B,, is a diagonal matrix with

(Bn)“ = 1/2, for 1 = ]_7. .. 75.
Model 8. X, is the same as in Model 3, X;; ~ t(lO)/m and rank(B,) = 10. Specifically, B,, =

13



Z}il b;b}, where b;’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.

(a) Histogram (b) QQ-plot
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% 0 : ; . ; :
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- ~ T
Figure 7: Model 7: (a): Histogram of the standardized records (@}L(f), e ,@f‘f(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 (@}L(f), e ,@ﬁqf)) 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

IEX\f 0.0006 | 0.0762 | -0.0904 | 0.0943 | -0.0212 | -0.0267 | 0.0511 | 0.0306

Var X; | 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 3,, that admits the decomposition
Tn
=1+ dvv], (25)
i=1

[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, r, = r is a fixed constant. Secondly, their Assumption 2.4 imposes a
restriction on the minimal distance of |d; — d;| when d; # d; and requires a positive lower bound for the
spiked eigenvalues d;, ¢ = 1,--- ,r. In contrast, in our approach as well as the theories we will consider, r,, is
allowed to diverge as n tends to infinity. Additionally, we only assume that 0 < sup,, max;—q.... ,, d; < 00

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 r, spikes is equivalent to a given subspace. Denote Z, := 2121 v;v;. Then the

testing problem is

HO : Zn == Z() VS Hl : Zn 7é Zo, (26)
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for a given projection matrix Zy. In the ideal case when r,, /N — 0 and accurate estimation of all d;’s at a
rate of op(N~1/2) is possible, Theorem 2.2 suggests a natural test statistic ©,,(f) defined in (9) by using
B,, = Z, for testing hypothesis (26). However, it is practically impossible to achieve such an ideal estimator
for d;. Even when r,, 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 7, diverges. In order to eliminate the effect of
unknown d;’s, we select B,, as the projection matrix orthogonal to Zg, i.e. B, = I,, — Zy. Consequently,
the rank(B,,) now satisfies Assumption 2.3(i) and Theorem 2.1 implies a limiting Gaussian distribution for
the test statistic ©,(f). Encouragingly, through this selection of B,,, under the null hypothesis, neither the

non-random component nor its asymptotic mean and variance in 0,,(f) incorporate any unknown spiked

0

. (z) would impact

eigenvalues. The sole remaining unknown term is m? (z). Simply substituting m,,(z) for m
the asymptotic distribution stated in Theorem 2.1 due to an Op(N 1) order discrepancy between m9 (z) and

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

test statistic as follows:

Anlf) =5 f(S)(0 - 20) = "0 f T g (27)

2mi z + zm,, (2)
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 A, (f) as
presented in the following Theorem 4.1.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the population covariance matriz 3, admits the decomposition (25). In addition
to Assumption 2.1, we further assume that

(FP). 0<sup max d; <oo, and 7,/N —0.

n =1, ,rn

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

An(f)_/’é(fvrnanvN) 2)./\[<
o(f,mn,n, IN)

where u(f,rn,n, N) and o(f,rn,n, N) are explicitly defined by means of equations (107)-(127) in the Appendiz.

0,1), (28)

Remark 4.1. In practice, we need to estimate d; and m0(z) in p(f,rn,n, N) and o(f,rn,n,N). A good
estimator for mY(z) is m,,(z) since m,,(z) — m0(z) = Op(N~1). Regarding d;, we use a shrinkage estimator
d; to replace d;:

d; = %Fcn — 1+ Xi(Sn)) + %W—cn — 1+ X(S))* —den, Ai(Sn) = (1+/en)* +9

0

(29)
,  otherwise.

where 0 > 0 is any pre-specified constant. When d; > /c, and is bounded away from infinity, it is verified
from [8] that d; is a consistent estimator for d; given a fized r,,. Define f(f,rn,n, N) and o(f,rn,n, N) with
d; and m0(z) replaced by d; and m,,(z). Since the d; associated terms in p(f,r,n, N) and o(f,7n,n, N)
are of an order O(r,/N) (see eg. (107)), it is evident that o(f,rn,n,N) = o(f,n,n, N) + Op(r,/N)) and
a(fyrn,n, N) = p(f,rn,n, N) + Op(rn,/N)) by the assumption (FP) in Theorem 4.1. As a consequence, (28)
still holds when p(f,rn,n, N) and o(f,rn,n, N) are estimated by j(f,rn,n, N) and o(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 A,,(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 s; = s = 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 Hy, i.e. v; = ¢e; for i =1,--- ,7,. Then the hypothetical projection matrix is

I,
Z, =

O(nfrn)xrn O(nfrn)x(nfrn)

Orn X(n—ry)

and the default covariance matrix is diagonal with descending entries:

[ 1+d;

= _ 1+d,,

n

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 (r, 4+ 1)-th axes by the angle ¢, i.e. the leading eigenvector
becomes
v¥ = [cosp,0,...,0,sin,0,...,0]",
Tn

while the (r,, + 1)-th eigenvector turns into

Uy = [—sing,0,...,0,cosp,0,...,0]".
—_————

Tn
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The covariance matrix under H; can be explicitly written as

(14 dy) cos? o +sin? 0 0 dy cos psin ¢ 0 ... 0
0 1+ds 0
=) _ 0 1+d,, 0
! dy cos psin @ 0 0 (14 dy)sin? ¢ + cos? o
0 1
L O 1 -

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

e Scenario I. Set r,, = 3 with d; = 9, do = 5 and d3 = 2 (the spiked eigenvalues are simple with no
multiplicity). The angle ¢ varies within {1%,2%, -+ ,80%} x /2 to capture the power performance trend.
Both X;; ~ N(0,1) and X;; ~ t(10)//5/4 are taken into account.

e Scenario II. Set d; =9 and dy = --- = d,,, = 4 (eigenvalue multiplicity exists). X;; ~ N (0,1). Larger
ranks 7, = 7 and r,, = 11 are considered. The angle ¢ varies within {1%, 2%, --- ,80%} x /2 to obtain the
power performance trend.

e Scenario III. Set d; =9 and dy = --- =d,, =4. X;; ~N(0,1). Fix ¢ = 7/8 or ¢ = 0, where the
former reflects H; and the latter corresponds to Hy. The rank r,, varies within {1,2,---,15} to check the
tendency.

The choices for the remaining parameters are as follows: the nominal level o = 0.1, the threshold ¢ in (29)
is § = 0.1, the dimension n = 500, the sample size N € {500, 1000}, and the function f(z) = 22 or z3. The
comparison of empirical powers is conducted using 100 replications, while the empirical sizes are calculated
based on 1000 replications.

By setting ¢ = 0, we record the empirical sizes in Scenarios I and II, as presented in Table 2. It is
observed that both our statistics FP_z? 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 (r,, = 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 X;; ~ N(0,1) and X;; ~ ¢(10)/1/5/4,
respectively. We can observe that our FP with f(z) = 2® exhibits greater sensitivity and statistical power
compared to other methods, particularly when the angle ¢ is not large. The power of FP with f(z) = 22 is
comparable to that of Fr_ Ad. Both En_Bo and En_Ba show significantly reduced sensitivity to ¢. This is
evident from that observation that their power approaches 1 only within the range of (7/2 x 0.6, 7/2 x 0.8)

for ¢, while for smaller values of ¢ than 7/2 x 0.4, the power remains close to zero.
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Figures 11 and 12 illustrate the power comparison in Scenario II when r,, = 7 and r,, = 11, respectively.
Similar to Scenario I, our statistics maintain satisfactory performance, and both En_Bo and En_Ba show
significant power loss especially when ¢ is small, say less than 7/2 x 0.4. One may notice that Fr_Ad
demonstrates the highest power under an extremely weak alternative (e.g., ¢ = 7/2 x 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 ¢ = 7/8 in Scenario III. Our
statistic FP_z? demonstrates superior power performance, especially for large rank r,. We observe that the
power of Fr_Ad exhibits excellent performance for small values of rank r,,, but experiences a significant decline
as 1, increases. The powers of both En_Bo and En_Ba are close to zero across all r,,. The empirical sizes
corresponding to Scenario III when ¢ = 0 are depicted in Figure 14. It is evident that both our methods
FP 22 and FP_2? consistently exhibit accurate distribution, with empirical sizes closely approximating 0.1.

Fr_Ad experiences inflated sizes as r,, increases, while the sizes of En_Bo and En_Ba remain close to zero.

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

N =500 N = 1000
Method FP-z? | FP-2® | Fr-Ad | En-Bo | En-Ba | FP-22 | FP-23 | Fr-Ad | En-Bo | En-Ba
Scenario I: A/(0,1) 0.105 | 0.094 | 0.108 | 0.013 | 0.005 | 0.094 | 0.095 | 0.109 | 0.006 | 0.007
Scenario I: £(10) 0.104 | 0.103 | 0.099 | 0.010 | 0.009 | 0.096 | 0.097 | 0.112 | 0.003 | 0.005
Scenario II: r, =7 | 0.095 | 0.104 | 0.271 | 0.009 | 0.008 | 0.096 | 0.102 | 0.216 | 0.010 | 0.004
Scenario II: r,, =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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(a) n=500,N=500 (b) n=500,N=1000
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Figure 9: Power comparison for Scenario I when X;; ~ N(0,1). The angle o varies within {1%, 2%, - - - ,80%} x 7 /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) = 2% and 2%, respectively.

(a) n=500,N=500 (b) n=500,N=1000
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Figure 10: Power comparison for Scenario I when X;; ~ ¢(10)/4/5/4. Others parameters are the same as introduced
in Figure 9.
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Figure 11: Power comparison for Scenario II when r, = 7.
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Figure 12: Power comparison for Scenario II when 7, = 11.
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Figure 13: Power comparison for Scenario III when the angle ¢ = w/8. The rank r,, varies within {1,2,---,15}.
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Figure 14: Empirical sizes for Scenario III when the angle ¢ = 0. The rank r, varies within {1,2,---,15}. The

black line is the nominal level o = 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 ©,,(f) into an integral on some proper contour C, i.e., O,(f) = [, f(2)My,(2)dz +
op(1) (see [4] as an example). Then by the continuous mapping theorem, we only need to investigate the
process M, (z) on C or equivalently, the truncated version ]\Zl(z) on C,, 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.

e The generality of B,, introduces complexity and difficulty in the truncation steps. We would like to
emphasize that we propose a two-step truncation strategy when k,,/n — 0. To be more specific, we
initially truncate the variables at the level §,,1/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 5n(knn)1/ 4 and establish
the truncation Lemma E.1, which states that the limiting distribution of GLSS is preserved after this

truncation.

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

term
N

knlN > trE; (D; ' (21) My D; ' (1)) ZuE; (D ' (22) M2 D} (22)) B, (30)

1

where D;(z) = % Zi# E}L/Qxixi*zi/z —zI,, and My, M are non-random matrices bounded in spectral
norm and with rank k,. In our proof, both M; and M> are selected as B,,; however, this method can
be extended to encompass general scenarios where distinct matrices are chosen for M7 and M. In the

case where My = My = I, (see [4]), (30) simplifies to a more concise form

0

N
1 - —
795 | 2ot (D) (21) 5B, D} (22) )
j=1

When k, =1 (see [2]), it becomes the summation of several products of quadratic forms of Dj_l(z).

However, in our general setting for both B,, and k,,, 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 D; with some non-random matrix f]n(z) and analyzing the resulting deviation.

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

7 1N Zi (23/ ’E; (D' (z1) M1 D (1)) 23/2) |

1

(%3

(Z4/E; (D7 (22) M2 D} (22)) =/2)

j=11i=1

It is worth noting that in the special case when k, = 1, [33] imposes strong assumptions on the
eigenvector of B,, (refer to (21)) to eliminate the influence of this term. In our paper, we refrain from
imposing such assumptions on B,,. Furthermore, we will calculate the non-random limits of the above
term for three different levels: k, = O(1), k, — oo with k,/n — 0 and k,/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,...,X,,)" with i.i.d. standardized (complex) entries, M, N n x n (complex)
matriz, we have

E (x*Mx — tr M) (x* Nx — tr N) = (]E x| - [EXE - 2) > (M) (N)si +|EX?|” tr(MNT) +tr(MN)

i=1
Lemma B.1 is essential for computing the asymptotic mean and variance of ©,(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 {Xx} be a complex martingale difference sequence with respect to the increasing

o-field {Fy}. Then, forp > 1,
E ’ZXk‘p < K,E <Z |Xk‘2)z)/2 ’

oS < (3 () o (S ).

and

Lemma B.3 ([15]). Let {Fi} be a sequence of increasing o-field and {X}, } be a sequence of integrable random
variables. Then for any 1 < q < p < oo, we have

00 p/q oo a/p
E (Z |E(Xk|fk)|q> < CpqE (Z Xk|q>
k=1

k=1

Lemma B.4 (Lemma 2.7 in [3]). Given x = (X1,...,X,)", where Xy,--+ ,X,, are i.i.d. standardized
(complex) entries with 2p-th moment, and M is an n X n matriz (complex), we have, for any p > 2

p/2
E|x*Mx — tr M|" < K, ((E X[ tr(MM*)) FE|X )% 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,---,X,)" is a n-dimensional vector with i.i.d. entries, we define
xp = (f(X1), -+, fF(Xn))" satisfying Ef(X1) = 0 and E|f(X1)|> = 1, where f is a certain measurable
function. x4 is defined similarly. If we assume E|g(X1)f(X1)[P, Elg(X1)|P, E|f(X1)|? are finite, then we
have for any p > 2 and n X n non-random matric M

Ela; My —E(g(X1) (X)) tr M <cp{ [(Elg(x0)£(X0) 2+ EM2g(X0)[* + EV2 (X)) tr(M*M)]”Q

+ (Elg(XD)PELf (X)) + Elg(X1) f(X1)[P) tr(M*M)p/z}

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, Y1, Yno, ..., Yo, is a real martingale difference
sequence with respect to the increasing o-field {F,;} having second moments. If as n — oo,

(i)
ZE (YnQJ | Fn,j—l) l—p> 0'2,
j=1

where o2

(ii)

is a positive constant, and for each € > 0,

then

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 C(K, || |loo) 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 e > 0, there exists a § > 0, such that

sup —[f(s) = f()] <e,

d(s,t)<d,fEF
(i) (uniformly boundedness) For allt € IC,

sup | f(t)| < 0.
fer
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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{max([|Bn||,|Zn[])} <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 X,, with truncated and centralized

variables. Since E|X;1|* < 0o, we can find a sequence of real number 4, tending to zero and satisfying

6. E (1301 Ty, 12, vy ) — O (32)

We remark here that the order of §, can not be further specified if only E|X1|* < oo is assumed and 6,
can approach zero at an arbitrarily slow speed. Hence, we select d,, to satisfy §in® — oo for any s > 0. Let
S, = (1/N) 71L/2XnX;;E}/2, where X, is an n x N matrix with (i, j) entry )A(ij = XijI{IXiném/ﬁ}" By
(32), we obtain

~ N
P (sn £ sn) < nNP (|X11| = duv/n) < —0,°E (|X11|4]I{‘X11|25nﬂ}) = o(1).

We then similarly define S, = (1/N)Ei/23(vn3(42271/2 where X, is an n x N matrix with (i,4) entry

N N . 2
X = (X,»j — EXij) /o, and 02 = E ‘Xij — EX;;| . The truncation step will be accomplished by verifying

tr £(Sn)Bn — tr £(S,) B, = op(1), (33)

which needs different analysis from those of [4], because the existence of B,, and generality of f(z) make it
difficult to control the above quantity by simply eigenvalues of S, and §n 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 S,, are all contained in the interval [d_,d"] for n large enough almost surely (see
[6, 41]). Then for any curve I' enclaving an open interval containing [d_,d "] and f analytic on the closure of

the area enclosed by I', we have with probability one,

tr f(Sp) B, = Zn:tr U, f(A,)U;:s;b;b (Sp = U, AU;)
s
= é s;9; [ (An)y; (y; = U;b;)
- Zn}j /R f(x)dF;(x) (Fj(x) = zn: yji|2]1()\i<x)>
j=1 i=1
_ jmjz:sj/k sz(zld dF;(z)
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2m sj%f 2)y; (A zIn)_lyjdz

27”%]“ Zsj 7 ( I,) 'bjdz

%f )tr(S, — 2I,,) "' B,dz,
2mi

where the forth equality we use Cauthy integral formula.

Consequently, our proof of the main theorem relies on establishing limiting results on
M, (z) = tr ((Sn — 2I,,) ' By) — tr ((—2I, — zm}) (2),) "' By,) ,

due to the fact that with probability one,

On(f) = —% e f(2)M,(2)dz.

More precisely, we focus on Z/\l\n( -), a truncated version of M, (-) when viewed as a random two-dimensional
process defined on a contour C of the complex plane, described as follows. Let vy > 0 be arbitrary. Let z, be

any number greater than d*. Let z; be any negative number if d_ = 0. Otherwise choose z; € (0,d_). Let
Co={x+ivy:x € [z,2,]}.

Then
C={x;+iv:vel0,v]}UC, U{z, +iv:v e [0,v]}

We define now the subsets C,, of C on which M, (-) agrees with M\n() Choose sequence {e, } decreasing to

zero satisfying for some « € (0, 1)

en>n %
Let
{ml—l—w v E [ En,’Uo]} if z; > 0,
. {z;+ v :v € [0,v0]}, ifz; <0
and

C, = {wr +iv:v e [n_lsn,vo]} .

Then C, = C; UC,, UC,. The process J\/J\n() can now be defined. For z = x + iv we have

M, (2), for z € C,,
_ M, (mr + in‘lsn) , forz=uz.ve€ [0, n_lsn]
Mp(z) =
and if x; > 0,
M,, (ml + inilsn) , forx=ux,v€ [O,n’lan]
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Then ]\/Zn() can be viewed as a random element in the metric space C (C,R?) 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 H(I" +m2(z)2n)_1H < o0, (34)
n,zeC

which further yields

1) (Ma(2) = Ma(2)) de| =

cuc

£(2) (Mn(z) - Mn(z)) dz

/(C\Cn)u(C\Cn)

n

SSKE—n sup ‘tr(Sn —2I,) " 'B,, + tr(—zI,, — zm® (z)En)_an|

n ZECn
B -1 _
<K'e, (|)\§gx — xr‘ ! + ‘)\fgn — xl‘ + sup H(In —&—mg(z)zn) 1H) )
n,z€C
tending to zero almost surely. Hence,
1 —
Oulf) = —5— [ [(z)Ma(2)dz +op(1), (35)
T Jeuc

which gives rise to an alternative way to prove (33) by analyzing the difference between M,,(z) and the one
with all underlying variable being replaced by the truncated version, uniformly in z € C,.! 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.

w((8-21) = (8.-:1) ) B,

Thus, throughout this paper, we assume that the variable is truncated by d,+/n, centralized and standard,

sup E
z€Cy

= o(1). (36)

ie., | X11| < 6uv/n, E(X11) = 0 and E|X71]?> = 1. Further, due to the truncation step, we shall assume
E(X%) = o(1) for complex case.
C.2. An Intermediate Lemma

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

P(|Sall =) =0 (n") (37)
for any 1 > dT and any positive ¢, and
P(ASh, <) =o(n") (38)

1Notice that the eigenvalues of §n and §n are also contained in the interval [d_, dﬂ almost surely, we can express tr f(gn)Bn
and tr f(Sy)By in the same manner as (35).
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whenever 0 < 7 < d_. In view of (35), to prove the asymptotic normality of ©,(f), we only need to analyze
the behaviour of the stochastic process ]/\4\”(2) We now give an intermediate lemma concerning Z/\l\n(z) that
most of the paper will be dealing with.

Lemma C.1. Define 3,,(z) = I, + m%(2)%,, and the following quantities

1 1 <=3 2
Pa(z) = Ntr (2 ()%, B) Qn(2) = 0 (5,°(:)Z2B,)

S 1 ——2 =1

Vilam) = ot (5.8, GO2B.) . Un(a, ) = N (2. (203, )=}
_ 1 ——2 =2
V2(21,2) = tr <En X, zl)E B ) UZ(z1,22) = Wtr <En (22)3,, (zl)EfL)
Vi(a,m) = ot (zn )= (21) 2 BL T, (2 )2;1(@)2“3“)
2

~ 1 _
V(z1,22) = =) (ZE ()83, (2)5)?)

=08 (B (2)B.E, (2)5)?)

i

Zn) ( ,_L (22 22> (72(21722 Z( n (71 22) (f;z(zz)ZfJ

=1

Z
V2(21,22) = N ;
Z

Up(21,22) =

i

1 N N — N
T (er ) = e 3 (B8, () B, S, () B12) (zz/zzﬁ(zz)ann1@)2#)
1~2 i—1 i

%

m0 (21)m0 (22) o= /—=—1 S
an(21,22) = %ﬁnu) > (En (Zl)zn), (En (22)271)“, (21, 22) = Vi) (21, 22) + b (22)gn (22) U} (21, 22).
1

In addition to assumption 2.1 and 2.2, if we further assume C}(21,22) and pxC2(21,22) defined in (14)

and (15) convergence to some function Ci(z1,2z2) and Cy(z1,22), then {]\/Zn()} forms a tight sequence on

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

N D
where M(-) is a mean-zero Gaussian process on C satisfying for z1,z2 € C

Cov (M (z1), M (22)) = vxCi(21, 22) + pxCa (21, 22),

and
on(2) = (vx — 1)m0(z)? 2) [ mO ()2 (1 4+ tmQ(2))~3dH, (t) 0u() ) d:
" 2 (1—c[mb(2)22(1 + tmd(2))"2dH, (1)) (1 — cfmo 22(1+tml (2))2dH,(t)) "

+Nxz2m2(z)2[m%(2)ljn(z) A1 [ 2 ZtgdH”)_l—mz,z)]dz.

(14 mf (2)t)?

Remark C.1. Though the convergence for Cl(z1,22) and C2(z1, 22) 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 6, (f).
Firstly, by equation (7), it is easy to check that

1 Z1 — %2 1 1
Ul(z1,22) — ( — + )
G122 = o G () (s — ) 2y
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and

1 [ 2(z — 2) 1 ( 1 1 1
UZ(21,22) — < — + + :
(21, 22) 2225 \(my —my)?  (my —my)? \m/(z1)  m/(22) mims3

which is independent of B,,. If B,, = I, then it is not hard to check that

m(z) + zm/(z) m(z) + zm'(z)

Pn(z) - m/(z) ’ gn(z) - W’
1 21,2 ! ml(ZQ_Zl) m2
V, (21,22) = 122 ((m1 —m,)? + m'(z2)(m, —mz)) ,

1 <(22 — z1)(my +my)

1 m m
2 o1 202
Vo 2) = e \ ™ i, — o +0m—mﬁ<m%ﬂ+m%ﬂ»’

1 2(z1 — 2z9)myms, 1 ( m? m3
V321, 22) — < - + -
w(e22) 223\ (my —my)? (my —my)? \m/(21)  m/(22)

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

and

tr B,, tr B2
! — uB, e — SB, (40)

then the limit of P,(z), V,}(z1,22) and V,2(21,22) will be multiplied by pp, and that of V,3(z1,22) will be
multiplied by sp. Regarding general %,,, we may take B, = ®(X,,), where ®(-) is a positive function defined
on Rt U {0}, then the corresponding quantities become

t(t)dH ()
Ry e f C+ nC?

1 c [ Pewa)
V., (21,22) = 7l / (1 +myt)(1 4 myt)?’

(
c £5D(t)dH (t)
[avar

V2(z1,29) —
w(202) 2 g | T mat 2+ mgt

and

VS(Zl, ZQ) —

c/ t2®(t)2dH (t)
(

2323 14 myt)2(1 + myt)?

In all of the above circumstances, the convergence of CL(z1, z2) is fulfilled. Similarly, we know this is true for
C2(z1, 22) under quantities of cases, including that X, is diagonal and B, is certain function of ¥,,.

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

AR

is a continuous mapping of C (C ,Rz) into R", it follows that the above vector and, subsequently, (10) form
tight sequences. Letting M(-) denote the limit of any weakly converging subsequence of {]\/J\n()} we have

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

( 2m/f1 2m/fr )

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 C} (21, 22) and C2(z1, 22)
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 x,, if for any subsequence ny, if there exists a further subsequence ny;, such that Xy, B X, then
Xp, B x. Without loss of generality, we let n = ng, and according to Lemma C.1, we only need to find a
convergent subsequence for C} (21, z2) and C2(z1, 22)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, 2z2)). We first have

Pu(er) = Pufia)| = | 220G 500 S0 ) (5, (20) + 5, () 328,

<Clm0 () — 0 _ _ cn Ha
<Cluen) - el = €| [ (52 - 52 ) 4 00|

§C|Zl - 22|,

where the last step we use that fact that 1/|]A — z| < C for any z € C and X in the support of F - for

sufficiently large n. Similarly,

0, )T, ()5, (1) (T, () + 5, () SLB,

z9) — m (z4)

N

|z 2y/1 — 2322V} < my, (
129 n(ZhZQ) Z3%24 n(z37z4)| =

H)E, (2)23 B,

n

n

0 ) L e
+ ‘mﬂ(zl)Nm"(Zs) tr 2n2(24)2

<Clmy (21) — my (23)] + Clmy (22) — m (24)]

<C(|z1 — 23] + [22 — 24]),

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 € C,, we write M, (z) — &n(2) = M(2) + M2(2),
where
Ml

n

(2) = tr ((sn ) Bn> —Etr ((S, — 2I,)"'B,), (41)
M?2(z) = Etr ((Sn — zIn)_an) —tr ((—zIn — zmg(z)zn)_an) — Wn(2). (42)

Then our proof contains the following three steps: (i) finite dimensional convergence in distributions of M} (z),
and calculation for the covariance function, (ii) tightness of M!(z) and (iii) convergence of non-random part

M?2(2) (convergent to 0 uniformly in z € C,).

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 M} (z)

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

Z a;M; (z)  (Sz £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 = Q2. For the following analysis we will assume v > 0. To facilitate notation, we will denote

3 =3,, B = B,. Constants appearing in inequalities will be denoted by K and may take on different values
N

from one expression to the next. Let s; = (1/v/N)X'/2x;, then S, = >_j—15;8;- Recalling the truncation
steps, we derive from Lemma B.4 that for any non-random matrix M
1 P
E‘s;Msl - Ntr(EM)’ < K, ||[M|Ps?=*N"1,  p>2. (43)

Let D(z) = 8,, — zI,,, D;(z) = D(z) — s;8}, we define the following quantities:
. 1 _ 1 _ _
gj(z) = s;D; 1(z)sj — Ntr (EDj 1(2)) , Ti(2) = Ntr (EDj 1BDj 1(2)) ,
1
0;(z) = s;D; ' (2)BD; ' (2)s; — 5 (2D;'BD;'(2)),

1 1 = 1
Bi(z) = 1+ 5D (s bn(2) = 2 1Et (ZD; ' (2))’ b2 =7 T (2D ()

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

D '(z2)—-D;7'(2) = —D;l(z)sjs;Dj*l(z)ﬁj(z), (44)

v

[tr ((D7(2) = D7 (2)) M) | < =5 (45)

Let Eo(-) denote expectation and E;(-) denote conditional expectation with respect to the o-field generated

by si,...,s;, we have the following decomposition

M, (z) —EM,(z) =tr (D"'(z) —ED"'(2)) B
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By definition, we have (3;(z) :Ej (2) — B; (z)zj (2)e;(z) = bj(2) —E?(z)sj( )+ ( 2)Bj(z)e3(z). Thus,

(Ej —E;j—1)s;D; " (2) BD} " (2)8;(2)

—E; J J
= (Bj —Ej-1) (8;(2)03(2) + 5;(2)73(2))
= (B — ;1) (i(2)05(2) = B(=)e5(2)04(2) + B ()75 (2)
— b-(z)s i(2)75(2) +g?(z)ﬂ](Z)&?(Z)S;Dj_l(Z)BDj_l(Z)S]>

=B, (05(2)05(2) — B(2)2(2)75(2) )
— (B — ;1) (B2(2)25(2)05(2) = B(2)B;(2)e3(2)s; D; () BD; L (2)s; )

where the last equation we use E;_; (Z (z)aj(z)) =E,;_ (%(z)q(z)q(z)) =0, and E;_4 (@(z)q(z)) =
E, ('Ej(z) Ti(z )) Using (43), we have

N N
B> (B ~E;-1) = D B[ (B — B) B (e (2)os ()]
= ) =t (46)
<43 E[R(2)ei(2)o5(2)|” < 4'%N (Ele; ()" (Elo;(2)]*)"? < KoL
Similarly, we have
N 2
E| > (B —E;1)b(2)B(2)e; (2)s;D; ' (2)BD;  (2)
j=1
al rg 2
:;E} (Ej — Ej—1) b3(2)8;(2)e] (2)(05(2) + 7(2))] (47)
[21° 8y 1/2 1 1/2 Izl6
<8 46 N(E| (2] ) (E| (2] ) +8 nEle;(z )|
<K&2.

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

E[b1(2) — ba(2)|* < LN4E|t 2 (D;'(z) —EDT'(2) !
K N 4
:71@ (Ej E;_1)tr = (D7'(2) — D' (2))
< ]@E( ‘ E; 1) tr S (Dr'(2) - D (2)) ‘2)
K 2 >
§N4<2 U2”) < KN~
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from which we yield

N
E| Y E; (b(2)05(2) - bu(2)e @) ZE\ (B — 1) (B5(2) = bu(2))os ()

(48)
<4N (E[i(2) - bn(z)|4)1/ (E|01(z)|4)1/2 < K&2N-V2,
and v ,
E| Y B, (3(:) — ()5 () ()| < KRN (19)

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

where we define

Thus we have

Zale 2;) ZZ% (zi) +op(1).

j=11i=1

Next we check the condition (ii) in Lemma B.6. Actually,
E|Y;(2)[" < K ([bn(2)|"Elo;(2)[* + [bn(2)PEle; ()7 (2)]*)
4
< & (Leioy i+ ey
< K&tN1,

and

2 4

T

E a;Yj (z;)

< K6,

|
ZO‘Y (2:) |Z LY (zi)|2e) S?Z

N
> E
j=1

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

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

ZEJ 1 [ Yj (22)] (50)

converges in probability (in L;, 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 7;(z) is not negligible in general, we thus need the following
Lemma D.1 that provides an non-random approximation for 7;(z) in the L; sense.

-1
Lemma D.1. For any fived = € CT, let g,(2) = Pu(z) (1 (m, () (Z)) trx 2(2)22) , then there exists an
absolute constant K such that



Lemma D.2. Letz= (Xy,...,X,)", y= (Y1, ...,
entries and x is independent of y. Assume E(Xy)
then for any non-random n X n matriz M

Y,) T be two n-dimensional random vector with i.i.d. (complex)
= (Y]_) =0, E|X1|2 ]E|Yi‘2 =1 and E|X1‘4 E|Y1|4 < 00,

Elz"My* = ||M|[z,  Elz"My* < (E[X1[*E[Y1]* + 2)|| M][E,

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

ZEJ 1Y (21) Y (22)]
7ZE] 1|— 2’1 E O'J(Zl) +b (Zl)E 5](21)7_1(21)] X [7bn(22)EjCTj(2’2) +bi(2’2)Ej€j(22)Tj(22)}

=bn(21)bn(22) A1 (21, 22) — b (21)b7 (22) Az (22, 21) — b (22)b7 (21) A2 (21, 22) + b5, (22)b;1 (21) Az (21, 22),

where
N
A(z1,22) = > By [Ejoj(21)E;05(22)]
j=1
N
Az (21, 22) = ZEj—l [Eje;(21)7i(21)Ej0;(22)]
j=1
and

N
As(z1,22) = D Bjoa [Byej(21)7(21)Eje(22)7(22)] -

Applying Lemma B.1 (a version for conditional expectation case) to A;(z1,22), we obtain

N
A (21, 2) Z tr X'/°E; (D; ' (21)BD; ' (z1)) B2 £'/?E; (D; ' (22) BD; ! (2)) ='/?

H1 H2
+ [EXT,[* tr HiHY + (B[ X1 |* — [EXT,[* - 2) Z (Hu),;; (Ha),;

i=1
Notice that
|t HiHy | < nl|Hi|[|| Ha| < nop oy,

and

n

> (Hy),; (H

i=1

n n 1/2
i| S (Z I(Hl)uQZI(Hﬁ”IQ) < [|H[lp | Hallp < 0l Hy||| H|| < nvy oy,

After truncation steps, we have EX? = o(n~!) for complex case and E|X11|* is altered by an infinitesimal

amount, thus we obtain

Ay (21, 22) :% > (zWEj (D;'(21)BD; (1)) 21/2) (21/2Ej (D; ' (22)BD; ! (22)) 21/2)
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Ztr]E 1(21)BD; ! (21)) SE; (D! (22) BD; * (22)) X + oz(1).

Similarly, we get
n

N
X _ _ _
Ag(21,20) =55 § ;7 (z1) (21/2Dj 1(21)21/2)u- E; (21/2Dj !(2)BD; 1(22)21/2>

im1 %

v _ _ -
+ N—); Zu« E; (1;(21)D; (21)) SE; (D; }(22)BD;  (22)) T + op(1).
=1
To further simplify the above terms, we have by Lemma D.1,

N
% > trE; (7j(21)D; (1)) £E; (D; ! (22)BD; ' (2)) £

j=1

N
:$ Ztr E; (1j(21)D; *(21)) ZE; (b;l(zz)BDj—l(zQ)) ¥+ op(1)

N
=$ > tE; (73(20) D5 (21)ED] (22) D} (22)8) + 00 (1)

j=1

gn(21) - E. (D! 21 21

—IoE Y J( ~1(z1)=D; ! (22) BD; (22)2)+0P(1)
j=1

N
:g"(z;) > E; (tr D‘l(21)2136(22)313(};(22)2) +op(1),

N? <
j=1
where
Z skSy + Z 3,8y — 21
_J+1
and §1,...,8y are i.i.d. copies of s; but independent of s1,...,sy. 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

o 9]

D(])(Z) = D](Z) + sjs;f.

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

analogous treatment leads to

N n
n\Z D D
Az(21,20) = uxg 2 > K (EWD BE 1)21/2)-- (ZI/QD(Jé(ZQ)BD(ji(ZQ)El/Q)“
j=11:=1 * ’
N
5 51
UXgn 2’1) Zt Zl ED(]) (ZQ)BD(;;(ZQ)E +O]P>(1) ( )
Jj=1

= pxgn(21)Ba(21,22) + Ux gn(21)Ca(21, 22) + op(1).
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Similarly, we have

N n
2.8 1/2 1/2 »1/2 5—1 1/2
Ay (21, »Y2D7Y(2)BD ()2 D7} (2)BD/ ! ()%
1(1,20) = 55 gg i ( {(2)BD M (@)BY2) (SY2D()(22) BD]) (2)24?)
vx o -1 -1 -1 -1 (52)
+ 32 Y trE;D7(21)BD ™} (21)ED(;)(22) BDj) (22) % + 0p(1)
j=1

= uxBi(z1, z2) + vxCi(z1, z2) + op(1).

N n
Ag(Zl,Zz) MZZE] (21/21)71(21)21/2)

j=11i=1

(i)

N
N W;trﬂz D™ (21) 2D} (22) 3 + op(1) i
= px gn(21)gn(22)Bs(21, 22) + vx gn(21)gn(22)C5(21, 22) + op(1).

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

Ci(z1,22) = nh_{f;o by (21)bn(22) (Cl (21, 22) = bn(21)gn(21)C2(21, 22)

— bp(22)gn(22)Co(22, 21) + bn(21)bn(22)gn(21)gn(22)C3(21, zQ)),
and

Ca(1,22) = T ba(z10)ba(22) (Bi(21,22) = bu(21)gn(21)Ba(21, 22)
= bn(22)gn(22) B2 (22, 21) + bn(21)bn (22) gn (21) gn (22) B3 (21, 22))

respectively, where C1 (21, 22) and Ca(z1, 22) are the limit of C} (21, 29) and C2(z1, 22) which are defined in
(14) and (15).
D.1.2. Calculation of the limit of Ci(z1,22) and covariance function C(z1,23).

We begin by replacing C;(z1, 22) with some non-random quantities in the L; sense, which is a little
complicated but implicatures the approximation of Ca(z1, 22) 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~!(z;) in the same manner as (131) in the

Appendix G.3, and an essentially identical argument yields
tr (D*l(zl)BD*(zl)zﬁ(j§(22)31“)(—j§(22)z)
=—tr (5, (20)BD 1 (21)2 D} (22) BD ) (5)%) (54)
Ftr (A(zl)BD*(zl)z:f)(—ji(@)BD(;(zQ)z) + Ry(21, 22),
where E|R; (21, 22)| < KN'/2. To facilitate our proceeding, we introduce some notations here. Likely to the

beginning of section D.1, for ¢ < j, let ]j(j)i(z) = f)(j)(z) — s;8} and for i > j, let ﬁ(j)i(z) = ﬁ(j)(z) — §;87.
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Correspondingly, for i < 7, define f;<;(z) = 1/(1+S*D(J) (2)s;) and for i > j, fis;(2) = 1/(1+§*D(J) (2)8:)
Then the equations for Dy;);(z) and D(;)(z) similar to (44) still hold. Therefore we further decompose

D~1(z;) and lv)(_ﬁ(zz) as (44), to obtain
tr (A(zl)BD‘ (zl)ED(])(Z2)BD(])(Z2)E>

:étr <§n1(z1)<z E)D '(2)BD; ' (2)£D}),(2) BD}}, (= )2)

N
- Z Bi(z1) tr (i;
- Zj:Bigj(Z2) tr (in

(2’1)813 D (Zl)BDZ_l (zl)SZS:Dz_I(Zl)zﬁ(_j;l(ZQ)BD(_];Z(Zg)E)

21)8:8 D Y (21)BD; Y (2))2 D (29)8:8 DL (20)BD 7 (20)%
( (5)i 1(4)d (9)i

H(z1)si8; Dy H(21) BD; L (21)SD ] ()58 D(j)l(ZQ)BD(J)Z(ZQ)Z)

— Z BDJ 29 tr(

i=j+1
j
ZB <j(z2) tr (f);l(zl)sistjl(zl)BD; (21)ED(j)Z(ZQ)BD(;;Z»(ZQ)SiS:DG;i(ZQ)E)
Z:N
= Y Bzt (57 (21)sis; D] (1) BD; (1) SO (2) BD ()88 D (2) )
i=j+1

(21 ﬂl<] 29) ( Y(z1)8i8;D; ' (21)BD;  (21)s:8;D; (1) X

MQ

X D(j;i(@)sis;fb( 3i(22)BD (= )2)

N
+ Z Bi(21)Bisj(22) tr

i=j+1

(i_l(zl)sisti1(21)BDi1(z1)sis;‘Di1(zl)E

i
+Y Bi(21)Bici(z) tr ( £, (21)si8; Dy (1) BD; ! (21)8:8; Dy ' (21) 2

i=1
(J)Z(zg)BD( i (zz)sisfb(j;i(@)E)

N

+ Y Bi(21)Bis; T (z1)sisi D ()X

i=j+1

iil(Zl)SiS?Di_l(Zl)BDi_l(Z1)EE(_j;i(22)SiS;k

n Zﬁfgjm)tr (
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< D () BD | (e2)535 D ()2
j 4 ~
=D Bilz1)Bie;(z2) tr (Eﬁl(zl)sisti1(21)BDil(zl)sis;‘Dil(zl)z
i=1

X D(jii(22>SiS:<D(j§i(ZQ)BD(J-;Z-(ZQ)SZ‘S;;D(J»;;(ZQ>E)

N
- Z ﬁi(z1)53>j(z2)tr (i;l(zl)sistil(zl)BDi1(z1)sisti1(z1)E
i=j+1

X IV)(_J.;.(Zg)é’i.‘s':‘lv)(_j;i(zz)Bﬁ(_j;(22)§i§?13(_j;(22)2)

+ Ra (21, 22)
=A1(z1, 22) — Aa(21, 22) — Az1(21, 22) — Asa(21, 22) — Aar(21, 22) — Aua(21, 22) + As1(21, 22)
+ Asa(21, 22) + As1(21, 22) + As2(21, 22) + A71(21, 22) + Ava(21, 22) — Agi1(21, 22) — Asa(21, 22)

+ R2(2:17 ZQ).

Where |Ra(z1, 22)| < K, for a similar reason why we get (134). Regarding A;(z1, 22), Lemma B.4 indicates
that E|A;(z1,22)] < KNY2. Next we show that E|Aj(21,22)| < KNY/2 for i = 3,...,8. Due to the basically
identical treatment, we focus on dealing with Aga(z1, 22) for an example. Indeed, using Holder inequality, we

have

21| z2|?
3

_ _ w4y 1/4 e o . 1/4
ElAgQ(Z1,22)| S N(ElSNDNl(Zl)BDNl(Zl)SN|4) / (E|SND(];N(22>BD IN(22>SN|4)

()
x y—1 1 < a4 g —1 -1 M4
x (Elsy DR (0 =Dy (z2)5n ") (EISN DGy (22) 25, (1)sw )

§K7
where the last inequality uses the fact that E|siMsy|P < K and E|§5Msy|* < KN~2 for any n x n
M independent of sy, §y 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

Bisi(2) 4 Bi<i(2) £ Bi(2), thus we have E|fi<;(2) — bn(z)] < KN'/2. Then following a similar line as (136)
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and (137), we get

r (D*l(zl)BD*(21)21“)(—];(@)31“)(—].;(22)2)
-t (i;l(zl)BD*(zl)z:b(j§(22)3b(j§(22)z)
by (1)
- N2

(21)bn (22) tr (D’l(zl)BD’l(zl)Elv)(’j;(ZQ)E) tr (1“)(;;(ZQ)Bz“)(j§(z2)z§:;1(zl)z)

(J

tr (D7 (21)BD (1)) tr (D—l(zl)m“)-;(zQ)Bf)-;(zQ)zi;l(zl)z)

J
— ﬁbn
-2
] _ _ _ ~
+ 250 ()ba(z2) tr (D7 (1) BD T (2)Z) tr (D71 (2) 2D} (2)T)
X tr (f)(—];(ZQ)Bﬁ(—j§(z2)z§;1(zl)z)

b (21)bn (22) tr (D*l(zl)BD*(zl)zb(-j;(ZQ)BD(-j;(ZQ)) tr (EG;(ZQ)zigl(zl)z)

+ %bi(zl)bn(@) tr (D™ (21)BD™}(21)%) tr (D—l(zl)zb(j§(22)31“)(j§(22)2)

X tr (ﬁ;j§(22)z§;1(z1)z)

+ Nisbn(zl)bi(@) tr (D*l(zl)BD*(zl)zD(—j;(zQ)z) tr (ﬁ&;(@)BﬁG;(@)z)
X tr (Eéi(zg)ﬁigl(m)ﬁ) (55)
— Nizlbi(zl)bi(@) tr (D' (21)BD™'(2)%) tr (D_l(zl)Elv)(j;(ZQ)E) tr (DG%(ZQ)BD(J%(ZQ)E)

X tr (_D(_J;(ZQ)Ei:Il(Zl)E) + Rg(Zl, 23)

—tr (i:;l(zl)BD*(zl)zb(—j§(22)3b(—j§(zz)z)
— B2 (21)gn(21) tr (D—l(zl)zb(j§(zz)BD(j§(zz)z§:;1(zl)z)

- NLan(zl)bn(zQ) tr (D’l(zl)BD’l(zl)Elv)’l(zg)E) tr (1“)<§(22)31“)*1(,22)22;1(21)2)

") G )
4 L b (2)gn (1) tr (D7 (2)BD ) (2)8) tr (B () BDG) (22) 98, (1))
+ %an(zl, 25) tr (D*I(zl)BD*I(21)213&§(22)B1V)(‘j§(22)2>

_ %bn(zl)gn(zl)an(zh o) tr (DN (2) 2D () BDy) (22)%)

- %bn(@)gn(@)an(zh ) tr (D*l(zl)BD*I(zl)z:D(—j;(zz)z)

+ %bn(zl)bn(zz)gn(zl)gn(zg) tr (DM () BD ) (2)8) + Rl 22)

Where E|Ry(z1, 22)|, E|R3(21, 22)| < KN'/2 and

mO

z1)m0 (z — 1 — 1
(21, 20) = %u (zn ()5, (22)22). (56)

Indeed, the last equality uses Lemma D.1 and the fact

bn (Zl )bn (22)

< KN~1/2 57
N < , (57)

E tr (ﬁ(_j;(zg)ﬁigl(zj)ﬁ) —an(z1, 22)
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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 Y, (21, 22) to denote a random part satisfying E|Y,, (21, z2)| < KN~/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

) tr (i:,;l(zl)zi:;l(zl)z) /N
S (D (=)D} (zz)z) - S Ne (s + T (21, 22) (58)

_ an(21, 22) B . .
N 1—j/Nan(zl,z2>/(bn( 1)bn(22)) + T (21, 22).

Secondly,
1 tr (D Y2)BD Y (2)E5 (2 )2)
bn(Z2 3 -1 * y—1 S—
N ;Bz ( Y(20)8:8; D; ' (20) BD; *(22)s,8; D; (22)22711(21)2)
_ %tr (E;I(ZQ)BDﬂ(zQ)Ei;l(zl)z) + Yol 22)
b (372087 022 B) - 22 4 (D1 (2 BD () ) 1 (D7 ()5 ()85 (o)) P
+ Tn(zlaz2)

_ ! tr(i; (22)§;1(21)223)+

—1, =2 )
T 222N tr (En (21)%, (22)23> + Yh(21, 22)

z123N
=V, (21, 22) + b2(22)gn(22)Un (21, 22) + Ti(21, 22) = (o (21, 22) + Th(21, 22),

where we define !(21,22) = V,}(21,22) + b2(22)gn(22)UL (21, 22). Then two analogous quantities can be

approximeted in the same manner, one is

1y (D*l(ZQ)BD*1(22)§;2(21)23) = V2(21, 20) + b2 (22)n (22)U2(21, 22) + T(21, 22)

N (60)
= C727,(Z1722) + Tn(zh Z2)7
another is
1 - -
St (Dﬂ(ZQ)BDﬂ(22)2251(21)3251(21)2) = V3 (21, 20) + b2 (22)gn (22) V2 (21, 22) + (21, 22) o
61

= (3(21,22) + Tn(z1, 22),

where (2 and ¢3 is defined similarly to ¢}

Next we focus on the remaining terms that contains both D~1(2;) and lv)(_i(z ). All of these verifications
are tedious but elementary by the same argument as in (55). So we simply taking 3- tr (D_1 (Z])EE&;(ZQ)B
xDG&(zg)E) for an example. Indeed,

1 /= . o
—tr (2;1(zl)ED(j§(22)BD(j§(zg)2)

1 .
oty (D_l(zl)ZD(j)(zg)BD(j)(zg)E) + 5

N
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- > Bicj(za) tr (zgl(zl)sis;D;I(z1)zﬁgjii(zz)sis;fﬁ(—j;i(z2)Bf)(—j;i(z2)z)

D i) tr (87 (21)sis1 D (21) SO (22) BD G (22) 818, Dy ()X

b(Zl) . 3 — * y— I — * 7y — I — * 7y —
+ n ZﬁfS](ZQ) tr <En1(21)31‘$i Di I(Zl)ED 1 (ZQ)SiSi D(j;i(ZQ)BD 12.(2:2)81‘81» D(];z(ZQ)Z)

N < ()i )
+ Yon(21, 22)
)b () 1 (D () ED (2) 8 ) 11 (D) (20) BD L (20) 581 (1)
773 0n(21)bn (22) tr (21)2D ;) (22)X) tr ( D) (22) BD ) (22) 2%, (21)
- ﬁbn(zl)bn(@) tr (b(-j;(zg)zigl(zl)z) tr (D—l(zl)zf)(—j;(zQ)BD(—j;(zQ)z)
+ ﬁbn(zl)bi(@) tr (D*l(zl)zba(@)z) tr (DG;(ZQ)BD(;;(ZQ)E) tr (D(ji(zg)zigl(zl)z:)
+Tn(2’1,22)
_ 1 j/NaTL(Zl?ZQ) 1 ] t D—l 2D71 BD71 »
== Gile ) = TR TS G ) + n(en )t (D7 o) 2D () BDG) (22)%)

gn(22)  j/Na2(z1,22)
- Tn ) 9
ba(e) 1= j/Nan (o) (nF122)

where the last equality uses (57)-(59). Utilizing (2.19) in [4], we take one step further to obtain

%tr (D—l(zl)zf)(;;(zg)BD(—J;(zQ)z)
- j/Naln(zl,zQ))z (_Crlb(zl’zg) - fVW) + Yoo, ) .
Similarly, we have
%tr (D*l(zl)zb(j;(ZQ)BD(j;(zQ)z:i:;l(zl)z)
=- (1_‘;'_//]]\\]@1)2 (bn(21)bn (22)U,) (22, 21)C (21, 22) + anbn(22)gn (22)Up (22, 21)) (63)
- f’i(jl/;i (21, 2),
and
%tr (D*l(zl)zf)(;(22)31“)(—5(22)22;1(zl)B)
=— (1_?//]]\\;&71)2 (bn(210)bn(22)V,1 (22, 21)C (21, 22) + anbn(22)gn(22) V) (22, 21)) (64)
- m + (21, 22)

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 a,, instead of a, (21, 22))
1 —1 —1 51 -1
s (D (21)BD (zl)ED(j)(ZQ)BD(].)(ZQ)z)
_| Gia, ) J/N
1—j/Na,  (1-j/Nay,)*
(2

‘ % (21)9n 1 1
L AMNOEINE) ) g U (0, 20)CE (21 22) + anba(z2)gn () U (22, 21))

5 (bn(20)bn (22)Vy) (22, 21)Cp (21, 22) + anbn(22)gn(22)V,, (22, 21))

b2 (21)gn(21)C2 (21, 22) | 3/Nbn(21)bn(22)¢0 (21, 22)
bn(22)
Calz1,22) +

4+ LAl + S <C,11(22,Z1)+
gn( 2) n)
1—j/Nay (1-j/Nayn)* n(21)

(1-3j/Nay)*
In (zl)ai>
1—j/Nay, (1-j/Nay)*
j/an(Zl)gn(Zl)an 1 j/an(Zl)gn(zl)an
b
3/Nba(22)gn(22)an [ 4 J gn(z)an\ | J/Ngn(21)gn(22)ay .
(1-j/Nan)* <<"< T ) L=j/Nan 1/ )

g
N
(<1<z1 2)+ 2

N b (ZQ)
+ Tn(z’l,Z2)
__ 1 v
(1-j/Nay)* (1-3j/Nay)*

x CH(ze,21) + Q%an [bn(21)gn (21)Cn (21, 22) + b (22)gn (22) G (22, 21) + an + 5 /Na ] } + Yo (21, 22).

Ultimately, together with (51), (53), (131), (58), (62) and (65), we get

(G321, 22) + B (22)n ()G o1, )] + (2L bu(e)ba(2)Ch e, 22)

(€121, 22) = bul21)gn(21)Ca 21, 22) = bu(22)g (22)Ca (22, 1)

o b ()b (22)g0 (21)9n (2)Cal21, 22) ) % b ()b (22)

:i { tr( Zl)BD (Zl)ZD(J)(ZQ)BD(J)(Zz)E>

Pul)0n 1) (D12 () B o))
_ %}311(22) tr (Dﬂ(Zl)BDfl(Zl)ED(_ji(ZQ)E)

n by (22)gn(22)bn(21)gn(21) tr (Dl(z1)2f7(_j§(z2)2”

b (

N

X
=2 [.2 (VE(1,22) + 22109 (1) V2 (21, 22) + B (22) g0 (22) Vi (22, 1)

B2 (22)gn ()b (21)9a (1) U2 (21, 22))
1+j/Nay
(1 j/Nan)®
2j/N
(1- j/]\/van)3

(bn(zl)gn(zl)C}L(zla 22) + by (22)gn(22)C) (22, 21) + gn(zl)gn(ZQ)an>

bn<zl)bn(22)

N +011:>(1).

b (21)bn (22)C) (21, 22) G (22, 21)] X
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Notice that
(21)m(22)(21 — 22) A
m(22) — m(z1)

m
an(21,22) = 1+ — a(z1, 22), (66)

which is easily devived from (7). Then together with the fact b, (z) — —zm(z), we have (for simplicity, we
write m; instead of m(z;))

01(2’1,22) T ! 2tdi 3 2,2 2 2,2 2
m = nh_{go /0 m |:Vn (21, Z2) + Zlmlgn(zl)vn (zl, 22) + z2ngn(22)vn (225 Zl)

1
ot dt
+ZEmfzgmggn(zl)gn(ZQ)Uﬁ(21,22)} +/ ( z1my zomy (21, 22) G (22, 21)]
0

1 —ta(z1,29))3 [
/1 1+ ta(z1,z9)dt
0

0 —ta(er, ) [ — z1my G121, 22) — 22m5Ca (22, 21) + gn(21)gn (22)alz1, 22)] }

Then solve the above integration, i.e.

/1 2tdt 1 m(zz) —m(z1)
o (

1 —ta(z1, 22))? T1- a(z1,22)  m(z1)m(z2)(ze — 21)’

and

(1—ta(z1,22))® (1 —a(z1,22))?  m?(z1)m?(22)(22 — 21)?’

we finally yield the covariance function (14).

L 2tdt [P L4ta(z, m)dt 1 (m(z2) — m(z1))?
I8 J

1 —ta(z,22))3 -

D.1.3. Calculation of the limit of Bi(z1,22) and covariance function Cy(z1,22).
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 nxn M, My and non-random nx 1 vectors x,y with bounded
Euclidean norm, we have for any fived z € C*, we have

E|z* M, (D_l(z) + z—ligl(z)) My < KN~Y/2,
where I, + Em,, (2)% = f)n(z), and the invertibility of ZA]n(z) is verified by (74).

Then the approximation for Bs(z1, z2) is straightforward due to Lemma D.3, thus we begin by dealing
with By (21, 22), which implicatures the treatment for Bs(z1, 22). In the sequel, we will frequently utilize the
following equation, that is for any n x n matrix My, Mo,

n

Z(Ml)ii(MQ)ii =1tr M1 dlag(Mg) (67)

i=1
Similar to the proof of Lemma D.1, we decompose D~ (z1) as D™ (z1) = =X, (21) +bn(21) 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(z;)

and C(z1) is negligible. As for A(z1), we further decompose D~1(z1) and ﬁ(;(zz) using (44) to get

n
i

> (21/2A(21)BD_1(z1)21/2)ii (21/213(3)1(ZQ)BE(;;(ZQ)El/?)

(2
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k=1 1i=1
X e} El/zD(J)k(zg)BD(])k(zg)Zl/ e
) €=z sksi Dy (2) B [D 7 (1) - Dy ()] BV 2
k=11i=1
x e’ 21/2D( )k(zg)BD( )k(zQ)zl/Zei
N n _
+3 D e m 2B (2 sk Dy (1) BD (1) 2 e
k=1 1i=1

N n
+ZZ6?21/22;1(Zl)SkSZD;Zl(21)BD;1(Z1)21/2&'
x e BV2D L (22) B [ D) () = Dy ()| B2
n
+ZZ62‘21/22;1(21)8ksZDk_1(zl)BDk_l(zl)El/Qei

k=11i=1

x ;Y2 [ D) (z2) — Dl (z2)| B D} (22) = Djia)]| =1/

N n
+Y Y e ) sisi Dy (2) B [D 7 (21) - Dy ()] B %
k=11i=1
x ;Y2 [ D) (z2) = DijJy(z2)] BD{), ()T e,
N n
) e =S e ssi Dy H(2) B [D 7 (1) - Dy ()] BV 2
k=11:=1
x e BV2D ] (22) B [ D) () = Dy (22)| =%,
N n
+ZZe;‘El/QZle(zl)skSZDk’l(zl)B [D_l(zl) _ D;1(21)] /2,
k=1 i=1
x e; B/ [EG§(22) - D(j%k(zz)} B [D&;(Zg) - D(}%k(@)} »1/2e,
+ §2(21,22)
:Avl(zlu Zz) + gQ(Zl, Zz) + /T;g(zl, 22) + /T4(21722) + 25(,21,2:2) + gﬁ(zl, 32) + Av7(zh 22) + ﬁg(zh 22)

+E1(21,2’2)7

where |Ry(21,22)| < K, due to (67) and (45) again. By (67) and (43), we have E|A; (21, 20)| < KNY/2. We

now claim that E|A4;(z1, z5)| are both o(N), for i = 3,--- ,8. Actually, taking Ag(z1, z5) for an instance, we
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have

J n
AS(ZL 2'2) = — Zﬁk@:l)ﬁigj(z@) Zerzl/zzﬁl(21)Sk82D;1(21)BD;;1(21)81@82D,;1(21)21/26i
k=1

i=1

(ZQ)Bﬁ7

X efEl/QD(fj;k(ZQ)sks,th (]&k

(j;k (22>SksltD(j§k(22>21/zei

N n
- Z Br(z1)Brs;(22) Z e; 225 N (21)sksi Dy (21) BDy (1) ssi Dy (1) 2 e
k=j+1 i=1

x e; 22D} (22) 881D

:Av81(2'17 z2) + g82(2’1, 22).
Using (145) we have for k < j

Ele; V2% (21)spsi Dy L (21) BD; L (21) s st Dy L (1) 21 2e;

X efEl/Zﬁ(j;k(zQ)skst(jik(zz)Bb(;;k (z0)s85D

(s
1/4 4
(E‘sl )1(22)2 2eerx /25 (21)31‘ ) (E‘sl (22)BD() (22)81‘ )

<K& N1

(jik(@)zmei

1/4

5 N 1/4 .,
sTDl_l(zl)El/zeiefEl/QD(_jil(22)31’ ) (]E‘s1 Y(21)BD7 (21)31| )

1/4

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

E efEl/Qigl(zl)sksZDlzl(zl)BDgl(zl)sksZDgl(zl)El/zei

1/2
x efy / D( )k(zg) (J)k

5 i 174 A
< (]E‘s}*VDNl(21)21/2eie;‘21/2D(j§N(zz)gN’ ) (E|37VD];1(Z1)BD,;1(ZI)3N| )

(e

<KN~2.

" 4 1/4
D(—)N(zz)zl/%iejzl”z;l(zl)sN’) (IE

As a consequence, we have E|Ag; (21, 22)| < K62N and E|Ag; (21, 22)| < K. Hence our assertion is attained

by the same treament for other five terms. Regaring A (21, 22), similar to (136) and (137), we have
N N
As(21,20) = — Zﬁk( 1) tr (EUQE Y(z1)sksi Dy, (zl)BDlzl(zl)aek.s,f;Dkfl(21)21/2
k=1

x diag (21/ D} (=)BD )k(zg)zl/Z) >

=

( ()22 diag (21/2D (22)BD )k(z2)21/2> 21/25:;1(,21)2)

)k
k=1

X tr (D]; (Zl)BDlzl(Zl)E) + Ez(Zl, 2’2)
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— bn(21)gn(2z1 Ze 2251 (2)ED (21)8  2eier 22D

) (22)BD ) (22) 5" %,
=1

()
+ ﬁS(zlv 22)7

where E|Ry (21, 22)| < KN'Y2 and E|Rs3(21, 20)| < KN'/2, which uses Lemma D.1 and (67) indeed. Thus,

3y (21/2D—1(zl)BD—l(zl)zl/Q)
=1

_ Z (21/22 DBD" (2 1)21/2)

o (BDG ) BEG =),

L (BD5 B ()5 7)

~ B2 (21)ga(z1) Y (B8 () BD T (2)BY2) (SV2D((22) BDG (22)Y?) 4 Ra(r, 22)

=1
=Y (328 2B ()T ) (SV2D)(22) BD) (2)E2)
i—1 i (23
B egn(2) Y (378 (@) B (20)2Y?) (22D (22) BD) (22)8') 4+ Ba(ea.2a),
i—1 k33 7

where E|Ry(21, 22)| = o(N) and E|Rs (21, 23)| = o(N). The last equality factually uses Lemma D.3 and the
fact that Hz_lfl,jl(z) — 2-1(2)|| = o(1). Taking one step further, we decompose E(;; (z2) in the same way
as dealing with D~1(z;) previously to get
3 (EI/QD*(zl)BD*(zl)zl/?)
i=1

_2(21/22 (21)BE: (zl)zl/Q)

«(BPDG EBDG ) ),

(21/22;1(22)32,31(@)21/2)

n

+ B2 (21)gn(21) Y (B8 (o) B8 (20) 8Y2) (B8] (20) BE ()22

o “ (68)
+02(22)gn(22) Y (BV2E (22) B8 (22)B2) (B8 (20) B (20) B2

i=1 w i
+ bi(ZQ)gn(Zg (21)gn (21 Z (21/22 22 ( 2)21/2) ) (21/253;1(21)2§;1(21)21/2> )

=1

+ Ro(21, 22),

where E|Rg (21, 22)| = o(NN) Similarly, we have

n
3 (21/2D—1(Z1)21/2) i (21/21“)(;;(ZQ)BD(—];(@)zl/?)
22

=1

=X (s e,

n

~ B(ea)ga(2) Y (2128 (20) 817

i=1

(21/2§J;1(22)3'23;1(2:2)21/2) (69)

i i

(B2 () B8 (22)BY2) + Relon,20),

%
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and

n (21/21),1(21)21/2)' (21/213(;;(22)21/2)
i=1 "

I

Il
-

(21/2§g1(zl)21/2) ) (21/25151(22)21/2) + }"%8(21’22)7

K2

where E|R7(21, 22)| and E|Rs(z1, 22)| are both o(N). Ultimately, together with (68)-(70), we obtain

{31(21, 22) — bn(22)gn(22)B1(22, 21) — bn(21)gn(21)B1 (21, 22)

b (21)bn(22)90(21)gn (22)Bs (21, 22) | X b (210 (22)

_bn(z13\l;n(zz) [é (21/2251(21)]5,%;1(21)21/2) ) <21/25~3;1(22)3221(22)21/2)

(23 (23

n

+B2(20)ga(21) 3 (B8 (21) B, (2 2)

1

(225, (22) BE;  (22)'2)

(X3

(2
i3

-

+ b2 (22)gn(22) (Elﬂiﬁl(22)2251(22)21/2) ) (21/2251(21)3251(21)21/2)

(23

i

=1

+ 03 (22)g0 (22)V2 (21)ga(21) Y (B2 () B8, (22)T12)

i=1

(x3

(21/22,;1(zl)zigl(zl)zm)

22

(%3

(X3

(a2 Y (228 () m2)

i=1

(21/253,;1(ZQ)Bigl(ZQ)z:l/?)

b0 (21)gn (1) (22)gn () Y (B85 (20)B2) (SV257 ()28 () B2

K22

K22

1=1
+bu(2)gn(2) Y (B8 (20)8Y2) (B8] (20 BEL ()2
i=1 7 22
b (2)gn ()03 (20)9a(20) Y (BV2E ()22 (B8 () S ()2
i1 kX3 (23

n

b (21)bn(22)9n (21)9n(22) D (BV28,1 ()22

i=1

+ O[p(l)

(2

(X3

(21/2251(22)21/2)

=bn(21)bn(22) [Vf’(zl, 22) + b2 (21)gn (21) V2 (21, 22) + U2 (22) g (22) Vi2 (22, 21)

+02(21)gn (21)b2 (22) g (22) U2 (21, 22) + by (21) 9 (21) Vi (21, 22) + b (21) 9 (2162 (22) g (22) UL (21, 22)

+ b (22)9n (22) Vi (22, 21) + b (22) g (22)b7: (21) g (21)Up (22, 21) + gn (21) gn (22)@n (21, Zz)} + op(1).

where the last equality uses ||z_1§;1(z) — 3-1z2)| = o(1) and |bn(2) + zm2(z)| = o(1). Thus by our
assumptions and b, (z) — —zm(z), it is obvious that the above quantity tends to Ca(21, 22). So far we have

proven
N
Y B[V (21) i (22)] = vxCi(21, 22) + px Calz1, 22),
j=1

which completes the proof of this part.
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D.1.J. Tightness of M}(z)

In this subsection, we devote to prove the tightness of M} (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 € C,, rather than fixed z € CT,
which have been fully established in section 3 in Bai and Silverstein [4]. We collect some results here as

follows:
fga{\bn(Z)laHfJEI(Z)HaEHDfl(Z)H} <C. (71)
Besides, we define v;(z) = s}ij_l(z)sj —1/NEtr EDJ._l(z), then the following holds
sup {E|S1(2) — ba(2)I7, Ely1(2)|P, Ele1(2)[P} < CpmiP IN T (72)

2€Ch

In addition, we introduce some quantities which could be reduced to constant in the following sense that
Sélg)ﬂﬁ(z)l» sil, 1A )L AT ()]} < O+ Cnls,, (73)

where Z,, is an event holds with probability o(n=¢) for any £ > 0 and s > 0 is certain constant.

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

In this subsection, we prove that M2(2) = Etr(S,,—2I) ! B—tr(—2I—2zm{ (2)X) "1 B—&,(z) convergences
uniformly to zero for z € C,,. In the sequel, all inequalities and limits hold uniformly for z € C,, but we
do not point it out every time, for simplicity. According to (4.3) in [4], we know that the spectral norm of
f];l(z) is uniformly bounded for z € C,, i.e.

sup H(Emn(z)E + I)_lH < 0. (74)
n,z€Cn

~

For further analysis, we decompose M2(z) + &n(2) as

Etr(S, —2I)"'B — tr(—2zI — zm0(2)%)"'B

n

—Etr (D~(2) — (—2I — zm°(2)2) ") B + %tr (2n (2) — zfl(z)) B

n

— M2 (z) + M22(2).

Regarding M??(z), we can rewrite it as

_ Em,(2) —md(z

z

M;2(2)
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where we use the fact M; ' — My ' = M, ' (M, — M;) M, for any invertible matrix My, M,. From
Theorem 1.4 in [33], we know that

m 2
vy 1)e [ B D) sl t2dH ? 75)
+(vx — 1) 1+ m(z ) /(1 / o )

£8,.(2),

where we use a,, >~ b, to denote a, — b, — 0. Then by (74), (4.1) and (4.2) in [4], we obtain
N (E —m? —
M2 (z) = (B, (2) — i (2) S (2)EB/N + o(1)
: (76)
_ Sn(2)Pa(2)

z

Now we only need to investigate the convergence of M2!(z). Following the decomposition above (2.5) in [2],

we have

M2 (z) = gEﬂl(z) {stl_l(z)Bflnl(z)sl - %E tr ﬁnl(z)zpl(z)B}

- gEﬁl(z) {swl—l(z)Bi,;l(z)sl - %Etr f];l(z)EDl_l(z)B}
+ %Eﬁl(z)E [tr S-1(2)ED; Y (2)B — tr f];l(z)ZD_l(z)B}
1

= - (M) + M2R(2))

Moreover, together with Lemma B.4 and (71), we have for any matrix E,(z), which is a product of one or
several D;'(z) and bounded non-random matrix

1 p
E|siE,(z)s; — S E,()Z| < K,N'§Z~4 p>2, (77)

and further,
ElsiBa(z)s1’ < Ky p>2. (78)

We first focus on M?2'2(z). By (44), we have
Etr S, (2)S (D7 (z) — D7Y(2)) B = BB (2)si Dy 1(2)BE;, 1 (2)ED7} (2)s1
=b,(2)EsiD;  (2) BE; (2)2D; ' (2)81 — bn(2)EB1(2)11(2)s Dy L (2) BE, 1 (2) 2Dy (2) 81,
Then utilizing Holder inequality and (71), (72), (78), we get
Efi(2)11(2)siD; ' (2)BE, (:)BD1  (2)s1

< ®5 @)1 B )P) " (BlsiDy (B (=D () lt) (79)
<KN~1/2,
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Similarly, we have
‘]E (g{D;l(z)Bi,;l(z)zpfl(z)sl) - %Etr (Dll(z)Binl(z)zpll(z)E)‘ <KN-V2 (80)
Combining (79)-(80), we have
M*2(z) = %E tr Dy 1 (2)BE; 1 (2)2D; 1 (2)Z 4 o(1). (81)
We then analyze M211(2). Since B1(2) = b,(2) — b2 (2)71(2) + B1(2)b2(2)7?(z), we have

M2 (2) = — 02 (2) NEvi(2)s; Dy ' (2) BE,  (2) 51 + b2 (2) NEB1 ()73 (2)s1 Dy ' (2) BE,  (2) 81
— B2(2)E(B1(2)73(2))Etr Dy ' (2) BE, 1 (2)S

= — b (:)NEm(2)s1 Dy ' (2) B, ()81 + b7, (2) Cov(B1(2)77 (2), tr Dy ' (2) BE,  (2)E)

FEEN [BR(RE) (5107 (BE (0s - 5 0D BE (02) |

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

Cov(B1(2)7F (=), tr DT H(2) BE, ()E)
<K (BB (B (E & (D7 (2) —EDT' (2) Bi#(z)zf) " (82)
<K§ N4,
Similarly, using (71), (72) and (77), we have
N ’Eﬁl(z)yf(z) (swll(z)Bigl(z)sl - %tr Dll(z)Biﬂz)z)‘ < K6 (83)

Rewriting the first term of M2 (2), we have
NEvi ()51 D7 L (2) B, (2)s1
1 ~
=N Cov (tr D' (2)Z,tr Dfl(z)Bﬁgl(z)E)

+ NE {sl(z) (swll(z)Bf:;l(z)sl - Jiquﬁ@)Bf:;%@g)

=NE [51(2) (s’;Dll(z)Bigl(z)sl - %tr Dll(z)Bﬁgl(z)Eﬂ +O(NY),

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

B b2 (2)N

M (z2) =
z

E (el(z) <s;D;1(z)B§n1(z)sl — ;ftrDl_l(z)Bflnl(z)E)>

* %E“ (DT (2)BE; (2)5D1 (2)8) + (1),

o1



Then using Lemma B.1 on the above equality, we get

M2 () = - Hxbal) EZ(EWD (2B, (:)22) (82D (s ?)

(X

) %Etr (D'()BS, (/=D (2)2) +o(1)

= — ux M2 (2) — (vx — 1)M2"2(2) + o(1).

In the following, we focus on finding the limit of M2'2(z), the treatment for M2'!(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

’Etr (Dy(2) — D71(2)) Bf];l(z)EDfl(z)E‘

siD7'(2)BE, (=D (:)=D; ! (2)s1] < K,
where the last step is due to (78). Similarly,

‘]EtrD’l(z)Bfifbl(z)E (DY(2) — D™Y(2)) 2]

swl—l(z)zpfl(z)Bigl(z)zpl—l(z)sl]
_ 1/2 _ 2

<KE[s:|* (E[D~'(2)*) " (EIDT (2)]")

Hence we only need to consider LEtr D~'(z)BE,!(2)XD~!(2)E. Then we decompose D~(2) as in the

proof of Lemma D.1,

D7'(z) = =%, (2) + bu(2)A(2) + B(2) + C(2),

where N
A@):Zi;l( ) (sj85 — N7'=) D (2),
N
B(z )=Z(ﬁj( ) = ba(2)) . (2)s587 D5 (=),
and

As pointed out by [4], that
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Denote M = BY;1(2)SD~1(2)X, by (71), it is obviously that E|[M|? < K,. We then have
1 -
SEtr B(:)M| = E |(81(2) — bu(2)s}) i DT ()M, (2)s1]

< K (E1502) b )F) " (Blsi 1D )0

< K6,N~*,
where the last step we use

E|51(2) = ba(2) = I (2)PE B (I () < K BB (B (2)]F) ' < Ko2N—Y2,

Smilarly, we have

1
N|EtrB(z)M| <KNh (86)

Regarding Etr A(z) M, we further decompose D~1(z) in M by (44) to acquire

%]EtrA(z)M = —EBi(2)siD; () BE;  (2)BD; ' (2)s18: Dy (2) 2% 1(2) 81
- %Eb’l(z)s’{Dfl(Z)Eflgl(z)EDfl(z)Bf);l(z)EDfl(z)sl

= A1(2) + Az(2)
Using (72) and (78), we immediately have
|Az(2)] < KN™H (87)

Then by a similar argument as (136) and (137), we have

‘Al(z) + b’jv(j)EtrD*l(z)Bigl(z)zpfl(z)z trDl(z)Einl(z)Z‘ =o(1). (88)

Further, we obtain
% ‘Etr D '(2)BE ' (:)ED 1 (2)Str D~1(2) S8 ()2
JEtrD—l(z)Bfng(z)ED—l(z)zEtrD;l(z)zigl(z)z‘

z% ‘Cov (trD—l(z)Bigl(z)zD—l(z)z,trD—l(z)zigl(z)z) ‘ (89)

L

K _ 0\ 1/2 B
< (B[ elf) T < kv

R o\ 1/2 1/2
trDlBZ)nl(z)EDlE‘) (IE

~ 2
tr (D' ~ED ) £, (2)3)| )

where the penultimate inequality uses (4.8) of [4] again. Now we combine (85)-(89), to obtain
1212 b7 (2) S -1 ~1
M:4(z)=— 2Z2Etr X (2)BX, (2)XD ()X

zIN
2
- M,%l?(z)L;f)E tr D~ (2)2E, 1 (2) + o(1).
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Notice that for any non-random matrix M, we have Etr A(z)M = 0. Then following a similar line in (85)

and (86)7 it is €asy to Check fOI' any bounded non-random M B
tr + 1).
N z N T n z (€]
V-\/e lhen ha\/e

Tr212 :M s—1 S—1 51 12, \0n(2) s s—1
M2 (2) tr3. 7 (2)BX, ()22, ()2 + M, “(2) N tr3,(2)232,(2)2 +o(1)

zN
bp(2) , <3 2 12, ba(2) o1 2
= 5N trX, (2)2*B + M; (z)ﬁtrEn (2)X° +0o(1),

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

—~ m? (2))?t? e z z
T2z — (1_% / (mf ()t dHnu)) BN |y,

(1 +m (2)t)” 28

Thus, under assumption 2.2, it hols that

sy L @) (| [ mE)PdHm))
M (2) = z <1 / (14 m(2)t)? ) .

Similarly, we have

Mi”(z) ~ 22m?(2)V.}(z, 2).

So far we have found that M?2!(z) + M?2?(z) ~ &,(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. 5nki/ “n1/4 where N, tending to zero arbitrarily slowly and satisfying
—4 4
5n E (|X11| I[{|X11|>§nk71,,/4n1/4}> — 0. (90)
In the sequel, we choose §,, satisfying the following
0p — 0, 82n® — oo, 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 X,, with variables truncated by d,/n>. To be more specific, we assume

3We emphasis that multiplying the scalar /n/k, 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] < 0pv/n, EX11 =0, E| X112 =1and EX} =0 ( 1) for complex case. We now let )A(n is an n x N matrix

n

with (i,5) entry )A(ij = Xij]{lXij‘<77n(knn)1/4} - EXijI{|Xi_7\<nn(knn)1/4} and similarly define S, and ﬁ—l(z).

¥ PN =~ 1/2 g o u
We further let X;; = X;;/ (]E|Xij\2) and denote the corresponding random matrix by X,,, D71(z) and S.
Then the following Lemma holds

Lemma E.1. Suppose assumption 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 (ii) are satisfied, then
N -1 5 -1 2
sup 1] (D () - D (z)) BJ? - 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~!(z) and D~'(z) in (92) are distinct, which makes Lemma B.4 not available for the terms
such as s D~1(2)8;. 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| < 5nk,1/4n1/4, E(X11) = 0 and E|X1;|? = 1. Further,

due to the truncation step, we shall assume E(X?) = o(2) for the complex case. Let us first derive some

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

p

1
E|s]Ms) — - tr M| < Cp||M||Po2P=4gp/2=IN—P/2 > 2, (93)

Further, for any n x n non-random M; and M5, using Lemma B.4 again we obtain

P

1
E STMlBMQtSl — N tI‘EMlBMz

C
<=p ((m« M BM,X>M; BM;)?/? + E| Xy |2 tr (MlBMgTEQMgBM{‘)p/Q)

G (94)
C - — —
SN7€) (kz/QHMIHPHMQ”p _|_572Lp 4k,£/2 1np/2 1anM1||p||M2||p)
<C, I P | M P2 NP/,
We continue to use the notations in the previous sections. Thus, for any fixed z € C*, we have
E\€1(2)|P < C«p(gipfélkg/2f1N—p/27 (95)
and
]E|0'1(z)‘17 < Cp53p74k;z/2N7p/271’ (96)

Now we have

2
N2
< C]71E|€1(Z)I2|01(Z)|2

N
E‘\/Z; (B — Ej1) b5 (2)e; ()5 (2)

2 2
<O Ela(2)) " Bl () < 07 (51kN )2 (1R8N
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<O (k, /N)Y2.

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

‘\/72 Ej —Ej1) ( )Bj(2)e3(2)s;D; () BD; ' (2)s;

<X (Ele1(2)[*lo1(2)* + Eler(2)[*1ma () [?)

2

2
< (BN En @ + e o)

n2k;,

N2 (582N )2 4 Ok 6tk N2

k
<C (03 (ka /N2 + 8}k /N)?)

and

/i L eseene]

Notice that in subsubsection D.1 we already have E|b;(z) — b, (2)|* < KN 2 (the process therein is regardless

\\f 0,(2) — ba(2)05(2))

1/2

N2
< C—E1 ()| (2)[? < ChaBler(2)[? < Chn/N.

of the truncation), thus

2

<C— (Efb1(2) — bu(2)|")"* (Elos (2)[*)

gck—Nﬂagan*/? < CO2NTY2,

n

As a consequence, we have

N r
Zale Zi —Zzaz ) +op(1),
j=11i=1
where we define
N
Yj(z) :i=— k—bn(z)]Ejaj(z).

Using (96) we get
E|Y;(2)|* < C—E|01( P < ON?k254K2N"3 < CSANTL.

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

need to find the L, approximation of

N
QL (21, 22) é Z Y(21)BD; ' (21)2D; ! (22) BD;  (2) %,
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and

n

N
Q2 (21, 22) 2+ Z Z(zl/QD—l 2)BD; (2 1)21/2)

(21/21“);1(ZQ)Bz“);l(z2)zl/2)

E.2.1. Calculation of the limit of QL (z1,22)
In this part, we assume k, — oo, since there is no difficulty in extending the result for k, =1 in [2] to

the case when k,, is finite. Due to equation (45) and k,, — oo, we have
QL (21, 22) = PN N ZE tr D™ (21)BD ™ (21) 2D} (22) BD () (22) % + (1)

We then decompose D~ (z1) into £;1(21) + by (21)A(z1) + B(21) + C(z1) first. For a similar reason why we
obtain (133), we have

trC(z,)BD™! (zl)ED(]) (ZQ)BD(]) (22)2 = 0(1) = o(kn),
which means that the contribution of C'(z1) is negligible. Regarding B(z;), we have
tr B(z21)BD ™! (21)£D(;} (22) BD;} (22) %
N ~
= (Br(z1) = bu(z1)) tr (Eﬁl(zl)SkSZD;Zl(Zl)B (D™'(z1) = D' (21) + DM (21)
k=1
1 51 51 -1
x 3 (D} (22) = Djlu(z2) + DGy (2 )) B (D(j)(zQ) — Dl (2) + D(j)k(ZQ)) =)

N

k=1
x syspD L () BD 2)
N
3 (Bil1) — bul21))Brss(z2) tr (znl 21)sisi Dy (21) BDH (2)SD ) (22)
k=j+1

X §k§;D(j}k(z2)Bb(j§k(z2)2)

= > (Br(z1) = bu(21))Brej(z2) tr (iil(zl)SkSZDk_l(Zl)BD;Zl(Zl)Ef)(_ﬁk(@)
k=1

x BD? i (ZQ)SkSkD Gk (22 E)

N

- Z (Br(21) = bn(21) ﬂk>j 23) tr (Enl z1)8k85 D) (zl)BD,; (zl)ED(J) (22)
k=j+1
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x BD(), (22)5:8; D}, (2 )2)

J
+Z Br(z1) — bn Zl))ﬁk<](z2)tr (2 1(Zl)SkSZDizl(Zl)BDk_l(Zl)ED(_jik(@)Sksz

,_.

x DjjJ(22) BD), (z2)susi D), (22)9)
N ~
30 (Brlen) = b)) o) tr (£ (1)t D! () BDL () D) (2)805
k=j+1

D{j1i(22)BD ), ()85 D}, (2)8)
J
+ Z Br(21) — bn(21)) Bk (21) Br<j (22) tr (2 Y(z1)sksp Dy (21) BD; (1) sksi Dy (21) 2
=1

x DL (z2)sksi D, (ZQ)BD(])k(zg)z)

WE

+ (Br(21) = bn(21))Br(21) Brs (22) tr (221(Zl)SkSZDEI(Zl)BDil(zl)SkSZDil(zl)E

k=j+1

x DL (22) 58 b(])k(ZQ)BD(])k(ZQ)z)
J
+ ) (Br(21) = bn(21))Br(21) < (22) tr (2 H(21)si8i Dy (21) BDy (1) sksi Dy (21) 2
k=1

X E(j)k(22)31”)(—];,6(ZQ)Sks;ﬁ(—j§k(22)z)

N
D7 (Belz) = ba(20)Bu(21) B (22) tr (B (21)sesi D (21) BD; (1) s18i. Dy (1)
k=j+1

X D(;;k(ZQ)BD(;;k(ZQ)g 35 ﬁ(])k(z2)2>
J
=D (Belz1) = ba(20))Bul21) BRe (22 tr (£ (21) k81 D (1) BDy (1) 380Dy (1)
k=1

X 1”)(—j§k(ZQ)sks;D(—j§k(22)Bb(—j§k(zz)sks;f)(—j§k(zz)z)

N
— Y (Brlz1) = ba(21))Br(21) 8755 (22) tr (221(Zl)SkSZDil(Zl)BD;Zl(Zl)SkSZD;Zl(Zl)E
k=j+1

19

X D(])k(zz)skg’,;p(—j§k(22)3ﬁ(—j;k(22)§k§;;1“)(—j;k(zz)z)
:Bl(zh 22) - 32(21, 2’2) - B31(21, 2’2) - B32(21, 2’2) - B41(Zl, 2’2) - B42(Zl, 2’2) + B51(Zl’ 22)

+ Bsa(21, 22) + Bei1(21, 22) + Bea(21, 22) + Bri(21, 22) + Bra(21, 22) — Bsi(21, 22) — Bsa(21, 22)
By (94), we have that for any M, M3 bounded in norm and independent of s; and i,
E|s:M,BM;s,|" < C (kg;N—P + 53P—4kg/2N—P/2—1) . p>2

Similarly, we have

E |STM12M281|1) S C7 P Z 2.
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Moreover, by Lemma D.2; we obtain
E|siMyBM,3,> < Ck,N~2,  E|siMyBMy5 |" < CK2N~*, (99)

and

E|siMiEM,3> <CN~',  E|sIMySM,y3|* <CN~2 (100)
Ultimately, directly calculating shows
E|si M, SM,3 | < CN~'. (101)
Therefore, we have
E|Bsi (21, 22)] SON (E|By(1) = bu(21)1?) " (Blsi DI (20) BT (21)s1 2|83 Dy M (21) D) (22)81

o o o ~ 1/2
x |s1Dy, (22) BD ), (22)81 7|81 D), (22) BE, (21) 81 \2)

-1
(4) (49)1

1/2 * -1 —1 8\1/8 *7y—1 21 )18
<CN'? (E|s: Dy (21)BDy  (21)s1°) (]E|31D(j)1(22)BD(j)1(22)51|)

1/4 S C (kiN—?,/Q _’_52an—3/4) ,

<CN'Y2 (KEN—8 4+ 62kaN—P)
and

E|Bsi (21, 22)] <ON (ElBy (1) = ba(20)12) " (Elsi Dy (1) BDR (21)sw sk DR (1) SOy (22) 3

Lo o y e - 1/2

% 85D (22) BD  (22)3nPI88 Dy (22) BE, (21 [?)
. B 1/8 Lo o . 1/8

<ONY? (E|sy Dy () BDR (z1)sx ") /* (E|s3, Dy (21) 5D Ly ()3 1)

ok y—1 H—1 < |8 1/8 ok -1 -1 8 1/8
X (E\sND(j)N(ZQ)BD(j)N(ZQ)sm ) (E\SND(j)N(ZQ)BEn (21)sn] )

1/4

<CNY4 (NS 4 52kEN ) < C (k,%N—W‘* + 55;an—1) .

By properly utilizing (97)-(101) and Holder inequality, we have
E|Bri (21, 22)| + ElBea (21, 22)| + ElBsi (21, 22)] < C (K2N"%/2 4 3k, N/4)

<C
E|B72(Zl, 2’2)| + E|B62(2’17 22)| + E‘Bsg(zl, 22)| S C (ki/zNig/z + 52/2143”]\775/4) 5

E|Buyi (21, 20)| < C (an*1/2 T 5nk}/2N*1/4) , E|Bus(21, 20)| < CkY2N1,
E|Bgl(21, ZQ)| S C (k?lN_?)/Z + 572Lan_l) s E|B32(21,22)‘ S Can_2,
E|By(21,22)| < C (/g,%N—?’/? + 53an—1) , E|Bi (21, 22)| < CkoN~1/2.

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

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

E|Agi (21, 22)| + E|A71 (21, 22)| + E|As1(21, 22)| + E|A51(21,22)| < C (&%Nﬁl + 5,21an71/2) )
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E|Ag2(21, 22)| + E|As2 (21, 22)| < C (ki/QN_g/Q + 5nan_5/4) )

IE|A72(217 Zg)l S C (kﬁ,%]\]_2 + 5nk731/2N_7/4) ) ElAgQ(Z1, ZQ)| S Ck‘nN_l,
E|Agz(21, 22)| < C (k:iN*Z + 5,§an*3/2) , E|As2(21, 22)| < Chkn, N7V,
E|As1 (21, 22)| + E|Aa(21, 22)| < CEENTE, E|A; (21, 20)| < CEL/2.

It reveals that the only non-trivial term is A41(21, 22), i.e.

J
- Z Br<;j (zg)s’,;D(;;k (22)28, (21)sk8;D; ' (21)BD; (zl)ZD(j;k (zQ)BD(;;k (22)8k.
k=1

Using (97) and (98), we have

J
E|Y (Br<j(22) = bu(22))8i D), (22) 25, (21)sk8: Dy ' (21) BD,  (21) 2D, (22) BD ), (22) s
k=1
1/2 * —1 —1 y—1 y—1 4 1/4 *79—1 s —1 4 1/4
<CN (]E|31D1 (1)BD; (zl)ED(j)l(zg)BD(j)l(zg)sl|) (]E|31D(j)1(zg)§]2n (21)31\>
1/4

<ON'2 (kAN 4+ 3kN )Y < O (ka2 4 6, k12N Y.
Similarly, using (93), (94) we get

E

(22)BD(;), (22)s%

J
Y 8D (2235, (21)sk8: Dy (1) BD (1) 2D ),
k=1

1 < B B . . o -
- (Dk L(21)BD; 1(zl)ED(j;k(ZQ)BD(j§k(22)2) tr (D(j§k(zg)22n1(zl)2) '

<C (k}/Q + anfl/Q) = o(kn).
Similar to (134), we have

N2

tr (D,;l(zl)BD,;l(zl)zD(;k(@)Bﬁ@k(@)z) tr (D&ik(@)zi;l(zl)z)

—tr (D7} (21) BD ™} (21) SO} (22) D} (22)% ) tr (D} ()T, (1) 8 \ < CON.

Combining the above inequality, we obtain

tr (D*l(zl)BD*(21)21“)—1(22)31“)—1(22)2)

) )
bn(21)bn(22)] _ _ o o o =
_— %m (D (z21)BD ™ (21)SD [} (22) BD ! (22) 8 trD(j§(zg)22n1(zl)2)

“tr (§;1(Zl)BD—l(Zl)zb(-j;(ZQ)Bb(-j;(zQ)z) + o(kn)

an(21,22)] _ _ o o
:¥ tr (D Y(21)BD 1(zl)ED(j§(22)BD(j§(z2)2)
—tr (i;l(z1>BD—1(z1>zb(fj;<z2)BDG;<zz)z) +olky),
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where the second equality uses (57) (we should emphasize the derivation therein is independent of truncation).

Now we will decompose D~!(z1) again, and by a extremely similar argument, we have
(32" (=) G) 0)
bn bn j — = — ~ — - — o A
- % tr D (21)S D () S tr (zn1(Z1)an1(zl)ED(j§(z2)BD(j§(z2)2)

“tr (i:;l (21)BE: (2 )21“)&;(22)31“)&;(22)2) + o(kn)

BD—1(zl)zfrl(zQ)Bbfl(zz)z)

— _tr (f:;l<z1)B§:;1(z1)zD(j§(zz)BD(j§(zz)z) (1 + /N ;‘7]&;2 22)) + o(kn)

1 tr(
(1 =j/Nan(z1,22))

i;l(zl)B§;1(Zl)zDG;(ZQ)BDG;(zQ)z) +olky),

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

tr (D™ (20)BD™ (2)2D(j} () BD[}} ()%
1 L
T NG ) (220 BE (2B () BD (22)%) + ofkn)
1 o B -
IR (5710 B (1) 28, () BS, 1 (22)%) + olkn),

where the second equality is due to the same decomposition for EG%(ZQ) Therefore, we obtain that

. b(21)ba(20) HE (21, 20) 1
o) N 2 ey T

 (mlz2) = m(z1)) Hy (21, 22)

- 212’2(22 — Zl)

Hence the proof of this part is complete.

E.2.2. Calculation of the limit of Q2 (21, z2)

The strategy in this part is to decompose Dj_l(zl) in the following way, which is analogous to E.q.(131).

Factually,
D' (21) = =, (21) + b1 (21) A (21) + Bj(21) + Cj(=),
where
Aj(z1) =Y 3,1 (1) (sks, — /N) Dyl (21),
oy
Bj(z1) = > (Bik(21) = bu1(21)) Tpf (21) 368505, (1),
py
and

Cj(zl) = N’lbnl(zl)f];f(zl)ﬁ Z (Dj_kl(z) - D;1(21)> .
k#j

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

Dj(2)—sis}, bni(2) =1/ (1+ £Etr D5 (2)), T (2) = 2L, — X2 by (2) 2 and Bji(2) = 1/(1+SZD;k1(Z)3k)~
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We similarly define ng(z) and b;,cl (z). Significant difference appears in this situation, where the contributions
of A;j(z1), Bj(z1) and C;(z1) are all negligible. The handling for B;(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 C;(#1), 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 k, = O(1). Hence a more careful check is needed. In detail, we still

decompose Dj_l(zl) and f)j_l(zQ) using (44), i.e

En: (21/20j(z1)BD;1(z1)21/2)

(zl/QDgl(zQ)BDJfl(zQ)zl/?)
=1

% %

bn z . B ) )
bus(1) § S 6295 () D3 (1)t D >B((Djl<zl> Djl(z1)) + Dyl (1)) =12
k#j i=1

x el nl/? ((D;l(zg) - ﬁ (2 )) + D ) ( (zz)) + Djkl(zg)) »1/2%e,
:C;H(zl, 222) + 0;12(21, ZQ) + 0;21(2’1, 22) + C;Q (2717 2:2) + Cj (21, 22) + Cj 12(2’1, 22)
O (g, 22) + OP2 (21, 22),

where the subscripts 1 and 2 represents D;l — D;kl and Dﬁfl 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 M; and M5 and non-random vector X, y bounded in Euclidean norm,
E|si M x*yMys, [P < C,02P~4kp/2-1 N—P/271, (102)

Hence, using (94), we have

E|C?2% (21, 2)| < — Z]E
k#]

Ze ¥328, 1 (21) Dy (21)sksi Dy (1) BD 3 (1) 5 2e;

=1

X efZl/Qb;kl (ZQ)Bb;kl (20)2Y2%e;

C
N B

ki

IA

tr (23/2f)n11(zl)Djkl(zl)sksZDjkl(zl)BDjkl(zl)El/2

x diag (El/Qﬁj_kl(zg)Bﬁj_kl(zg)El/z) ) ’

1/2

C (E|siM(B)si?) '~ < Ck,N~".
Similarly, E|C’;22(zl, 22)| < Ck,,N~1. We then use (102) to get

]E|C'212 (21,22)] <

eI S5 (1) D))l (1) si81 D) (1) BD ()2 e
k<]z 1

X 6:21/2ﬁj_kl(ZQ)Skszﬁj_kl(ZQ)Bﬁj_kl(ZQ)El/Qei
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623/22n1(21)D (zl)skskD (zl)BD;kl(zl)El/Qei

L0y

k>j i=1
X 6:21/2ﬁj_]€1 (22)§kgltbj_k1 (ZQ)Bbj_kl(ZQ)El/Qei‘

n - 1/2
gcz(msl 1 (2)BD;, (zg)El/QeiefEB/QE;f(zl)D;ll(zl)sl|2)

i=1
1/2, _xsl/2 -1 2\ /2
(IE|.31 i (zl)BD Yz)xY%ee D D} (22)s1] )

1/2
+CZ (IE| w(22)BD 3 (22)5" 2e,ef 528 (21) D b (1) v 2 )

« =1 —1 12, es1/29-10, yg2) 2
X (]E|SNDJ.N(21)BDJ.N(Z1)E eie; /"Dy (22)8n] )
<CN .
Similarly, we have E|[C??!(z1, z2)] < CN~'. Moreover,
E|C7! (21, 22)| + EIC} (21, 22)| + E|C}? (21, 2)| < CORE/2N 272,
and
E|C} (21, 25)| < C <5flk;”/2N*5/2 + 5ﬁk§/2N*2> .

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

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

EZ( $'/2A;(z1)BD; (21)21/2> (21/21“);1(zQ)BDj—l(zg)zl/Q)

% i

S Ze;21/2§3;11(z1) (sksi. — =/N) D3L(21)B (D} (21) = Dyl (1)) + Dyl (1)) 512
ket i=1
x efx!/? ((bj_l(z2) - ﬁj_kl(ZQ)) + ﬁj_kl(2’2)> B ((ﬁj_l(zg) - f)ﬁj(z@) + f);kl(zQ)) »1/2e;

:Ajl-ll(zl, z9) + A}u(zl, z9) + A]ul(zl, z9) + A;QQ(zl, 29) + A?u(zl, 29) + A?m(zl7 22)

=+ A?Ql(zl, 2’2) =+ A?QQ(Zl, 2’2).

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

E|A122 21732 |< ZZ]E( —jk

k#j i=1

6323/2§;11(zl)Dj—kl(ZI)BDJ.—;(zl)sk.s;;pj—kl(zl)zl/%i‘

)

+C’ZZE<E_jk erxt/2y -l (zl)sksZDj_kl(zl)BDj_kl(zl)sksZD;kl(zl)El/Qei‘
k#j i=1

x |e; 22 D5 22) BD} (22) 2" %e;

X e;‘zl/?f)j—,g(ZQ)Bbj—,g(zQ)zl/%i‘)
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" 2 1/2
< e;‘23/2§);11(21)D;k1(zl)BD;kl(zl)skSZD;kl(21)21/231-‘ )

=l

g (CH

i=1

X

e;ﬂzl/?f);,j(22)31“);,3(22)21/2@‘ )

n . o\ 1/2
+CY ZE( (Ejk ’sZDj_kl(zl)21/Qeiez‘21/2§];11(21)3k‘ ) <1Ejk‘s;;D;k1(z1)
k#j i=1

oN 1/2
X BD;kl(zl)sk’ >

e;z:l/?f)j,j(ZQ)Bbjkl(ZQ)zl/%i‘)

SC(N?+ kN2> zn: E

k#j i=1

e;X'? D3 (20) BD;,} (22) 21 %e;

<CEK:N~1,

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

S M| < | M| rank(M), (103)

=1

Regarding A?m(zl, z2), by the same method, we first have

1 n ~ - B
E N Z Z 6:23/22'@11(zl)Djkl(Zl)BDjkl(Zl)El/Qei

ktj i=1

x erxl/? (1“7;1(22) - b;kl(z2)) BD;,! (2)5"%e;| < Cho N1,

When k < j, if k,, — oo, we use (102) to get

E| > Bjn(z2)e; BV28 ! (21)sksi Dy, (21) BD;, (21) 5 2e;

=1

x e; 2D (20)sk85. D5, (22) BD} ! (22) B Pe;

n . . 5 o 1/2
<c> (E ’SZDJ,_]:(ZQ)BDJ»_}:(ZQ)El/Qeiele/QDj_kl(Zg)sk’ )
i=1
N o\ 1/2
X <IE’sZDjkl(zl)BDjkl(21)21/2eief21/22n11(zl)sk‘ )
<CON~!'=o(k,N71).
If k, = O(1), without of loss of generality, we assume B = Zﬁ’;l 0.,b,,b} and still utilize (102) to obtain

E

> Bikl(z2)efEV28 ! (21)sks; Dyl (1) BDj,! (1) 5 e
=1

X 6:21/2ﬁ;’€1 (22)3k52ﬁ;}§ (ZQ)Bﬁ;kl (22)21/262‘
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spDyl (21)busi D5l (z2)bs Y el B3 (21) s,
=1

X 6321/2Ej_k1 (ZQ)SkaDj_kl (Zl)eib:ﬁj_kl (Zg)ei

<C Z E'/?

u,s=1

Z e; 21/22 zl)skefEl/zlv)j_kl (ZQ)Skb:;Dj_kl (zl)eibzlv)j_kl(zz)ei

% E1/2 ’2

s;D3; (21)bub: D} (72) sk

1/2
<CN~1/? Z (kazwz H(z1)eie; B2 D5 (z2)ske; Dy (21)bub: D} (22) el )

u,s=1

n

1/2
<CN732 % (EZ|6 D;,!(71)bub: D, (zz)ei|2>
u,s=1

i=1

<CK:NT3% = o(k,N71)

The treatment for the case when k > j is similar. Therefore, combining the above three equality, we get
IE\A?IQ(zl, z2)| = o(ky,), which is negligible. Then properly using (102), (94) and (93), the conclusion also
holds for A3*!(z1, z2), A} (21, 22), AJ?! (21, 22), A3 (21, 22) and AJ'! (21, 22). As for A3?%(21, 22), there is

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

2
jmax E[AT2(z1,2)[" = o(ky).

Factually,

E|A22(z1, 25)|* <CE

ZZeZ”ZZM(zl)(sksk X/N) D} (21)BD;} (21)E e,
k<ji=1
2

X efEl/QDﬁfl(zQ)BD;,j(zQ)El/Qei

=C> E

k<j

Ze X125 1 (=21) (sksy — B/N) Dl (z1)BD;,} (1) 5 2e;

i=1

2
x e; 22D} (20) BD},! ()2 ?e;

+C Y E(Ze;leﬂi;f(zl)(sklskl X/N) D;,} (21)BDj;} (21)2" %
k1#ka<j =1

X €] 21/2DJ,€1(22)BDJ.—,31 (22)21/26i>

X i n k2 kQ EL 1 2 €;
=1

x e;3'? D3 () BD;,. (2 2)21/2@)
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:A?%Q(zl, z9) + .A?%Q(zl, 29).
Then by (67) and (94), we have
|.A?%2(2’1,22)‘ < CEEN"! = o(ky,).

When ky # kz, we introduce Djg,x,(21) and Djy, 1, (22) defined analogous to Djx(z1) and Djk(zp). Our
strategy to analyze .,4222 (21, 22) is to decompose all D;,CI and D;kl using (44), which leads to 256 extra terms.

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

Z E<Ze:21/2inll(zl)(sklskl 3/N) Dy, (2 )BDﬁcllk2(21)El/2ei
k1#k2<j i=1

x e 21/2Dj,jk2( )Bﬁj,glle(Zz)gmei)
X (Zef})lmigf(zl) (s, s, — 2/N) Jk]kz( )BD]_klkg( 7)E 2,
x e;SV2D5, (22)BDj, (2 2)21/261‘) =0,

due to the conditional independence of si, and si, when given F_ji,x,. Also, using Lemma B.4, (67),

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

>

k1#ka<j

E(Zefﬁl/zﬁgf(zl) (sky sy, —X/N)D jklk (zl)BDj_kllkz(zl)skzszszklk (z1)2Y%e;

i=1

x e;B'2D ) (2)BD;) (22)E %e )

X ele/giﬁll(zl) (Skzsk E/N) k1k2( )BD]kllkz( 1)21/261‘
: J
xe;VPDo (% )BDj—klkz(zz)EWei)‘

<Y Y

k1#£ka<j i=1

e B8 (1) (sky5%, — B/N) Dy, (20) BDGLy (21)sn, 57, Dy, (21) 5 e

X ef21/2D;k11k2 (zz)Bﬁ;kllh(zz)El/Qei X tr (diag (El/zﬁ;,}m (,ig)Bﬁ;kllk2 (22)21/2)

x BY231(Z)) (s, 85, — Z/N) D3, (z2)BD;, (z 1)21/2>|

(E—j’flkz
o\ 1/2

X SkzD]kllkz(Zl)El/Qei’ )

kl/QN_ Z ZE( 7]k:1k2|: —jk1

k1#ka<j i=1

<CEY/PNT' Y i:IE

k1#ke<j 1=1

e; S22 1 (21) (swi sk, — £/N) Dy, (1) BDy, . (21) 80,

El/szklk ( )BDJIC ks (22)21/2 ) ‘

6221/22511(21)(31613191 %/N) D jklk (zl)BD;klle(Zl)Skz
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* -1 1/2 .
X s, Dy, (1) 5 e

<CE/*N™2 ) zn: E

k1#k2<j i=1

2j| ) 1/2
<E—jk1k2

o\ 1/2
X SZQD;kllkz(zl)El/zei‘ )

erS2D}L () BDSL ()5 2| ‘

e; S8 1 (21) DLy, () BD}L ()5,

;=D (2)BD3} . (22)21/%2-‘ ’

<CK/N-3 3 EY ’ejzmbjkllkz(zz)Bbj—,jlkz(zg)zl/Zei‘ < CK32N=1 = o(ky).
k1#ka<j i=1

Similarly,
n
Z E(Z e;SV2% (1) (s, 85, — B/N) Dj_kllkz(zl)skzszsz_kllkz(zl)BDj_kllk2 (zl)stS,’;ZD;kllkz (21)
k1#k2<j i=1

59— - - 91
x Zl/Qeiele/QDjkll@ (Z2)8k28k2Djk:11k2 (Z2)BDjk11k2(ZQ)Skzskszk1k2(Z2)21/2ei>

X <Z€321/22511(51) (skosi, — T/N) Djl 1 (21)sk, 85, Dy, (1) BD3 L (21) g, 85,

i=1

X Dk, (51)21/261'6?21/213;;11«2 (52)3’613’6113;1@11@ (52)BD;1€111«2 (52)3k15k1D;k11k2 (22)21/2ei> ‘

e/ 225, 1 (21) D)yl i, (21) 80087, Dy (21) BDJ L, (1) 81,85, Dy, (21)

2) 1/2

S—1/= - - -1 = -1 /= - .
6:23/22n11(Z1)Djk11k2 (21)8k, sltleklkg (Zl>BDjk1k2<Z1)sk1 slejklllw(Zl)

SCN72 Z (iE—jklkz

ki#ka<j \ =1

y—1 —1 —1 y—1
x El/Qeie;‘kEl/QDjklkg (22)8k5 812 D 1, (22) BDjy , (22) 810 k. D 1, ()2 %e;

n
X Y Bk
i=1

1/2
o o o o 2
X 21/2eie;‘21/2D;k11k2(zg)sklsle;,jle(zg)BD;,jlkz(22)%sle;kllkz(zz)El/Qei‘ )
<ON (KSN=8 4 52k N=5) /2 65 k32N —5/2 = o(k,,).

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 Dj_1 with ! repeatedly and using
155 (2) 13, () = o)
E.3. Tightness of M} (z)

In this subsection, we focus on proving

2
sp E |M}(z1) — M} (22)]

n,21,22€Cn |Z1 - 22‘2

(105)

Notice that under our truncation, (37) and (38) still hold. On the other hand, similar to (73), we have
that |[D~1(2)|, Dy (2)|, |s1M(B)s1], |[s1M(2)s1], |B1(2)], tr M(EZ)/N, tr M(B)/k, are all bounded by
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Cy + Con’lz,, for some constant Cp, Cy, s > 0, where the event =, = {||Sy||, ||S7(11)H > neorAdn >‘an <},
which holds with overwhelming probability o(n~!). 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 s;, the meaning of M(Dy) 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 B (2)l” < CypSul kB IN P2, p>2. (106)
Now we use (44) to get
M(z) — MM (z) [N _ .
71 — 23 \/;; Ej1 B](Zl)BJ(ZQ)S D; (22)BD]' (zl)sjs D; ( )Dj (22)s;

N
Z E —Ej 1)6](2’1)8 D (Z1)DJ»_1(2’2)BDJ~_1(2’1)S]‘

I
-

(Bj —Ej1) B(22)8] D} (22) BD} ! (21) D ' ()3

|
@ &=
M=

i=1
=I1(z1,22) — Ia(21, 22) — I3(#1, 22).

Regarding I, we further decompose it as

N
12(,2172’2) —\/ZZ (E] — Ej_l) [bn(zl)S;D;1(Zl)Dj_l(Z2)BDj_1(Zl)sj

— B3(21)bn(21)7(21)8; D (21) Dy (22) BD; (213

N
\/>n (21 Z (E; —E;—1 [S;Dj_l(Zl)Dj_l(ZQ)BDJ-_l(Zl)Sj
Jj=1

1 _ _ _
- 5D, '(21)D; ' (22)BD; ! (21)%

N
\f DS (B, — By1) By (21 (21)8: D5 (1) D5 () BD:  (21)s,

Jj=1

=by,(21)121(21, 22) — by (21)I22(21, 22).

By (94) and (71), we have

N 2
_ _ _ 1 _ _ _
E|I1(21,22)]> < CNE; ' > E|s;D; ' (21)D; ' (22) BD; ' (21)s; — ~ ' D; (21)D; ! (22) BD; ! (21)%
j=1
1 2
< ON%k'E|siD; ' (21) Dy (20) BDy  (21) 81 — T i D;'(21)Dy (2)BD; ' (21)2

< ON*; N 2R (|D7 ) IDT (2)P) < ©
Similarly, by (106), (94) and the argument in subsection E.3, we obtain

E|]22(21,22)\2 < CN2]€;1]E (|’71(21 |31 1(21)D;1(22)BD Z1 31’ + C’I’LS]I_”)
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sIM(B)s; — %tr 3M(B)

<CN’k;'E (mmﬁ

1/2
1 * k2
<ON?%k;! (E|fyl(zl)|4)1/2 (IE SiM(B)s; — Ntr YXM(B) > + N—’;Ehl(zl)ﬁ +o(n™h)

<CN?E;! (531@}/21\[—153an—3/2 + k,%N—?’) +o(n~!) = o(1).

As a conclusion, we have E|I3(z1, 22)|? < co. By the same method, we can also derive that E|I5(21, 22)|? < oc.

Regarding I, we have
I (21, 22) =

x 81D (25)BD; }(21)8;85D; (= )D;l(zz)sj}
N
(E; —E;_ (S;Dj—l(z?)BDj— (21)8;8:D;  (21) D (22)s;

1 _ 1 B B
— S 0 ED; () BD;  (21) 1 tr 2D} () D; 1(21))

p
\f

N
2) ) (E; ) (8(21)8(22)7i (22)87 D5 (22) BD; ' (21)s8; D (21) D} (22) 8;)

Jj=1

N
,iln Z (Ej —Ej-1) [(bn(zl)bn(zg) + Bi(21)(Bj(22) — bn(22)) + bn(22)(Bj(21) — bp(21)))
N

N
— \/; n 2’1 Z E —E] 1 ﬁj(zl)’y](zl)s;Dj_l(ZQ)BD; (2’1)8]8 D ( )Dj_l(ZQ)Sj)
= bn(ZQ)bn(Zl)Ill(Zla 2’2) - bn(22)112(21,22) - bn(ZZ)bn(zl)113(Zlyz2)'

The treatment for I;5 and I3 is similar to that of Iso, from which we conduct the second moments of the

two terms are all bounded. For I11, we use the elementary inequality
|a1a2 — blbg‘z S 4|a1 — b1|2|a2 — b2‘2 —+ 4|b1|2|a2 — b2‘2 —+ 2|b2|2|a1 — 61‘2’

for any complex number a;, b;, to obtain

2

BE|I1 (21, 22)|? < 4Nk, 'E|si M(B)s;s;M(D1)s; — %tr EM(B)% tr XM(Dy)

a\ 1/2 a\ 1/2
< CN%k; ! (E siM(B)s; — %trEM(B) > (E siM(Dy)s; — %tr SM(Dy) )
1 > k2
+ ON?E 'R | |siM(Dy)s; — i SM(D) 5 T Ols,
1 2
+CN?k, 'R ( siM(B)s; — Vi SM(B)| + O?’lsﬂgn>

<C (53@/21\7*1/2 + ko /N + 1) +o(n ) <.

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

N
sup 4/ -—
z€Cyp, kn

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

We assert that

Etr D' (2)B — tr (—zI,, — zm%(z)E)il B‘ — 0.

Thus we omit the repeated steps here.

F. Proof of Theorem 4.1

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

An(f) =tr f(Sn) (I — Zo) — I 7{ 1&g,

2mi z 4 zm,,(z)

=tr £(80) (I — Zo) — ”_T"jé 1=,

2mi z 4 zmf (z)

B CENCRTIE)
" o 7§z<1+m0<>>< ()"
- 7{ J() e (D7) = (=21, — s (2)%) ) (T, — Zo)dz
n—rn f(z m()( )
27er f{ 1+m°( ))? dz + op(1)

= om f )t (D7H(z) = (—20 —2mb (2)%) )

n—rn

<In —Zy— zN(1+m%(Z))21") dz + op(1).

Thus our Lemma C.1 can be applied to the case that B, is z-dependent, i.e. B, (z) = I,,—Zq— W%
Thus we only need to plug this into the representations for the quantities appeared in Theorem 2.1. Taking

P, (2) for example, we have

1, S-2 n-—r,
(D)= —trS (S (I, - Zg— —1 "™
Pue) = 0B 02 (1 - 20 )
r 1
B n—rn B (n—rp)? 3 n—rn Z” 14+d; (107)
SN +mY(2)? N1 4+mo ()t N1+ mb(2))2 & (14 (14 dy)md(2))°
Similarly, we define
n—ry, n—ry, n—ry, (1+4d,;)
()= — T (g . (108
() N1+ mf(2))3 ( zN(1 —|—m%(z))2> zN2(1+ml(2))? Z (14 (1+d;)ml(z ))3 (108)
In the sequel, we write m, for m2(z;) for notation simplicity. We further define
1 n—rp n—ry
= 1—
Vilen o) = St (SR )
r 1
B n—ry, 2 (1+d;)? (109)
2125 N2(1 4+ my)?

(1+ (1 +di)my)* (1 + (1 +dy)m,)’

70



VQ(Z ) = n—ry 1_ n-—ry
e z%(1+m1>2z§<1+m2>2N 2N(1+m,)?

11
n—ry Z (1+d;)? (110)
2223N2(1 + m,)? (14 (1 +d)my)* (1 + (1 + dy)my)*’
UL (21, 29) = — Z (1+d)” + n=rn (111)
T BN S (1 (U domy)? (L4 (L di)my) 2+ ma) 23 (1 mg) 2N
™ 1+d,)4 n—r
U2 (21, 22) ( - + - ) 112
n(z1,22 zlngz 1+ (1+d)my)” 1+ (1 +d)m,)” 211 +my)225(1+my)2N (112)
and
3 n Tn n rn n rn
= 1— 1o —'m
Vnlen %) = P+ m N ( z2N<1+m2>2) ( le<1+m1>2>
(113)

(n—ry,)? i (1+d;)?
B2 N3(1+mp)2(1+my)? & (14 (1+di)my)* (14 (1+d)m,)*

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

for d > 0,

1+d 14d l4d 9
gl(d’z) - 0 ’ gz(d, Z) - 2 QS(de) = ( ) 2"
+ {1+ dmafe) (1 (1 + dmd (=) T+ (Lt i)
Then we define
~ 1 n
1 _ - 2
Vn(ZhZQ) 21(1 erl)z%(l +m2)2N ( ZQN 1 +m2 )kz:l 0 k:k
1 - T
1= - di, 21)02, (I, — Z
+ 2123(1 +m2)2N < ng(l +m2)2) ;;91( “Zl)vzk( n O)kk ( )
n.r - 114
n—r,
- di, 20)v3, (I, — Z
2122( +mq)(1+my)2N? kz:l;g? 2 k 0)
n_rn n Tn Tn
 2123(1 4 my)2N? Zzzgl di, 21)V3, - g2(dj, 22)07 Vi
k=11i=1 j=1
% 1 n—r -
2 n
- - —3 n Z
V= (21, 22) z%(1+m1)223(1 +my)2N ( 2N (1 + ms)? >Z_:1 0) kk
1 n
1 dl) 7 I —Z
" 2123(1 +my)2N ( 22N +m2 ) ;293 21)v] ( 0)kk
. (115)

n—r i
— - d;, (I, - Z
2223(1+ my)?(1 +m,)2N? ;;” 22)ui )i

n  Tn Tn

1+m 2N2 ZZZ% dl’zl zk 92(d172'2) Vik>

k=11i=1 j=1
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~ 1 n—r n—r -
V3 , — 1— n S L § _ 2
(1 2) = ST A T N ( N1+ m2)2> <1 AN(1+ m1)2) P (I = Zol

n—r, n T
- 1 N dl) '3 I —Z
2322(1 4+ my)%(1 4 my)2 N2 ( 22]\7 1+m2 );;gz 21)v k 0) kk
n—nrn n o ry
- B di, (I, Z
2223(1 +my)2(1 + m,)2N? ( le 1+m1 >;;gz 21)vZ, ( )i
’ o B IAL (dj, )0}
GG Z,Z Z , 2 ,
2328 N3 (1 + my)?(1 + m,) )2 =t = 192 1)vg, - 92(dj, 22) 03
(116)
and
nleza) = : Z[(In—zo) ¥
" z1(1+my)z3(1 +1my)2N £ kk
*ﬁjﬁ;ﬁZZm%mmI—%)
i=1
1 . (117)
+ ga(d;, z2)v3, (I, — Z0) 11
TEIETIP R
1 Tn
M 223N Zgl(divzl)”izk - 92(dj, 22) 0%,
2V i
Un(21,22) = : )2 Z — Z0))°
23 (1 +my)?23(1 + my) N &~
1 no Ty
* EEI TN 2 2 (e 2l (I — Zoy
k=1 1i=1
118
1 n , (118)
T N S 02(ds, 20 (I — Zo)e
172 -1 k=1 i=1
1 n
+ 222N 292(% 21) v ~gg(dj,z2)vj2.k
2V
1 mq,m n mam n
A(z1,22) = 112 _ 2 _mym, )
(21,22) (I+my)(1+m,) N}; 0) kk 1+ my) Nk 12191 di, z1)v3, (I, Z0)
MMy N\ (119)
T i m)N g1(di, 2203 (In — Z0) +7 91(di, z1)viy, - 91(d;, 2
(1+m1)NkZ“2; kAT Kk ; Jvii - 91(dy, 22) 05,

We finally analogously define

z ml(2))2(n—r mozzr” -
%@_mm0<¢»< W Z%%ﬁ | (120)

22 N(1+md(2))?
Ay, 72) = 14 BoCUBn ()1 — 22) (121)

my (22) — my (21)
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and

Z,(21,22) = Vi (21, 22) 4 Gn(22) 23 (my) (22))Up (21, 22). (122)

Now we are in a position to give the mean and covariance function, before doing so, we let

(m (z2) —md (21))z122
zZ9 — 21

Ch(z1,22) = <Vfi(217 29) + 25 (m) (22))%G (22) Vi (22, 21)

+ 27 (mi (21))°G(21) Vi (21, 22) + 21 25 (my) (21))? (my) (22))2G (21)G (22) U (21, Zz))

(123)
( ( 2) 0( 1))22122 z12 mO z mo z 1 Z1, R 1 zZ9, %
+ ( )m ( )( 2—21) ( 1 2771( 1)fn( Z)Zn( 1, Q)Zn( 25 1)
— z21my (21)9(21) 2 (21722)22m2(22)g(22)35(22721)+g(21)g(z2)v4n(21,22)),
C2 (1, 72) = mazaml (21l (22) (E X" = 3) (v (21, 22) + 23 (i ()G (22) V2 (22, 1)
+ 27 (m(21))2G (1) V7 (21, 22) + 2125 (m (1)) (m (22))*G (21)G (22 U7 (21, 22) (124)
— 21m$(21)G(21) Vi (21, 22) — 21mi (21) 23 (M (22))°G (21)G (22) Uy (21, 22)
— 2am)(22)G(22) Vi (22, 21) — 22m) (22) 27 (M (21))%G(21)G (22)Uy (22, 21) + G(21)G (22) An (21, Zz)>a
and
(ml())? Pue) wii e
Enl2) = @ ()7 ey )
21— a2 A\ () nma()?
( N(1+mg(z>>2) ( N(1+m2(2))2) (125)
4 2/, 0 2 0 il n(m%(z)f - 1
+ (B0l - 8) 2(md(2) <mn<z>7>n<z>un<z,z> (1- gl —vn<z,z>>.
Then the asymptotic mean and variance can be written as
plfirnom N) = —o— 7{ f(z (126)
and
o(f,rn,n,N) = i %jg . f(z1)f(22) (2C (21, 20) +C2 (21, 22)) dz1dzo. (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

l—o,<1—02=o0(n"Y), |EXy|=o(n">?).

Then by the techniques in subsection D.1.5, on the one hand, both ||(S, — zI,,)~!| and ||(S, — 2I,,)"*|| can
boil down to C + Cn®lz, uniformly in sup,cc , where Z,, holds with overwhelming probability. On the other

—=n
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hand, all underlying random variables are bounded by /n, which leads to

((80-21) " = (8.-+1) ) B]

sup E |tr
z€Cyp,

~ -1 . -1
< sup n]E‘ (Sn — zIn) ’(Sn —zI ) ‘
z€Cp
<E | XX - X X ||+ o(n ")
1-02 <= < 2
e I AR
o2 o2

<Cn(1-02) +Cn1/2‘ o),

where the last step we use the fact

= VaN|EXy;| =0 (n_l/Q) .

We thus complete the proof of this part. O

G.2. Proof of Lemma B.5
Proof. We follow the method of [3]. First, we have

x; My — E(g(X0) F(X1)) tr M = 3 mi (X0 £(X0) — Eg(Xi) £(X:))

i=1

n t—1 n t—1
+szij9( +szﬂg i):R1+R2+R3
i=1j=1 i=1 j=1

For the first term, using Lemma B.2, we have

E[R, [ < cp{ (S ImalE o700 ~ Ea x| ) 3 ma [ () ~ B (X (X)
i=1 i=1

< {(EgXl X1|Z|mu|) +E|g<xl>f<xl>pz|mw}

i=1

/\

<c {(Egom FPearm)” +Eg<X1>f<X1>|Ptr<M*M>p/2},

where the last inequality we use that for any convex function f,

n

Z mzz Z (128)

=1

Similarly, we denote E; by taking conditional expectation given (Xi,---,X;), and properly utilize Lemma
B.2, Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.4 to acquire

2 p/2

n i—1 n i—1 P
E|Rz”P <Cp<E ZEiq Zmijg(Xi)f(Xj) +Z]E Zmijg(Xi)f(Xj)
i=1 =1 =1 |j=1
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2 p/2 P

i—1 n 1—1
<Gy E > mif(X;) +Elg(X)PY B> mi f(X;)
i=1 |j=1 i= j=1

3

=1
n i—1 2 o/ n t—1
<O B S Ea Smas ()| |+ Blg PRGOS S i
=1 J=1 i=1 j=1
" p/2
ECNIDY (Z ] )
n i—1 2 v/ n
<O E (SRS mus %) | BB )R Y (0 m))”
i=1 j=1 i=1
n |i—1 2\ 72 n
<GB mas)| |+ BB ()
i=1 |j=1 i=1

< € {E |y M Mg [P 4 Elg(X0)PE|F(X0)|P (M M)/
/2
<C {(tr M*M)P? + (E1/2|f(X1)\4trM*M)p FE[f(X1) [P tr(M*M)P/?
+E|g<X1>|pEf<X1>|ptr<M*M>P/2}
1/2 4 X »/2 % /2
< Gy ¢ (B2 (X0l tr M M) + Elg(X1)PELf(X)|? tx(M* M)?
By the same method, we have

p/2
BIRaf" < Gy { (B9l ) + Blg(X0)PELS (X0 n(h by}

Hence the proof is complete by combining the above three inequalities. O

G.3. Proof of Lemma D.1
Proof. First of all, by (45) we have

1 . 2
— S < =
‘ trD; " (2)BD; HE2)> N tr D7 (2)BD™(2)X] < Vo2 (129)
Define 2, (2) = 2I — b, ()%, (2.10) in [4] shows that
~_ 1+c¢,/v
157 ) < LE LY, (130)
We then decompose D~1(z) in the following way:
D7 '(z) = —i;l(z) +b,(2)A(z) + B(z) + C(z2), (131)

[0)



where

and

By now, together with (4.3) in [3] and (130), we have

E|tr B(z)BD~'(2)%| < NE ‘(ﬂl(z) ~ba(2)) s;D;l(z)BD*(z)zigl(z)sl]

<N (E15:) - b)) (B (ls 1D 2BD 225 (IP)) T a32)
1+cp/v
’113

<K N2,

where the last step we use E(|s1|*) < K which is easy to check. Regarding C(z), using (45), we get

wCBD (98] < LS i (D71(5) - D)) BD A (0)m8, (5] < LT/ g
trC(:)BD(2) |ij§_jl\r( () - D7) BD )RS (98] < S (1sg)
As for A(z), we further decompose D~1(2) to obtain
|tr A(2)BD~ ZtrE (sjs; — N7'8) D;'(2)BD7'(2)%
N ~
==Y B S ()85 D) () BD; ()85 D) ()
- Z D;'(2)B(D '(2) - D;'(2))
N . ~
+Ztr2;1(z) (sjs; = N7'2)D;'(2)BD; ' ()%
*Al(z)+A2( ) + As(2)
Using (45) and (43), we arrive at
As(e) < Tl (134)
and
E|A;(z)] < KNY/2. (135)
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Again utilizing (4.3) of [3] and (43), we have

b (2)
N2

E |Bj(z)s:D; (2)BD; ! (2)s;8;D;  (2)5, ()8, —

: tr (D;l(z)z:i:,;l(z)z:) tr (Djl(z)BDjl(z)E)‘

<& (191() = bu(2)l | o (D (22 (98) v (O (9B ()3

+E (|61(z)| S DTN (2)EE (2)s1 — %tr (D;l(z)zi,;l(z)z)’ ‘;]tr (Dl_l(z)BDl_l(z)E)D
+E (|51(2)| S*{Dfl(z)Zigl(z)sl‘ s"{Dfl(z)BDfl(z)sl — %tr (Dfl(z)BDfl(z)E) D

1/2

<Ky (E|Bi(2) — ba(2)]?) s* DT (2)E8 7 (2)s) — %tr (D;l(z)zigl(z)z)

2) 1/2

s1D~(2)BD "} (2)s1 — %tr (D7'(2)BD;\(2)%)

e <E

_ 9 1/2
+ K (E‘s;Dll(z)Ezgl(z)sl‘ ) <]E

<KN~ /2,

Moreover, using (45), we have

tr (D;(2) 3%, (2)8) tr (D; () BD; (:)%) — tr (D7) (2) 2%, (2)8) tr (D‘l(z)BD_l(z)E)‘ <KN
(137)

Together with (136), (137), we get

bn(z)
N

E ‘Al(z) + tr (D—l(z)z'f:;l(z)z) tr (D‘l(z)BD_l(z)E)’ < KN/? (138)

Utilize (43) again we have for any non-random n x n M whose spectral norm is bounded in n,
E[tr (A(z)M)| < KN'/2, (139)

thus together with a similar argument for (132), (133), we have

E|tr (D7 (2)M) — tr (zgl(z)M)’ < KNY2, (140)

Hence combining (132), (133), (138) and (140), we have

-1 -1 by (2) —1 -1 -1 -1
tr (D7 (2)BD ! (:)T) =20 tr(D (2)BD '()Str £ 1(2) 85 (z)z)

Ftr (i:;l(z)Bi;l(z)z) + Ay(2),
where E|A4(z)] < KN/2. According to (2.17) in [4], we have

tr (f];l(z)M) - %tr (f;l

(z)M)‘ < KNY2. (141)

Therefore

+ 50 (5 0BT, (2)F) + 45(2),

tr (D—l(z)BD—l(z)z trigl(z)zigl(z)z)

7



where E|A5(z)| < KN'/2. By (4.2) and (4.6) in [4], there exists some § > 0 such that

inf

inf >0 (142)

1- W’LN(Z))ZH (igl(z)zijl(z)z)

for n large enough, which indicates that
1 (mo (z))2 -

tr (D' (2)BD}(2)E) = - tr (S;l(z)Bi,jl(z)z) (1 S vl (2;%@22?@)2)) + Ag(2),
z

where E|Ag(z)] < KN'2. Then the conclusion follows from (129). O

G.4. Proof of Lemma D.2
Proof. First, we have

Ex*My|* =E()_my X, Y)Y mi XY ;)
¥ ¥
=Y Imi PEIXPEY; ) = || M7,
i

where the second equality is due to the independence of x and y, and the assumption E(X;) = E(Y1) = 0.
Regarding the latter quantity, we denote the double index ¢ = (i1, 42) and m; = m;,;,X;,Y;,, then

2

Elx*My|* =E [ > |mi> + > mim;
i i#£j

2 2
=E (ZImﬂ) HE (D mamy | +2E (D Imal>> mam; (143)

i#] 1#]
2
:E2|mi|4+EZ|mi|2|mJ~\2+E Zmimj ,
@ 1#] i#]
where the last equality follows that
E Z |ml|2zmlﬁ7ﬂ = Z mi17i2ﬁ7’j1,j2|mk1,k2|2E (Yille}/:i2?j2‘Xkl‘2‘Yk2|2) =0.
i i#] (i1,82)#(J1,52),(k1,k2)

Because either i # ji or iy # j2, in both cases E (X, X, Y5, Y j,| Xk, [?|Yk,|?) = 0. For the first term in (143),

we have
E E ‘ml|4 = E ‘mi1,i2|4E|Xi1|4E|}/i2‘4 = IE|*le|4E|le|4 E |mi17i2|4'
% 01,12 1,12

Regaring the second term, similarly, we get

Ez‘m”z‘m”z = Z ‘mi1,i2|2‘mj1,j2|2E (|Xi1|2|Xj1|2|}/i2|2|sz|2)
i#£j (i1,42)#(j1,52)
= Z |mi17i2|2|mi17j2|2]E‘Xi1‘4]E|}/i2|2E|}/j2|2
11,127 ]2
+ Z |m117i2‘2|mj17i2‘2E|}/i2|4]E|Xil|2E‘Xj1‘2
12,8171
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+ Z |mi1,i2|2|mj1,j2|2E|Xi1|2E‘Xj1‘2]E|Yriz|2E|ij2|2
t27#]2,01 771
SmaX(E‘X1|47E|Yi|4) Z |mi1,i2‘2‘mj1’j2|2'
(#1,32)#(31,42)

Then we have the sum of the first term is less than

EXPEYL[* (Y Imi ol | =E[X*EYa|*||M]|%.

11,12

Similarly, we have

2
E| > mm; | <2/M|[
i#]
Thus the the desired result is acquired with K = E|X;|*E|Y;|* + 2. O

G.5. Proof of Lemma D.3

Proof. Firstly, by Lemma B.4, we have for any matrix My, Ms independent of s; and bounded in spectral
norm,

1 p
E|s;M,yx* Mys, — NX*MQEMly < K02 N2 p>2, (144)
thus obviously,
E|s;Myyx*Mys, |’ < K,62P"* N2, p>2. (145)
Then using martingale decomposition for D~1(z) — ED~!(z) and (145) we have

E|x"M; (D7}(2) ~ED"(2)) Moy

SKZE

j=1

<KN~!

* 7y — * _ 2
s:D; ! (z) Moyx* My D} ' (2)s,| (146)

Again, following the decomposition above (2.5) in [2], we have
x* M, (]EDil(z) — (=2l — zEmn(z)E)_l) My
:gml(z) {STDI(Z)ngX*Mlinl(z)sl - i[x*lelnl(z)EEDl(z)ng}
N * y—1 * -1 1 * s—1 -1
:?Eﬁl(z) {le (z2) Moyx* M 3" (2)81 — X MY (2)XD; (z)ng]
+ %Eﬂl(z) My S(2)2 (D7 (2) ~ D (2)) Moy

+ %Eﬂl(z) [x*Mli,;l(z)z (D~(z) ~ED"(2)) MQy}
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By (144), we have

161(2)] < |]j| ‘Eﬁl(z)'z}l(z)sl(z) [sfpl(z)szx*Mliznl(z)sl - ;X*Mlinl(z)zpll(z)MQy}

N 1 N B
< KN (Eley(2)?)"? <IE siD () Meyx” MiE, ()81 — X M S, (2) 8D, () Moy

2>1/2

< KN™V2

(147)

By (44) and (145), we get

R o\ 1/2

162(2)| < K (E sTDl_l(z)ngx*Mlil;l(z)EDl_l(,z)sl‘ > < KNL (148)

Similar to (146), we have
63()] < KN"V2. (149)
combining (146)-(149) we get the desired result. O

G.6. Proof of Lemma E.1

Proof. Before proceeding, let us introduce some notations here. We define X;; = X;;—X;; = Xij]I{ X, \>5n,k,1/4n1/4} —

]EX”]I ‘XU |>6n k,ll/4n1/4
similarly defined. Now we give some useful quadratic bounds based on Lemma B.5. Let M be a n X n matrix
of rank s,* and independent of s1, then by direct computation, we have

}, and 5; be the corresponding random vectors where X;; is replaced by X;;. §; is

~ o~ 2
EX11 X
E|8 M3, — % tr MX| < CN~%52s,E|M|?, (150)

where we define 52 = E| X1, |2, which owns the following estimates by (90).
52 = o(k;Y2NTY/2), (151)

Similarly, we have

~ 2
EX;1 X =
nau < ON“25,E|M’E (| X1 X1 2) (152)

E|sjM3) — " tr M

Moreover, By Lemma B.5, we have for any p > 4,

P P
EX1 X ~ I
E|§iMs — == e M| < C,N7E[| M| (]Ep/4|X11|4st/2 +E|X11|p]E|X11|psn) . (153)
Similarly, we have for any ¢ > 2
EX1 X :
E|§Ms; — —12N g M| < Cyn PE|| M| (sfﬂ + 52P—4(an)P/2—1sn) . (154)
n

4Here the rank s, may take values 1, kp, or n, for different purpose.
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Let 62 = E|X 1|2, from (151), it is easy to see

Nl (At ot Bl < g (822 2 B ()15
swp 1-Etr (D7(2) = D7(2)) B < Nko =0 sup B (ID 771D ()50 )
z n 2€Cp

< Ok E|X11|1 2< 6 [ 64| X 11| T T
<=1 (X1 [? {105 156,03 1/} < C6, (6, B[ X1 |* {1%0s1580kY 412} =o(1).

n

Consequently, to prove Lemma E.1, we only need to prove the following

sup EE| tr (Dil(z) - 13*1(2)> B|? = 0. (155)
z€Cy, k

From (44), we know that (155) will be verified by the following two assertions

N 2
sup E| 3" 8;(2)tr D (2)8;5:D; " (2)B| = o(koN") (156)
zeC :
n ,]:1
N 1 2
sup E| Y B;(2)trD; (2)3;8;D " (2)B| =o(k,N7"). (157)
z€Cy,

Due to similarity, we only prove (156), where the expectation will be expanded as

2

)

ZEWJ trD )sjs;D;I(z)B

and

<>2— Z ES BD ( )8]13 D ( )BD ( )Sh
J1#j2

Therefore, we only need to prove that sup,ce <¢1 and sup,ee {2 are both o(k, N='). From (44), we could
control {y by

~ 2 N ~ ~ 2
01 SCNE|Bi(2)si D7 (2)BD} ()31 + CNE |51(2)51 ()51 Dy (2)BD ()18 Dy ()31

O11(2) Q12(2)
By (71), (73) and (152), we have

sup $11(2) < CN -o(N~2k,) +o(n™%) = o(k, N71).
z€Ch,

Similarly, by (71), (73), (153) and (154), we have

~ 4 ~ ~ o~ ~ 4
O12(2) <CNEY? |s DTV (2)BDT M (2)8: | EV2 |8:D7Y(2)3, —n*IEXlleltrDl_l(z)E‘

~ 2 —~ 2
+ CNE| D7 (2))? (]EXUH E s’;Dfl(z)BDf(z)él‘

1/2

{IX11]>6n k1/4n1/4})
<CN (kAN 4+ 54k2N3) 2 (o(N72) + o(N %))
:O(an_l)a

+ CN - o(N~3/253/2) (K2 N~2)

where the last o(k, N~!) holds uniformly in z € C,, and we use the fact deduced from (90) that

E|X1:|I o(k3/4n=3/1),

(X 11| >nnks/ *n1/a}y =
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Now we have proved that sup,.c <1 = o(k, N ~1), the remaining part will focus on <>3, which will be further
decomposed by

D™(2) =Dj,;,(2) = Bj.32(2) Dy 5, (2)85,85, D55, (2) — 81, (2)D5 5, (2)s5,85, D5, 5, (2)
+ By (2)B1152(2) D5, (285,85, D5 5, (2)85, 85, Dy 5, (2)
+ﬁ]1(2)ﬁ3132( ) J1 }2( )8]18 Dg jz( )3323 D;;Q(Z)
(2)5;

+Bﬂ1 z 1]2( ) ‘71‘%2( )sjzs D_]ljg( )3]13 ]1]2(2)8J28 ]1;2(2’/)'

(158)

As a result, 6% = 1296 extra terms appears. However, since the expansions of 5 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 {o:

021(2), <>22(Z), 023(2)7 024(2)~

Their definitions will be given below, when the corresponding terms are evaluated. To start with, we have

sup [021(2)] =N(N 1) sup E (E-1281 D}/ () BDy; ()31 E- 1253 D13 (5)BD (2)s: )|
z2€Cn FAS
~ 2 —~ —~
<C ‘IEXHXM sup E ‘tr D5 (2)BD (2)S tr D1‘21(2)BD1‘21(2)E’
z€Cn,
<o(k,*N7Y) -k n SUp E| Dy (2)|?1 D53 (2)[1* = o(kn N 7).

Another significant term is {92(z) defined as

O22(2) =N(N — 1)EBi (2)s7 Dy, (2)s181 Dy, (2) BDy,' (2)3153 Dy, (2) BDy, (%)
=N(N = 1)E (1(2) — Ba1(2)) 8{ D1 (2)s151 Dy, (2) BDy, (2)5153 Dy, (2) BDY, (%) 52
+ N(N = Dby (2)Ev21(2) 81 Dy, (2) BDyy' (2)3183 Dy, (2) BDyy () s
+ (N = 1)bn1 (2)E tr D5, (2)Es} Dy, () BDy, (2) 3183 Dy, (2) BDy (2) 52
+ N(N = 1)bp1(2)EB21(2)y21(2)s D121(z)513ID121(Z)Bﬁ1_2( )3152D ( )BD12( )82
=022,1(2) + $22.2(2) + $a2,3(2) + $22.4(2),

where we define 721 (2) = 87D, (2)s1— N 'Etr £D;'(2). Analogous to {a1(2), we know that sup,ce [22,3(2)| =
o(k, N=1).By Lemma D.2, (73) and (152), we have

sup [{22,1(2)] <CN? sup E|B1(2)B12(2)Ba1(2)si D1y (2)s285D15 (2)s181 Dy ()81

z€Cp z€Cy
x 81 D1, (2)BDyy (2)5:83 D1, () BDyy () 52

<CN? sucp E|siDy (= )s285 D7) (2)s18t Dy (2) BD: (2)5,55 D5, () BD zZ)sa| +o(n™")
zE

<CN? sup EV4
z€Cyp

2
51Dy (2)s|'EV/*[s3D5; (2)s1*EV/2 (E- 12 | D7y (=) BDR; ()31
2 0
X E-12|53D5, (5)BDL (2)ss| ) +o(n ™)
<CN?.N~Y2. N2 6(k,N72) + o(n™") = o(k, N71).
Similarly, by (71),(73) and (152), we have

sup |{o2,2(2)| <CN? sup E’E 12721(2)81 D' (2) BDy, ()61 E_ 1255 D1, () BD1, ()80

z€Cp z€Ch
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<CN? - o(ky/>N7%/2) sup EY?|y2,(2)PEY?|s1 D15 ( (2)BDy;) (= 31| +o(n™*)

z€Cr

<o(kYANYZY . NTYV2EMINTY £ o(n7h) = o(k,N71).

Then conclusion holds for {222(2z) by a similar treatment, which finally yields that sup_ .. [O22(2)] =
o(k, N71). Regarding {23(2), by Lemma B.4, (73) and (152), we have

sup [O23(2)] =N(N —1) sup E(B12(2)s7 D15 (2)s285 Dy (2) BDyy' (2)5185 Dy (2) BD1, (%) s )‘

=(N = DIE(XG X)) sup [E(Bia(2)s3 Diy () BDY, () SD53 (2)083 D73 () BDy (2)ss)|

z€Crp

<o(k;Y2NY?) . sup E!
2€Ch

<o(k;Y2NY2) g, N7LEV2NTY 4 o(nY) = o(k, N73/?).

. — _ _ 2
32D12 (Z)BD121(Z)ED121(2)52‘ E'/?

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 §7 M §; possesses a better estimates than s M§; or s M §;, where M is
independent of s;. 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

<> < A A = =\ A * y— * y—
sup AOBEN B8, (2)83,(2) () B2, ()51 ()6 2) e 2132 (2)61 D (328D ()11 D ()
zec, N(N —1)  ec,
x 85D, (2)BDyy (2)5181 D1y ( )5285D15' (2)8181 D1y (2)8153 D1y (2)5285 D15 (2)8
X .§fo1( )3252 5 (2)B (2)s181 D1, (2)s085 D, (2)s187 D ‘
<C sup EV*|s5 Dy, (2) BDy,' (2)8 | E1/4|§*D )5 ['EY4|85D3 (2)BD ()|
z€Cy
xE1/4}s2 o 32‘ +o(n™%)
<CEV2N=V o(NTV2) k2N o(NTY2) 4 o(n) = o(k, N72).
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(2), $o22(2) and $a3(2). We thus omit these steps
here. O
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