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Abstract

In multivariate analysis, many core problems involve the eigen-analysis of an F -
matrix, F “ W1W

´1
2 , constructed from two Wishart matrices, W1 and W2. These

so-called Double Wishart problems arise in contexts such as MANOVA, covariance
matrix equality testing, and hypothesis testing in multivariate linear regression. A
prominent classical approach, Roy’s largest root test, relies on the largest eigenvalue
of F for inference. However, in high-dimensional settings, this test becomes imprac-
tical due to the singularity or near-singularity of W2. To address this challenge, we
propose a ridge-regularization framework by introducing a ridge term to W2. Specifi-
cally, we develop a family of ridge-regularized largest root tests, leveraging the largest
eigenvalue of Fλ “ W1pW2 ` λIq´1, where λ ą 0 is the regularization parameter.
Under mild assumptions, we establish the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution of
the largest eigenvalue of Fλ after appropriate scaling. An efficient method for esti-
mating the scaling parameters is proposed using the Marčenko-Pastur equation, and
the consistency of these estimators is proven. The proposed framework is applied
to illustrative Double Wishart problems, and simulation studies are conducted to
evaluate the numerical performance of the methods. Finally, the proposed method is
applied to the Human Connectome Project data to test for the presence of associa-
tions between volumetric measurements of human brain and behavioral variables.
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1 Introduction

Double Wishart problems represent a fundamental class of hypothesis testing challenges

encountered in various fields, including multivariate data analysis, signal processing, and

economics. Notable examples include multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA), test-

ing general linear hypotheses in multivariate linear models (GLHT), testing the equality

of covariance matrices (TECM), and canonical correlation analysis (CCA). Each of these

problems involves a standard null hypothesis, such as equality of group means, zero regres-

sion coefficients, equality of covariance matrices, or absence of correlation. These prob-

lems are categorized within the same class because they share a common structure: the

standard tests for these hypotheses rely on the eigen-analysis of an F -matrix of the form

F “ W1W
´1
2 , where W1 and W2 are independent Wishart matrices under the assumption

of normality in the observations. This formulation gives rise to the term “double Wishart”.

The specific structures of W1 and W2 vary depending on the particular double Wishart

problem.

This paper introduces a general framework for the F -matrix, designed to unify the

analysis of various double Wishart problems under the null hypothesis. Specifically, we

define:

F “ W1W
´1
2 “

ˆ

1

n1

Σ1{2
p ZP1Z

TΣ1{2
p

˙ˆ

1

n2

Σ1{2
p ZP2Z

TΣ1{2
p

˙´1

, where (1)

(a) Z “ rzijs is a p ˆ nT matrix with i.i.d. entries zij having mean 0 and variance 1;

(b) Σp is an arbitrary pˆ p positive definite covariance matrix, and Σ
1{2
p is its symmetric

“square-root”;

(c) P1 and P2 are nT ˆnT orthogonal projection matrices of rank n1 and n2, respectively,
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with P1 orthogonal to P2.

The F -matrices associated with a broad range of double Wishart problems under their

standard null hypotheses conform to (1), including MANOVA, GLHT, TECM, and CCA

(see Han et al. [2018] for a detailed discussion on CCA). As an illustrative example, we

present the details of GLHT.

In the context of GLHT, we consider a setting with p-variate responses and m-variate

predictors, observed from nT independent subjects. The relationship between the responses

and predictors is modeled using the linear model:

Y “ BX ` Σ1{2
p Z,

where Y is the pˆ nT response matrix; X is the mˆ nT deterministic predictor matrix; B

is the p ˆ m coefficient matrix; Z and Σp are as in (a) and (b). The primary objective is

to test linear hypotheses about the regression coefficients of the form:

H0 : BC “ 0 vs. Ha : BC ‰ 0,

where C is anmˆq constraint matrix, with each column representing a linear hypothesis on

the coefficients. This formulation is broadly applicable across various fields, with MANOVA

being a notable special case. Assuming X and C are of full rank, standard tests in this

context rely on the hypothesis sum-of-squares matrix and residual sum-of-squares matrix:

SSH “ YXT
`

XXT
˘´1

C
”

CT
`

XXT
˘´1

C
ı´1

CT
`

XXT
˘´1

XYT :“ YP1Y
T ,

SSRes “ Y
´

InT
´ XT

`

XXT
˘´1

X
¯

YT :“ YP2Y
T .

(2)

In the context of MANOVA, SSH and SSRes are known as the between-group and within-
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group sum-of-squares matrices. Under this framework, W1 and W2 are defined as:

W1 “
1

n1

SSH, and W2 “
1

n2

SSRes, (3)

where n1 “ q and n2 “ nT ´ m are the degrees of freedom of W1 and W2, respectively.

It is straightforward to verify that this construction conforms to (1) under H0 : BC “ 0.

Additionally, note that W2 serves as an unbiased estimator of Σp under both H0 and Ha.

This property is crucial for the estimation procedure proposed in Section 3. Further details

are presented in Section 4.

To test the hypothesis, classical literature commonly employs two main types of tech-

niques, both relying on the eigenvalues of F. The first approach involves summing all

eigenvalues of F after applying a specific transformation, as in the classical likelihood ratio

test statistic, also known as Wilk’s lambda. This method is useful for assessing the overall

deviation from the null hypothesis.

In this paper, we focus on the second approach, known as Roy’s largest root test, which

relies exclusively on the largest eigenvalue of F, denoted by ℓmax. This technique is particu-

larly effective for detecting concentrated alternatives, where the signal is primarily captured

by the leading eigen-direction. Specifically, in the context of GLHT, the test rejects the

null hypothesis H0 : BC “ 0 if ℓmax ą ξα at a significance level α, where ξα is the critical

value corresponding to the p1 ´ αq ˆ 100% quantile of the distribution of ℓmax under the

null. Traditionally, ξα is approximated using the critical value of an F or χ2 distribution

after appropriate scaling (see Chapter 10 of Muirhead [2009] for further details).

In contemporary statistical research, it is increasingly common for the dimension p

to be at least comparable to the sample size nT or the degrees of freedom n1 and n2.

While Roy’s largest root test performs well when n1 and n2 are much larger than p, its
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reliability diminishes significantly in high-dimensional settings. Specifically, when p ą n2,

the singularity of W2 renders the F -matrix ill-defined. Even when p is smaller than n2, the

presence of small eigenvalues in W2 can cause instability in W´1
2 , thereby compromising

the power of the test. Addressing these challenges is crucial for ensuring the robustness

and accuracy of statistical methods in high-dimensional contexts.

To correct the asymptotic null distribution of Roy’s largest root, Johnstone [2008]

demonstrated that the largest root of a double Wishart matrix under normality follows

an asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution of type one after appropriate scaling, given that

p, n1, and n2 grow to infinity proportionally with p ă n2. This result was later extended to

non-Gaussian settings by Han et al. [2016] and Han et al. [2018]. However, when p ą n2,

to the best of our knowledge, remedies for the classical double Wishart tests have been

thoroughly studied only for the likelihood ratio tests and when n1 is small. One widely

used approach is to construct modified statistics by replacing W´1
2 with an appropriate

substitute. This method was pioneered by Bai and Saranadasa [1996] and Chen and Qin

[2010] for two-sample mean tests and has been applied to MANOVA by Srivastava and Fu-

jikoshi [2006], Yamada and Himeno [2015], and Hu et al. [2017]. Another approach involves

regularizing W2 to address its near-singularity. Chen et al. [2014] proposed introducing

a ridge term to W2 for two-sample mean tests, a concept further developed by Li et al.

[2020b]. This idea was also extended to GLHT and more flexible forms of regularization

by Li et al. [2020a]. Other notable contributions in this area include the works of He et al.

[2021], Lopes et al. [2011], and Wang et al. [2015].

This paper aims to develop a high-dimensional largest root test that remains applicable

when p, n1 and n2 are comparable. To address the challenge posed by the singularity of

W2 when p ą n2, we introduce a ridge regularization framework. Specifically, inspired by
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the work of Li et al. [2020b], we propose a family of ridge-regularized F -matrices:

Fλ “ W1

´

W2 ` λIp

¯´1

“

ˆ

1

n1

Σ1{2
p ZP1Z

TΣ1{2
p

˙ˆ

1

n2

Σ1{2
p ZP2Z

TΣ1{2
p ` λIp

˙´1

, (4)

where λ ą 0 is a regularization parameter. The largest eigenvalue of Fλ, denoted by

ℓmaxpFλq, serves as the test statistic, designed to detect departures from the null hypothesis.

Importantly, the regularized F -matrix and its largest root are rotation-invariant, mean-

ing they remain unchanged under arbitrary orthogonal transformations of the data. This

invariance arises from the fact that the regularized matrix W2 ` λIp preserves the eigen-

structure of W2. This property is particularly advantageous in settings where additional

structural knowledge, such as sparsity, is limited. It ensures that the test’s performance

does not depend on the specific coordinate system in which the data are observed. Con-

sequently, the test remains robust across different data representations, making it broadly

applicable in various high-dimensional scenarios.

In this paper, we focus on the regime where p, n1, and n2 are all comparable (see C1

in Section 2). Under this regime, we establish the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution of

Fλ under the null hypothesis after appropriate scaling. We propose consistent estimators

for the scaling parameters, which rely exclusively on the eigenvalues of W2. The proposed

framework is then applied to representative double Wishart problems.

The main contributions of this work are as follows. First, we extend the existing anal-

ysis of high dimensional double Wishart problems to the regime where n1 is comparable

to n2 while also allowing p exceed n2. Second, to the best of our knowledge, this is the

first work to investigate largest root-type tests in the presence of statistical regulariza-

tion. Third, from an Random Matrix Theory (RMT) perspective, this work is the first to

establish the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution for the extreme eigenvalue of a regu-
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larized random matrix. Fourth, we propose an estimation procedure for the complicated

parameters involved in the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution of extreme eigenvalues

of a random matrix. These types of parameters frequently appear in the RMT literature,

yet their estimation has remained challenging.

The paper is organized as follows. After giving necessary preliminaries in RMT, Section

2 introduces the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution for the ridge-regularized largest

root test statistics after appropriate scaling. Section 3 details the estimation method for

the scaling parameters, which relies solely on the eigenvalues of W2, and establishes the

consistency of the proposed approach. Applications to GLHT and TECM are discussed in

Section 4, while Section 5 reports simulation results. In Section 6, we apply the proposed

procedure to the Human Connectome Project data. Finally, Section 7 summarizes the main

findings of the paper and outlines future research directions. Technical details and proofs

of the main results are provided in the Supplementary Material.

2 Asymptotic theory

After giving necessary preliminaries on Random Matrix Theory, the asymptotic theory of

the proposed ridge-regularized largest root is presented in this section. First of all, note

that Fλ is asymmetric, making it technically more convenient to analyze a symmetric dual

matrix of the form F̃λ “ UT
1 Z

TG´1
λ ZU1, where

Gλ “ ZU2U
T
2 Z

T
` λΣ´1

p .

Here, U1 and U2 are pˆn1 and pˆn2 scaled orthogonal matrices satisfying U1U
T
1 “ n´1

1 P1

and U2U
T
2 “ n´1

2 P2. It is straightforward to see that F̃λ shares the same nonzero eigenvalues
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as Fλ. Thus, for technical convenience, we focus our analysis on F̃λ.

Definition 2.1 (Empirical Spectral Distribution). For any pˆp matrix A with real-valued

eigenvalues, denote ℓjpAq to be the j-th largest eigenvalue of A and specifically ℓmaxpAq “

ℓ1pAq and ℓminpAq “ ℓppAq. Define the Empirical Spectral Distribution (ESD) FA of A by

FA
pτq “

1

p

p
ÿ

j“1

δℓjpAqpτq,

where δxpyq “ 1 if x ď y and 0 otherwise.

Under the framework (1), the following basic assumptions are employed.

C1 (High-dimensional regime) We assume p, nT , n1, n2 grow to infinity simultaneously in

the sense that p{nT Ñ γT , p{n1 Ñ γ1 p{n2 Ñ γ2, where γT , γ1, γ2 P p0,8q are

constants. Also, n1 ` n2 ď nT . Moreover, we assume the convergence rate is such

that p2{3|p{n1 ´ γ1| Ñ 0 and p2{3|p{n2 ´ γ2| Ñ 0.

C2 (Moments conditions) E|zij|
k ă 8 for any k ě 2.

C3 (Boundedness of spectrum) lim infpÑ8 ℓminpΣpq ą 0 and lim suppÑ8 ℓmaxpΣpq ă 8.

C4 (Asymptotic stability of population ESD) There exists a deterministic distribution

FΣ8 with compact support in p0,8q, such that

p2{3DW pFΣp , FΣ8q Ñ 0, as p Ñ 8,

where DW pF1, F2q denotes the Wasserstein distance between distributions F1 and F2,

defined as

DW pF1, F2q “ sup
f

"
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

fdF1 ´

ż

fdF2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

: f is 1- Lipschitz

*

.
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C5 (Asymptotic stability of edge eigenvalues) Denote the rightmost edge point of the

support of FΣ8 to be σmax. That is, σmax “ inftx P R : FΣ8pxq “ 1u. We assume

n2{3
|ℓmaxpΣpq ´ σmax| Ñ 0.

Additionally, if σmax is a point of discontinuity of FΣ8 , we assume FΣpptℓmaxpΣpquq Ñ

FΣ8ptσmaxuq.

C6 (Regular edge) We assume FΣ8 is regular near σmax in the sense of Definition 2.7 (see

Section 2.2).

C1 defines the asymptotic regime where dimensionality p, the sample size nT , degrees

of freedom n1, and n2 grow proportionately. As stated in C2, our asymptotic results

only require moment conditions. C3 is a standard assumption in the RMT literature,

ensuring that eigenvalue bounds are obtainable. C4 ensures that the bulk spectrum of Σp

characterized by its ESD stablizes at a deterministic limit as p increases. While C4 offers

limited insight into the edge eigenvalue, C5 ensures that the largest eigenvalue of Σp also

stablizes at the rightmost support edge of FΣ8 . The details of C6 are given in Section 2.2.

It is worth mentioning that C5 excludes the possibility that a fixed number of eigen-

values of Σp remain outside the support of FΣ8 . This situation arises in classical factor

models. While we conjecture that our analysis can be extended to a class of factor models,

such a generalization is beyond the scope of this work. Instead, to assess the performance

of the proposed method when these assumptions are violated, we include a factor model

setting in our numerical study in Section 5.
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2.1 Preliminary results

In this section, we present key preliminary results in RMT, focusing on the asymptotic

Marčenko-Pastur law for the ESD of Gλ and the matrix

ĂW2 “ UT
2 Z

TΣpZU2.

The matrix ĂW2 is the companion matrix of W2 in the sense that ĂW2 shares the same

nonzero eigenvalues as W2, differing only by |p ´ n2| additional zeros in their spectra.

Consequently, the ESD of ĂW2 and W2 can be easily reconstructed from one another. For

mathematical convenience, we focus on the asymptotics of F
ĂW2 rather than FW2 in the

subsequent analysis, as it results in cleaner and more tractable expressions. Results in this

section are based on Silverstein and Bai [1995] and Bai and Silverstein [2004].

Recall that the Stieltjes transform φp¨q of any function F of bounded variation on R is

defined as:

φpzq “

ż 8

´8

dF pxq

x ´ z
, z P C` :“ tE ` iη : η ą 0u.

Note that φ is a mapping from C` to C`. The Stieltjes transform plays a role in RMT

analogous to that of the Fourier transform in classical probability theory. It allows for the

reconstruction of a distribution function via an inversion formula and facilitates the study

of probability measure convergence through the convergence of its Stieltjes transform. For

further details, see Bai and Silverstein [2010].

Given a compactly supported probability measure F and any γ ą 0, the renowned

Marčenko-Pastur equation in RMT defined on z P C` is expressed as

z “ ´
1

φ
` γ

ż

τdF pτq

τφ ` 1
. (5)
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Lemma 2.2. Under the conditions on F and γ, for any z P C`, there exists a unique

solution φ ” φpzq P C` to Eq. (5). The function φpzq is the Stieltjes transform of a

probability measure with bounded support in r0,8q.

Unfortunately, except in extreme cases where F has a simple structure, there is no explicit

closed-form solution for φγ,F pzq or the associated probability distribution. For further

details of Marčenko-Pastur equation, see Chapter 3 of Bai and Silverstein [2010].

Lemma 2.3 (Marčenko-Pastur Theorem). Assume that conditions C1–C4 hold. As p Ñ

8, the ESD F
ĂW2 converges pointwise almost surely to W at all points of continuity of W,

where W is the probability measure associated with φγ2,FΣ8 .

Moreover, for any z P C`, let φ̂pzq be the Stieltjes transform of F
ĂW2. That is,

φ̂pzq “

ż

dF
ĂW2pτq

τ ´ z
“

1

n2

n2
ÿ

j“1

1

ℓjpĂW2q ´ z
.

For any closed and bounded region Z Ă C` and any fixed k P N, we have

sup
zPZ

p2{3
|φ̂pkq

pzq ´ φpkq
pzq|

P
ÝÑ 0.

Following immediately from Lemma 2.2, the Marčenko-Pastur equation (5) holds ap-

proximately at φ̂pzq in the sense that

z `
1

φ̂pzq
´

p

n2

ż

τ dFΣ8pτq

τφ̂pzq ` 1
P

ÝÑ 0, (6)

uniformly for z P Z. This result serves as the foundation for the estimation method

proposed in Section 3.

Next, we analyze the limiting ESD of Gλ. For any fixed λ ą 0, consider the following
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equation defined for z P C`

ϕ “

ż

τ dFΣ8pτq

τtr1 ` γ2ϕs´1 ´ zu ` λ
. (7)

Lemma 2.4. Let FΣ8 be any compactly supported probability measure that is non-degenerate

to zero. For any given z P C`, there exists a unique solution ϕ ” ϕpzq P C` to Eq. (7).

The function ϕpzq is the Stieltjes transform of a probability measure with bounded support

in p0,8q, henceforth denoted by Gλ.

Theorem 2.5 (Generalized Marčenko-Pastur Theorem of Gλ). Suppose C1–C4 hold. Fix

λ ą 0. As p Ñ 8, the ESD FGλ of Gλ converges pointwise almost surely to Gλ at all

points of continuity of Gλ.

While Eq. (7) plays a fundamental role in the subsequent analysis, we present an

equivalent reformuation that is more convenient to work with in certain cases. For any

z P C`, define

h “ hpzq “ z ´ r1 ` γ2ϕpzqs
´1.

Then, Eq. (7) can be rewritten as

z “ h `

ˆ

1 ` γ2

ż

τ dFΣ8pτq

λ ´ τh

˙´1

. (8)

By Lemma 2.4, it follows that for any z P C`, there exists a unique solution h P C` to Eq.

(8).

Lastly, we consider the extension of ϕpzq to the real line.

Lemma 2.6. Under the conditions of Lemma 2.4, the measure Gλ is compactly supported

in p0,8q. Denote the leftmost edge of the support of Gλ by ρ ” ρλ, i.e., ρ “ suptx P R :
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Gλpxq “ 0u. The following results hold:

(i) We have ρ ą 0, and for any x P r0, ρq,

lim
zPC`Ñx

ϕpzq :“ spxq exists and is real-valued.

Moreover, the following relationship holds:

spxq “

ż

dGλpτq

τ ´ x
, x P r0, ρq. (9)

(ii) From Eq (9), spxq is analytic on r0, ρq, and its kth derivative satisfies spkqpxq ą 0 for

any k P N and x P r0, ρq. This implies that spkqpxq is monotonically increasing on

r0, ρq for all k.

2.2 Asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution

In this section, we present the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution for the proposed

ridge-regularized largest root statistic ℓmaxpFλq (or equivalently ℓmaxpF̃λq) after appropri-

ate scaling. All quantities introduced in this section may depend on pγ1, γ2, F
Σ8 , λq. To

simplify notation and reduce complexity, we omit these arguments when there is no risk of

ambiguity.

We first impose an edge regularity condition on FΣ8 . Recall that σmax is the rightmost

edge point of the support of FΣ8 . For h P p´8, λ{σmaxq, define

xphq “ h `

„

1 ` γ2

ż

τ dFΣ8pτq

λ ´ τh

ȷ´1

. (10)

It can be viewed as an extension of Eq. (8) when h P C` approaches the real line.
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Definition 2.7. We say that FΣ8 is regular near σmax if any of the following holds:

(i) FΣ8 is discontinuous at σmax and ωmaxγ2 ‰ 1, where ωmax “ FΣ8ptσmaxuq.

(ii) FΣ8 is continuous at σmax, and there exists h0 ă λ{σmax such that x1ph0q “ 0.

We claim that the regularity conditions are mild in the sense that FΣp is discrete for any

finite p, and any continuous probability measure can be well-approximated by a discrete

one. Under this condition, Gλ is well-behaved near ρ in the following sense: either ρ is a

discrete point of Gλ, or the density fG of Gλ exhibits a square-root behavior near ρ. The

former case occurs when ωmaxγ2 ą 1; otherwise, the latter applies. Specifically, in the latter

case, there exist positive constants C1, C2, and ϵ such that

C1

?
x ´ ρ ď fGpxq ď C2

?
x ´ ρ, for x P pρ, ρ ` ϵq.

Similar regularity conditions are widely used in the RMT literature when studying the

Tracy-Widom fluctuations of extreme eigenvalues, albeit in various forms. For example, see

Definition 2.7 of Knowles and Yin [2017], Condition (1) of El Karoui [2007], and Condition

(2.12) of Lee and Schnelli [2016]. Furthermore, the square-root behavior near the edge of the

spectrum is broadly observed across various random matrix models. This behavior is closely

associated with Tracy-Widom fluctuations and plays a critical role in their characterization.

The following lemma follows from the behavior of Gλ near ρ.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose the conditions in Lemma 2.6 hold, and further assume that FΣ8 is

regular near σmax. Then, s
1pxq Ñ 8 as x Ò ρ.

Our main theorem is presented as follows.
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Theorem 2.9. Suppose that C1–C6 hold. For any fixed λ ą 0, as p Ñ 8, the asymptotic

distribution of the largest eigenvalue of Fλ (or equivalently F̃λ) is given by

p2{3

Θ2

´

ℓmaxpFλq ´ Θ1

¯

ùñ TW1, (11)

where TW1 denotes the Tracy-Widom distribution of type 1, and ùñ indicates convergence

in distribution. The centering and scaling parameters Θ1 and Θ2 are determined as follows.

Define β to be the unique solution in p0, ρq to

β2s1
pβq “

1

γ1
. (12)

By Lemma 2.8, such a solution β exists and is unique. Then,

Θ1 “
1

β

”

1 ` γ1βspβq

ı

, (13)

Θ2 “

«

γ3
1

2
s2

pβq `
γ2
1

β3

ff1{3

. (14)

Remark 2.10. For detailed information on Tracy-Widom distributions, we refer readers

to Tracy and Widom [1994], Tracy and Widom [1996], and Johnstone [2008]. Available

software for working with Tracy-Widom laws includes the R package RMTstat [Johnstone

et al., 2022] and the MATLAB package RMLab [Dieng, 2006].

Remark 2.11. Unlike the Oppq scaling observed in classical extreme value theory for i.i.d.

random variables with appropriate tail behavior, the normalized largest eigenvalue of Fλ

fluctuates on the Opp2{3q scale. An analogous scaling has been established for the largest

eigenvalue of various random matrices, such as those in the Jacobi orthogonal ensem-

ble [Johnstone, 2008]. This Opp2{3q fluctuation reflects the repulsion between eigenvalues,
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causing them to be more regularly spaced than i.i.d. random variables.

Remark 2.12. When λ “ 0 and γ2 ă 1, the matrix F0 reduces to the classical F -matrix.

Han et al. [2018] established the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution for the largest eigen-

value of an F -matrix in that setting. Theorem 2.9 can be viewed as a generalization of Han

et al. [2018] to λ ą 0 and an arbitrary covariance matrix Σp.

Remark 2.13. Theorem 2.9 can be generalized to the joint asymptotic distribution of the

first k largest eigenvalues of Fλ. Specifically, under C1–C6, for any fixed integer k and

λ ą 0, we have

lim
pÑ8

P
ˆ

p2{3

Θ2

´

ℓ1pFλq ´ Θ1

¯

ď t1, . . . ,
p2{3

Θ2

´

ℓkpFλq ´ Θ1

¯

ď tk

˙

“ lim
pÑ8

P

˜

p2{3

γ
2{3
1

´

ℓGOE
1 ´ 2

¯

ď t1, . . . ,
p2{3

γ
2{3
1

´

ℓGOE
k ´ 2

¯

ď tk

¸

,

(15)

for any t1, . . . , tk P R. Here, ℓGOE
k denotes the k-th largest eigenvalue of a p ˆ p matrix

from the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE).

3 Estimation

In this section, we develop an estimation procedure for the centering and scaling parameters

Θ1 and Θ2. The proposed estimators leverage the eigenvalues of W2 and are designed to be

computationally efficient while maintaining robustness in high-dimensional settings. This

section is organized as follows. Section 3.1 introduces a reformulation of the problem

as an optimization task. The proposed algorithm is described in detail in Section 3.2.

Section S.1 provides implementation details and discusses practical considerations for the

proposed method. Finally, in Section 3.3, we establish the consistency of the proposed

estimators. Throughout this section, the parameters γ1 and γ2 are estimated as γ̂1 “ p{n1
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and γ̂2 “ p{n2, respectively, without further elaboration.

3.1 Problem formulation

The estimation of Θ1 and Θ2 necessitates the precise estimation of the edge ρ and the

function spxq along with its derivatives on the interval r0, ρq. Although spxq is formally

defined as the extension of the Stieltjes transform ϕpzq from C` to the real line as in

Lemma 2.6, this definition provides limited practical utility due to the absence of an explicit

analytical expression. In this section, we rigorously demonstrate that both ρ and spxq can be

characterized by Eq. (10), thereby establishing a foundation for their accurate estimation.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that FΣ8 is regular near σmax as defined in Definition 2.7. If there

exists h0 ă λ{σmax such that x1ph0q “ 0, then the edge ρ is given by ρ “ xph0q ą λ{σmax;

otherwise, ρ “ λ{σmax.

Corollary 3.2. Consider the case where σmax is a point of discontinuity of FΣ8, and recall

that ωmax “ FΣ8ptσmaxuq. The edge ρ is determined as follows:

(i) If γ2ωmax ă 1, there exists h0 ă λ{σmax such that x1ph0q “ 0. In this case, ρ “

xph0q ą λ{σmax, and ρ is a point of continuity of Gλ.

(ii) If γ2ωmax ą 1, we have x1phq ą 0 for any h P p0, λ{σmaxq. We have ρ “ λ{σmax, and

ρ is a point of discontinuity of Gλ.

Define the auxiliary functions on h P p´8, λ{σmaxq as

Hjphq “

ż

τ j dFΣ8pτq

pλ ´ τhqj
, j “ 1, 2, 3.

With the definition, xphq “ h ` r1 ` γ2H1phqs´1 and x1phq “ 1 ´ γ2r1 ` γ2H1phqs´2H2phq.
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Theorem 3.3. Assume that FΣ8 is regular near σmax as defined in Definition 2.7. Fix

any x0 P r0, ρq. Then, spx0q is determined as

spx0q “
1

γ2

ˆ

1

x0 ´ h0

´ 1

˙

,

where h0 is the unique solution in p´8, λ{σmaxq to

$

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

%

x0 “ h0 ` r1 ` γ2H1ph0qs´1,

1 ´ γ2r1 ` γ2H1ph0qs´2H2ph0q ą 0.

(16)

Furthermore, the derivatives s1px0q and s2px0q are determined as:

gpx0q “ x0 ´
1

1 ` γ2spx0q
,

ζpx0q “
γ2

p1 ` γ2spx0qq2
,

s1
px0q “ H2pgpx0qq pζpx0qs

1
px0q ` 1q ,

s2
px0q “ 2 pζpx0qs

1
px0q ` 1q

2H3pgpx0qq ` H2pgpx0qq

”

´2pγ2s
1px0qq2

p1 ` γ2spx0qqq3
` ζpx0qs

2
px0q

ı

.

(17)

It is worth noting that the third equation in (17) is linear in s1px0q, given spx0q and H2p¨q.

Similarly, the last equation in (17) is linear in s2px0q, given spx0q, s1px0q, H2p¨q, and H3p¨q.

The following lemma is useful for the numerical computation of spx0q.

Lemma 3.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.3, the derivative x1phq “ 1 ´ γ2r1 `

γ2H1phqs´2H2phq is monotonically decreasing on p´8, λ{σmaxq.

This result implies that xphq is either strictly increasing on p´8, λ{σmaxq or exhibits a

single concave-down peak within this interval. If x0 “ h` r1` γ2H1phqs´1 has two distinct

roots, Eq. (16) indicates that h0 corresponds to the smaller root.

18



Through the results in Theorem 3.3, we can transform the problem of estimating spxq,

s1pxq, and s2pxq into the task of estimating Hjphq for j “ 1, 2, 3 over h P p´8, λ{σmaxq. To

this end, we revisit Lemma 2.3 and Eq. (6), which together suggest that:

H1p´λφ̂pzqq “

ż

τ dFΣ8pτq

λ ` τλφ̂pzq
«

z

λγ̂2
`

1

λγ̂2φ̂pzq
,

H2p´λφ̂pzqq “

ż

τ 2 dFΣ8pτq

pλ ` τλφ̂pzqq2
«

1

λ2γ̂2φ̂2pzq
´

1

λ2γ̂2φ̂1pzq
.

Here, we are extending the definition of Hjphq to the complex domain. The second result

is obtained by differentiating both sides of Eq. (6). Notably, φ̂pzq solely relies on the

eigenvalues of W2 as

φ̂pzq “
1

n2

n2
ÿ

j“1

1

ℓjpW2q ´ z
, with ℓjpW2q “ 0 if j ą p.

This observation motivates the following strategy for estimating Hjpyq for j “ 1, 2, 3.

For general FΣ8 , it can be approximated by a weighted sum of point masses, expressed

as:

FΣ8pτq »

K
ÿ

k“1

wkδσk
pτq,

where tσkuKk“1 is a grid of points chosen to densely cover the support of FΣ8 , and wk are

weights satisfying wk ě 0 and
řK

k“1wk “ 1. The grid tσkuKk“1 is user-selected and fixed

throughout the estimation procedure, while the weights wk are model parameters. This

approach was introduced in El Karoui [2008] and later generalized in Ledoit andWolf [2012].

The recommended choice of the grid tσkuKk“1 is discussed in Section S.1. Accordingly, the
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integrals can be approximated as:

Hjphq “

ż

τ j dFΣ8pτq

pλ ´ τhqj
»

K
ÿ

k“1

wkσ
j
k

pλ ´ σkhqj
:“ H̃jph,w1, . . . , wKq.

For z P C`, define:

Q̂1pzq “
z

λγ̂2
`

1

λγ̂2φ̂pzq
, and Q̂2pzq “

1

λ2γ̂2φ̂2pzq
´

1

λ2γ̂2φ̂1pzq
.

Consider a grid of points z in C`, denoted by tziu
I
i“1. The recommended choice of tziu

I
i“1 is

provided in Section S.1 of the Supplementary Materials. We select the weights wk such that

Q̂jpziq approximately matches H̃jp´λφ̂pziq, w1, . . . , wKq for all i “ 1, 2, . . . , I, and j “ 1, 2.

Further details are presented in the following sections.

3.2 The algorithm

Given the grids tσkuKk“1 and tziu
I
i“1, define the loss function as

L8pw1, . . . , wKq “ max
i“1,...,I

max
j“1,2

t|ℜpeijq|, |ℑpeijq|u, where

eij “
Q̂jpziq ´ H̃jp´λφ̂pziq, w1, . . . , wKq

|Q̂jpziq|
, i “ 1, . . . , I; j “ 1, 2.

We choose the weights as

pw˚
1 , . . . , w

˚
Kq “ arg min

wjě0,
ř

wj“1
L8pw1, . . . , wKq.

The main motivation for choosing the L8 type loss is that given the point masses tσkuKk“1,
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Algorithm 1 Linear Programming Formulation for Selecting Weights

Input: A grid of masses σ1, . . . , σK ; a grid of points z1, . . . , zI ; eigenvalues ℓj’s of W2;
regularization parameter λ.
Calculation: Compute

eij “
Q̂jpziq

|Q̂jpziq|
´

1

|Q̂jpziq|

K
ÿ

k“1

σj
kwk

pσkλφ̂pziq ` λqj
, i “ 1, . . . , I; j “ 1, 2,

Optimization: Find the optimal pw1, . . . , wK , θq through the linear programming

minimize
θ,w1,...,wK

θ

subject to ´θ ď ℜpeijq ď θ, @ i “ 1, . . . , I; j “ 1, 2,
´θ ď ℑpeijq ď θ, @ i “ 1, . . . , I; j “ 1, 2,
wk ě 0, @k “ 1, . . . , K,
and w1 ` w2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` wK “ 1.

Truncation: To mitigate the effect of floating-point errors, truncate the optimal weight
wk to wk ˆ 1pwk ą K´110´dq and rescale the truncated weights to be of sum one. The
recommended choice of d is d “ 2.
Output: All postive weights ŵ1, . . . , ŵB, the associated masses σ̂1, . . . , σ̂B and loss θ.

the optimization can be formulated into a linear programming problem as presented in

Algorithm 1.

Suppose the optimal positive weights given by Algorithm 1 are ŵ1, . . . , ŵB and the

associated point masses are σ̂1 ą σ̂2 ą ¨ ¨ ¨ ą σ̂B. We estimate Hjphq by

Ĥjphq “

B
ÿ

k“1

ŵkσ̂
j
k

pλ ´ σ̂khqj
, j “ 1, 2, 3, 0 ă h ă λ{σ̂1.

Given Ĥjp¨q, j “ 1, 2, 3, the estimation of spxq and its derivatives over the domain r0, ρq

can be performed efficiently by leveraging its inherent smoothness. First of all, following

Corollary 3.2, the estimator ρ̂ of ρ is obtained in Algorithm 2. Secondly, note that (17)

defines an ordinary differential equation (ODE) system. We propose to estimate spxq, s1pxq,

s2pxq by solving this ODE, as detailed in Algorithm 3.

Following Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 3, we estimate β by β̂, which is the unique solution
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Algorithm 2 Estimation of ρ

Input: λ, Ĥ1p¨q, Ĥ2p¨q, largest point-mass σ̂1, the associated weight ŵ1;
Case 1: If γ̂2ŵ1 ě 1, ρ̂ “ λ{σ̂1;
Case 2: Otherwise, solve for the unique root ĥ in p´8, λ{σ̂1q to

γ̂2Ĥ2phq

p1 ` γ̂2Ĥ1phqq2
“ 1.

The function on the left-hand side is monotonically increasing on p´8, λ{σ̂1q. The
equation can be solved using Newton’s method with an initial value pre-selected through
grid search. Then, ρ̂ “ ĥ ` r1 ` γ̂2Ĥ1p´ĥqs´1.
Output: Estimated edge ρ̂.

on p0, ρ̂q to β2ŝ1pβq “ 1{γ̂1. Then, Θ1 and Θ2 are estimated as:

Θ̂1 “
1

β̂

”

1 ` γ̂1β̂ŝpβ̂q

ı

and Θ̂2 “

” γ̂3
1

2
ŝ2

pβ̂q `
γ̂2
1

β̂3

ı1{3

. (18)

Algorithm 3 ODE Formulation For Estimation of spxq, s1pxq, and s2pxq

Input: ρ̂, Ĥ1p¨q, Ĥ2p¨q, Ĥ3p¨q;

Initial: Find s as the unique solution to Ĥ1

´

´1
1`γ̂2s

¯

“ s and γ̂2Ĥ2

´

´1
1`γ̂2s

¯

ă p1 ` γ̂2sq2.

ODE: On x P r0, ρ̂q, solve the following ODE with the initial ŝp0q “ s:

ŝ1
pxq “

Ĥ2pĝpxqq

1 ´ Ĥ2pĝpxqqζ̂pxq
,

ŝ2
pxq “

2rζ̂pxqŝ1pxq ` 1s2Ĥ3pĝpxqq ´ 2r1 ` γ̂2ŝpxqs´3Ĥ2pĝpxqqpγ̂2ŝ
1pxqq2

1 ´ ζ̂pxqĤ2pĝpxqq
,

ĝpxq “ x ´
1

1 ` γ̂2ŝpxq
, and ζ̂pxq “

γ̂2
p1 ` γ̂2ŝpxqq2

.

Output: Estimated functions: ŝpxq, ŝ1pxq, ŝ2pxq on r0, ρ̂q.

The implementation details of the algorithms are presented in Section S.1 of the Sup-

plementary Materials.

In Algorithm 1, the choice of the L8 type loss function leads to a linear programming
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problem. Alternative convex loss functions, such as the L2-norm, can also be considered,

transforming the optimization into a general convex problem. However, our numerical

studies indicate that the L2-loss provides no significant advantage over the L8-loss. Given

that linear programming is computationally more efficient, we recommend the use of the

L8-loss. A detailed comparison between different loss functions is beyond the scope of the

current work.

Additional constraints can be incorporated into Algorithm 1 to further enhance pre-

cision. For instance, to improve the accuracy of Ĥ3pyq, we may want to ensure that the

second-order derivative of Q̂1pzq matches those of H̃1p´λφ̂pzqq. Since the derivatives are

also linear in the weights wk, it is straightforward to regularize the problem and add such

constraints. Our numerical studies suggest that when γ̂2 is relatively small (e.g., γ̂2 ď 1),

incorporating constraints on the second-order derivative of H̃1p´λφ̂pzqq can slightly im-

prove the estimation accuracy of Θ̂1 and Θ̂2. However, when γ̂2 is relatively large (e.g.,

γ̂2 ě 5), such constraints tend to reduce estimation precision. This is mainly because the

accuracy of φ̂2pzq, which serve as the estimator of φ2pzq, diminishes when p becomes much

larger than n2.

Algorithm 1 is inspired by El Karoui [2008] and Ledoit and Wolf [2012], but it diverges

in the choice of basis functions and the design of the loss function. While El Karoui

[2008] and Ledoit and Wolf [2012] prioritize achieving smoothness in the estimator of FΣ8

by employing a combination of smooth basis functions and point masses, our focus is

fundamentally different. In the context of estimating spxq, the smoothness of FΣ8 is not a

primary concern. Consequently, we adopt a simpler approach by approximating FΣ8 solely

using a mixture of point masses. Our numerical experiments indicate that this method

performs comparably to, if not better than, the smooth basis approach, provided the grid
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of σk points is sufficiently dense. This finding suggests that the additional complexity

introduced by smooth basis functions offers no substantial benefit in this specific setting.

As a result, we focus exclusively on point-mass mixture models in our estimation procedure.

In addition, the loss functions used by El Karoui [2008] and Ledoit and Wolf [2012] control

only the discrepancy between Q̂1 and H̃1. In contrast, our method explicitly penalizes the

discrepancy between Q̂2 and H̃2, as accurate estimation of H2 is of direct interest.

3.3 Consistency

In this section, we show the consistency of the proposed estimation procedure.

Definition 3.5. For a grid of complex values J “ tt1, t2, t3, . . . u, define the corresponding

grid size as sizepJq “ supk |tk ´ tk´1|.

Definition 3.6. A grid R of real numbers is said to cover a compact interval ra, bs if there

exists at least one tk P R with tk ď a and at least another tk1 P J with tk1 ě b. A sequence of

grids tRm,m “ 1, 2, 3, . . . u is said to eventually cover a compact interval ra, bs if for every

ϵ ą 0 there exists M such that Rm covers the compact interval ra` ϵ, b´ ϵs for all m ě M .

Theorem 3.7. Suppose that C1–C6 hold. Assume that Rp “ tσp1, σp2, . . . u, for p “

1, 2, . . ., is a sequence of grids on the real line that eventually covers r0, σmaxs, with sizepRpq “

opp´2{3q. Suppose that Jp “ tzp1, zp2, . . . u, for p “ 1, 2, . . ., is a sequence of grids.

(i) Let F̂p denote the estimated measure obtained from Algorithm 1 using the inputs

tσku “ Rp and tziu “ Jp. If Jp is such that for some ν ą 0,

sup
zPDpνq

inf
yPJp

|z ´ φpyq| “ opp´2{3
q, (19)
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where Dpνq is the closed half-disk in C` centered at 0 with radius ν. Then, there

exists a constant C such that for any T ě 3

DW pF̂p, F
Σ8q ď

Cp1 ` νq

ν2
p´2{3 exppT qδp `

C

T
,

where δp is such that δp
P

ÝÑ 0, as p Ñ 8.

(ii) Let hβ be the solution to Eq. (16) when x0 “ β. If Jp is such that there exists ε ą 0

such that tφpyq, y P Jpu eventually covers r´hβ{λ´ε,´hβ{λ`εs. Then, the proposed

estimators Θ̂1 and Θ̂2, obtained using the inputs tσku “ Rp and tziu “ Jp, satisfy:

p2{3
|Θ̂1 ´ Θ1|

P
ÝÑ 0 and |Θ̂2 ´ Θ2|

P
ÝÑ 0.

Lemma 3.8. For any γ1, γ2, λ, and FΣ8 satisfying C1–C6, there exists ν ą 0 and a

sequence of grids tJpu such that Condition (19) is satisfied.

Theorem 3.7 establishes two fundamental results. First, it provides a Berry-Esseen type

bound on the Wasserstein distance between the estimated population empirical spectral

distribution (ESD) and its limiting counterpart. Second, it demonstrates that the proposed

estimator achieves oP pp´2{3q consistency, provided that tφpyq, y P Jpu is dense around

´hβ{λ. We can find a sequence of Jp satisfying the condition when β is not excessively

close to ρ. The positioning of β is influenced by the parameters γ1 and γ2. Specifically, β

approaches 0, as γ1 grows. Reversely, for small γ1, β is close to ρ.

Lemma 3.9. Fix any γ2, λ, and FΣ8 satisfying C1–C6. There exists γ
p0q

1 such that for any

γ1 ą γ
p0q

1 , we can find a sequence of grids tJpu such that the condition in (ii) of Theorem

3.7 is satisfied.
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Lemma 3.9 indicates that the condition in (ii) of Theorem 3.7 can be satisfied when

γ1 is large. This scenario corresponds to the regime where n2 is large and n1 is relatively

small compared to p. The numerical simulation results reported in Table S.3.1 and Table

S.3.2 support these findings, showing that the estimation precision decreases as p{n2 in-

creases or as p{n1 decreases under the given simulation settings. Nonetheless, the overall

estimation precision remains well-controlled within a reasonable range for all settings under

consideration.

4 Applications

We consider the application of the proposed ridge-regularized largest-root framework to the

problem of general linear hypotheses (GLHT) and testing the equality of two covariance

matrices against a one-sided alternative (TECM). The latter deferred to Section S.2 of the

Supplementary Materials due to limited space.

Recall the context of testing general linear hypotheses under a multivariate linear model

in the introduction. We assume that Z and Σp satisfy C2–C6. Additionally, we assume

lim inf
pÑ8

ℓmin

`

n´1
T XXT

˘

ą 0,

lim inf
pÑ8

ℓmin

`

CT
pn´1

T XXT
q

´1C
˘

ą 0.

The two conditions ensure that X is of full rank and BC is estimable in asymptotic sense.

Recall the specification of W1 and W2 in Eq. (3). Under Gaussianity and the null

hypothesis, W1 and W2 are independent Wishart matrices: n1W1 „ WishartpΣp, n1q and

n2W2 „ WishartpΣp, n2q. To further clarify, W2 serves as an unbiased estimator of Σp,

whileW1 quantifies the departure of the observations from the null hypothesis. Specifically,
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W1 can be expressed as W1 “ n´1
1
yBCrCT pXXT q´1Cs´1pyBCqT , where yBC is the ordinary

least squares estimator of BC. For additional details, we refer readers to Chapter 10 of

Muirhead [2009].

Given λ ą 0, the proposed ridge-regularized F-matrix is constructed as

Fλ “ W1pW2 ` λIpq
´1

“
1

n1

SSH

ˆ

1

n2

SSRes ` λIp

˙´1

.

To test the hypothesis H0 : BC “ 0 against Ha : BC ‰ 0, the proposed ridge-regularized

largest root test rejects the null hypothesis at a significance level α if

ℓ̂maxpFλq :“
p2{3

Θ̂2

tℓmaxpFλq ´ Θ̂1u ą TW1p1 ´ αq,

where TW1p1 ´ αq is the p1 ´ αq ˆ 100% quantile of the Tracy-Widom distribution of

type 1 and the estimated parameters Θ̂1pλq and Θ̂2pλq are obtained following the proposed

method in Section 3 using the eigenvalues of W2 “ n´1
2 SSRes.

Lemma 4.1 (GLHT: Asymptotic type I error rate). Assume that the conditions in this

section are satisfied. Suppose that Θ̂1 ´ Θ1 “ oP pp´2{3q and Θ̂2 ´ Θ2 “ oP p1q. Then, for

any fixed λ ą 0 and 0 ă α ă 1, the type I error rate of the proposed decision rule satisfies

P
´

ℓ̂maxpFλq ą TW1p1 ´ αq | BC “ 0
¯

ÝÑ α,

as p, n1, n2 Ñ 8 simultaneously as in C1.

Lemma 4.2 (GLHT: Asymptotic power). Assume the same conditions as in Lemma 4.1.
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Under Ha, suppose BC is such that

1

n1

ℓmax

`

BCpCT
pXXT

q
´1

qCq
´1CTBT

˘

“ Opplog pq
c
q,

for some c ą 0. Then, for any fixed λ ą 0 and α P p0, 1q, the power given BC of the

proposed decision rule is such that as p, n1, n2 Ñ 8 simultaneously as in C1,

P
´

ℓ̂maxpFλq ą TW1p1 ´ αq | BC
¯

Ñ 1.

5 Simulation studies

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed ridge-regularized F -matrix

framework and the associated estimation methods through Monte Carlo experiments. Due

to limited space, we only highlight key results here and defer the detailed simulation settings

and additional results to Section S.3 of the Supplementary Materials.

5.1 Estimation precision

The numerical performance of the proposed estimation method is evaluated in this section.

We implement Algorithms 1, 2, and 3 using the eigenvalues of W2 “ n´1
2 Σ

1{2
p ZP2Z

TΣ
1{2
p ,

where P2 is a randomly chosen projection matrix of rank n2. The estimated curves ŝpxq,

ŝ1pxq, and ŝ2pxq under a representative setting are shown in Figure 5.1. Results for other

settings are not reported, as they exhibit similar patterns. The figure demonstrates that

the overall estimation accuracy is high, although it diminishes as x approaches ρλ. This

suggests that the estimators Θ̂1 and Θ̂2 remain reliable unless β is near ρ. Since β satisfies

β2s1pβq “ 1{γ1, β approaches ρ only when γ1 is small, implying n1 is significantly larger
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than p. However, this scenario falls outside the high-dimensional regime where n1 and p

are comparable, as assumed in C1.

Figure 5.1: The estimated spxq, s1pxq and s2pxq (from left to right) when Σp is Poly-Decay,
γ̂2 “ 5, λ “ 0.5. Red: the true functions; Black: 5% and 95% pointwise percentile bands
of the estimated functions.

The estimation accuracy of Θ̂1 and Θ̂2 is summarized in Table S.3.1 and Table S.3.2

of the Supplementary Materials. Specifically, Table S.3.1 reports the mean and standard

deviation of the scaled estimation error p2{3|Θ̂1 ´ Θ1|{Θ2. In nearly all settings, the mean

error remains below 0.3. Table S.3.2 provides the mean and standard deviation of |Θ̂2´Θ2|,

with the mean error controlled below 0.05 in most cases. Overall, as p{n2 increases or as

p{n1 decreases, the estimation accuracy decreases. Notably, the choice of λ does not sig-

nificantly affect the accuracy. The method performs worst under the Toeplitz setting. The

density curves of the estimation errors for Θ1 are displayed in Figure 5.2 for a representative

setting. The empirical distributions exhibit an approximately bell-shaped pattern.

Figure 5.2: Density of p2{3pΘ̂1 ´ Θ1q{Θ2 when Σp is Factor-model. From left to right:
γ̂1 “ γ̂2, γ̂1 “ 2γ̂2, γ̂1 “ 5γ̂2. Line type: γ̂2 “ 0.5 (solid), 2 (dashed), 5 (dotted). Color:
λ “ 0.5 (red), 1 (green), 1.5 (blue).
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5.2 Empirical null distribution

In this section, we examine the empirical distribution of the ridge-regularized largest root

under the null hypothesis. We consider the normalized largest root using both the true

centering and scaling parameters, as well as the estimated ones. The results are presented

in Figures 5.3 for a representative setting. More results can be found in Section S.3 of the

Supplementary Materials. These figures provide strong evidence supporting the asymptotic

Tracy-Widom distribution of the normalized largest root. Furthermore, the difference

between the empirically normalized ℓmaxpFλq and the version normalized using the true

parameters is minimal.

Figure 5.3: Empirical density of ℓmaxpFλq. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5, while γ̂1 “ 1,
λ “ 1, Σp is Factor-model. Red lines: normalized with estimated parameters; Blue lines:
normalized with true parameters; Black and dashed: pdf of TW1 (baseline).

Table 5.1 reports the empirical size at the asymptotic 5% level of the decision rule

ℓ̂maxpFλq ą TW1p0.95q, where ℓ̂maxpFλq is the normalized largest root with estimated pa-

rameters Θ̂1 and Θ̂2. The results show that the empirical sizes are slightly conservative but

remain well-controlled at the nominal level.

5.3 Empirical power

In this section, we examine the empirical power of the ridge-regularized largest root under

the context of GLHT and TECM. The simulation settings are presented in Section S.3 of

the Supplementary Materials.
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Sizeˆ100% γ̂2 “ 0.5 γ̂2 “ 2 γ̂2 “ 5

Σ λ γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 1 2 5 1 2 5 1 2 5

Poly-Decay
0.5 3.82 4.48 3.98 4.12 4.28 4.16 4.04 4.24 4.28
1 3.76 4.40 3.86 4.06 3.74 4.32 4.06 4.16 4.08
1.5 3.86 4.20 3.80 4.30 3.88 4.40 4.04 4.32 4.08

Toeplitz
0.5 4.50 4.58 4.44 4.34 4.38 4.10 4.24 4.38 4.12
1 4.26 4.54 4.14 4.22 4.00 4.20 4.20 4.46 4.04
1.5 4.48 4.80 4.08 4.10 3.90 4.20 4.16 4.38 3.86

Factor
0.5 4.58 4.44 4.16 4.62 4.22 4.10 4.60 4.42 4.54
1 3.68 3.74 3.76 4.38 4.14 4.26 4.40 4.34 4.56
1.5 3.78 3.84 3.80 4.02 3.90 4.08 4.58 4.08 4.70

Table 5.1: Empirical sizes at asymptotic level 5% under different settings.

All tests are conducted at level α “ 0.05. Empirical power curves versus the signal

strength parameter ξ are shown in Figure 5.4–5.5 when γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 1. The results under other

settings are reported in Section S.3 of the Supplementary Material. The findings indi-

cate that the proposed methods achieve strong statistical power across the various settings

considered. Notably, the methodology demonstrates robustness to different structures of

the population covariance matrix, suggesting its broad applicability in practice. Further-

more, the empirical results suggest that the performance of the proposed tests is not overly

sensitive to the choice of the regularization parameter λ within an appropriate range.

Figure 5.4: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5, while
γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 1, Σp is Poly-Decay. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines: λ “ 1.5.
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Figure 5.5: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5, while
γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 1, Σp is Toeplitz. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines: λ “ 1.5.

6 Real data analysis

The proposed method is applied to the Human Connectome Project (HCP) dataset to

study the associations between cerebral measurements and behavioral variables. Due to

limited space, the analysis is deferred to Section S.4 of the Supplementary Materials.

7 Discussion

In this paper, we proposed a powerful and computationally efficient largest-root test for

high-dimensional double Wishart problems. The test is based on a ridge-type regularization

of the traditional F -matrix. Leveraging techniques from Random Matrix Theory, we estab-

lished the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution of the largest eigenvalue after appropriate

scaling under the null hypothesis, within a regime where the dimension is comparable to

the effective sample sizes. To facilitate practical implementation, we developed a computa-

tionally efficient procedure for estimating the required scaling parameters. This estimation

method relies exclusively on the empirical eigenvalues of the test matrices and does not

require additional structural assumptions. The consistency of the proposed estimation pro-

cedure was rigorously established. Extensive simulation studies were conducted to evaluate

the finite-sample performance of the proposed test. The results demonstrate that the test

maintains well-controlled empirical type I error rates and exhibits strong power across a
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broad range of settings. Furthermore, the method is shown to be robust to variations in

the structure of the population covariance matrix as well as to the distribution of the obser-

vations. These properties underscore the practical applicability of the proposed procedure

in high-dimensional hypothesis testing scenarios.

Several promising research directions can be pursued to extend the current work. While

this study primarily focuses on the asymptotic null distribution of the test statistic, an

important theoretical extension is to analyze its asymptotic power under a class of local

alternatives. Such an analysis could provide deeper insights into the test’s sensitivity to

signal structure and the role of the regularization parameter λ. Moreover, it could facilitate

the development of a principled approach for selecting λ in an optimal manner. Given the

technical complexity of these extensions and the already intricate nature of the current

work, we leave this important analysis for future research.

From a technical perspective, the current analysis assumes regular stability properties

for the leading eigenvalues of the population covariance matrix. This assumption excludes

certain important models, such as classical factor models, where a finite number of eigen-

values remain well-separated from the bulk. However, our simulation results indicate that

the proposed methodology may remain valid under a class of factor models. Establishing

rigorous theoretical guarantees in such settings presents an interesting direction for future

research.

Another potential avenue for exploration is the integration of the proposed methodology

with a variable screening strategy to extend its applicability to ultra-high-dimensional

settings. By effectively reducing the dimensionality before applying the test, this approach

could enhance computational efficiency while maintaining statistical power in scenarios

where p grows significantly faster than the sample sizes.
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8 Supplementary material

Supplementary Material includes detailed proofs of the main theoretical results and addi-

tional details of the simulation study and real data application.
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Supplementary Materials to

“Ridge-regularized Largest Root Test for General

High-dimensional Double Wishart Problems”

S.1 Implementation details of Algorithm 1, Algorithm

2, and Algorithm 3

Implementation details for Algorithm 1. The recommended choice of the grid tσkuKk“1 is

equally spaced on rℓ̃n2 , ℓ̃1s, with K « 500. The choice of K strikes a balance between com-

putational efficiency and estimation accuracy. The recommended choice of tziu
I
i“1 is such

that ℜpφ̂pziqq are evenly spaced on rφ̂p1.05ℓ̃1q, φ̂p´λqs, and ℑpφ̂pziqq “ 10´2 ˆ ℓ̃´1
1 . We can

first select φ̂pziq and numerically find the corresponding zi using optimization methods like

Newton-Raphson. While more points improve accuracy, we recommend setting I « 500 to

balance computational efficiency and estimation precision. Traditional linear programming

solvers can be used for implementation. In our simulation, we utilize the R package Rglpk,

which implements the GNU Linear Programming Kit. With the recommended settings,

the problem can be efficiently handled on a typical PC (ď 10 seconds).

Implementation details for Algorithm 3. The proposed ODE requires high accuracy on the

initial condition ŝp0q. We propose using Newton-Raphson method to find ŝp0q, starting

from the initial point 1{pλγ̂2φ̂p´λqq ´ 1{γ̂2. The ODE can then be solved by traditional

numerical methods such as the fourth-order Runge-Kutta method (RK4). In our simulation

studies, the R package deSolve is used for implementation.
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S.2 Application to testing equality of two covariance

matrices against a one-sided alternative

Consider two independent p-variate samples tY1j, 1 ď j ď np1qu and tY2j, 1 ď j ď np2qu,

following the model:

Y1j “ µ1 ` Lξj ` Σ1{2
p Z1j, j “ 1, . . . , np1q,

Y2j “ µ2 ` Σ1{2
p Z2j, j “ 1, . . . , np2q,

(S.1)

where µ1 and µ2 are unknown nonrandom mean vectors; Z1j, Z2j, and ξj are independent

random vectors with mean 0 and variance 1 for each entry; L is an unknown nonrandom

p ˆ p loading matrix; and Σp is an arbitrary positive definite noise covariance matrix. We

assume that the entries of Zij and Σp satisfy C2–C6.

Under this model, the covariance matrix of the Y1j’s is Σ1p “ LLT ` Σp, while the

covariance matrix of the Y2j’s is Σ2p “ Σp. The primary interest lies in testing the equality

of these two covariance matrices, which is equivalent to testing the existence of LLT . The

problem can thus be formulated as the following hypothesis test:

H0 : LL
T

“ 0 versus Ha : LL
T

‰ 0.

This problem can be seen as a special case of testing the equality of two covariance ma-

trices against a one-sided alternative. The model in (S.1) has been used in previous work,

including Zhao et al. [1986], Nadakuditi and Silverstein [2010], and Nadler and Johnstone

[2011], to detect signals in the tY1ju sample when a noise-only sample tY2ju is available.

In a high-dimensional setting, where p is comparable to np1q and np2q, we propose testing

the null hypothesis using the largest eigenvalue of the ridge-regularized F -matrix Fλ “

S1pS2 ` λIpq´1, where S1 and S2 are the sample covariance matrices of the two samples,
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given by:

S1 “
1

n1

np1q
ÿ

j“1

pY1j ´ Ȳ1¨qpY1j ´ Ȳ1¨q
T ,

S2 “
1

n2

np2q
ÿ

j“1

pY2j ´ Ȳ2¨qpY2j ´ Ȳ2¨q
T .

Here, Ȳ1¨ and Ȳ2¨ are the sample means of the respective samples, n1 “ np1q ´ 1 and

n2 “ np2q ´ 1. It is straightforward to verify that, under the null hypothesis H0 : LL
T “ 0,

the sample covariance matrices W1 “ S1 and W2 “ S2 conform to the unified framework

(1). The proposed ridge-regularized largest-root test rejects the null hypothesis if

ℓ̂maxpFλq :“
p2{3

Θ̂2

tℓmaxpFλq ´ Θ̂1u ą TW1p1 ´ αq,

where the estimated parameters Θ̂1pλq and Θ̂2pλq are obtained following the method in

Section 3 using the eigenvalues of W2 “ S2.

Lemma S.2.1 (TECM: Asymptotic type I error). Assume the conditions in this section

are satisfied. Suppose that Θ̂1 ´ Θ1 “ oP pp´2{3q and Θ̂2 ´ Θ2 “ oP p1q. Then, for any fixed

λ ą 0 and α P p0, 1q, the type I error rate for the proposed decision rule is such that

P
´

ℓ̂maxpFλq ą TW1p1 ´ αq | LLT
“ 0

¯

ÝÑ α,

as p, n1, n2 Ñ 8 simultaneously as in C1.

Lemma S.2.2 (TECM: Asymptotic power). Assume the same conditions as in Lemma

S.2.1. Under Ha, assume LLT is such that as p Ñ 8,

ℓmaxpLLT
q “ Opplog pq

c
q,

for some c ą 0. Then, for any fixed λ ą 0 and α P p0, 1q, the power given LLT of the
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proposed decision rule is such that

P
´

T̂ pλq ą TW1p1 ´ αq | LLT
¯

Ñ 1,

as p, n1, n2 Ñ 8 simultaneously as in C1.

S.3 Simulation study: additional details

S.3.1 Simulation settings

In this section, we present the simulation settings and additional results of the simula-

tion studies presented in Section 5 of the manuscript. The study considers the following

configurations:

(i) The entries of the error matrix Z are drawn from normal, t-distributions with 4

degrees of freedom, or Poisson distributions. However, as the results are consistent

across these settings, only those for normal errors are reported.

(ii) With n2 “ 500, the dimension p is set to 250, 1000, or 2500, corresponding to γ̂2 “ 0.5,

2, and 5.

(iii) Three cases are considered for γ̂1: γ̂1 “ γ̂2, 2γ̂2, or 5γ̂2, corresponding to n1 “ n2,

0.5n2, or 0.2n2.

(iv) The eigenvalues τj of Σp are set according to three models:

(a) Poly-Decay : τj “ 0.01 ` p0.1 ` p ´ jq6, j “ 1, . . . , p, representing polynomial

decay.

(b) Toeplitz : Σp is a Toeplitz matrix with pi, jq-th entry 0.3|i´j|, for i, j “ 1, . . . , p.

(c) Factor-model : For j ě 6, the eigenvalues match those from the Poly-Decay

model. The first five eigenvalues are spikes: τj “ p2.2´ 0.2jqτ6, for j “ 1, . . . , 5.
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All models are normalized so that trpΣpq “ p.

(v) The regularization parameter λ is set to 0.5, 1, or 1.5. Given that p´1trpW2q «

p´1trpΣpq “ 1, these choices for λ are approximately around the mean of the empirical

eigenvalues.

Notably, the Factor-model represents a setting in which ConditionC5 is violated. Throughtout,

Algorithms 1, 2, 3 are implemented with the recommended configurations in Section S.1.

S.3.2 Empirical null distribution: additional details

Figure S.3.1: Empirical density of ℓmaxpFλq. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5, while γ̂1 “ 1,
λ “ 0.5, Σp is Poly-Decay. Red lines: normalized with estimated parameters; Blue lines:
normalized with true parameters; Black and dashed: pdf of TW1 (baseline).

S.3.3 Empirical power: additional details

The simulation study under the alternative hypotheses is set as follows.

GLHT Assume the linear model Y “ BX ` Σ
1{2
p Z as in the introduction. While n1, n2,

p, Z and Σp follow configurations (i)-(v), X is a n1 ˆ pn1 ` n2q matrix whose entries

are iid Np0, 1q. The coefficient matrix B is assumed to be of low rank with its first

column drawn from Np0, ξ2q and all other columns set to zero. The parameter ξ

controls the signal strength. We test H0 : B “ 0 against Ha : B ‰ 0. This setting

corresponds to a low-rank signal detection problem.

TECM Under the observation model (S.1), assume n1, n2, p, Z and Σp follow configura-

tions (i)-(v) and µ1 “ µ2 “ 0. The entries of Sj follow the same distribution as those
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Σp γ̂2 λ γ̂1 “ γ̂2 γ̂1 “ 2γ̂2 γ̂1 “ 5γ̂2

Poly-Decay

0.5
0.5 0.06 (0.04) 0.05 (0.04) 0.04 (0.03)
1.0 0.08 (0.06) 0.06 (0.05) 0.05 (0.04)
1.5 0.10 (0.07) 0.08 (0.06) 0.06 (0.05)

2.0
0.5 0.10 (0.07) 0.09 (0.06) 0.08 (0.06)
1.0 0.11 (0.08) 0.09 (0.07) 0.08 (0.06)
1.5 0.11 (0.09) 0.09 (0.07) 0.07 (0.06)

5.0
0.5 0.14 (0.10) 0.13 (0.10) 0.13 (0.09)
1.0 0.14 (0.10) 0.12 (0.09) 0.12 (0.08)
1.5 0.14 (0.11) 0.12 (0.09) 0.11 (0.08)

Toeplitz

0.5
0.5 0.11 (0.08) 0.09 (0.07) 0.08 (0.06)
1.0 0.15 (0.11) 0.11 (0.08) 0.08 (0.06)
1.5 0.19 (0.15) 0.14 (0.11) 0.10 (0.07)

2.0
0.5 0.16 (0.12) 0.13 (0.09) 0.11 (0.09)
1.0 0.19 (0.14) 0.13 (0.10) 0.10 (0.08)
1.5 0.21 (0.16) 0.14 (0.11) 0.10 (0.08)

5.0
0.5 0.26 (0.19) 0.35 (0.17) 0.15 (0.11)
1.0 0.24 (0.18) 0.19 (0.13) 0.12 (0.09)
1.5 0.29 (0.20) 0.18 (0.13) 0.12 (0.09)

Factor

0.5
0.5 0.06 (0.05) 0.06 (0.04) 0.06 (0.04)
1.0 0.07 (0.06) 0.07 (0.05) 0.05 (0.04)
1.5 0.09 (0.06) 0.07 (0.06) 0.06 (0.05)

2.0
0.5 0.10 (0.08) 0.09 (0.07) 0.08 (0.06)
1.0 0.10 (0.07) 0.09 (0.07) 0.08 (0.06)
1.5 0.10 (0.08) 0.09 (0.07) 0.08 (0.06)

5.0
0.5 0.13 (0.10) 0.12 (0.09) 0.13 (0.09)
1.0 0.13 (0.10) 0.12 (0.09) 0.11 (0.08)
1.5 0.14 (0.10) 0.12 (0.09) 0.11 (0.08)

Table S.3.1: Mean (standard deviation) of p2{3|Θ̂1 ´ Θ1|{Θ2 under different settings.
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Σp γ̂2 λ γ̂1 “ γ̂2 γ̂1 “ 2γ2 γ̂1 “ 5γ2

Poly-Decay

0.5
0.5 0.35 (0.24) 0.27 (0.22) 0.22 (0.17)
1.0 0.44 (0.36) 0.37 (0.28) 0.31 (0.23)
1.5 0.67 (0.53) 0.47 (0.37) 0.36 (0.27)

2.0
0.5 0.31 (0.23) 0.26 (0.21) 0.23 (0.18)
1.0 0.36 (0.28) 0.28 (0.20) 0.25 (0.19)
1.5 0.46 (0.36) 0.32 (0.25) 0.25 (0.19)

5.0
0.5 0.45 (0.33) 0.28 (0.22) 0.22 (0.17)
1.0 0.49 (0.37) 0.33 (0.25) 0.23 (0.18)
1.5 0.57 (0.42) 0.38 (0.29) 0.25 (0.19)

Toeplitz

0.5
0.5 0.44 (0.33) 0.33 (0.25) 0.25 (0.19)
1.0 0.89 (0.67) 0.52 (0.40) 0.35 (0.26)
1.5 1.49 (1.11) 0.77 (0.57) 0.44 (0.34)

2.0
0.5 0.66 (0.48) 0.36 (0.27) 0.29 (0.22)
1.0 0.89 (0.69) 0.45 (0.34) 0.31 (0.23)
1.5 1.19 (0.93) 0.55 (0.41) 0.35 (0.25)

5.0
0.5 2.17 (1.26) 1.44 (0.35) 0.63 (0.25)
1.0 3.08 (1.86) 0.63 (0.44) 0.23 (0.18)
1.5 2.72 (1.85) 0.52 (0.39) 0.28 (0.21)

Factor

0.5
0.5 0.38 (0.29) 0.47 (0.25) 0.34 (0.25)
1.0 0.94 (0.46) 0.52 (0.39) 0.38 (0.27)
1.5 0.88 (0.67) 0.85 (0.52) 0.53 (0.38)

2.0
0.5 0.34 (0.25) 0.25 (0.19) 0.27 (0.19)
1.0 0.38 (0.28) 0.32 (0.23) 0.25 (0.19)
1.5 0.45 (0.34) 0.32 (0.24) 0.29 (0.22)

5.0
0.5 0.40 (0.30) 0.26 (0.20) 0.20 (0.15)
1.0 0.46 (0.34) 0.32 (0.24) 0.24 (0.18)
1.5 0.57 (0.42) 0.33 (0.25) 0.25 (0.19)

Table S.3.2: Mean (standard deviation) ˆ100 of |Θ̂2 ´ Θ2|{Θ2 under different settings.
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of Z. The loading matrix L is assumed to be of low rank with its first column drawn

from Np0, ξ2q and all other columns set to zero. The parameter ξ controls the signal

strength.

Figure S.3.2: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 1, Σp is Factor-Model. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines:
λ “ 1.5.

Figure S.3.3: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 1, Σp is Poly-Decay. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines:
λ “ 1.5.

8



Figure S.3.4: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 1, Σp is Toeplitz. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines: λ “ 1.5.

Figure S.3.5: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 1, Σp is Factor-Model. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines:
λ “ 1.5.

Figure S.3.6: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 2, Σp is Poly-Decay. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines:
λ “ 1.5.
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Figure S.3.7: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 2, Σp is Toeplitz. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines: λ “ 1.5.

Figure S.3.8: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 2, Σp is Factor-Model. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines:
λ “ 1.5.

Figure S.3.9: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 5, Σp is Poly-Decay. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines:
λ “ 1.5.
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Figure S.3.10: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 5, Σp is Toeplitz. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines: λ “ 1.5.

Figure S.3.11: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 5, Σp is Factor-Model. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines:
λ “ 1.5.

Figure S.3.12: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 2, Σp is Poly-Decay. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines:
λ “ 1.5.
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Figure S.3.13: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 2, Σp is Toeplitz. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines: λ “ 1.5.

Figure S.3.14: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 2, Σp is Factor-Model. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines:
λ “ 1.5.

Figure S.3.15: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 5, Σp is Poly-Decay. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines:
λ “ 1.5.
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Figure S.3.16: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 5, Σp is Toeplitz. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines: λ “ 1.5.

Figure S.3.17: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: γ̂2 “ 0.5, 2, 5,
while γ̂1{γ̂2 “ 5, Σp is Factor-Model. Red lines: λ “ 0.5; Black lines: λ “ 1; Blue lines:
λ “ 1.5.
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S.4 Results of the real data analysis

The Human Connectome Project (HCP), funded by the National Institutes of Health (NIH),

aims to map the neural pathways that underlie human brain function and behavior. A

consortium led by Washington University in St. Louis and the University of Minnesota

has collected extensive neuroimaging and behavioral data from nT “ 1, 113 healthy young

adults aged 22 to 35. This dataset facilitates detailed analyses of brain circuits and their

relationships to behavior and genetics. Among the publicly available data are cerebral

volumetric measurements and various behavioral evaluation scores. In this section, we

utilize the proposed tests to investigate the associations between cerebral measurements

and behavioral variables using the HCP dataset.

The behavioral evaluation scores in the HCP dataset encompass several domains, in-

cluding cognition, emotion, sensation, and motor functions. The cognition domain assesses

various cognitive abilities such as episodic memory, cognitive flexibility, and attention con-

trol. The emotion domain includes measures of psychological well-being, social relation-

ships, stress, and self-efficacy. The sensation domain comprises tests related to audition,

olfaction, taste, and vision. The motor domain evaluates aspects like cardiovascular en-

durance, manual dexterity, grip strength, and gait speed. After a pre-screening process to

filter out highly correlated variables, we selected p “ 127 representative behavioral variables

to study their associations with cerebral measurements.

Cerebral measurements were obtained for 68 cortical surface regions, assessing surface

area, cortical thickness, and gray matter volume. These regions are distributed across

14 cerebral lobes symmetrically located in both hemispheres, resulting in a total of 204

cortical surface variables (68 regions ˆ 3 measurement types). Additionally, each voxel in

the brain’s subcortical structures was assigned one of 44 labels, with the volume of each

labeled region measured, yielding 44 subcortical variables. Four labels were excluded from

the analysis due to a high proportion of missing values.

Available demographics information includes the age and gender of subjects. Specifi-
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cally, the subjects are divided into four age groups, namely 22–25, 26–30, 31–35, and 36+.

The data set is roughly balanced with respect to gender as the 1113 subjects consist of 606

females and 507 males.

Specifically, we consider the following multivariate regression model:

Yi “ β0 ` βT
1 L1i ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` βT

14L14,i ` βT
15SCi ` βT

16Di ` Σ1{2
p Zi. (S.2)

where (i) Yi is the vector of 127 behavioral scores of subject i; (ii) Lji (j “ 1, . . . , 14)

represents the cerebral measurements vector of the surface regions belonging to lobe j for

subject i, with dimensions varying from 3 to 33 depending on the lobe. The variables are

of 3 types: surface area, cortical thickness and gray matter volume; (iii) SCi contains the

volume measurements of 40 subcortical regions of subject i; (iv) Di are age and gender

group dummy variables of subject i. This model allows us to assess the associations between

various cerebral measurements and behavioral outcomes while accounting for demographic

variables. The dimension of the explanatory variables (including the intercept) is m “ 249,

the dimension of response Yi is p “ 127 and the sample size is nT “ 1113. We are interested

in testing the joint significance of all variables associated with each cerebral lobe. Namely,

we test H0 : βj “ 0 against Ha : βj ‰ 0, for each j “ 1, . . . , 14. The proposed test procedure

in Section 4 is applied, with λ “ 0.5m̂, m̂ or 1.5m̂, where m̂ is the average of eigenvalues

of W2. The p-values are reported in Table S.4.1

Among the significant coefficients detected by the proposed tests are left medial tem-

poral lobe, right frontal lobe and left parietal lobe. Similar results are reported in the

literature, for example Li et al. [2024]. The left medial temporal lobe, encompassing struc-

tures such as the hippocampus and parahippocampal gyrus, plays a pivotal role in memory

formation and retrieval. Damage to the lobe has been associated with impairments in

verbal memory tasks, indicating its importance in processing verbal material. Functional

connectivity within the lobe is crucial for cognitive functions like episodic memory.

The frontal lobes, located directly behind the forehead, are the largest lobes in the
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Lobe name λ{m̂ “ 0.5 λ{m̂ “ 1 λ{m̂ “ 1.5

Left Temporal Lobe Medial Aspect 0.070 0.020 0.009
Right Temporal Lobe Medial Aspect 0.435 0.565 0.637
Left Temporal Lobe Lateral Aspect 0.723 0.766 0.760
Right Temporal Lobe Lateral Aspect 0.085 0.035 0.022
Left Frontal Lobe 0.658 0.585 0.579
Right Frontal Lobe 0.010 0.001 0.001
Left Parietal Lobe 0.108 0.056 0.045
Right Parietal Lobe 0.365 0.337 0.338
Left Occipital Lobe 0.786 0.759 0.725
Right Occipital Lobe 0.204 0.357 0.357
Left Cingulate Cortex 0.252 0.252 0.285
Right Cingulate Cortex 0.153 0.094 0.086
Left Insula 0.164 0.210 0.266
Right Insula 0.185 0.244 0.291

Table S.4.1: P-values: Joint significance tests of 14 lobes.

human brain and are essential for voluntary movement, expressive language, and higher-

level executive functions. These executive functions encompass a range of cognitive abil-

ities, including planning, organizing, initiating, self-monitoring, and controlling responses

to achieve specific goals. Damage to the frontal lobe can result in impairments in these

areas, affecting one’s ability to perform tasks that require these skills.

The parietal lobe, situated behind the frontal lobe, plays a pivotal role in integrating

sensory information from various parts of the body. It is responsible for processing touch,

temperature, pressure, and pain sensations. Additionally, the left parietal lobe is involved in

controlling skilled motor actions and is associated with numerical processing and language

functions. Damage to this area can lead to difficulties in these domains, affecting one’s

ability to perform tasks that require these skills.

S.5 Basic definitions and additional properties

We present the proof of technical results in the manuscript. In this section, we first in-

troduce the necessary notations and definitions. Secondly, we introduce additional results

on the properties of Marčenko-Pastur Equation (5) and Eq. (7). Throughout this section,

Conditions C1– C6 are assumed and will not be explicitly restated.
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S.5.1 Basic definitions

Throughout, we use c, c1, C, or C 1 to denote a general constant that may vary from line

to line. We always use E “ Epzq and η “ ηpzq to denote the real and imaginary part of a

complex value z. The argument z is frequently omitted from mathematical expressions.

Definition S.5.1 (Matrix norms). Let A “ paijq be a complex matrix. We define the

following norms

}A} “ max
}x}“1

}x˚Ax}, }A}8 “ max
i,j

|aij|, }A}F “
a

trpAA˚q,

where A˚ is the conjugate transpose of a matrix A. If A is a vector, we write |A| “ }A} for

simplicity.

The following notion of a high-probability bound has been used in a number of works

on random matrix theory. It provides a simple way of systematizing and making precise

statements of the form “ξ is bounded with high probability by ζ up to small powers of n”.

Definition S.5.2 (Stochastic domination).

(i) Consider two families of nonnegative random variables

ξ “
`

ξpnq
puq : m P N, u P U pnq

˘

, ζ “
`

ζpnq
puq : n P N, u P U pnq

˘

,

where U pnq is a possibly n-dependent parameter set. We say that ξ is stochastically

dominated by ζ, uniformly in u, if for all (small) ε ą 0 and (large) D ą 0 we have

sup
uPUpnq

P
“

ξpnq
puq ą nεζpnq

puq
‰

ď n´D

for large enough n ě n0pε,Dq. Throughout this paper the stochastic domination will

always be uniform in all parameters (such as matrix indices, deterministic vectors,

and spectral parameters z in certain domain that are not explicitly fixed. If ξ is
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stochastically dominated by ζ, uniformly in u, we use the notation ξ ă ζ. Moreover,

if for some complex family ξ we have |ξ| ă ζ we also write ξ “ Oăpζq.

(ii) We extend the definition of Oăp¨q to matrices in the weak operator sense as follows.

Let A be a family of complex square random matrices and ζ a family of nonnegative

random variables. Then we use A “ Oăpζq to mean |xv, Awy| ă ζ|v||w| uniformly

for all deterministic vectors v and w.

(iii) If there exists a positive constant C such that ξ ď Cζ, then we write ξ À ζ. If further

there exists a positive constant C 1 such that ζ ď C 1ξ, then we write ξ — ζ.

Definition S.5.3. We say that an event Λ holds with high probability if for any large

positive constant D, there exists n0pDq such that

PpΛA
q ď n´D, for any n ě n0pDq.

S.5.2 Additional properties of the Marčenko-Pastur Equation

We present additional properties of the solution to the Marčenko-Pastur Equation (5).

Applying Lemma 2.2 with the population ESD being Gλp1{τq (the composition of the

inverse operator and Gλ) and the dimension-to-sample-size ratio being γ1, we have that for

any z P C`, there is a unique solution qpzq in C` to

z “ ´
1

q
` γ1

ż

dGλpτq

τ ` q
. (S.3)

Moreover, qpzq is the Stieltjes transform of a probability measure, denoted to be Fq, com-

pactly supported in p0,8q.

Recall the definition of ϕpzq: C` Ñ C` as the Stieltjes transform of Gλ (See Lemma

2.4). That is,

ϕpzq “

ż

dGλpτq

τ ´ z
, z P C`.
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For convenience, we extend the definition of ϕpzq to z P C´ “ tE ` iη : η ă 0u by setting

ϕpzq “ ϕpzq if η ă 0. By doing so, we can concisely write (S.3) as

z “ ´
1

qpzq
` γ1ϕp´qpzqq.

Recall that spxq is the extension of ϕpzq to the real line. Define the function

fpqq “ ´
1

q
` γ1sp´qq, for q P p´ρ, 0q.

Recall the definition of β and Θ1 in Theorem 2.9. The following relationship holds. The

critical point of fpqq is ´β since f 1p´βq “ 1{β2 ´ γ1s
1pβq “ 0. Moreover,

Θ1 “ fp´βq “
1

β
` γ1spβq.

Lemma S.5.4. The following results are known for Fq and qpzq.

(1) The rightmost edge of the support of Fq is Θ1.

(2) Fix any small constant a ą 0. Then, there exists a constant C ą 0, depending on a,

such that

C´1
ď |qpzq| ď C, and ℑqpzq ě C´1η,

for all z P C` satisfying a ď |z| ď a´1.

(3) There exists sufficiently small constants C ą 0 and C 1 ą 0 such that for all z P

tE ` iη : |E ´ Θ1| ď C, 0 ă η ă C´1u

inf
τPSGλ

|τ ` qpzq| ě C 1,

where SGλ
is the support of Gλ. It indicates that the equation (S.3) is non-singular

near Θ1.
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(4) There exists an open ball of Θ1 (in C), say NΘ1 such that when z “ E`iη P NΘ1 XC`,

ℑqpzq —

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

?
κ ` η if E ă Θ1,

η
?
κ ` η

if E ą Θ1,

where κ “ |E ´ Θ1|.

These results are well-known in the RMT literature. See Silverstein and Choi [1995], Bao

et al. [2015], Knowles and Yin [2017] and the references therein.

Next, we are interested in the behavior of Eq. (S.3) when a small perturbation is added

to z and z is near Θ1. For this purpose, we consider the following domains of z. For the

positive constants a and a1, we define

D “ Dpa, a1, n1q :“ tz “ E ` iη P C` : |E ´ Θ1| ď a, n´1`a1

1 ď η ď 1{a1
u. (S.4)

In the subsequent analysis, we shall always choose a and a1 to be such that Result (3) of

Lemma S.5.4 holds for all z P D.

The following lemma indicates that if a small perturbation is added to z when z P D,

Eq. (S.3) is stable in the sense that qpzq will only have small changes. The results are a

combination of Definition 5.4 and Definition A.2 of Knowles and Yin [2017]. Therefore,

the proof is omitted.

Lemma S.5.5 (Strong stability of Eq. (S.3)). Eq. (S.3) is strongly stable in the following

sense. Suppose that δ : D Ñ p0,8q satisfies p´2 ď δpzq ď 1{ logppq for z P D and that

δ is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant p2. Suppose moreover that for each fixed

z P D, the function η Ñ δpE ` iηq is nonincreasing for η ą 0. Suppose that u : D Ñ C` is

the Stieltjes transform of a compactly supported probability measure. Let z P D and suppose

that

|z̃ ´ z| ď δpzq,
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where z̃ “ ´1{upzq ` γ2ϕp´upzqq. Note that z “ ´1{qpzq ` γ2ϕp´qpzqq and upzq “ qpz̃q.

If ℑz ă 1, suppose also that

|u ´ q| ď
Cδ

?
κ ` η `

?
δ

(S.5)

holds at z ` ip´5. Here, κ “ |E ´ Θ1|. Then, Eq. (S.5) holds at z.

It is worth mentioning that if for some z0 P D with ηpz0q ě 1, |z̃0 ´ z0| ď δpz0q is satisfied,

then Eq. (S.5) holds for all z in

!

z | Epzq “ Epz0q, ηpz0q ´ ηpzq P p´4N
)

X D,

by induction.

S.5.3 Additional properties of the generalized Marčenk-Pastur

equation for Gλ

In this subsection, we present additional properties of ϕpzq. These results are analogous

to those for qpzq in Section S.5.2. Recall that as in Lemma 2.4, ϕpzq is the solution to Eq.

(7), cited here for the readers’ convenience

ϕpzq “

ż

τdFΣ8pτq

τtr1 ` γ2ϕpzqs´1 ´ zu ` λ
.

Recall that as explained in Section 2.1, the equation can be reformulated to

z “ hpzq `

„

1 ` γ2

ż

τdFΣ8pτq

´τhpzq ` λ

ȷ´1

,

where hpzq “ z ´ r1 ` γ2ϕpzqs´1.

Recall that ρ is defined to be the leftmost edge of the support of Gλ. The following

basic properties of ϕpzq follow immediately from the arguments in Section 5 of Li [2024].
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Lemma S.5.6 (Charcterization of ρ). (1) If FΣ8 is continuous at σmax and Case (ii) of

Definition 2.7 is satisfied, then ρ ą λ{σmax and Gλ is continuous at ρ. There exists a

neighborhood of ρ, say N, such that when E P N and η ą 0,

ℑϕpzq —

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

?
κ ` η if E ą ρ,

η
?
κ`η

if E ă ρ,

where κ “ |E ´ ρ|.

(2) If FΣ8 is discrete at σmax as in Case (i) of Definition 2.7 and additionally γ2ωmax ă 1,

then the statements in (1) also hold.

(3) If FΣ8 is discrete at σmax as in Case (i) of Definition 2.7 and additionally γ2ωmax ą 1,

then ρ “ λ{σmax. As z Ñ ρ, ℑϕpzq diverges.

The expression of ℑϕpzq near ρ is proved using the argument in the proof of (A.7) of

Knowles and Yin [2017] combined with the results in Section 5 of Li [2024]. The details

are omitted.

We shall focus on Case (1) and Case (2) of Lemma S.5.6 in the rest of this section. For

the positive constants a and a1, we define the following domains. First, we define a domain

around ρ with the imaginary part at least n´1`a1

2 as

Q “ Qpa, a1, n2q “ tz P C` : |E| ď a´1, E ď ρ ` a, n´1`a1

2 ď η ď 1{a1
u.

Secondly, we restrict the real part to be smaller than ρ and define

Q´ “ Q´pa, a1, n2q “ tz P Qpa, a1, n2q : E ď ρu.

Thirdly, we define a domain that is away from the support of Gλ as

Qaway “ Qawaypa, a1, n2q “ tz P C` : a ď distpz, Iq ď a´1, η ě n´1`a1

2 u,
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where I “ rρ, p1 `
?
γ2q2 ` λ{ lim inf ℓminpΣpqs. Here, we are using the fact that the

rightmost edge of the support of Gλ is bounded by p1 `
?
γ2q

2 ` λ{ lim inf ℓminpΣpq.

The following boundedness property of ϕpzq follow immediately from the arguments in

Section 5 of Li [2024].

Lemma S.5.7 (Boundedness of ϕpzq). Suppose that ρ ą λ{σmax. There exists constants a,

a1, C and C 1 such that for all z P Q,

|ϕpzq| ď C 1, ℑϕpzq ě Cη, |1 ` γ2ϕpzq| ě C, and inf
τPS

| ´ τhpzq ` λ| ě C,

where S is the support of FΣ8.

Instead, suppose that ρ “ λ{σmax. Then, for all z such that |E| ď a´1, E ă ρ ´ a,

n´1`a1

2 ď η ď 1{a1, the same bounds hold.

In the subsequent analysis, we shall always choose a and a1 to be such that the boundedness

of ϕpzq in Lemma S.5.7 holds for z P Q. It implies that Eq. (7) is non-singular when z P Q.

The following lemma is analogous to Lemma S.5.5. It indicates that if a small pertur-

bation is added to z when z P Q, then Eq. (7) is stable in the sense that ϕpzq or hpzq will

only have limited changes.

Lemma S.5.8 (Strong stability of Eq. (7)). Suppose that ρ ą λ{σmax. Eq. (7) is strongly

stable in Q in the following sense. Suppose that δ : Q Ñ p0,8q satisfies p´2 ď δpzq ď

1{ logppq for z P Q and that δ is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant p2. Suppose

moreover that for each fixed z P Q, the function η Ñ δpE ` iηq is nonincreasing for η ą 0.

Suppose that vpzq “ z ´ r1 ` γ2ϱpzqs´1 where ϱpzq is the Stieltjes transform of a compactly

supported probability measure. Let z P Q and suppose that

|z̃ ´ z| ď δpzq,
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where

z̃ “ vpzq `

„

1 ` γ2

ż

τdFΣ8pτq

´τvpzq ` λ

ȷ´1

.

Note that vpzq “ hpz̃q.

If ℑz ă 1, suppose also that

|v ´ h| ď
Cδ

a

|E ´ ρ| ` η `
?
δ

(S.6)

holds at z ` ip´5. Then, Eq. (S.6) holds at z.

Moreover, when z is away from the support of Gλ. The bound can be improved. The

following lemma holds for both the case ρ ą λ{σmax and ρ “ λ{σmax.

Lemma S.5.9. Eq. (7) is strongly stable in Qaway in the following sense. Suppose that

δ : Qaway Ñ p0,8q satisfies δpzq ď 1{ logppq for z P Qaway. Suppose that vpzq “ z ´ r1 `

γ2ϱpzqs´1 where ϱpzq is the Stieltjes transform of a compactly supported probability measure.

Let z P Qaway and suppose that

|z̃ ´ z| ď δpzq,

where

z̃ “ vpzq `

„

1 ` γ2

ż

τdFΣ8pτq

´τvpzq ` λ

ȷ´1

.

Then,

|vpzq ´ hpzq| ď Cδpzq,

for any z P Qaway.

Corollary S.5.10. It is worth mentioning that if for some z0 P Q with ηpz0q ě 1, |z̃0´z0| ď

δpz0q is satisfied, then Eq. (S.6) holds for all z in

!

z | Epzq “ Epz0q, ηpz0q ´ ηpzq P p´4N
)

X Q.

It follows easily by induction.
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Corollary S.5.11. Under the conditions of Lemma S.5.8, if Eq. (S.6) holds, then we also

have

|ϱ ´ ϕ| ď
cδ

?
κ ` η `

?
δ
.

It is obvious since

v ´ h “
γ2pϕ ´ ϱq

p1 ` γ2ϱqp1 ` γ2ϕq

and |1 ` γ2ϕpzq| — 1, |1 ` γ2ϱpzq| — 1 when z P Q.

Corollary S.5.12. Using Lemma S.5.8, we immediately obtain the following result. Sup-

pose that ϱpzq satisfies

ϱpzq “

ż

τdFΣ8pτq

τtr1 ` γ2ϱpzq ` δ2pzqs´1 ´ zu ` λ
` δ1pzq, z P Q.

Here, δ1 and δ2 are such that |δ1| and |δ2| satisfy the conditions on δ in Lemma S.5.8. If

ℑz ă 1, suppose also that

|ϱ ´ ϕ| ď
C|δ1| ` C|δ2|

?
κ ` η `

a

|δ1| ` |δ2|
(S.7)

holds at z ` ip´5. Then, Eq. (S.7) holds at z.

Proof of Lemma S.5.8. Lemma S.5.8 can be shown following very similar arguments to

those in the proof of Lemma S.5.5 presented in Section A.2 of Knowles and Yin [2017].

Indeed, the key arguments are Lemma A.3 of Knowles and Yin [2017] which states the

regular behavior of the derivatives of the function

fpqq “ ´
1

q
` γ1sp´qq

near its critical points. To prove Lemma S.5.8, we replace the function with

fnewphq “ h `

„

1 ` γ2

ż

τdFΣ8pτq

´τh ` λ

ȷ´1

,
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Section 5 of Li [2024] indicates that the function has the same behavior at its critical point

h0 (See Lemma 3.1 for the definition of h0). Moreover, a similar quadratic equation of

pv ´ hq to Eq. (A.13) of Knowles and Yin [2017] can be easily obtained using Taylor’s

expansion. The rest arguments in Section A.2 of Knowles and Yin [2017] can be used

nearly verbatim on the new definition of fnewp¨q. We therefore omit further details.

Proof of Lemma S.5.9. When z is away from the support of Gλ, as when z P Qaway, |h1pz̃q|

is bounded. Therefore,

|vpzq ´ hpzq| “ |hpz̃q ´ hpzq| ď

ż z̃

z

|hpζq||dζ| ď Cδpzq.

Proof of Corollary S.5.12. The result follows from Lemma S.5.8 and Corollary S.5.11 be-

cause the specified ϱ is such that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ṽpzq `

„

1 ` γ2

ż

τdFΣ8pτq

´τ ṽpzq ` λ

ȷ´1

´ z

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cp|δ|1 ` |δ|2q,

where ṽpzq “ z ´ r1 ` γ2ϱpzqs´1.
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S.6 Properties of Gλ under Gaussianity

In this section, we mainly study the properties of Gλ under the following additional con-

ditions:

SC1 Z is normally distributed.

SC2 ρ ą λ{σmax.

The main results in this section can be extended to the case when ρ “ λ{σmax. The

extension is presented in Section S.6.4.

When Z is normally distributed, Gλ has the same distribution as

Gλ
def
““ Z̃Z̃T

` λΣ´1
p ,

where Z̃ is p ˆ n2 whose entries are iid Np0, 1{n2q. Results in this section are expected to

hold when Z satisfies C2. The extension to non-Gaussianity can be completed following

the strategy in Sections 7–10 of Knowles and Yin [2017], which is however beyond our

scope.

Importantly, under C5 and SC2, for all sufficiently large p,

pp{n2qFΣppℓmaxpΣpqq ď 1 ´ ϵ for some ϵ ą 0. (S.8)

In the subsequent analysis, it is more convenient to consider a finite-sample version of

Eq. (7). Specifically, let ϕppzq be the unique solution in C` to

ϕp “

ż

τdFΣppτq

τtr1 ` pp{n2qϕps´1 ´ zu ` λ
, z P C`. (S.9)

Moreover, define

xpphq “ h `

„

1 ` pp{n2q

ż

τdFΣppτq

´τh ` λ

ȷ´1

.

Let ρp be the finite-sample version of ρ when pγ2, F
Σ8q is replaced by pp{n2, F

Σpq. That
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is, ρp “ xpph
ppq

0 q where h
ppq

0 is the unique solution in p0, λ{ℓmaxpΣpqq to x1
pph

ppq

0 q “ 0. It is

a simple matter to verify that h
ppq

0 exists and is unique. It is because x1
p is monotonically

decreasing and x1
pphq ă 0 for all h close to λ{ℓmaxpΣpq when p is sufficiently large because

of Eq. (S.8)..

It is not hard to verify that ϕppzq also satisfies the properties of ϕpzq presented in Section

S.6, when all the parameters are replaced by their finite-sample version. We will later refer

to these properties on ϕppzq without any proof.

Lemma S.6.1. Suppose that C1–C6 and SC1–SC2 hold. We have

p2{3
|h

ppq

0 ´ h0| Ñ 0, p2{3
|ρp ´ ρ| Ñ 0.

Proof of Lemma S.6.1. Recall that ρ “ xph0q where x1ph0q “ 0 and h0 ă λ{σmax. For

sufficiently large p, h0 ă λ{ℓmaxpΣpq ´ ϵ for all sufficiently small ϵ ą 0. Notice that

ρp´ρ “ xpph
ppq

0 q´xph0q “ xpph
ppq

0 q´xpph0q`xpph0q´xph0q “ x1
pph̃qph

ppq

0 ´h0q`pxpph0q´xph0qq,

where h̃ is a point in between h0 and h
ppq

0 . The second term on the right hand side is clearly

opp´2{3q since under C6, }FΣ8 ´ FΣp} “ opp´2{3q and |p{n2 ´ γ2| “ opp´2{3q.

It remains to show |h
ppq

0 ´h0| “ opp´2{3q. To this end, observe that for some ˜̃h in between

h
ppq

0 and h0,

0 “ x1
pph

ppq

0 q “ x1
pph0q ` x2

pp
˜̃hqph

ppq

0 ´ h0q.

While C ď |x2
pphq| ď C´1 when h is bounded away from λ{ℓmaxpΣpq, we obtain that

|h
ppq

0 ´ h0| “ Opx1
pph0qq. While x1ph0q “ 0, x1

pph0q “ opp´2{3q since }FΣ8 ´ FΣp} “ opp´2{3q

and |p{n2 ´ γ2| “ opp´2{3q. It completes the proof of the lemma.

In this section, we aim to establish the following technical results. We first introduce a
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fundamental control parameter as

Ψpzq “

d

ℑϕppzq

n2η
`

1

n2η
.

Recall the definition of the domain Q, Q´ and Qaway in Section S.5. We define a finite-

sample version of the domains as

Qppq
“ Qppq

pa, a1, n2q “ tz P C`, |E| ď a´1, E ď ρp ` a, n´1`a1

2 ď η ď 1{a1
u.

Q
ppq

´ “ Q
ppq

´ pa, a1, n2q “ tz P Qppq
pa, a1, n2q, E ď ρp ´ n

´2{3`a1

2 , n
´2{3
2 ď η ď 1{a1

u.

Qppq
away “ Qppq

awaypa, a1, n2q “ tz P C` : a ď distpz, Iq ď a´1, η ě n´1`a1

2 u,

where I “ rρp, p1 `
a

p{n2q
2 ` λ{ℓminpΣpqs.

Call the resolvent of Gλ

Rpzq “ pGλ ´ zIpq
´1 , z P C`.

Theorem S.6.2 (Strong local law of Rpzq). Suppose that C1–C6 and SC1–SC2 hold.

There exists constants a ą 0 such that the following local laws hold for arbitrary a1 ą 0.

(i) The entrywise local law in Qppq holds as

Rpzq ´
`

λΣ´1
p ´ mppzqIp

˘´1
“ OăpΨpzqq,

uniformly in Qppq, where mppzq “ z ´ r1 ` pp{n2qϕppzqs´1.

(ii) The averaged local law in Qppq holds as

ϕ̂ppzq ´ ϕppzq “ Oă

ˆ

1

n2η

˙

,

where ϕ̂ppzq “ p´1trRpzq.
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(iii) The averaged local law in Q
ppq

´ holds as

ϕ̂ppzq ´ ϕppzq “ Oă

ˆ

1

n2pκ ` ηq

˙

,

where κ “ |ρp ´ E|.

(iv) The averaged local law in Q
ppq
away holds as

ϕ̂ppzq ´ ϕppzq “ Oă

ˆ

1

n2

˙

.

Once Theorem S.6.2 is ready, it is not hard to deduce the following rigidity of the

smallest eigenvalue of Gλ.

Theorem S.6.3 (Rigidity of the smallest eigenvalue of Gλ under Gaussianity). Under the

conditions of Theorem S.6.2, for any fixed ϵ P p0, 2{3q, with high probability, there is no

eigenvalue of Gλ in p´8, ρp ´ n
´2{3`ϵ
2 q.

The following theorem shows the convergence of linear spectral statistics of Gλ.

Theorem S.6.4. Suppose the conditions of Theorem S.6.2 hold. Consider the interval

Iϵ “ rρp ´ ϵ, p1 `
a

p{n2q
2

` λ{ lim inf ℓminpΣpq ` ϵs,

where ϵ is any fixed positive constant.

(i) Then, with high probability, all eigenvalues of Gλ are contained in Iϵ. We denote the

event as M.

(ii) Let f be any function analytic on an open interval containing the interval Iϵ. We

have

1pMqp2{3

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

p

p
ÿ

j“1

fpℓjpGλqq ´

ż

fpτqdGλpτq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ă
1

n2

.
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S.6.1 Proof of Theorem S.6.2

Throughout the section, we focus on the representation Gλ “ Z̃Z̃T ` λΣ´1
p where Z̃ is

p ˆ n2 whose entries are iid Np0, 1{n2q. We shall temporarily assume that Σp is diagonal

with diagonal elements σ1 ě σ2 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě σp. The extension to general Σp is given in Section

S.6.1.5.

In the subsequent analysis, we closely follow the arguments in Sections 4 and 5 of

Knowles and Yin [2017]. We therefore omit many details and refer to the corresponding

arguments in Knowles and Yin [2017]. We frequently omit the arguments z from our

notation.

S.6.1.1 Basic tools

Define the pp ` n2q ˆ pp ` n2q block matrix

Jpzq “ Kpzq
´1, Kpzq “

ˆ

λΣ´1
p ´ zIp Z̃

Z̃T ´In2

˙

. (S.10)

The reason for considering J and K is that J contains the resolvent Rpzq as one of its

blocks (see Lemma S.6.5 below).

Call

Ωpzq “

ˆ

`

λΣ´1
p ´ mppzqIp

˘´1
0

0 pz ´ mppzqqIn2

˙

.

We shall later show that J ´ Ω “ OăpΨq in Qppq. It actually implies the entrywise local

law in Qppq.

We make the following notation. We use Ast to denote the ps, tq-th element of a matrix

A. The four blocks of Jpzq are called Jp11q, Jp12q, Jp21q and Jp22q. For a set of indices, say

S Ă t1, 2, . . . , p ` n2u, we define the minors KpSq “ pKst, s, t R Sq. That is, K but with

the rows and columns whose indices specified in S deleted. We also write JpSq “ pKpSqq´1.

The block formed by the first p rows and columns of JpSq is called J
pSq

p11q
. The block formed

by the last n2 rows and columns of JpSq is called J
pSq

p22q
. Similar for J

pSq

p12q
and J

pSq

p21q
. Similar
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notation is made for the matrix Ω.

For u “ 1, 2, . . . , p, call the u-th row of Z̃ to be Z̃u¨. For i “ p`1, . . . , p`n2, we use Z̃¨i

to denote the pi´pq-th column of Z̃. Moreover, if u P t1, . . . , pu, let eu denote the standard

unit vector of dimension p in the coordinate direction u. If i P tp ` 1, . . . , p ` n2u, let ei

denote the standard unit vector of dimension n2 in the coordinate direction pi ´ pq.

The following lemma is a variant of Lemma 4.4 in Knowles and Yin [2017]. These

results follow directly from the Schur complement formula and resolvent identities that

have been previously derived in Knowles and Yin [2017] and the references therein. The

proof is therefore omitted.

Lemma S.6.5 (Resolvent Identities). Suppose that Σp is diagonal with diagonal elements

σ1, . . . , σp.

(i) We have

J “

ˆ

Jp11q Jp12q

Jp21q Jp22q

˙

“

ˆ

R RZ̃
Z̃TR Z̃TRZ̃ ´ In2

˙

.

(ii) For u P t1, 2, . . . , pu, we have

1

Juu

“ λ{σu ´ z ´ Z̃u¨J
puq

p22q
Z̃T

u¨.

For u ‰ v P t1, 2, . . . , pu,

Juv “ ´JuuZ̃u¨J
puq

p22q
ev “ ´Jvve

T
uJ

pvq

p22q
Z̃T

v¨ “ JuuJ
puq
vv Z̃u¨J

puvq

p22q
Z̃T

v¨.

(iii) For i P tp ` 1, . . . , p ` n2u, we have

1

Jii

“ ´1 ´ Z̃T
¨iJ

piq
p11q

Z̃¨i.

For i ‰ j P tp ` 1, . . . , p ` n2u, we have

Jij “ ´JiiZ̃
T
¨iJ

piq
p11q

ej “ ´Jjje
T
i J

pjq

p11q
Z̃¨j “ JiiJ

piq
jj Z̃

T
¨iJ

pijq

p11q
Z̃¨j.
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(iv) For u P t1, 2, . . . , pu and i P tp ` 1, . . . , p ` n2u,

Jui “ ´Jiie
T
uJ

piq
p11q

Z̃¨i.

(v) If i, j, k R S and i, j ‰ k,

J
pSq

ij “ J
pSYtkuq

ij `
J

pSq

ik J
pSq

kj

J
pSq

kk

.

The following result is our fundamental tool for estimating entries of J.

Lemma S.6.6. Fix a ą 0. Then, the following estimates hold for any z P Qppq. We have

}J} ď
C

η3
, }BzJ} ď

C

η6
.

Furthermore, let w P Rp and v P Rn2. Then, we have the bounds

p
ÿ

u“1

|wTJp11qeu|
2

“
ℑwTJp11qw

η
,

p`n2
ÿ

i“p`1

|vTJp22qei|
2

ď
C}Z̃Z̃T }

η
ℑvTJp22qv ` CvTv,

p
ÿ

u“1

|vTJp21qeu|
2

“
ℑvTJp22qv

η
,

p`n2
ÿ

i“p`1

|wTJp12qei|
2

ď C}Z̃Z̃T
}

p
ÿ

u“1

|wTJp11qeu|
2.

The estimates remain true for JpSq instead of J if S Ă t1, . . . , pu or S Ă tp`1, . . . , p`n2u.

Proof. First, consider the bound on the operator norm of J.

}J} ď

›

›

›

›

ˆ

pλΣ´1
p ´ zIpq´1 0

0 I

˙
›

›

›

›

›

›

›

›

›

ˆ

I pλΣ´1
p ´ zIq´1{2Z̃

Z̃T pλΣ´1
p ´ zIq´1{2 ´I

˙´1
›

›

›

›

›

“ }J1}}J2}, say.

For J1, we clearly have }J1} ď C{p|E ´ λ{σ1| ` ηq ď C{η, for z P Qppq. The eigen structure
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of a matrix of the form J2 is analyzed in (4.12-4.15) of Knowles and Yin [2017]. Based on

their arguments,

}J2} ď Cp1 ` max
u

|su| ` 1

|su ´ 1|
q ď Cp1 ` max

u

pC{ηq}Z̃Z̃T } ` 1

|su ´ 1|
q

ď C ` pC{ηq}Z̃Z̃T
}}λΣ´1

p ´ zI}}pZ̃Z̃T
´ pλΣ´1

p ´ zIqq
´1

} ď C `
C

η2
,

where sk’s are the eigenvalues of pλΣ´1
p ´ zIq´1{2Z̃Z̃T pλΣ´1

p ´ zIq´1{2. The bound on }J}

follows.

The bound on the operator norm of BzJ follows from the fact that }BzJ} “ }JpBzKqJ} ď

C
η6
.

Next, using Result (i) of Lemma S.6.5,

p
ÿ

u“1

|wTJp11qeu|
2

“

p
ÿ

u“1

wTJp11qeue
T
uJp11qw “ wTJp11qJp11qw “ wT ℑJp11q

η
w.

Moreover,

p`n2
ÿ

i“p`1

|vTJp22qei|
2

“

p`n2
ÿ

i“p`1

|vT Z̃TRZ̃ei ´ vT ei|
2

ď 2vT Z̃TJp11qZ̃Z̃
TJp11qZ̃v ` 2vTv

ď C}Z̃Z̃T
}vT Z̃TJp11qJp11qZ̃v ` CvTv ď C}Z̃Z̃T

}
ℑvTJp22qv

η
` CvTv.

The rest two results on Jp12q and Jp21q can be proved similarly using Result (i) of Lemma

S.6.5. We omit the details.

Lemma S.6.7. Under C1, }Z̃Z̃T } ď p1 `
a

p{n2q
2 ` ϵ with high probability, for any fixed

ϵ ą 0.

The lemam follows from Theorem 2.10 of Bloemendal et al. [2014].

S.6.1.2 Weak entrywise law

We first show a weak entrywise local law of J in Qppq.
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Proposition S.6.8. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem S.6.2 hold. Define

Λ “ max
1ďs,tďp`n2

|pJ ´ Ωqst| and Λo “ max
s‰t

|pJ ´ Ωqst|.

Then, Λ ă pn2ηq´1{4 uniformly in z P Qppq Y Q
ppq
away.

Define the averaged control parameter

B “ Bp ` Bn, Bp “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

p

p
ÿ

i“u

pJuu ´ Ωuuq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

, Bn “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

n2

p`n2
ÿ

i“p`1

pJii ´ Ωiiq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

Note that Bp “ |ϕ̂p ´ ϕp|. We have the trivial bound B ď CΛ.

For s P t1, 2, . . . , p ` n2u, we introduce the conditional expectation

Esr¨s “ Er¨ | Kpsq
s.

Using Lemma S.6.5, we get that, for u P t1, . . . , pu,

1

Juu

“ λ{σu ´ z ´
1

n2

trJ
puq

p22q
´ Wu, Wu “ p1 ´ EuqpZ̃u¨J

puq

p22q
Z̃T

u¨q. (S.11)

For i P tp ` 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , p ` n2u,

1

Jii

“ ´1 ´
1

n2

trJ
piq
p11q

´ Wi, Wi “ p1 ´ EiqpZ̃T
¨iJ

piq
p11q

Z̃¨iq. (S.12)

We define the z´dependent event Ξ “ tΛ ď 1{plog n2qu and the control parameter

ΨB “

d

ℑϕp ` B

n2η
.

The following estimate is analogous to Lemma 5.2 of Knowles and Yin [2017].

Lemma S.6.9. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem S.6.2 hold. Then, uniformly for
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s P t1, . . . , p ` n2u and z P Qppq Y Q
ppq
away, we have

1pΞqp|Ws| ` Λoq ă ΨB,

1pη ě 1qp|Ws| ` Λoq ă ΨB.

Proof of Lemma S.6.9. The proof relies on the identities from Lemma S.6.5 and large de-

viation estimates like Lemma 3.1 of Bloemendal et al. [2014]. The arguments in the proof

are similar to those in Lemma 5.2 of Knowles and Yin [2017].

From (1) of Lemma S.5.7, when z P Qppq Y Q
ppq
away, |Ωss| — 1. Therefore,

1pΞqJss — 1.

Using Result (v) of Lemma S.6.5 and a simple induction argument, it is not hard to conclude

that

1pΞqJpSq
ss — 1,

for any S Ă t1, . . . , p ` n2u and s R S, satisfying |S| ď C.

Let us first estimate Λo. When u ‰ v P t1, . . . , pu, using Result (ii) of Lemma S.6.5 and

a large deviation estimation (Lemma 3.1 of Bloemendal et al. [2014]),

1pΞq|Juv| ď 1pΞq|JuuJ
puq
vv |

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p`n2
ÿ

i,j“p`1

Z̃uiZ̃vjJ
puvq

i,j

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ă 1pΞqC

˜

1

n2
2

p`n2
ÿ

i,j“p`1

|J
puvq

ij |
2

¸1{2

. (S.13)

The term in parentheses is

1pΞq
1

n2
2

p`n2
ÿ

i,j“p`1

|J
puvq

ij |
2

“ 1pΞq
1

n2
2

p`n2
ÿ

i,j“p`1

|eTi J
puvq

22 ej|
2 ă 1pΞq

1

n2
2η

}Z̃Z̃T
}

p`n2
ÿ

i“p`1

ℑJpuvq

ii ` 1pΞq
1

n2

ă 1pΞq
1

n2
2η

}Z̃Z̃T
}

p`n2
ÿ

i“p`1

ℑJii ` 1pΞq
Λ2

o

n2η
` 1pΞq

1

n2

ă
ℑϕp ` B ` Λ2

o

n2η
`

1

n2

ă
ℑϕp ` B ` Λ2

o

n2η
.

Here, we are using Result (v) of Lemma S.6.5, Lemma S.6.7 and Lemma S.6.6. The last
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step is due to the fact that 1 ă ℑϕp{η.

A similar result for Jij, Jui, and Jiu, i P tp ` 1, p ` n2u and u P t1, pu can be obtained

using Result (iii) and (iv) of Lemma S.6.5 and a large deviation estimation. We omit the

details as the arguments are very similar.

All together, we conclude that

1pΞqΛo ă 1pΞq

d

ℑϕp ` B ` Λ2
o

n2η
.

Since 1{
?
n2η Ñ 0 when z P Qppq, it is easy to deduce that 1pΞqΛ0 ă ΨB.

An analogous argument for |Ws| (see e.g. Lemma 5.2 of Erdős et al. [2013]) completes

the proof of the statement in Proposition S.6.8 when Ξ holds.

As for the case when η ě 1, we proceed similarly. For η ě 1, we proceed as above to

get |Ws| ă n
´1{2
2 , where we used that }J} ď C{η ď C by Lemma S.6.6. Similarly, as in Eq.

(S.13), we get

Juv ď |JuuJ
puq
vv |

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p`n2
ÿ

i,j“p`1

Z̃uiZ̃vjJ
puvq

i,j

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ă |JuuJ
puq
vv

1
?
n2

,

where in the last step we used that |ℑJpuvq

ii | ď C because }J} ď C. Moreover, |JuuJ
puq
vv | ď C.

This completes the proof of Lemma S.6.9.

In the following, we aim to show that ϕ̂p satisfies a perturbated version of Eq. (S.9) when

Ξ holds or when η ě 1. From Eq. (S.11), Eq. (S.12), Lemma S.6.9, Result (v) of Lemma

S.6.5, we get that uniformly for u P t1, . . . , pu, i P tp ` 1, . . . , p ` n2u, z P Qppq Y Q
ppq
away,

1pΞq
1

Juu

“ 1pΞq

˜

λ{σu ´ z ´
1

n2

p`n2
ÿ

i“p`1

Jii ´ Wu ` OăpΨ2
Bq

¸

, (S.14)

´1pΞq
1

Jii

“ 1pΞq

˜

1 `
1

n2

p
ÿ

u“1

Juu ` Wi ` OăpΨ2
Bq

¸

. (S.15)

Invert Eq. (S.15), get the Taylor’s expansion of the right-hand side to the order of W 2
i ,
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and average the equation over i “ p ` 1, . . . , p ` n2. We obtain

´1pΞq
1

n2

p`n2
ÿ

i“p`1

Jii “ 1pΞq
1

1 ` 1
n2

řp
u“1 Juu

` 1pΞqδ1, (S.16)

where the residual δ1 is

1pΞqδ1 “ 1pΞqrW sn ` 1pΞq
1

n2

p`n2
ÿ

i“p`1

Oăp|Wi|
2
q ` 1pΞqOăpΨ2

Bq “ 1pΞqrW sn ` OăpΨ2
Bq,

rW sn “
1

p1 ` 1
n2

řp
u“1 Juuq2

1

n2

p`n2
ÿ

i“p`1

Wi.

Here, we are using Lemma S.6.9.

Similarly, from Eq. (S.14),

1pΞq
1

p

p
ÿ

u“1

Juu “ 1pΞq
1

p

p
ÿ

u“1

1

λ{σu ´ z ´ 1
n2

řp`n2

i“p`1 Jii

` δ2,

where

1pΞqδ2 “ 1pΞqrW sp ` 1pΞq
1

p

p
ÿ

u“1

Oăp|Wu|
2
q ` 1pΞqOăpΨ2

Bq “ 1pΞqrW sp ` OăpΨ2
Bq,

rW sp “
1

p

p
ÿ

u“1

´1

pλ{σu ´ z ´ 1
n2

řp`n2

i“p`1 Jiiq
2
Wu.

All together, we obtain

1pΞqϕ̂p “ 1pΞq

ż

dFΣppτq

λ{τ ´ z ´
1

1 ` pp{n2qϕ̂p

` 1pΞqδ1

` 1pΞqδ2,

which is a perturbated version of Eq. (S.9). Note that Lemma S.6.9 guarantees that

1pΞqδ1 ă ΨB and 1pΞqδ2 ă ΨB. This estimate is actually not tight. We shall later improve

the estimate to OăpΨ2
Bq.

On the other hand, it is not hard to identify that the derivation actually only relies on
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fact that 1pΞqp|W |s ` Λoq ă ΨB from Lemma S.6.9. Since the same control holds when

η ě 1. We obtain that

1pη ě 1qϕ̂p “ 1pη ě 1q

ż

dFΣppτq

λ{τ ´ z ´
1

1 ` pp{n2qϕ̂p

` 1pη ě 1qδ1

` 1pη ě 1qδ2,

and 1pη ě 1qδ1 ă ΨB, 1pΞqδ2 ă ΨB.

We apply Lemma S.5.8, Lemma S.5.9, and Corollary S.5.12 to control the difference

between ϕ̂p and ϕp when η ě 1. In particular, we have the following results.

Lemma S.6.10. Suppose that the conditions of Theorem S.6.3 hold. Then, we have Λ ă

n
´1{2
2 uniformly in z P Qppq Y Q

ppq
away satisfying η ě 1.

Proof. Applying Lemma S.6.9, Λo ă ΨB ă n
´1{2
2 . Here, we are using the fact that ℑϕp `

B “ Op1q, when η ě 1. We only need to show the diagonal elements are such that

Juu ´
1

λ{σu ´ mp

ă n
´1{2
2 , u “ 1, 2, . . . , p,

´Jii ´
1

1 ` p{n2ϕp

ă n
´1{2
2 , i “ p ` 1, p ` 2, . . . , p ` n2.

Applying Lemma S.5.9 or Corollary S.5.12, when η ě 1,

|ϕ̂p ´ ϕp| ď Cp|δ1| ` |δ2|q ă ΨB ă n
´1{2
2 .

Then, by Eq. (S.15)

´
1

Jii

“ 1 ` ϕp ` pϕ̂p ´ ϕpq ` Wi ` OăpΨ2
Bq “ 1 ` ϕp ` Oăpn

´1{2
2 q.

Therefore, ´Jii ´ 1
1`ϕp

ă n
´1{2
2 . The estimate of Juu is obtained similarly.

To show Proposition S.6.8, we apply the stochastic continuity argument, exactly as

Section 4 of Bloemendal et al. [2014]. The argument allows us to propagate smallness of Λ
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from η ě 1 to the whole domain Qppq Y Q
ppq
away. Note that in the domain, η ě n´1`a1

2 . We

choose ε ă a1{4 and an arbitrary D ą 0. Let

Lpzq “ tzu Y ts P Qppq
Y Qppq

away : ℜs “ ℜz, ℑs P rℑz, 1s X rn´5
2 Nsu.

We introduce the random function

vpzq :“ max
sPLpzq

Λpsqpn2ℑsq
1{4

Our goal is to prove that with high probability there is a gap in the range of v, i.e.

P
´

vpzq ď nε
2, vpzq ą n

ε{2
2

¯

ď N´D`5 (S.17)

for all z P Qppq YQ
ppq
away and large enough n2. This equation says that with high probability

the range of v has a gap: it cannot take values in the interval
´

n
ε{2
2 , nε

2

ı

.

Since we are dealing with random variables, one has to keep track of probabilities of

exceptional events. To that end, we only work on a discrete set of values of η, which allows

us to control the exceptional probabilities by a simple union bound.

Next, we prove Eq. (S.17). First, Lemma S.6.9 yields 1pΞqp|δ1|`|δ2|q ă ΨB ď pn2ηq´1{2.

Since tvpzq ď nε
2u Ă Ξpzq X Ξpsq for all z P Qppq Y Q

ppq
away and s P Lpzq, we find that for all

z P Qppq Y Q
ppq
away and s P Lpzq that

P
´

vpzq ď nε
2, p|δ1psq| ` |δ2psq|qpn2ℑsq

1{2
ą n

ε{2
2

¯

ď n´D
2

for large enough n2 (independent of z and w ). Using a union bound, we therefore get

P
ˆ

vpzq ď nε
2, max

sPLpzq
p|δ1| ` |δ2|qpn2ℑsq

1{2
ą n

ε{2
2

˙

ď n´D`5
2

Next, applying Lemma S.5.8 and Lemma S.5.9 with the perturbation n
ε{2
2 pn2ℑsq´1{2, we
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get

P
ˆ

vpzq ď nε
2, max

sPLpzq
Bppsqpn2ℑsq

1{4
ą n

ε{4
2

˙

ď n´D`5
2 .

Moreover, since ´Jii ´ p1 ` pp{n2qϕpq´1 “ OăpBpq ` OăpΨBq, we have

P
ˆ

vpzq ď nε
2, max

sPLpzq
Bpsqpn2ℑsq

1{4
ą 2n

ε{4
2

˙

ď n´D`5
2 .

Then, Eq. (S.17) follows from the bound

P
´

vpzq ď nε
2, vpsq ě n

ε{2
2

¯

ď P
ˆ

vpzq ď nε
2, max

sPLpzq
Λpsqpn2ℑsq

1{4
ě n

ε{2
2

˙

ď P
ˆ

vpzq ď nε
2, max

sPLpzq
ΨBpn2ℑsq

1{4
ě n

ε{2
2

˙

ď P
ˆ

vpzq ď nε
2, max

sPLpzq
Bpnℑsq

´1
pn2ℑsq

1{2
ě p1{2qnε

2

˙

` n´D`5

ď P
ˆ

vpzq ď nε
2, max

sPLpzq
Bpn2ℑsq

1{4
ě nε

2pn2ℑsq
3{4

{2

˙

` n´D`5

ď P
ˆ

vpzq ď nε
2, max

sPLpzq
Bpn2ℑsq

1{4
ě nε

2pn2q
3a1{4

{2

˙

` n´D`5

ď 2n´D`5
2 .

Here, we are using the fact that for all s P Lpzq

ℑϕppsq

n2ℑs
pn2ℑsq

1{2
“

ℑϕppsq
?
n2ℑs

ă 1.

Therefore,

P
ˆ

vpzq ď nε
2, max

sPLpzq
ℑϕppsqpnℑsq

´1
pn2ℑsq

1{2
ě p1{2qnε

2

˙

ď n´D`5
2 .

We conclude the proof of Proposition S.6.8 by combining Eq. (S.17) and Lemma (S.6.10)

with a continuity argument. We choose a lattice ∆ Ă Qppq YQ
ppq
away such that |∆| ď n10

2 and
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for each z P Qppq Y Q
ppq
away there exists a s P ∆ satisfying |z ´ s| ď N´4. Then, Eq. (S.17)

combined with a union bound yields

P
´

Ds P ∆ : vpsq P

´

n
ε{2
2 , nε

2

ı¯

ď n´D`15
2

From the definitions of Λ and Qppq Y Q
ppq
away, we find that v is Lipschitz continuous, with

Lipschitz constant n2
2.

P
´

Dz P Qppq
Y Qppq

away : vpzq P

´

2n
ε{2
2 , nε

2

ı¯

ď n´D`15
2

By Lemma S.6.10, we have

P
´

vpzq ą n
ε{2
2

¯

ď n´D`15
2

for any z P Qppq Y Q
ppq
away with η ě 1. Therefore,

Pp max
zPQppqYQ

ppq
away

vpzq ą 2n
ϵ{2
2 q ď 2n´D`15

2 .

It completes the proof of Proposition S.6.8.

S.6.1.3 The averaged local law

We use Proposition S.6.8 and improved estimates for the averaged quantities rW sp and

rW sn to deduce the averaged local laws in Qppq, Q
ppq

´ , and Q
ppq
away, as in Theorem S.6.2.

Indeed, we shall show that

1pΞqrW sp ă Ψ2
B and 1pΞqrW sn ă Ψ2

B.

If so, the estimate of δ1 and δ2 is improved to 1pΞq|δ1| ă Ψ2
B and 1pΞq|δ2| ă Ψ2

B.

Lemma S.6.11 (Fluctuation averaging). Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem S.6.2

hold. Suppose that Υ is a positive, n2-dependent, deterministic function on Qppq Y Q
ppq
away
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satisfying n
´1{2
2 ď Υ ď n´c

2 for some constant c ą 0. Suppose moreover that Λ ă n´c
2 and

Λo ă Υ on Qppq Y Q
ppq
away. Then on Qppq Y Q

ppq
away we have

1

p

p
ÿ

u“1

1

pλ{σu ´ z ´ 1
n2

řp`n2

i“p`1 Jiiq
2

p1 ´ Euq
1

Juu

“ Oă

`

Υ2
˘

and

1

n2

p`n2
ÿ

i“p`1

p1 ´ Eiq
1

Jii

“ Oă

`

Υ2
˘

.

Th results are an extension of Lemma 5.6 of Knowles and Yin [2017], Lemma 4.9 of

Bloemendal et al. [2014], Theorem 4.7 of Erdős et al. [2013]. They can be proved using

exactly the same method. We therefore omit the details. The readers may refer to the

proof of Theorem 4.7 of Erdős et al. [2013] for details.

Note that Proposition S.6.8 implies that 1 ´ 1pΞq ă 0, that is Ξ holds with high

probability. In the following analysis, we shall always assume Ξ holds. Combining with

Lemma S.6.9, we have

Λ ă
1

pn2ηq1{4
, Λo ă ΨB,

on Qppq Y Q
ppq
away. Therefore, the condition of Lemma S.6.11 is satisfied and we obtain

|rW sp| ` |rW sn| ă Ψ2
B,

onQppqYQ
ppq
away. Recall that δ1 “ rW sn`OăpΨ2

Bq and δ2 “ rW sp`OăpΨ2
Bq. We immediately

get

p|δ1| ` |δ2|q ă Ψ2
B,

uniformly in Qppq Y Q
ppq
away.

The following lemma holds immediately from the definition of ΨB.

Lemma S.6.12. Let c ą 0 and suppose that we have B ă pn2ηq´c uniformly in z P
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Qppq Y Q
ppq
away. Then, we have

|δ1| ` |δ2| ă
ℑϕp ` pn2ηq´c

n2η

uniformly in z P Qppq Y Q
ppq
away.

We first consider the averaged local law in Qppq. Suppose B ă pn2ηq´c. Then, uniformly

in z P Qppq,

|δ1| ` |δ2| ă
ℑϕp ` pn2ηq´c

n2η
.

We invoke Lemma S.5.8 to get

Bp “|ϕ̂p ´ ϕp| ă

ℑϕp ` pn2ηq´c

n2η

?
κ ` η `

d

ℑϕp ` pn2ηq´c

n2η

ď
ℑϕp

n2η

1
?
κ ` η

`

d

pn2ηq´c

n2η

ď
C

n2η
` pn2ηq

´1{2´c{2 ă pn2ηq
´1{2´c{2.

(S.18)

In the fourth step, we are using the expression of ℑϕp as shown in Lemma S.5.6. As for

Bn, plugging the estimate of ϕ̂p back to Eq. (S.16), we also have

Bn ă Bp ` Ψ2
B ă pn2ηq

´1{2´c{2
`

ℑϕp ` pn2ηq´c

n2η
ă pn2ηq

´1{2´c{2.

All together, we have shown that

B ă pn2ηq
´c

ùñ B ă pn2ηq
´1{2´c{2. (S.19)

From Proposition S.6.8, we know that B ď CΛ ă pn2ηq´1{4. Therefore, for any ε ą 0, we

iterate Eq. (S.19) finite number of times to get,

B ă pn2ηq
´1`ε.
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It completes the proof of the averaged local law in Qppq in Theorem S.6.2 under the addi-

tional assumption that Σp is diagonal.

Next, we consider the averaged local law in Q
ppq

´ . The follows exactly from the same

arguments but with the specific form of ℑϕp when E ď ρ ´ n´2{3`a1

. When E is restricted

to E ď ρ ´ n
´2{3`a1

2 and η ě n
´2{3
2 , we have

ℑϕp —
η

?
κ ` η

,

where κ “ ρ ´ E. Assume that B ă pn2ηq´c. When z P Q
ppq

´ , Eq. (S.18) can be improved

to

Bp ă
ℑϕp

n2η
?
κ ` η

`
1

pn2ηqc

1

n2η
?
κ ` η

“
1

n2pκ ` ηq
`

1

pn2ηqc

1

n2η
?
κ ` η

ă
1

n2pκ ` ηq
`

1

pn2ηqc`a1{2
.

plugging the estimate of ϕ̂p back to Eq. (S.16), we also have

Bn ă Bp `
ℑϕp ` pn2ηq´c

n2η
ă

1

n2pκ ` ηq
`

1

pn2ηqc`a1{2
.

All together, we get

B ă
1

pn2ηqc
ùñ B ă

1

n2pκ ` ηq
`

1

pn2ηqc`a1{2
.

Again, from Propostion S.6.8, B ă pn2ηq´1{4. We iterate the equation finite number of

times to get,

B ă
1

n2pκ ` ηq
,

uniformly on Q
ppq

´ . It completes the proof of the averaged local law in Q
ppq

´ in Theorem

S.6.2 under the additional assumption that Σp is diagonal.

Lastly, we consider the averaged local law in Q
ppq
away. It follows from similar arguments

as the previous two cases. On Q
ppq
away, we invoke Lemma S.5.9 to control |ϕ̂p´ϕp|. Assuming
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B ă pn2ηq´c, then

Bp “ |ϕ̂p ´ ϕp| ď C|δ1| ` C|δ2| ă
ℑϕp ` pn2ηq´c

n2η
ă

1

n2

` pn2ηq
´c´1 ă

1

n2

` pn2ηq
´c´1.

Here, we are using the fact that ℑϕp{η — 1 when z is away from the support of Gλ. The

rest arguments are very similar to those in the previous two cases. We omit further details.

We completed the proof of the averaged local laws when Σp is diagonal. The diagonal

assumption will be removed in Section S.6.1.5.

S.6.1.4 The entrywise local law

It remains to prove the entrywise local law. Using Eq. (S.11), Result (v) of Lemma S.6.5,

Lemma S.6.9 and the averaged local law, we obtain

Juu ´
1

λ{σu ´ z ` ϕp

ă ΨB ă Ψ,

uniformly for u “ 1, . . . , p and z P Qppq. Similarly, using Eq. (S.12),

Jii `
1

1 ` pp{n2qϕp

ă Ψ,

uniformly for i “ p ` 1, . . . , p ` n2 oand z P Qppq. Moreover, since Λo ă ΨB ă Ψ, the

entrywise local law follows.

S.6.1.5 Extension to non-diagonal Σp

In this section, we show that Theorem S.6.2 and Theorem S.6.3 when the population

covariance matrix is non-diagonal. In order to utilize the notation in the previous sections,

we denote the population covariance as Σ̃p and continue to use Σp to denote the diagonal

matrix containing the eigenvalues of Σ̃p. The eigendecomposition of Σ̃p is denoted as

Σ̃p “ HΣpH
T ,
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where H is the eigenvector matrix of Σ̃p. In this section, we show that if Theorem S.6.2

holds with Σp, it also holds with Σ̃p. All definitions in Section S.6.1.1 are kept.

Define

K̃ “

´

H 0
0 In2

¯

K
´

HT 0
0 In2

¯

,

J̃ “

´

H 0
0 In2

¯

J
´

HT 0
0 In2

¯

,

Ω̃ “

´

H 0
0 In2

¯

Ω
´

HT 0
0 In2

¯

.

Then, K̃, K̃ and Ω̃ are equal to K, J and Ω when Σp is replaced by Σ̃p.

The averaged local laws in Qppq, Q
ppq

´ and Q
ppq
away still hold when J and Ω are replaced

by J̃ and Ω̃, since

1

p

p
ÿ

u“1

J̃uu “
1

p
trpJ̃p11qq “

1

p
trpJp11qH

THq “ ϕ̂p.

It remains to show the entrywise local law. We shall actually show

HpJp11q ´ Ωp11qqH
T

“ OăpΨq,

uniformly in Qppq. In components, this reads

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p
ÿ

u,v“1

Hiu

ˆ

Juv ´ 1pu “ vq
1

λ{σu ´ mp

˙

Hvj

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ă Ψ,

for all i, j P t1, 2, . . . , pu.

The proof is based on the polynomialization method developed in Section 5 of Bloe-

mendal et al. [2014]. The argument is very similar to that of Bloemendal et al. [2014], and

we only outline the differences.

By the assumption

Jp11q ´ pλΣ´1
p ´ mpIpq

´1
“ OăpΨq
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and orthogonality of H, we have

p
ÿ

u,v“1

Hiu

ˆ

Juv ´ 1pu “ vq
1

λ{σu ´ mp

˙

Hvj

“

p
ÿ

u“1

Hiu

ˆ

Juu ´
1

λ{σu ´ mp

˙

Huj `
ÿ

u‰v

HiuJuvHvj “ OăpΨq ` Z

where we defined Z :“
ř

u‰v HiuJuvHvj. We need to prove that |Z| ă Ψ, which, following

Section 5 of Bloemendal et al. [2014] we do by estimating the moment E|Z|k for fixed

k P 2N. The argument from Section 5 of Bloemendal et al. [2014] may be taken over with

minor changes.

Use Result (ii) and (v) of Lemma S.6.5,

ÿ

u‰vRS

HiuJ
pSq
uv Hvj “

ÿ

u‰vRS

HiuHvjJ
pSq
uu J

pSYtuuq
vv

´

Z̃u¨J
pSYtuvuq

p22q
Z̃T

v¨

¯

for any S Ă t1, 2, . . . , pu and

JpSq
uu “

1

λ{σu ´ z ´ Z̃u¨J
pSYtuuq

p22q
Z̃T

u¨

“

L´1
ÿ

ℓ“0

1

pλ{σu ´ z ` r1 ` pp{n2qϕps´1qℓ`1

ˆ

´

Z̃u¨J
pSYtuuq

p22q
Z̃T

u¨

¯

´
1

1 ` pp{n2qϕp

˙ℓ

` Oă

`

ΨL
˘

.

We omit further details.

S.6.2 Proof of Theorem S.6.3

The rigidity of the smallest eigenvalue of Gλ can be proved using the averaged local law

in Q
ppq

´ as in Theorem S.6.2. In the following, ϵ P p0, 2{3q is fixed. Notice that |ρp ´

ρ| “ opp´2{3q. We only need to show that with high probability there is no eigenvalue in

p´8, ρp ´ n
´2{3`ϵ
2 q. Indeed, it suffices to consider the interval rλ{ℓmaxpΣpq, ρp ´ n

´2{3`ϵ
2 s,

since Gλ “ Z̃Z̃T ` λΣ´1
p .

Recall the definition of Qppq and Q
ppq

´ . We consider a and a1 to be sufficiently small so
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that tz : E P λ{ℓmaxpΣpq, ρp ´ n
´2{3`ϵ
2 s, n

´2{3
2 ď η ď 1u is contained in Q

ppq

´ . Consider

the set Q˚ “ Q
ppq

´ X tz | η “ n
´1{2´ϵ{4
2 |E ´ ρ|1{4u.

To show that there is no eigenvalue in rλ{ℓmaxpΣpq, ρ ´ n
´2{3`ϵ
2 q, we only need to show

that uniformly in Q˚

ℑϕ̂ppzq ă n
´ϵ{2
2 pn2ηq

´1.

It is because that ϕ̂p is the Stieltjes transform of Gλ. When z “ ℓpGλq ` iη where ℓpGλq

is an eigenvalue of Gλ, ℑϕ̂ppzq — 1
n2η

.

Recall that in Lemma S.5.6 for z P Q˚,

ℑϕp — ηp|E ´ ρ| ` ηq
´1{2.

We conclude that it suffices to prove

|ϕ̂p ´ ϕp| ă
1

n2p|E ´ ρ| ` ηq
,

which is ensured by the averaged local law in Q
ppq

´ in Theorem S.6.2.

S.6.3 Proof of Theorem S.6.4

Theorem S.6.3 indicates that the smallest eigenvalue of Gλ is larger than ρ ´ ϵ with high

probability. Lemma S.6.7 indicates that the largest eigenvalue ofGλ is smaller than xright “

p1`
?
γ2q

2 `λ{ lim inf ℓminpΣpq ` ϵ. Therefore, the statement in (i) of Theorem S.6.4 holds.

The convergence of p´1
řp

j“1 fpℓjpGλqq can be proved using the strategy of Bai and

Silverstein [2004]. We consider a contour in the complex plane that encloses the interval

rρ ´ ϵ, p1 `
?
γ2q2 ` λ{ lim inf ℓminpΣpq ` ϵs. Without loss of generality, we choose the

rectangle, denoted to be R, with the four vertices

z1 “ ρ ´ 2ϵ ` ϵ1i, z2 “ ρ ´ 2ϵ ´ ϵ1i, z3 “ xright ` ϵ ` ϵ1i, z4 “ xright ` ϵ ´ ϵ1i.
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In the following, we choose ϵ and ϵ1 to be sufficiently small so that the function f is analytic

on the rectangle.

Clearly, with high probability the rectangle encloses all eigenvalues of Gλ. When it is

true,

1

p

p
ÿ

j“1

fpℓjpGλqq “

ż

fpτqdFGλpτq “
1

2πi

¿

R

fpzqϕ̂ppzqdz.

Here, the contour integral is taken over the rectangle in the positive direction in the complex

plane. In the integral, we extend the definition of ϕ̂p to C´ by setting ϕ̂ppzq “ ϕ̂ppzq if

ηpzq ă 0.

Fix any c P p0, 1q. We truncate R at η “ n
´1`c{2
2 . Specifically, we define R̂ “ R X tz :

η ě n
´1`c{2
2 u. Then,

n1´c
2 1pMq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

¿

RzR̂

fpzqϕ̂ppzqdz

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cn1´c
2 n

´1`c{2
2 Ñ 0.

It follows
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

¿

RzR̂

fpzqϕ̂ppzqdz

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ă
1

n2

.

Therefore, to show

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

p

p
ÿ

j“1

fpℓjpGλqq ´

ż

fpτqdGλpτq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ă
1

n2

,

it suffices to show
¿

R̂

|fpzq|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ϕ̂ppzq ´ ϕppzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
dz ă

1

n2

.

It is a direct consequence from the averaged local law on Q
ppq
away in Theorem S.6.2. It

completes the proof.
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S.6.4 Discrete case

In Theorem S.6.2, Theorem S.6.3, Theorem S.6.4, we focus on the case when ρ ą λ{σmax

as in SC2. In this section, we consider the case when ρ “ λ{σmax. We show analogous

results as Theorem S.6.2, Theorem S.6.3 and Theorem S.6.4.

Theorem S.6.13. Suppose that C1–C6 and SC1 hold. Suppose ρ “ λ{σmax. Then, with

probability 1, the smallest eigenvalue of Gλ is λ{ℓmaxpΣpq.

Theorem S.6.14. Suppose the conditions in Theorem S.6.13 hold. Then, uniformly in

Q
ppq
away

ϕ̂ppzq ´ ϕppzq “ Oăp
1

n2

q.

Theorem S.6.15. Suppose the conditions in Theorem S.6.13 hold. The results in Theorem

S.6.4 still hold.

Proof of Theorem S.6.13. Under Definition 2.7, for all sufficiently large p, we have

pFΣpptℓmaxpΣpquq ą n2.

Note that pFΣpptℓmaxpΣpquq is the rank of the eigen-subspace associated with the smallest

eigenvalue of λΣ´1
p , that is ℓmaxpΣpq. The rank of Z̃Z̃T is n2 with probability 1, since the

condition implies that p ą n2. Therefore, using Wey’s inequality, we obtain that there are

at least 1 eigenvalue of Z̃Z̃T less or equal to λ{ℓmaxpΣpq, which is the smallest one since

ℓminpZ̃Z̃T ` λΣ´1
p q ě λ{ℓmaxpΣpq. Therefore, ℓmin “ λ{ℓmaxpΣpq.

Proof of Theorem S.6.14. The proof of Theorem S.6.14 follows from the same arguments

as those in the proof of Theorem S.6.2. We only need to replace the bound in Lemma S.5.8

by that in Lemma S.5.9.

Proof. The proof of Theorem S.6.15 follows from the same arguments as those in the proof

of Theorem S.6.4. In the last step, the bound on |ϕ̂p ´ ϕp| is given by Theorem S.6.14.
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S.7 Proof of Theorem 2.9

We start the proof by formulating the resolvent
`

UT
1 Z

TG´1
λ ZU1 ´ zIn1

˘´1
of F̃λ, for z P C`.

Following the strategy in Knowles and Yin [2017] and Han et al. [2018], we construct a

linearizing block matrix as

Hpzq “ Hpz,Zq “

¨

˚

˚

˝

´zIn1 UT
1 Z

T 0

ZU1 ´λΣ´1
p ZU2

0 UT
2 Z

T In2

˛

‹

‹

‚

.

By the Schur complement formula, it turns out that the upper-left block of the 3ˆ 3 block

matrix H´1pzq, called Lpzq, is the resolvent of F̃λ, that is

Lpzq “ ∆TH´1
pzq∆ “

`

UT
1 Z

TG´1
λ ZU1 ´ zIn1

˘´1
, where ∆ “

”

In1

0pp`n2qˆn1

ı

.

It then suffices to focus on H´1pzq instead of F̃λ directly. The reason is that Hpzq is linear

in Z.

Recall that Θ1 is the right most edge of the support of Fq as in Lemma S.5.4. We

introduce the fundamental control parameter

Φpzq “

d

ℑqpzq

n1η
`

1

n1η
.

Recall the definition of the domain D in Eq. (S.4) that is around Θ1 as

D “ Dpa, a1, n1q :“ tz “ E ` iη P C` : |E ´ Θ1| ď a, n´1`a1

1 ď η ď 1{a1
u.

The core of the proof is to build the following strong local law of the resolvent Lpzq in D.

Theorem S.7.1. Suppose that C1-C6 hold, Then, there exists a ą 0 such that the following

results hold for arbitrary a1 ą 0.
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(i) The entrywise local law holds as

Lpzq ´ qpzqIn1 “ OăpΦpzqq,

uniformly z P D.

(ii) The averaged local law holds as

ˇ

ˇLpzq ´ qpzq
ˇ

ˇ ă
1

n1η
,

uniformly z P D. Here,

Lpzq “
1

n1

n1
ÿ

i“1

Liipzq

and Lijpzq is the pi, jq-th element of Lpzq.

Once Theorem S.6.2 is ready, we can show the edge universality of F̃λ, which means

that the limiting distribution of

p2{3

Θ2

pℓmaxpF̃λq ´ Θ1q

is not affected by the distribution of Z as long as Condition C2 is satisfied. Similar to

Theorem 6.3 of Erdős et al. [2012], to show the edge universality, it suffices to show the

following Green function comparison theorem.

Theorem S.7.2. Let ϵ ą 0, η “ n´2{3´ϵ, E1, E2 P R satisfy E1 ă E2 and

|E1 ´ Θ1| , |E2 ´ Θ1| ď n´2{3`ϵ

Set K : R Ñ R to be a smooth function such that

max
x

ˇ

ˇKplq
pxq

ˇ

ˇ ď C, l “ 1, 2, 3, 4, 5
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for some constant C. Then there exists a constant c ą 0 such that for large enough n and

small enough ϵ, we have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

EK
ˆ

n

ż E2

E1

ℑLZpx ` iηqdx

˙

´ EK
ˆ

n

ż E2

E1

ℑLZ0px ` iηqdx

˙
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď n´c,

where LZpzq is p1{n1q
řn1

i“1 Liipzq when Z satisfies the moment condition C2 and LZ0pzq is

similar to LZpzq but with Z replaced by a Gaussian matrix Z0.

It is a standard procedure in RMT to connect Theorem S.7.2 to the edge universality of

F̃λ. In particular, we can fix E˚ ă p´2{3 such that ℓmaxpF̃λq ď Θ1`E˚ with high probability.

Choosing |E ´ Θ1| ă p´2{3, η “ n
´2{3´9ϵ
1 and l “ 1

2
n

´2{3´ϵ
1 , then for some sufficiently small

constant ϵ and sufficiently large constant M , there exists a constant n0pϵ,Mq such that

EK

˜

n1

π

ż Θ1`E˚

E´l

ℑLZpx ` iηqdx

¸

ď P
´

ℓmaxpF̃λq ď E
¯

ď EK

˜

n1

π

ż Θ1`E˚

E`l

ℑLZpx ` iηqdx

¸

` n´M
1 ,

(S.20)

EK

˜

n1

π

ż Θ1`E˚

E´l

ℑLZ0px ` iηqdx

¸

ď P
´

ℓmaxpF̃0
λq ď E

¯

ď EK

˜

n1

π

ż Θ1`E˚

E`l

ℑLZ0px ` iηqdx

¸

` n´M
1 ,

(S.21)

where F̃0
λ is as F̃λ but when Z is additionally Gaussian, n1 ě n0pϵ,Mq, and K is a smooth

cutoff function satisfying the condition in Theorem S.7.2. We omit the proof of (S.20) and

(S.21) because it is a standard procedure in RMT. Similar works include Corollary 5.1 of

Lemma 6.1 of Erdős et al. [2012], Bao et al. [2013], and Lemma 4.1 of Pillai and Yin [2014].

Following (S.20), (S.21) and Theorem S.7.2, we can show

PpℓmaxpF̃λq ď Eq ě PpℓmaxpF̃0
λq ď E ´ 2lq ´ n´M

1 ,

PpℓmaxpF̃λq ď Eq ď PpℓmaxpF̃0
λq ď E ` 2lq ` n´M

1 .
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It then follows that

P
ˆ

p2{3

Θ2

pℓmaxpF̃λq ´ Θ1q ď s

˙

´ P
ˆ

p2{3

Θ2

pℓmaxpF̃0
λq ´ Θ1q ď s

˙

ÝÑ 0. (S.22)

The remaining tasks are as follows.

Step 1: Prove Theorem S.7.1 under Gaussianity.

Step 2: Prove the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distrtibution of the normalized largest

root as in Theorem 2.9 under Gaussianity. That is, to prove

P
ˆ

p2{3

Θ2

pℓmaxpF̃0
λq ´ Θ1q ď s

˙

Ñ TW1psq,

for any s P R.

Step 3: Prove Theorem S.7.1 under the general condition C2.

Step 4: Establish edge universality by proving Theorem S.7.2 under the general

condition C2. It then follows from Step 2 and Eq. (S.22) that the asymptotic

Tracy-Widom distribution of the normalized largest root holds under the general

condition.

The technical arguments in the remaining proof are routine in the literature on “local

laws” of random matrices. Similar works include Bloemendal et al. [2014], Knowles and

Yin [2017], Han et al. [2016], and Han et al. [2018]. Indeed, most arguments in the proof are

variants of those in these prior works with limited changes. Accordingly, in the following

sections, we provide an outline of the proof and refer to these prior works for detailed

arguments.

55



Step 1: Proof of Theorem S.7.1 under Gaussianity

We first show that Theorem S.7.1 holds under the additional assumption that Z is Gaussian.

Note that ZU1 and ZU2 are independent under Gaussianity. We can equivalently consider

the matrix

Z̃T
1G

´1
λ Z̃1, and Gλ “ Z̃2Z̃

T
2 ` λΣ´1

p ,

where Z̃1 is a p ˆ n1 matrix whose entries are iid Np0, 1{n1q, Z̃2 is a p ˆ n2 matrix whose

entries are iid Np0, 1{n2q, and Z̃1 and Z̃2 are independent.

The main strategy in the proof is as follows. Fixing Gλ, Theorem 3.14 of Knowles and

Yin [2017] can be applied to Z̃TG´1
λ Z̃ with G´1

λ be regarded as “Σ” in their work. The local

laws of F̃λ is then obtained as in Theorem S.7.1 but with qpzq replaced by a finite-sample

version. In particular, we fix Gλ and define a finite-sample version of Eq. (S.3) as

z “ f̂pqq, f̂pqq “ ´
1

q
`

1

n1

p
ÿ

j“1

1

gj ` q
,

where g1 ě g2 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě gp ě λ{σmax ą 0 are eigenvalues of Gλ. Again, applying Lemma 2.2,

for any z P C`, there exists a unique solution q̂ppzq P C` to the above equation. Secondly,

we apply the results in Section S.6 to show that q̂p converges uniformly to qpzq in the

domain D.

Let β̂p P p0, gpq be such that f̂ 1p´β̂pq “ 0. That is,

f̂ 1
p´β̂pq “

1

β̂2
p

´
1

n1

p
ÿ

j“1

1

pgi ´ β̂pq2
“ 0.

Clearly, for any fixed discrete points gj’s such that gp ą 0, β̂p exists and is unique. Let

Θ̂p1 “ f̂p´β̂pq and

Φ̂pzq “

d

ℑq̂ppzq

n1η
`

1

n1η
.
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Define the following domain

D̂ “ D̂pa, a1, n1q :“ tz “ E ` iη P C` : |E ´ Θ̂p1| ď a, n´1`a1

1 ď η ď 1{a1
u.

The following results hold by applying Theorem 3.14 of Knowles and Yin [2017].

Theorem S.7.3. Suppose that C1–C6 hold. Fix Gλ and let Lpzq be the resolvent of

Z̃T
1G

´1
λ Z̃1 at z. Moreover, suppose that

|β̂p ´ gp| ą c, (S.23)

for all sufficiently large p and a sufficiently small constant c. Then, there exists constants

a, a1 ą 0 such that the folloing local laws hold.

(i) The entrywise local law in D̂ holds as

Lpzq ´ q̂ppzqIn1 “ OăpΦ̂pzqq,

uniformly in D̂pa, a1, n1q.

(ii) The averaged local law in D̂ holds as

|Lpzq ´ q̂ppzq| ă
1

n1η
,

uniformly in D̂pa, a1, n1q.

Given Theorem S.7.3, to show Theorem S.7.1, it suffices to show the following theorem.

Theorem S.7.4. Suppose that C1–C6 hold. Gλ satisfies the following properties.

(i) There exists c ą 0 such that Eq. (S.23) holds with high probability;

(ii) |Θ̂p1 ´ Θ1| ă n´1
2 ;

57



(iii) There exists a ą 0 such that for arbitrary a1 ą 0,

|q̂ppzq ´ qpzq| ă
1

n1η
,

uniformly in D̂pa, a1, n1q.

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Theorem S.7.4. We separately

consider two cases: ρ ą λ{σmax and ρ “ λ{σmax. For both cases, since s1pxq Ñ 8 as x Ñ ρ,

we have that β ă ρ. Recall the definition of fpqq and the relationship between β, Θ1 and

fpqq as introduced in Section S.5.2.

We first consider the case when ρ ą λ{σmax. Theorem S.6.3 in Section S.6 indicates

that

|gp ´ ρ| ă n
´2{3
2 .

In order to show |β̂p ´ gp| ě c with high probability for some ;constant c, it suffices to show

that |β̂p ´ β| ă n2
´1 in probability. For q P C` Y p´ρ, 0q, we consider f 1pqq, f2pqq, and

f̂ 1pqq

f 1
pqq “

1

q2
´ γ1

ż

dGλpτq

pτ ` qq2
,

f2
pqq “ ´

2

q3
` 2γ1

ż

dGλpτq

pτ ` qq3
,

f̂ 1
pqq “

1

q2
´

1

n1

p
ÿ

j“1

1

pgp ` qq2
.

Since β P p0, ρq, there exists a domain Dq “ tz : |E ` β| ď C, 0 ď η ď C 1u for some

C,C 1 ą 0 such that

|f2
pqq| — 1, q P Dq.

We notice that in p´gp, 0q, f̂2pqq ą 0. Therefore, there exists at most one critical

point of f̂ 1pqq on p´gp, 0q. To show that |β̂p ´ β| ă n´1
2 , we only need to show that for

arbitrary small ϵ ą 0, there exists a root to f̂pqq “ 0 in p´β ´ n´1`ϵ
1 ,´β ` n´1`ϵ

1 q with
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high probability. Clearly,

ℜf 1
p´β ˘ n´1`ϵ

2 ` in
´1`ϵ{2
2 q — ˘n´1`ϵ

2 ,

ℑf 1
p´β ˘ n´1`ϵ

2 ` in
´1`ϵ{2
2 q — n

´1`ϵ{2
2 ,

Due to the analyticity of the function f 1pqq and f̂ 1pqq when q P Dq, Theorem S.6.4 suggests

that

1pgp ě pρ ` βq{2q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
f̂p´β ˘ n´1`ϵ

2 ` in
´1`ϵ{2
2 q ´ fp´β ˘ n´1`ϵ

2 ` in
´1`ϵ{2
2 q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ă

1

n2

.

It follows that when gp ě pρ ` βq{2, with high probability

ℜf̂ 1
p´β ˘ n´1`ϵ

2 ` in
´1`ϵ{2
2 q — ˘n´1`ϵ

2 ,

ℑf̂ 1
p´β ˘ n´1`ϵ

2 ` in
´1`ϵ{2
2 q — ˘n

´1`ϵ{2
2 .

Moreover, since gp ě pρ ` β{2q, |f̂2pqq| — 1 when q P Dq, we conclude that with high

probability

f̂ 1
p´β ˘ n´1`ϵ

2 q — ˘n´1`ϵ
2 .

It implies that there exits a critical point of f̂ 1pqq in between ´β ˘ n´1`ϵ
2 with high proba-

bility. It completes the proof of Result (i).

It follows immediately that when gp ě pρ ` βq{2,

Θ̂p1 ´ Θ1 “ f̂p´β̂pq ´ fp´βq “ pf̂p´β̂pq ´ f̂p´βqq ` pf̂p´βq ´ fp´βqq.

The first term is such that

f̂p´β̂pq ´ f̂p´βq “ Oăpβ̂p ´ βq “ Oăp
1

n2

q.
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Here, we are using the fact thatf̂ 1pqq is bounded within Dq. For the second term, for

arbitrary ϵ ą 0

f̂p´βq´fp´βq “ f̂p´β`in
´1`ϵ{2
2 q´fp´β`in

´1`ϵ{2
2 q`Oăpn

´1`ϵ{2
2 q “ Oăp1{n2q`Oăpn

´1`ϵ{2
2 q.

Here, we are using Theorem S.6.4 and the fact that f 1pqq — and f̂pqq — 1 when gp ě

pρ ` βq{2. It follows that |Θ̂p1 ´ Θ1| ă 1{n2.

Lastly, we show |q̂ppzq ´ qpzq| ă 1
n1η

uniformly in D̂pa, a1, n1q. Recall that

z “ ´
1

q̂ppzq
` pp{n1q

ż

dFGλpτq

τ ` q̂ppzq
.

In the following, we always assume the all eigenvalues of Gλ are contained in Iϵ for some

ϵ ą 0 (See Theorem S.6.4 for the definition of Iϵ). Fix z “ E`iη such that η ě 1. Applying

Lemma S.5.4, we obtain that

ℑq̂ppzq ě C,

for some constant C ą 0. The constant C only depends on FΣ8 , γ1 and γ2. Therefore,

´q̂ppzq is away from the support of Gλ. Applying S.6.4,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

dFGλpτq

τ ` q̂ppzq
´

ż

dGλpτq

τ ` q̂ppzq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ă
1

n2

.

It follows that

z ` Oăpn´1
1 q “ ´

1

q̂ppzq
` pp{n1q

ż

dGλpτq

τ ` q̂ppzq
.

Applying Lemma S.5.5, we obtain

|q̂ppzq ´ qpzq| ă
1

n2

.

We then use a stochastic continuity argument and Lemma S.5.5 to propagate the smallness

of |q̂ppzq ´ qpzq| from η ě 1 to all z P D̂. The argument is very similar to those in the proof
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of Proposition S.6.8. We therefore omit the details. All together, we conclude that

|q̂ppzq ´ qpzq| ă
1

n2η
.

As for the case when ρ “ λ{σmax, from Theorem S.6.13, Result (i) clearly holds. Result

(ii) and (iii) follow from the same arguments as in the case of ρ “ λ{σmax. We only need

to replace Theorem S.6.4 with Theorem S.6.15.

The proof of Theorem S.7.4 is completed.

Step 2: Asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution under Gaussianity

The asymptotic Tracy-Widom law of the normalized largest root follows directly from

Theorem 2.4 of Lee and Schnelli [2016]. Indeed, applying their results, we have

Theorem S.7.5. Suppose that C1–C6 hold. Fix Gλ. Suppose that Gλ is such that Eq.

(S.23) holds for all sufficiently large p. Then,

p2{3

Θ̂p2

´

ℓmaxpF̃λq ´ Θ̂p1

¯

ùñ TW1,

where Θ̂p1 is defined in Step 1 and Θ̂p2 is

Θ̂p2 “

«

pp{n1q
3

ż

dFGλpτq

pτ ´ β̂pq3
`

pp{n1q
2

β̂3
p

ff1{3

.

In Theorem S.7.4, we showed that Eq. (S.23) holds with high probability and |Θ̂p1 ´

Θ1| ă n´1
1 . Following similar arguments, it is not hard to show Θ̂p2´Θ2 Ñ 0 in probability.

Therefore, the asymptotic Tracy-Widom law of the normalized largest root

p2{3

Θ2

´

ℓmaxpF̃λq ´ Θ1

¯

ùñ TW1,

follows directly from the Slutsky’s theorem.
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Step 3: Proof of Theorem S.7.1 under general condition C2

Theorem S.7.1 holds under the moments condition C2. It can shown by closely following

the arguments in Sections 9.1, 9.2 and 10 of Han et al. [2018], originally developed by

Knowles and Yin [2017]. Only minor changes are needed. We only give an outline of the

arguments and highlight the difference from those in Han et al. [2018].

Consider the entrywise local law. It suffices to show that for any orthogonal n1 ˆ n1

matrix B1 and B2,

}B1pL ´ qpzqIn1qB˚
2}8 ă Φpzq, (S.24)

for all z P S, where S is an ϵ-net of D with ϵ “ n´10
1 . Here, B˚

2 is the conjugate transpose

of B2. Setting δ to be a sufficiently small positive constant such that n24δ
1 Φ ! 1, for any

given η ě 1
n1
, we define a serial numbers η0 ď η1 ď η2 ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď ηL, based on η where

L :“ Lpηq “ maxtL P N : ηnlδ
1 ă n´δ

1 u.

So

ηl :“ ηnlδ
1 , pl “ 0, 1, . . . , L ´ 1q, ηL :“ 1.

We work on the net S satisfying the condition that E ` iηl P S, l “ 0, . . . , L, from now

on. We define Sm :“
␣

z P S : ℑz ě n´δm
1

(

corresponding to the following events:

Am “
␣

}B1pLpzq ´ qpzqIn1qB˚
2TppZq}

8
ă 1, for any z P Sm

(

(S.25)

and

Cm “
␣

}B1pLpzq ´ qpzqIn1qB˚
2TppZq}

8
ă Φ, for any z P Sm

(

. (S.26)

Here,

TppZq “

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

1 if }ZZT }F ď C0,

0 otherwise.
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Note that there exists sufficiently large C0 such that TppZq “ 1 with high probability due

to Lemma S.6.7. In the following, we select C0 to be such a constant.

We start the induction by considering the event A0 first. In fact, it is not hard to prove

that event A0 holds. By the assumption that n24δ
1 Φ ! 1, it is easy to see that the event

Cm implies the event Am. We will prove the event pAm´1q implies the event pCmq for all

1 ď m ď δ´1 in the sequel, which ensures that Eq. (S.24) holds on the set S uniformly.

Define

FstpZ, zq “ ppB1LpzqB˚
2qst ´ qpzq pB1B

˚
2qstq TppZq, s, t P t1, . . . , n1u.

By Markov’s inequality, it suffices to calculate the upper bound of the higher moments of

FstpZ, zq. Indeed, we only need to prove the following lemma.

Lemma S.7.6. Let k be an positive even constant and m ď δ´1. Suppose Eq. (S.25) for

all z P Sm´1. Then we have

E
ˇ

ˇF k
stpZ, zq

ˇ

ˇ ă
`

n24δ
1 Φ

˘k

for all 1 ď s, t ď n1 and z P Sm.

The proof of Lemma S.7.6 closely follows that of Lemma 3 in Han et al. [2018]. Similar

results can be found in Lemma 7.5 of Knowles and Yin [2017] and Lemma 5 of Han et al.

[2016]. In fact, when λ “ 0, the central block of Hpzq becomes zero, reducing Hpzq to the

linearizing block matrix used in Han et al. [2018] (also denoted as H). It is straightforward

to verify that all arguments in the proof of Lemma 3 in Han et al. [2018] do not depend on

the central block. Specifically, the proof holds for any general matrix H where all blocks

are linear in Z and satisfy certain operator norm bounds.

The proof strategy involves controlling the difference between E
ˇ

ˇF k
stpZ, zq

ˇ

ˇ and E
ˇ

ˇF k
stpZ

Gauss, zq
ˇ

ˇ,

where ZGauss has the same structure as Z but with Gaussian elements. In Step 1, we es-

tablished that:

E
ˇ

ˇF k
stpZ

Gauss, zq
ˇ

ˇ ă
`

n24δ
1 Φ

˘k
.
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Knowles and Yin [2017] introduced an interpolation method to control this difference. The

arguments were later summarized and simplified by Han et al. [2018] in Sections 9.1.1,

9.1.2, and 9.2 of their paper. These arguments can be applied almost verbatim, with only

minor modifications needed to adjust the mathematical expressions to their counterparts

in our paper.

A minor adaptation is required in the arguments presented in Section 9.2 of Han et al.

[2018]. While their focus was on controlling all blocks of H´1, our context requires consid-

eration of only the upper left corner, L “ ∆TH´1∆. Thus, the arguments concerning the

remaining blocks can be omitted. Further details are omitted for brevity.

Regarding the averaged local law, it can be established using the arguments in Section

10 of Han et al. [2018], with notation adjustments to align with our framework.

Step 4: Proof of the Green function comparison theorem

The theorem can be proved following the same arguments as Section 12 of Han et al. [2018]

with notation adjustments to align with our framework.

S.8 Proof of Theorem 3.7, Lemma 3.8, and Lemma

3.9

First, consider the proof of Theorem 3.7. Let FΣ8

ppq
be the discretization of FΣ8 onto the

points in Rp. Specifically, we assume that FΣ8

ppq
is the distribution that places masses

FΣ8ppσp,j´1, σpjsq at the point σpj, j “ 1, 2, . . . , and σp0 “ ´8. Since sizepRpq “ opp´2{3q,

clearly

DW pFΣ8

ppq
, FΣ8q “ opp´2{3

q.
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Recall the errors in Algorithm 1 as

eij “
Q̂jpziq

|Q̂jpziq|
´

1

|Q̂jpziq|

K
ÿ

k“1

σj
kwk

pσkλφ̂pziq ` λqj
.

Using Lemma 2.2, uniformly for y P Jp, φ̂pyq ´ φpyq “ oP pn´2{3q and φ̂1pyq ´ φ1pyq “

oP pn´2{3q . Therefore, together with Marčenko-Pastur equation (5),

sup
yPJp

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Q̂pyq

|Q̂pyq|
´

1

|Q̂pyq|

ż

τdFΣ8pτq

τλφ̂pyq ` λ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ oP pp´2{3
q.

It follows then

sup
yPJp

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Q̂pyq

|Q̂pyq|
´

1

|Q̂pyq|

ż τdFΣ8

ppq
pτq

τλφ̂pyq ` λ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ oP pp´2{3
q.

Then, we can conclude that the estimated measure F̂p is such that

sup
yPJp

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

τdF̂ppτq

τφpyq ` 1
´

ż

τdFΣ8pτq

τφpyq ` 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ oP pp´2{3
q.

Under the assumption tφpyq, y P Jpu is dense in Dpνq. Therefore,

sup
zPDpνq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

τdF̂ppτq

τz ` 1
´

ż

τdFΣ8pτq

τz ` 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ oP pp´2{3
q. (S.27)

Similarly, we can get

sup
zPDpνq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

τ 2dF̂ppτq

pτz ` 1q2
´

ż

τ 2dFΣ8pτq

pτz ` 1q2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ oP pp´2{3
q. (S.28)

Notice that the functions are analytic in z. Consider the power series expansion

ż

τdF̂ppτq

τz ` 1
´

ż

τdFΣ8pτq

τz ` 1
“

8
ÿ

m“0

p´1q
mzm

ˆ
ż

τm`1
pdF̂ppτq ´ dFΣ8pτqq

˙

“

8
ÿ

m“0

p´1q
mzmpµm`1pF̂pq ´ µm`1pF

Σ8qq.
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Here, µmp¨q is the mth moment of a distribution. Using the Cauchy’s estimates on the

power series coefficients, we have

δp “ sup
mě1

p2{3νm
|µmpF̂pq ´ µmpFΣ8q| “ oP p1q.

Then, it follows that the characteristic functions of F̂p and FΣ8 are such that for t P R,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

EF̂p
eitX ´ EFΣ8eitX

t

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cν´1δpp
´2{3et{ν ,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d

dt

EF̂p
eitX ´ EFΣ8eitX

t

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cν´2δpp
´2{3et{ν .

Following from Corollary 8.3 of Bobkov [2016], for all T ě 3

DW pF̂p, F
Σ8q ď

¨

˝

ż T

´T

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

EF̂p
eitX ´ EFΣ8eitX

t

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt

˛

‚

1{2

`

¨

˝

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

d

dt

EF̂p
eitX ´ EFΣ8eitX

t

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt

˛

‚

1{2

`
C

T
.

It follows then

DW pF̂p, F
Σ8q ď

Cp1 ` νq

ν2
p´2{3 exppT qδp `

C

T
.

Note that setting T “ logpp1{3q, we have

DW pF̂p, F
Σ8q “ oP p1q.

Next, we consider the scenario when Jp is such that tφpyq : y P Jpu eventually covers

r´hβ{λ ´ ε,´hβ{λ ` εs. Again, due to the fact that uniformly for y P Jp, φ̂pypq ´ φpypq “

oP pp´2{3q, φ̂1pypq ´ φ1pypq “ oP pp´2{3q, Eq. (S.27) and Eq. (S.28),

sup
hPrhβ´λε,hβ`λεs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

τdF̂ppτq

´hτ ` λ
´

ż

τdFΣ8pτq

´hτ ` λ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ oP pp´2{3
q.
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sup
hPrhβ´λε,hβ`λεs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż

τ 2dF̂ppτq

p´hτ ` λq2
´

ż

τ 2dFΣ8pτq

p´hτ ` λq2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ oP pp´2{3
q.

It indicates that uniformly in h P rhβ ´ λε, hβ ` λεs,

Ĥ1phq ´ H1phq “ oP pp´2{3
q, Ĥ2phq ´ H2phq “ oP pp´2{3

q and Ĥ3phq ´ H3phq “ oP p1q.

Here, the bound on Ĥ3phq ´H3phq is due to DW pF̂p, F
Σ8q. As x, spxq, s1pxq, and s2pxq are

smooth in Hjphq, j “ 1, 2, 3 as shown in Theorem 3.3, we get

β̂´β “ oP pp´2{3
q, ŝpβ̂q´spβq “ oP pp´2{3

q, ŝ1
pβ̂q´s1

pβq “ oP pp´2{3
q, ŝ2

pβ̂q´s2
pβq “ oP p1q.

Consequently, Θ̂1 ´ Θ1 “ oP pp´2{3q and Θ̂2 ´ Θ2 “ oP p1q.

As for Lemma 3.8, recall that φpzq is the Stieltjes transform of W (Lemma 2.2). Then,

φpzq “

ż

dW
τ ´ z

.

It follows that tφpzq : z P C` and distpz, supppWqq ě cu contains the half disk Dpνq for

some ν ą 0. We can then select Jp such that φpyq is dense in Dpνq when y P Jp.

As for Lemma 3.9, as γ1 Ñ 8, β Ñ 0 and hβ{λ Ñ ´φp´λq. Therefore, select Jp to

be a grid containing a subsequence dense in r´3{2λ,´λ{2s. Then, tφpyq : y P Jpu will

eventually covers a neighborhood of ´hβ{λ.
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S.9 Proof of Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.2, Lemma S.2.1,

and Lemma S.2.2

Lemma 4.1 follows directly from Theorem 2.9 and Slutsky’s theorem. In particular, under

the assumption that θ̂ “ Θ1 ` oP pp´2{3q and Θ̂2 “ Θ2 ` oP p1q,

ℓ̂maxpFλq ùñ TW1.

Consider the proof of Lemma 4.2. Under Ha : BC ‰ 0, we can decompose Fλ as

Fλ “ F
p0q

λ `
1

n1

BCpCT
pXXT

q
´1Cq

´1CTBT
pW2 ` λIpq

´1

`
1

n1

`

BXP1Z
TΣ1{2

p ` Σ1{2
p ZP1X

TBT
˘

pW2 ` λIpq
´1,

where F
p0q

λ is the regularized F -matrix under the null hypothesis H0 : BC “ 0. By Theorem

2.9,

ℓmaxpF
p0q

λ q “ OP p1q.

Under the assumption

1

n1

ℓmaxpBCpCT
pXXT

q
´1Cq

´1CTBT
q “ Opplog pq

c
q,

we have

1

n1

ℓmax

`

BCpCT
pXXT

q
´1Cq

´1CTBT
pW2 ` λIpq

´1
˘

“ OP pplog pq
c
q.

Moreover,

›

›

›

›

1

n1

BXP1Z
TΣ1{2

p

›

›

›

›

2

ď

›

›

›

›

1

n1

BCpCT
pXXT

q
´1Cq

´1CTBT

›

›

›

›

1{2

2

›

›

›

›

1

n1

Σ1{2
p ZZTΣ1{2

p

›

›

›

›

1{2

2

“ OP pplog pq
c{2

q.
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Here, we are using the fact that }n´1
1 Σ

1{2
p ZZTΣ

1{2
p }2 “ OP p1q due to Lemma S.6.7.

All toegher, ℓmaxpFλq “ OP pplog pqcq and

P
´

ℓ̂maxpFλq ą TW1p1 ´ αq | BC
¯

Ñ 1.

It completes the proof of Lemma 4.2.

Lemma S.2.1 again follows directly from Theorem 2.9 and Slutsky’s theorem. Lastly,

consider the proof of Lemma S.2.2. Under Ha : LL
T ‰ 0, we can decompose W1 as

W1 “
1

n1

LξP1ξ
TLT

`
1

n1

Σ1{2
p Z1P1Z

T
1 Σ

1{2
p `

1

n1

LξP1Z
T
1 Σ

1{2
p `

1

n1

Σ1{2
p Z1P1ξ

TLT ,

where ξ “ pξ1, . . . , ξnp1q
q, Z1 “ pZ11, . . . , Z1np1q

q and P1 is a projection matrix of rank n1.

Notice that
›

›

›

›

1

n1plog pqc
LξP1ξ

TLT
pW2 ` λIpq

´1

›

›

›

›

2

“ OP p1q,

›

›

›

›

1

n1

Σ1{2
p Z1P1Z

T
1 pW2 ` λIpq

´1

›

›

›

›

2

“ OP p1q,

›

›

›

›

1

n1plog pqc{2
LξP1Z

T
1 Σ

1{2
p pW2 ` λIpq

´1

›

›

›

›

2

“ OP p1q.

We conclude that

1

plog pqc
}W1pW2 ` λIpq

´1
}2 “ OP p1q.

It follows that

P
´

ℓ̂maxpFλq ą TW1p1 ´ αq | LLT
¯

Ñ 1.

S.10 Proof of other technical results

Lemma 2.8, Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.2 can be proved using Theorem 3.2, Theorem 4.1,

and Theorem 5.1 of Li [2024]. Specifically, consider first the case when FΣ8 is discrete at
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σmax and ωmaxγ2 ą 1. Using Theorem 3.2 of Li [2024], Gλ is discrete at ρ. Therefore,

s1
pxq “

C

pρ ´ xq2
` C

ż

τąρ

dGλpτq

τ ´ x
Ñ 8, as x Ò ρ.

When ωmaxγ2 ă 1, it is straightforward to verify that there exists a c ą 0 such that x1phq ă 0

when h P rλ{σmax ´ c, λ{σmaxq. On the other, as h Ñ ´8, x1phq Ñ 1. Therefore, there

exists h0 ă λ{σmax such that x1ph0q “ 0. Using Theorem 4.1 of Li [2024], ρ “ xph0q. Using

Theorem 5.1 of Li [2024], there exists constants C1, C2 and ϵ such that

C1

?
x ´ ρ ď fGλ

pxq ď C2

?
x ´ ρ, x P pρ, ρ ` ϵq

where fGλ
is the density function of Gλ. It follows that

s1
pxq ě

ż ρ`ϵ

ρ

fGλ
pτqdτ

pτ ´ xq2
Ñ 8, as x Ò ρ.

When FΣ8 is continuous at σmax and (ii) of Definition 2.7 holds, Theorem 5.1 of Li [2024]

indicates that the square-root behavior of fGλ
pxq still holds. Therefore, s1pxq Ñ 8 as x Ò ρ

due to the same arguments.

For the proof of Theorem 3.3, Eq. (16) follows directly from an application of Theorem

4.1 of Li [2024]. Eq. (17) is obtained by differentiating both sides of Eq. (16) with respect

to x0.
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