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Abstract

In multivariate analysis, many core problems involve the eigen-analysis of an F-
matrix, F = W{ W5 L constructed from two Wishart matrices, W1 and Ws. 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 Ws. To address this challenge, we
propose a ridge-regularization framework by introducing a ridge term to Wy. Specifi-
cally, we develop a family of ridge-regularized largest root tests, leveraging the largest
eigenvalue of F) = W1(Way + AI)~!, where A\ > 0 is the regularization parameter.
Under mild assumptions, we establish the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution of
the largest eigenvalue of F) after appropriate scaling. An efficient method for esti-
mating the scaling parameters is proposed using the Marcenko-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=W, W, ! where W, and W, 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 W; and Wy 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:

1 1 -
F=WW,' = (n—lE}/ZZPlzTE;/?) (—2;/QZPZZT2;/2> , where (1)
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(a) Z = [#;] is a p x ny matrix with i.i.d. entries z;; having mean 0 and variance 1;

(b) X, is an arbitrary p x p positive definite covariance matrix, and E}/ % is its symmetric

“square-root”;

(¢) Py and P, are ny x ny orthogonal projection matrices of rank n; and ng, respectively,



with P, orthogonal to P;.

The F-matrices associated with a broad range of double Wishart problems under their
standard null hypotheses conform to , 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 ny independent subjects. The relationship between the responses

and predictors is modeled using the linear model:
Y = BX +%,°Z,

where Y is the p x np response matrix; X is the m x ny deterministic predictor matrix; B
is the p x m coefficient matrix; Z and 3, are as in (a) and (b). The primary objective is

to test linear hypotheses about the regression coefficients of the form:
Hy.: BC=0 vs. H,:BC #0,

where C'is an m x ¢ 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:
_ _ -1 _

SSu =YX (xx") " [e" (xx) T e| ot (xxT) T XY = YR YT

(2)
SSes = Y (fnr = X7 (XXT) T X) YT = YPY.

In the context of MANOVA, SSy and SSges are known as the between-group and within-
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group sum-of-squares matrices. Under this framework, W; and W, are defined as:

1 1
W, =—S54, and W; = n_SSResa (3)
2

ni

where ny = ¢ and ny = ny — m are the degrees of freedom of W; and Wy, respectively.
It is straightforward to verify that this construction conforms to under Hy : BC = 0.
Additionally, note that Wy serves as an unbiased estimator of ¥, under both H, and H,.
This property is crucial for the estimation procedure proposed in Section [3] Further details
are presented in Section []

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 ¢,,.«. 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 Hy : BC' = 0 if .« > &, at a significance level «, where &, is the critical
value corresponding to the (1 — «) x 100% quantile of the distribution of ¢, under the
null. Traditionally, &, is approximated using the critical value of an F or x? 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 ny or the degrees of freedom n; and ns.

While Roy’s largest root test performs well when n; and ny are much larger than p, its



reliability diminishes significantly in high-dimensional settings. Specifically, when p > ng,
the singularity of Wy renders the F-matrix ill-defined. Even when p is smaller than ns, the
presence of small eigenvalues in Wy can cause instability in W5, 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 ny grow to infinity proportionally with p < ns. This result was later extended to
non-Gaussian settings by Han et al.|[2016] and [Han et al.| [2018]. However, when p > na,
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 n; is small. One widely
used approach is to construct modified statistics by replacing W, with an appropriate
substitute. This method was pioneered by Bai and Saranadasal [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 W to address its near-singularity. |Chen et al.| [2014] proposed introducing
a ridge term to Wy 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, n; and ny, are comparable. To address the challenge posed by the singularity of

W, when p > no, we introduce a ridge regularization framework. Specifically, inspired by



the work of |Li et al.| [2020b], we propose a family of ridge-regularized F-matrices:

-1 1 1 -
F, - W, <W2 + Mp> - (—Z}/ZZHZTE;/Q) (-2;/2ZP2ZTZ;/2 + Mp> , (4)

ny no

where A > 0 is a regularization parameter. The largest eigenvalue of Fy, denoted by
Uax (Fy), 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 Wy + AI,, preserves the eigen-
structure of Wy. 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, ny, and ns are all comparable (see
in Section . Under this regime, we establish the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution of
F, under the null hypothesis after appropriate scaling. We propose consistent estimators
for the scaling parameters, which rely exclusively on the eigenvalues of W5. 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 n; is comparable
to ny while also allowing p exceed ny. 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 Matriz Theory (RMT) perspective, this work is the first to

establish the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution for the extreme eigenvalue of a regu-



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
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 Wy, and establishes the
consistency of the proposed approach. Applications to GLHT and TECM are discussed in
Section [}, 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 F is asymmetric, making it technically more convenient to analyze a symmetric dual

matrix of the form Fy = UTZ"G'ZU,, where

G, = ZU,U; Z" + 23, .

Here, Uy and U, are p x n; and p x ngy scaled orthogonal matrices satisfying UlUlT = nl_lPl

and U,UJ = ny ' Py. Tt is straightforward to see that F' shares the same nonzero eigenvalues



as F. Thus, for technical convenience, we focus our analysis on F.

Definition 2.1 (Empirical Spectral Distribution). For any p x p matriz A with real-valued
eigenvalues, denote (;(A) to be the j-th largest eigenvalue of A and specifically lyax(A) =

(1(A) and lpin(A) = £,(A). Define the Empirical Spectral Distribution (ESD) FA of A by

FA(r) = Z O,(4)(T)5

where §,(y) = 1 if x <y and 0 otherwise.
Under the framework , the following basic assumptions are employed.

C1 (High-dimensional regime) We assume p, ny, ny, ng grow to infinity simultaneously in
the sense that p/ny — 47, p/ni — 11 p/na — 72, where yp,71,72 € (0,90) are
constants. Also, n1 + ny < np. Moreover, we assume the convergence rate is such

that p*®|p/ny —n| — 0 and p**|p/ny — 75| — 0.
C2 (Moments conditions) E|z;|* < oo for any k > 2.
C3 (Boundedness of spectrum) lim inf, . £imin(3,) > 0 and limsup,,_, . fmax(X,) < .

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

F*» with compact support in (0, 0), such that
pPDy (F¥ F**) -0, asp— o,

where Dy, (F}, F») denotes the Wasserstein distance between distributions F; and F5,

defined as

Dw(Fy, Fy) = sgp {deFl — deFg

: fis 1- Lipschitz} .
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C5 (Asymptotic stability of edge eigenvalues) Denote the rightmost edge point of the

support of F** to be opyax. That is, opax = inf{z € R: F¥*(z) = 1}. We assume

n2/3‘£max(2p) - O'max’ — 0.

Additionally, if 0yay is a point of discontinuity of F>*, we assume F>? ({{yax(3,)}) —

FEOO({Umax})-

C6 (Regular edge) We assume F>* is regular near o,,,x in the sense of Definition [2.7| (see

Section .

defines the asymptotic regime where dimensionality p, the sample size np, degrees
of freedom ny, and ny grow proportionately. As stated in [C2] our asymptotic results
only require moment conditions. is a standard assumption in the RMT literature,
ensuring that eigenvalue bounds are obtainable. ensures that the bulk spectrum of X,
characterized by its ESD stablizes at a deterministic limit as p increases. While offers
limited insight into the edge eigenvalue, ensures that the largest eigenvalue of ¥, also
stablizes at the rightmost support edge of F'>=. The details of are given in Section .

It is worth mentioning that excludes the possibility that a fixed number of eigen-
values of 3, remain outside the support of F>=. 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]



2.1 Preliminary results

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

Marcenko-Pastur law for the ESD of G, and the matrix

W, = U275, ZU,.

The matrix Wg is the companion matrix of Wy in the sense that Wg shares the same
nonzero eigenvalues as Wy, differing only by |p — ns| additional zeros in their spectra.
Consequently, the ESD of Wg and W3 can be easily reconstructed from one another. For
mathematical convenience, we focus on the asymptotics of F W2 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 ¢(-) of any function F' of bounded variation on R is

defined as:

©(2) =JOO dF(a:)’ 2eCt:={E+in:n> 0}.

e T— 2
Note that ¢ 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 v > 0, the renowned
Marcenko-Pastur equation in RMT defined on z € C* is expressed as

1 TdF(T)
-y [ 220 (5)
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Lemma 2.2. Under the conditions on F and -, for any z € C*, there exists a unique
solution ¢ = ¢(z) € C* to Eq. (). The function ¢(z) is the Stieltjes transform of a

probability measure with bounded support in [0, c0).

Unfortunately, except in extreme cases where F' has a simple structure, there is no explicit
closed-form solution for ¢, p(z) or the associated probability distribution. For further

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

Lemma 2.3 (Marcenko-Pastur Theorem). Assume that conditions hold. Asp —
o0, the ESD FW: converges pointwise almost surely to VW at all points of continuity of W,
where YW 1is the probability measure associated with ., pse .

Moreover, for any z € C*, let p(z) be the Stieltjes transform of W2 That is,

p(z) =

JdFWQ(T) 18 1
T—Z n2 5 £;(Ws) — 2

For any closed and bounded region Z < Ct and any fixed k € N, we have

~ P
Su§p2/3|90(’“)(2) — W () 0.
zZE

Following immediately from Lemma the Marcenko-Pastur equation holds ap-

proximately at ¢(z) in the sense that

1 p TdFEOC(T)i)
3] AT O ©)

uniformly for z € Z. This result serves as the foundation for the estimation method
proposed in Section [3]

Next, we analyze the limiting ESD of G,. For any fixed A\ > 0, consider the following

11



equation defined for z € C*

TdFE"O()
¢= JT{ [14920] ' —2}+ X 0

Lemma 2.4. Let F'** be any compactly supported probability measure that is non-degenerate
to zero. For any given z € C*, there exists a unique solution ¢ = ¢(z) € C* to Eq. @
The function ¢(z) is the Stieltjes transform of a probability measure with bounded support

n (0,00), henceforth denoted by Gy.

Theorem 2.5 (Generalized Marcenko-Pastur Theorem of G)). Suppose hold. Fix
A > 0. Asp — o0, the ESD F& of G, converges pointwise almost surely to Gy at all

points of continuity of Gy.

While Eq. 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
2z € C*, define

h=h(z)=2z—[1+7¢(z)]"

Then, Eq. can be rewritten as

S (= ®

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

(8)-

Lastly, we consider the extension of ¢(z) to the real line.

Lemma 2.6. Under the conditions of Lemma[2.4), the measure Gy is compactly supported

n (0,00). Denote the leftmost edge of the support of Gy by p = py, i.e., p = sup{x € R :

12



Ga(z) = 0}. The following results hold:

(i) We have p > 0, and for any x € [0, p),

}Cigl &(z) == s(x) ewists and is real-valued.
S —>T

Moreover, the following relationship holds:

d
s = [ aeqo (9)
T—x

(it) From Eq (9), s(x) is analytic on [0, p), and its kth derivative satisfies s*)(x) > 0 for
any k € N and x € [0,p). This implies that s*)(x) is monotonically increasing on

[0, p) 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 £max(Fx) (or equivalently £nay(Fy)) after appropri-
ate scaling. All quantities introduced in this section may depend on (71, v, F¥*, \). 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 F>=. Recall that o,y is the rightmost

edge point of the support of F¥*. For h € (—0, \/omax), define

x(h) = h+ [1+72f”)l\F_—Ei§LT)]_1.

It can be viewed as an extension of Eq. when h € C* approaches the real line.

13



Definition 2.7. We say that F** is regular near o, if any of the following holds:
(i) F== is discontinuous at omayx and Wmaxye # 1, where Wpax = F=° ({0max})-
(ii) F¥* is continuous at Omax, and there exists hg < \/Omax such that x'(hg) = 0.

We claim that the regularity conditions are mild in the sense that F'>» is discrete for any
finite p, and any continuous probability measure can be well-approximated by a discrete
one. Under this condition, G, is well-behaved near p in the following sense: either p is a
discrete point of Gy, or the density fg of G\ exhibits a square-root behavior near p. The
former case occurs when wp.cy2 > 1; otherwise, the latter applies. Specifically, in the latter

case, there exist positive constants (', Cs, and € such that

Civr —p < fg(z) < Co/a —p, forze(p,p+e).

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 G, near p.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose the conditions in Lemma hold, and further assume that F>= is

reqular near oyay. Then, s'(x) — o0 as z 1 p.

Our main theorem is presented as follows.
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Theorem 2.9. Suppose that [CIHCE| hold. For any fized X > 0, as p — o0, the asymptotic

distribution of the largest eigenvalue of Fy (or equivalently ]?‘,\) 15 given by

P23

@—Q(Emax(m _ @1> — TW,, (11)

where TW, denotes the Tracy-Widom distribution of type 1, and = indicates convergence
in distribution. The centering and scaling parameters ©1 and O are determined as follows.

Define (B to be the unique solution in (0, p) to

2. _i
Bs'(8) = — (12)

By Lemma |2.8, such a solution (8 exists and is unique. Then,

01 = 3[1+8s(5)], (13)
3 9 1/3
@r-%ﬂm+%]. (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, |2000).

Remark 2.11. Unlike the O(p) scaling observed in classical extreme value theory for i.i.d.
random variables with appropriate tail behavior, the normalized largest eigenvalue of Fy
fluctuates on the O(p*?) 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 O(p*?) 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 A = 0 and v» < 1, the matriz ¥ reduces to the classical F-matrix.
Han et al.| [2018] established the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distribution for the largest eigen-
value of an F-matriz in that setting. Theorem[2.9 can be viewed as a generalization of [Han

et al.| [2018] to A > 0 and an arbitrary covariance matriz X,,.

Remark 2.13. Theorem can be generalized to the joint asymptotic distribution of the
first k largest eigenvalues of Fy. Specifically, under [CIHC6| for any fized integer k and

A >0, we have

P23 P
limP _<€1(F)\)_@l> <t1,,—<€k(F)\)—@1> <tk
p—0 @2 @2
P23 p3 (15)
p=® T T
for any t1,... 4, € R. Here, {$9F denotes the k-th largest eigenvalue of a p x p matriz

from the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE).

3 Estimation

In this section, we develop an estimation procedure for the centering and scaling parameters
©; and ©,. The proposed estimators leverage the eigenvalues of W5 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 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 v; and v, are estimated as 41 = p/n;
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and 45 = p/ns, respectively, without further elaboration.

3.1 Problem formulation

The estimation of ©; and ©, necessitates the precise estimation of the edge p and the
function s(x) along with its derivatives on the interval [0, p). Although s(x) is formally
defined as the extension of the Stieltjes transform ¢(z) 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 p and s(x) can be

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

Lemma 3.1. Assume that F** is reqular near oma.y as defined in Definition . If there
exists hg < \/Omax such that z'(hg) = 0, then the edge p is given by p = x(ho) > N\/Omax;

otherwise, p = \/Omax-

Corollary 3.2. Consider the case where omay is a point of discontinuity of F**, and recall

that Wmax = F=*({omax}). The edge p is determined as follows:

(1) If Yowmax < 1, there exists hy < A/Omax such that x'(hg) = 0. In this case, p =

x(ho) > N Omax, and p is a point of continuity of G.

i1) If Yowmax > 1, we have x'(h) > 0 for any h € (0,\/omax). We have p = N opax, and
(i) If y p

p 1s a point of discontinuity of Gy.

Define the auxiliary functions on h € (—00, A\/0yax) as

T dF=* (1) ,
Hi(h) = Jm> J=12.3.

With the definition, z(h) = h + [1 + yH1(h)]™" and 2/(h) = 1 — 1|1 + v H (k)] ?Ha(h).
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Theorem 3.3. Assume that F>* is reqular near omax as defined in Definition . Fiz

any o € [0, p). Then, s(xg) is determined as

1 1
s(xg) = — -1/,
(0> 72<$0—h0 )

where hg is the unique solution in (—00, A\/Omax) to

Xo = ho + [1 + VQHl(ho)]_l,

(16)
1-— ’72[1 + 727'[1(h0)]727'[2(h0) > 0.
Furthermore, the derivatives s'(xg) and s"(xq) are determined as:
1
S S
72
(o) = — 2
) = T st ? -

s'(wo) = Ha(g(wo)) (((w0)s'(w0) + 1),

_2(’728'(550))2
(1 + 725(20)))

(o) = 2 (C(w0)s (w0) + 1)° Ha(g(w0)) + Halg(x0))| ; + C(e0)s"(20) |

It is worth noting that the third equation in (17)) is linear in s'(zg), given s(xo) and Hs(-).
Similarly, the last equation in is linear in s”(xy), given s(xzg), s'(zo), Ha(:), and Hs(:).

The following lemma is useful for the numerical computation of s(z).

Lemma 3.4. Under the conditions of Theorem the derivative 2'(h) = 1 — [l +

YoH1(h)]2Ha(h) is monotonically decreasing on (—o0, \/Tmax)-

This result implies that z(h) is either strictly increasing on (—o00, A\/o.x) or exhibits a
single concave-down peak within this interval. If zo = h+ [1 +72H;(h)] ™! has two distinct

roots, Eq. indicates that hy corresponds to the smaller root.
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Through the results in Theorem , we can transform the problem of estimating s(x),
s'(z), and s”(z) into the task of estimating H;(h) for j = 1,2,3 over h € (—00, \/Omax). To

this end, we revisit Lemma and Eq. @, which together suggest that:

T dF>*(7) < L
“2E) = | T s A T
Ha(=h0(2) JA ARG Me | Mep(a)
T?dF(r) 1 =
A+ AR T Nad(z)  ARa@(2)

M) - | ¢

Here, we are extending the definition of H;(h) to the complex domain. The second result
is obtained by differentiating both sides of Eq. @ Notably, ¢(z) solely relies on the

eigenvalues of Wy as
SO Q. ith £;(Ws) — 0 if j >
2)=— ) ———, Wi ; =01 .
14 o =1 EJ(WQ) —Z J 2 J p

This observation motivates the following strategy for estimating #;(y) for j = 1,2, 3.
For general F'>*_ it can be approximated by a weighted sum of point masses, expressed

as:

K
F>* (1) ~ Z Wi0q,, (T),
k=1

where {03}, is a grid of points chosen to densely cover the support of F** and wy are
weights satisfying wy, > 0 and Zszl wy, = 1. The grid {o}}X | is user-selected and fixed
throughout the estimation procedure, while the weights w; are model parameters. This
approach was introduced in [El Karoui| [2008] and later generalized in|Ledoit and Wolf [2012].

The recommended choice of the grid {o}£ | is discussed in Section . Accordingly, the
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integrals can be approximated as:

For z € C*, define:

1 1
AN (z) Me(2)

a z 1 ~
z)=—+ ———, and z
Q) Mo Aed(2) Qa(2)

Consider a grid of points z in C*, denoted by {2;}/_,. The recommended choice of {z;}!_; is
provided in Section of the Supplementary Materials. We select the weights wy, such that
Q](zz) approximately matches 7:[j(—)\g23(zi), wi,...,wg) foralli=1,2,..., I, and j = 1,2.

Further details are presented in the following sections.

3.2 The algorithm

Given the grids {o}}X | and {z;}/_,, define the loss function as

Loo(ws, - -, wi) = max max{|R(e;)|, [S(ey)l}, where

LI =1,2.

We choose the weights as

(W) = arg | min Lo, wk),

The main motivation for choosing the L, type loss is that given the point masses {o%}1* |,
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Algorithm 1 Linear Programming Formulation for Selecting Weights

Input: A grid of masses o01,...,0k; a grid of points 21, ..., 2; eigenvalues ¢;’s of Wy;
regularization parameter \.
Calculation: Compute

. Qj(zz) 1 i akwk

ey = —2 - ‘ i=1,...,1j=1,2
TR 1Qs(z)| A (orAd(z) + A
Optimization: Find the optimal (wy, ..., wg,d) through the linear programming
minimize 0
0, w1,...,wWK
subject to —0 < R(e;;) <6, Vi=1,...,1;5=1,2,
< Ses) <0, Yi=1,...,I;j=12,
we =0, Yk=1,... K,
and wy + wy + -+ + Wi =

Truncation: To mitigate the effect of floating-point errors, truncate the optimal weight
wy to wg x 1(wy > K~1107%) and rescale the truncated weights to be of sum one. The
recommended choice of d is d = 2.

Output: All postive weights wy, ..., wg, the associated masses 71, ...,65 and loss 6.

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 wy,...,wp and the

associated point masses are 1 > g > --- > d5. We estimate H;(h) by

B
9y . W0y, . A
%y(h)—k;m, j—1,2,3, 0<h<)\/0’1

Given 7:[j(-), j = 1,2, 3, the estimation of s(x) and its derivatives over the domain [0, p)
can be performed efficiently by leveraging its inherent smoothness. First of all, following
Corollary [3.2] the estimator p of p is obtained in Algorithm 2} Secondly, note that
defines an ordinary differential equation (ODE) system. We propose to estimate s(z), s'(z),
s"(x) by solving this ODE, as detailed in Algorithm [3]

Following Algorithmand Algorithm , we estimate (3 by B, which is the unique solution
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Algorithm 2 Estimation of p

Input: A, 7—21(-), 7:[2(-), largest point-mass 1, the associated weight wq;
Case 1: If Aoy = 1, p = \/dy; R
Case 2: Otherwise, solve for the unique root h in (—o0, A/éy) to

’?27:12A(h) _
(14 A2H1(h))?

The function on the left-hand side is monotonically increasing on (—oo, \/d7). The
equation can be solved using Newton’s method with an initial value pre-selected through
grid search. Then, p = h + [1 + Ao, (—h)] L.

Output: Estimated edge p.

on (0,p) to 328 (8) = 1/91. Then, ©; and O, are estimated as:

= =[14483(3)] and 6, = [71 B + ; ]1/3. (18)

Q>I —

Algorithm 3 ODE Formulation For Estimation of s(z), s'(x), and s"(z)

Input: p, 7%1() 7:12() 7:[3()

Initial: Find s as the unique solution to H, <1+71 S) = s and 72?-[2 (1er s) < (14 498)2

ODE: On z € [0, p), solve the following ODE with the initial $(0) = s:

Output: Estimated functions: §(x), §'(z), §"(x) on [0, p).

The implementation details of the algorithms are presented in Section of the Sup-
plementary Materials.

In Algorithm (1}, the choice of the Lo, type loss function leads to a linear programming
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problem. Alternative convex loss functions, such as the Ls-norm, can also be considered,
transforming the optimization into a general convex problem. However, our numerical
studies indicate that the Lo-loss provides no significant advantage over the Ly-loss. Given
that linear programming is computationally more efficient, we recommend the use of the
Lo-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 7:[3(y), we may want to ensure that the
second-order derivative of Q(z) matches those of H;(—A@(2)). Since the derivatives are
also linear in the weights wy, it is straightforward to regularize the problem and add such
constraints. Our numerical studies suggest that when 9, is relatively small (e.g., 7o < 1),
incorporating constraints on the second-order derivative of #;(—A@(z)) can slightly im-
prove the estimation accuracy of ©; and O,. However, when 4, is relatively large (e.g.,
A2 = 5), such constraints tend to reduce estimation precision. This is mainly because the
accuracy of ¢”(z), which serve as the estimator of ¢”(z), diminishes when p becomes much
larger than ns.

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 F>
by employing a combination of smooth basis functions and point masses, our focus is
fundamentally different. In the context of estimating s(x), the smoothness of F** is not a
primary concern. Consequently, we adopt a simpler approach by approximating F*= 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

23



of o, 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 Ql and ;. In contrast, our method explicitly penalizes the

discrepancy between Qg and s, as accurate estimation of s 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 = {t1,ts,t3,...}, define the corresponding

grid size as size(J) = supy, |ty — tgp_1]-

Definition 3.6. A grid R of real numbers is said to cover a compact interval [a, b] if there
exists at least one ty, € R with t, < a and at least another ty € J with ty = b. A sequence of
grids {R,,,m = 1,2,3,...} is said to eventually cover a compact interval [a,b] if for every

€ > 0 there exists M such that R, covers the compact interval [a + €,b— €| for allm = M.

Theorem 3.7. Suppose that hold. Assume that R, = {op1,0p2,...}, for p =
1,2,..., is a sequence of grids on the real line that eventually covers [0, Omax ], with size(R,) =

o(p~2/). Suppose that Jp = {zp1, 22, ... }, forp=1,2,..., is a sequence of grids.

(i) Let Fp denote the estimated measure obtained from Algom'thm using the inputs

{on} = R, and {z;} = J,. If J, is such that for some v > 0,

sup inf [z — o(y)| = o(p™?), (19)

zeD(v) Y€Jp
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where D(v) is the closed half-disk in C* centered at 0 with radius v. Then, there

exists a constant C such that for any T > 3

0(1 + V) —2/3 O

Dy (E,, F¥*) < —p P exp(T)0, + —

v

where 6, 1s such that 0, 50, as p— .

1) Let hg be the solution to Fq. (16) when xo = (. If J, is such that there exists ¢ > 0
B p
such that {¢©(y), y € J,} eventually covers [—hg/A\—e,—hg/A+¢|. Then, the proposed

estimators © and O, obtained using the inputs {0} = R, and {2} = J,, satisfy:

p2/3|@1 — @1| i) 0 and |ég — @2| L 0.

Lemma 3.8. For any v, 72, A\, and F¥* satisfying there exists v > 0 and a

sequence of grids {J,} such that Condition 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(p~2/3) consistency, provided that {p(y),y € J,} is dense around
—hg/A. We can find a sequence of J, satisfying the condition when 3 is not excessively
close to p. The positioning of 3 is influenced by the parameters v; and ;. Specifically, 3

approaches 0, as v; grows. Reversely, for small v, 3 is close to p.

Lemma 3.9. Fiz any 7, \, and F** satz’sfymg. There exists %O) such that for any

v o> %0)7 we can find a sequence of grids {.J,} such that the condition in (ii) of Theorem

is satisfied.
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Lemma indicates that the condition in (ii) of Theorem can be satisfied when
v1 is large. This scenario corresponds to the regime where ns is large and n; is relatively
small compared to p. The numerical simulation results reported in Table and Table
support these findings, showing that the estimation precision decreases as p/ns in-
creases or as p/n; 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 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 X, satisfy . Additionally, we assume

lim inf £y, (n' XXT) >0,

p—0

lim inf £y, (CT (07! XXT)71C) > 0.

p—®0

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

Recall the specification of W; and Wy in Eq. . Under Gaussianity and the null
hypothesis, W; and W3 are independent Wishart matrices: ny Wy ~ Wishart(X,,n,) and
naWsy ~ Wishart(3,, ne). To further clarify, Wy serves as an unbiased estimator of X,

while W quantifies the departure of the observations from the null hypothesis. Specifically,
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W, can be expressed as W, = ny ' BC[CT(XXT)~1C]~*(BC)7, where BC is the ordinary
least squares estimator of BC. For additional details, we refer readers to Chapter 10 of

Muirhead| [2009].

Given X\ > 0, the proposed ridge-regularized F-matrix is constructed as

1 1 -1
F) = Wi (W, +\)"' = =55y (—SSRQS + Mp) .

ni ng

To test the hypothesis Hy : BC' = 0 against H, : BC' # 0, the proposed ridge-regularized

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

) 2/3 .
VD (Fy) 1= pé—{fmax(FA) — 6, > TW(1 - ),

2

where TW; (1 — «) is the (1 — «) x 100% quantile of the Tracy-Widom distribution of
type 1 and the estimated parameters (:)1()\) and (:)2()\) are obtained following the proposed

method in Section |3| using the eigenvalues of Wy = n; 1S SRes.

Lemma 4.1 (GLHT: Asymptotic type I error rate). Assume that the conditions in this
section are satisfied. Suppose that 0, -0, = op(p~?3) and Oy — Oy = op(1). Then, for

any fired A >0 and 0 < o < 1, the type I error rate of the proposed decision rule satisfies
P (EmaX(FA) > TW,(1 - ) | BC = o) —

as p,ny,ny — o0 simultaneously as in [C1].

Lemma 4.2 (GLHT: Asymptotic power). Assume the same conditions as in Lemma [4.1]
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Under H,, suppose BC' is such that
1
— L (BC(CT(XXT)™HC)'CTBT) = O((log p)°),
1

for some ¢ > 0. Then, for any fired A > 0 and o € (0,1), the power given BC' of the

proposed decision rule is such that as p,ny,ng — o simultaneously as in[C1],

P <@maX(FA) > TW,(1 —a) | BC) S

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 of the Supplementary Materials.

5.1 Estimation precision

The numerical performance of the proposed estimation method is evaluated in this section.
We implement Algorithms , , and |3| using the eigenvalues of Wy = ng 1211,/ QZPQZTZ;)/ 2,
where P; is a randomly chosen projection matrix of rank ny. The estimated curves §(z),
§(z), and §"(z) 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 py. This
suggests that the estimators ©; and O, remain reliable unless f is near p. Since (3 satisfies

B%s'(8) = 1/71, B approaches p only when 7, is small, implying n; is significantly larger
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than p. However, this scenario falls outside the high-dimensional regime where n; and p

are comparable, as assumed in

254 100
15000
754

2.0
10000 A

50 o

5000 4
25+

1.0

0
T T T T T 0~ T T T T T T T T T
0.000 0.025 0.050 0.075 0.100 0.000 0.025 0.050 0.075 0.100 0.000 0.025 0.050 0.075 0.100

Figure 5.1: The estimated s(z), s'(x) and s”(x) (from left to right) when 3, is Poly-Decay,
¥ =5, A = 0.5. Red: the true functions; Black: 5% and 95% pointwise percentile bands
of the estimated functions.

The estimation accuracy of él and (3)2 is summarized in Table and Table
of the Supplementary Materials. Specifically, Table reports the mean and standard
deviation of the scaled estimation error p?3|@; — ©;|/6,. In nearly all settings, the mean
error remains below 0.3. Table provides the mean and standard deviation of |©5—©,|,
with the mean error controlled below 0.05 in most cases. Overall, as p/ny increases or as
p/ny decreases, the estimation accuracy decreases. Notably, the choice of A does not sig-
nificantly affect the accuracy. The method performs worst under the Toeplitz setting. The
density curves of the estimation errors for ©, are displayed in Figure[5.2|for a representative

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

6

-0.50 -0.25 0.00 0.25 0.5( 0.4 0.2 00 02

Figure 5.2: Density of p?*(©; — ©,)/0, when %, is Factor-model. From left to right:
1 =2, 11 = 292, Y1 = 5Ye. Line type: 42 = 0.5 (solid), 2 (dashed), 5 (dotted). Color:
A =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 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 ¢,.(F)) and the version normalized using the true

parameters is minimal.

03
034

024 0.2

0.14 0.1

0.04 0.0

-4 -2 0 2 -5.0 -25 0.0 25 -2.5 0.0 25 5.0

Figure 5.3: Empirical density of £, (F»). From left to right: 42 = 0.5,2,5, while 43 = 1,
A =1, ¥, is Factor-model. Red lines: normalized with estimated parameters; Blue lines:
normalized with true parameters; Black and dashed: pdf of TW; (baseline).

Table reports the empirical size at the asymptotic 5% level of the decision rule
émaX(FA) > TW,(0.95), where lfmax(FA) is the normalized largest root with estimated pa-

rameters ©; and ©,. 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 of

the Supplementary Materials.
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Size x 100% ’3’2 = 0.5 "AYQ =2 ’A}/Q =35

> X /= 1 2 5 1 2 5 1 2 5
0.5 3.82 4.48 398 4.12 428 4.16 4.04 4.24 4.28
Poly-Decay 1 3.76 4.40 3.86 4.06 3.74 4.32 4.06 4.16 4.08
1.5 3.86 420 3.80 4.30 3.88 4.40 4.04 4.32 4.08

. 0.5 450 4.58 4.44 4.34 4.38 4.10 4.24 4.38 4.12
Toeplitz 1 426 454 4.14 422 4.00 420 4.20 4.46 4.04
1.5 4.48 4.80 4.08 4.10 390 420 4.16 4.38 3.86

0.5 458 4.44 4.16 4.62 4.22 410 4.60 4.42 4.54

Factor 1 3.68 3.74 3776 4.38 4.14 426 4.40 4.34 4.56
1.5 3.78 3.84 380 4.02 390 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 o = 0.05. Empirical power curves versus the signal
strength parameter £ are shown in Figure when 44 /92 = 1. The results under other
settings are reported in Section 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 \ within an appropriate range.

1.00 1.004 1.00
0.75 0.754 0.75
0.50 0.501 0.50
0.25 0.254 0.25
o N . . . . 0.004 . . - -

6oo 0.025 0.650 0.0675 o0.1700 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06

Figure 5.4: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: 45 = 0.5,2,5, while
/%2 = 1, ¥, is Poly-Decay. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines: A\ = 1.5.

0.00 0.02 0.04
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- , - - . . - . - - 0.00+ . . - - -
0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04

Figure 5.5: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: 49 = 0.5,2, 5, while
1/%2 = 1, ¥, is Toeplitz. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines: A = 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 A. Moreover, it could facilitate
the development of a principled approach for selecting A 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

Implementation details for Algorithm [1 The recommended choice of the grid {o}}5 | is
equally spaced on [ZM, ZI], with K &~ 500. The choice of K strikes a balance between com-
putational efficiency and estimation accuracy. The recommended choice of {z;}/_; is such
that R($(z)) are evenly spaced on [¢(1.050,), (=), and (@(z)) = 1072 x I, We can
first select ¢(z;) and numerically find the corresponding z; 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 (< 10 seconds).

Implementation details for Algorithm[3 The proposed ODE requires high accuracy on the
initial condition $(0). We propose using Newton-Raphson method to find §(0), starting
from the initial point 1/(A@(—A)) — 1/9. 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.



S.2 Application to testing equality of two covariance
matrices against a one-sided alternative

Consider two independent p-variate samples {Y1;,1 < j < n@y} and {Y2;,1 < j < ng)},

following the model:

}ﬁjZMl—i‘ij‘i‘E;/zle, J=1...,nq, 1)

Yy = pp + 2110/222]', J=1...,n@),

where p; and pp are unknown nonrandom mean vectors; Zy;, Zs;, and §; are independent
random vectors with mean 0 and variance 1 for each entry; L is an unknown nonrandom
p x p loading matrix; and X, is an arbitrary positive definite noise covariance matrix. We
assume that the entries of Z;; and X, satisfy [C2{C6]|

Under this model, the covariance matrix of the Yy;’s is ¥;, = LLT + ¥, while the
covariance matrix of the Y5;’s is X9, = ¥,,. 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:
Hy:LLT =0 versus H,:LL' #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 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 {Y};} sample when a noise-only sample {Y3;} is available.
In a high-dimensional setting, where p is comparable to n) and n(,), we propose testing
the null hypothesis using the largest eigenvalue of the ridge-regularized F-matrix F) =

S1(Sy + AL,)~t, where S; and Sy are the sample covariance matrices of the two samples,



given by:

1 "W - -
S =— Y (Y, — Y1) (Y — V)T,
1 ”13'21( 1 — Y1) (Y1 — Y1)
1@
Y - \T
Sy =— ) (Yo =¥3)(¥s; = Y2 )"
No <
7j=1
Here, Y;. and Y, are the sample means of the respective samples, n; = nay — 1 and

ny = ng) — 1. It is straightforward to verify that, under the null hypothesis Hj : LLT =0,
the sample covariance matrices W; = 57 and Wy = S5 conform to the unified framework

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

R 2/3 .
gmaX(F)\) = ]z:)_{gma){(F)\) — @1} > TW1(1 — CL’),
2

where the estimated parameters ©(\) and ©4(\) are obtained following the method in

Section [3| using the eigenvalues of Wy = S,.

Lemma S.2.1 (TECM: Asymptotic type I error). Assume the conditions in this section
are satisfied. Suppose that 0,-06, = op(p~?3) and Oy — Oy = op(1). Then, for any fized

A >0 and a € (0,1), the type I error rate for the proposed decision rule is such that
P(fmax(FA) > TW,(1—«) | LLT = o) o,

as p,ny,ny — o0 simultaneously as in [C1].

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

S.2.1. Under H,, assume LLT is such that as p — o0,
gmax(LLT) = O((lng)C),

for some ¢ > 0. Then, for any fired X\ > 0 and a € (0,1), the power given LLT of the



proposed decision rule is such that
]P’(T(A) > TW,(1 - a) | LLT) 1,

as p,ni,ng — oo 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 || 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 ny = 500, the dimension p is set to 250, 1000, or 2500, corresponding to 4, = 0.5,
2, and 5.

(iii) Three cases are considered for 41: 41 = 42, 292, or 59s, corresponding to ny = ng,

0.5n9, or 0.2ns.
(iv) The eigenvalues 7; of 3, are set according to three models:
(a) Poly-Decay: 7; = 0.01 + (0.1 +p—5)% j = 1,...,p, representing polynomial
decay.
(b) Toeplitz: ¥, is a Toeplitz matrix with (4, j)-th entry 0.3 fori,j =1,... p.

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

model. The first five eigenvalues are spikes: 7; = (2.2 —0.2j)7g, for j = 1,....5.



All models are normalized so that tr(3,) = p.

(v) The regularization parameter \ is set to 0.5, 1, or 1.5. Given that p~'tr(Wy) ~
p~'tr(3,) = 1, these choices for A are approximately around the mean of the empirical

eigenvalues.

Notably, the Factor-model represents a setting in which Condition [CHlis violated. Throughtout,

Algorithms [1] 2] [3] are implemented with the recommended configurations in Section [S.1}

S.3.2 Empirical null distribution: additional details

03

0.2

0.0
50 25 00 25 50 25 00 25 50 3 0 3 6

Figure S.3.1: Empirical density of /;,ax(Fy). From left to right: 45 = 0.5,2,5, while 41 = 1,
A = 0.5, ¥, is Poly-Decay. Red lines: normalized with estimated parameters; Blue lines:
normalized with true parameters; Black and dashed: pdf of TW; (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 + Ezl,/ 7 as in the introduction. While ni, No,
p, Z and %, follow configurations (i)-(v), X is a ny x (n; + ng) matrix whose entries
are iid N(0,1). The coefficient matrix B is assumed to be of low rank with its first
column drawn from N(0,£?) and all other columns set to zero. The parameter £
controls the signal strength. We test Hy : B = 0 against H, : B # 0. This setting

corresponds to a low-rank signal detection problem.

TECM Under the observation model (S.1), assume ny, ng, p, Z and ¥, follow configura-

tions (i)-(v) and gy = po = 0. The entries of S; follow the same distribution as those

5
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of Z. The loading matrix L is assumed to be of low rank with its first column drawn

from N(0,£?) and all other columns set to zero. The parameter £ controls the signal

strength.
1.00 1.00 1.00
0.75 0.75 0.75
0.50 0.50 0.50
0.25 0.25 0.25
00+, . . . . 0.00+ . . . 0.00+ . .
0.000 0.025 0.050 0.075 0.100 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.00 0.02 0.04

Figure S.3.2: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: 49 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41/92 = 1, £, is Factor-Model. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines:
A= 1.5.
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Figure S.3.3: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: 4, = 0.5,2,5,
while 41 /9, = 1, 3, is Poly-Decay. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines:
A=1.5.
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Figure S.3.4: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: 45 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41 /9, = 1, ¥, is Toeplitz. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines: A = 1.5.
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Figure S.3.5: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: 45 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41/92 = 1, 3, is Factor-Model. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines:
A= 1.5.
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Figure S.3.6: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: 49 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41/9, = 2, ¥, is Poly-Decay. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines:
A= 1.5.
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Figure S.3.7: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: 49 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41 /9 = 2, ¥, is Toeplitz. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines: A = 1.5.
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Figure S.3.8: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: 49 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41/92 = 2, 3, is Factor-Model. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines:
A= 1.5.
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Figure S.3.9: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: 49 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41/, = 5, ¥, is Poly-Decay. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines:
A= 1.5.
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Figure S.3.10: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: 4 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41 /49, = 5, ¥, is Toeplitz. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines: A = 1.5.
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Figure S.3.11: Empirical power under GLHT settings. From left to right: 4 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41/92 = 5, 3, is Factor-Model. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines:
A= 1.5.
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Figure S.3.12: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: 45 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41/9, = 2, ¥, is Poly-Decay. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines:
A= 1.5.
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Figure S.3.13: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: 45 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41 /9 = 2, ¥, is Toeplitz. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines: A = 1.5.
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Figure S.3.14: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: 45 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41/92 = 2, 3, is Factor-Model. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines:
A= 1.5.
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Figure S.3.15: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: 45 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41/, = 5, ¥, is Poly-Decay. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines:
A= 1.5.
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Figure S.3.16: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: 45 = 0.5,2,5,
while 41 /92 = 5, ¥, is Toeplitz. Red lines: A\ = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines: A = 1.5.
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Figure S.3.17: Empirical power under TECM settings. From left to right: 45 = 0.5,2,5,
while 4, /92 = 5, ¥, is Factor-Model. Red lines: A = 0.5; Black lines: A = 1; Blue lines:
A= 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 ny = 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 x 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-

14



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:
Y; = Bo+ Bl Ly + -+ + L L, + B15SCi + fiD; + 2.2 Z;. (S.2)

where (i) Y; is the vector of 127 behavioral scores of subject 4; (ii) Ly (7 = 1,...,14)
represents the cerebral measurements vector of the surface regions belonging to lobe j for
subject ¢, 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) SC; contains the
volume measurements of 40 subcortical regions of subject i; (iv) D; are age and gender
group dummy variables of subject 2. 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 Y; is p = 127 and the sample size is ny = 1113. We are interested
in testing the joint significance of all variables associated with each cerebral lobe. Namely,
we test Hy : 8; = 0 against H,, : 3; # 0, for each j = 1,...,14. The proposed test procedure
in Section {4 is applied, with A = 0.5m, m or 1.5m, where m is the average of eigenvalues
of W,. The p-values are reported in Table

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 Am =05 ANm=1 ANm=15

Left Temporal Lobe Medial Aspect 0.070 0.020 0.009
Ri%ht 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
Ri%ht Parietal Lobe 0.365 0.337 0.338
Left Occipital Lobe 0.786 0.759 0.725
Ri%ht 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 Marcenko-Pastur Equation and Eq. . Throughout this section,

Conditions [C6] are assumed and will not be explicitly restated.
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S.5.1 Basic definitions

Throughout, we use ¢, ¢, C, or C’ to denote a general constant that may vary from line
to line. We always use F = E(z) and 1 = n(z) 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 = (a;;) be a complex matriz. We define the

following norms

| Al = max [+*Az], [Ale = max|ayl, [Alr = +/tr(A4%),

|z =1

where A* is the conjugate transpose of a matriz 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 “¢ is bounded with high probability by ¢ up to small powers of n”.
Definition S.5.2 (Stochastic domination).

(i) Consider two families of nonnegative random variables
= (") meNueU™), (= ("(u):neNueUM),

where U™ s a possibly n-dependent parameter set. We say that & is stochastically

dominated by ¢, uniformly in u, if for all (small) € > 0 and (large) D > 0 we have

su%o) P [g(") (u) > n=¢™ (w)] <n P
ueUn

for large enough n = ng(e, D). Throughout this paper the stochastic domination will
always be uniform in all parameters (such as matriz indices, deterministic vectors,

and spectral parameters z in certain domain that are not explicitly fived. If & s
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stochastically dominated by C, uniformly in u, we use the notation & < (. Moreover,

if for some complex family & we have |£| < ¢ we also write £ = O(().

(i) We extend the definition of O(-) to matrices in the weak operator sense as follows.
Let A be a family of complex square random matrices and ¢ a family of nonnegative
random variables. Then we use A = O-(C) to mean [{v, Aw)| < (|v||w| uniformly

for all deterministic vectors v and w.

(71) If there exists a positive constant C' such that & < C(, then we write & < (. If further

there exists a positive constant C' such that { < C'&, then we write £ = (.

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

positive constant D, there exists ng(D) such that

P(AYY <n P for any n = ny(D).

S.5.2 Additional properties of the Marcenko-Pastur Equation

We present additional properties of the solution to the Marc¢enko-Pastur Equation (5]).
Applying Lemma with the population ESD being Gy(1/7) (the composition of the
inverse operator and G,) and the dimension-to-sample-size ratio being 7, we have that for

any z € C*, there is a unique solution ¢(z) in C* to

. _l dg)\(T)
i= ﬂlf (S.3)

T—l-q'

Moreover, ¢(z) is the Stieltjes transform of a probability measure, denoted to be F,, com-
pactly supported in (0, o).
Recall the definition of ¢(z): C* — C* as the Stieltjes transform of G, (See Lemma

2.4). That is,
o(z) = JM, ze Ct.

T—Z
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For convenience, we extend the definition of ¢(z) to z € C~ = {E +in : n < 0} by setting
o(2) = ¢(Z) if n < 0. By doing so, we can concisely write (S.3]) as

1
=T Ne(=4(2))-

Recall that s(z) is the extension of ¢(z) to the real line. Define the function

f(q) = —3 fys(—q), for ge (—p,0).

Recall the definition of § and ©; in Theorem [2.9, The following relationship holds. The

critical point of f(q) is —f since f'(—f3) = 1/8? — y15'(8) = 0. Moreover,

O, = f(-8) = E + ms(8).

Lemma S.5.4. The following results are known for F, and q(z).
(1) The rightmost edge of the support of F, is ©;.

(2) Fiz any small constant a > 0. Then, there exists a constant C > 0, depending on a,
such that
C<lq(z)| <C, and Sq(z) =C 'y,
for all z € C* satisfying a < |z] < a™ '
(8) There exists sufficiently small constants C > 0 and C' > 0 such that for all z €

{E+in : |[E—064]<C, 0<n<Cl}

inf |7+ q(2)] =,

TESg)\

where Sg, is the support of Gx. It indicates that the equation (S.3) is non-singular

near 0.
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(4) There exists an open ball of Oy (in C), say Ne, such that when z = E+in € Ng, nCF,

VE+n if E <O,

n
VR A+

ZfE > @1,

where k = |E — O].

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. when a small perturbation is added
to z and z is near ©,. For this purpose, we consider the following domains of z. For the

positive constants a and o', we define

D=D(a,d',ny) = {z=E+ineCt : |[E—0y <a, ny"* <n<1/d}. (S.4)

In the subsequent analysis, we shall always choose a and @’ to be such that Result (3) of
Lemma holds for all z € D.

The following lemma indicates that if a small perturbation is added to z when z € D,
Eq. is stable in the sense that ¢(z) 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. is strongly stable in the following
sense. Suppose that § : D — (0,0) satisfies p~2 < 6(z) < 1/log(p) for z € D and that
§ is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant p?. Suppose moreover that for each fized
z € D, the function n — §(E + in) is nonincreasing for n > 0. Suppose that u: D — C* is
the Stieltjes transform of a compactly supported probability measure. Let z € D and suppose

that
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where Z = —1/u(z) + v2d(—u(z)). Note that z = —1/q(2) + y20(—q(z)) and u(z) = ¢(2).

If 3z < 1, suppose also that

co

N (58:5)

lu—q| <

holds at z + ip~>. Here, k = |E — ©4|. Then, Eq. (S.5)) holds at z.

It is worth mentioning that if for some zg € D with n(zo) = 1, |2 — 20| < 0(20) is satisfied,

then Eq. (S.5) holds for all z in
{21 B(:) = Bz0), n(z0) = n(z) e p™*N} 1 D,

by induction.

S.5.3 Additional properties of the generalized Marcenk-Pastur

equation for G

In this subsection, we present additional properties of ¢(z). These results are analogous
to those for ¢(z) in Section [S.5.2] Recall that as in Lemma ¢(z) is the solution to Eq.

(7)), cited here for the readers’ convenience

B TdF>> (1)
o(z) = JT{[l +70(2)] "t =2+ A

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

ZZh(Z)-i-[l-i—’}/zj%]_l,

where h(z) = z — [1 + %0(2)] "
Recall that p is defined to be the leftmost edge of the support of G,. The following

basic properties of ¢(z) follow immediately from the arguments in Section 5 of |Li| [2024].
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Lemma S.5.6 (Charcterization of p). (1) If F** is continuous at omay and Case (ii) of
Deﬁm’tz’on is satisfied, then p > \/Omax and Gy is continuous at p. There exists a

netghborhood of p, say N, such that when E € N and n > 0,

VE+n if E>p,

_n_ '
o= if E < p,
where k = |E — p|.

(2) If F*= is discrete at omay as in Case (i) of Deﬁm’tion and additionally Yowmax < 1,

then the statements in (1) also hold.

(3) If F¥= is discrete at omay as in Case (i) of Deﬁm’tz’on and additionally Yowmax > 1,

then p = N owax. As z — p, Sé(z) diverges.

The expression of J¢(z) near p 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 in the rest of this section. For

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

around p with the imaginary part at least ng +a’ a9

Q=Qa,d,ny)={zeC" : |E|<a™!, E<p+a, ny'" <n<1/d}.
Secondly, we restrict the real part to be smaller than p and define
Q_=Q_(a,d,ny) ={2€Q(a,d',ny) : E < p}.
Thirdly, we define a domain that is away from the support of G, as

Quway = Quway(a,0',1m2) = {z€ C* : a < dist(2,7) < a™!,n = ny+},
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where Z = [p, (1 + /72)* + A/ liminf £,;,(¥,)]. Here, we are using the fact that the
rightmost edge of the support of G is bounded by (1 + (/72)* + A/ lim inf £, (3,).
The following boundedness property of ¢(z) follow immediately from the arguments in

Section 5 of [Li [2024].

Lemma S.5.7 (Boundedness of ¢(z)). Suppose that p > \/omax. There exists constants a,
a’, C and C" such that for all z € Q,

() < ' S(2) 2 O, [L+720(2)| =2 C, and  inf|—7h(z) + A| > C,

where S is the support of F>=.
Instead, suppose that p = N Omax. Then, for all z such that |[E| < a™', E < p —a,

ny T < n < 1/d, the same bounds hold.

In the subsequent analysis, we shall always choose a and a’ to be such that the boundedness
of ¢(2) in Lemma holds for z € ). It implies that Eq. is non-singular when z € ).

The following lemma is analogous to Lemma It indicates that if a small pertur-
bation is added to z when z € @), then Eq. is stable in the sense that ¢(z) or h(z) will

only have limited changes.

Lemma S.5.8 (Strong stability of Eq. (7). Suppose that p > \/owmax. Eq. is strongly
stable in Q in the following sense. Suppose that § : Q — (0,0) satisfies p~2 < §(z) <
1/log(p) for z € Q and that § is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant p*. Suppose
moreover that for each fized z € Q, the function n — §(E + in) is nonincreasing for n > 0.
Suppose that v(z) = z — [1 + y20(2)] " where o(z) is the Stieltjes transform of a compactly

supported probability measure. Let z € Q) and suppose that

|2 — 2 < 6(2),
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where

AN

=v(z) + [1+72JM]1.

—1v(2) + A
Note that v(z) = h(Z).

If 3z < 1, suppose also that

o)
|E—pl+n+/6

v —h| < (S.6)

holds at z +ip~®. Then, Eq. (S.6) holds at z.

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

following lemma holds for both the case p > \/opax and p = \/oyax.

Lemma S.5.9. Fjy. is strongly stable in Quuay i the following sense. Suppose that
0 ¢ Qaway — (0,00) satisfies 6(z) < 1/log(p) for z € Qaway- Suppose that v(z) = z — [1 +
Y20(2)] 7" where o(z) is the Sticltjes transform of a compactly supported probability measure.

Let z € Quuay and suppose that

where

Z=wv(z)+ [1+%JM]_1.

Then,

for any z € Qaway-

Corollary S.5.10. It is worth mentioning that if for some zo € Q withn(zo) = 1, |Z0— 20| <

d(20) 1is satisfied, then Eq. (S.6)) holds for all z in

{21 B() = B(z), n(z0) = (=) e p™'Nf 0 Q.

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

have
co
_ < —
Cad JRF T+ 0
It is obvious since
TR | Cll )

(1+720)(1 + 720)

and |1+ v¢(2)| = 1, |1 + 120(2)| = 1 when z € Q.

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

pose that o(z) satisfies

B TdF** (1)
o2) = f T+ 0(2) + 00(2)]F — 2} + A

+01(2), z€eQ.

Here, &1 and 6y are such that |6:| and || satisfy the conditions on & in Lemma[S.5.8. If

Sz < 1, suppose also that

ool < —_Cloil+Cla

S VRN + A6 + |6

holds at z + ip=>. Then, Eq. (5.7) holds at z.

(S.7)

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

those in the proof of Lemma 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

f(q) = —g T ns(—g)

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

TdF* (1) !
—Th+ A ’

foew(h) = h + ll + vgj

25



Section 5 of |Li [2024] indicates that the function has the same behavior at its critical point
ho (See Lemma for the definition of hy). Moreover, a similar quadratic equation of
(v —h) 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 fiew(:). We therefore omit further details. O

Proof of Lemma[S.5.9 When z is away from the support of Gy, as when z € Qayay, |1/ (Z)]

is bounded. Therefore,

[0(2) = h(2)| = [1(2) = h(z)] < f [h(O]ldC¢] < C6(2).

]

Proof of Corollary[S.5.19. The result follows from Lemma and Corollary be-

cause the specified p is such that

0(z) + |:1+’}/2JM]_I—Z

—T?NJ(Z) + A < C(’(s’l + |6|2)7

where 9(z) = 2z — [1 + 70(2)] . O
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S.6 Properties of G, under Gaussianity

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

ditions:
SC1 Z is normally distributed.
SC2 p > \/onax-

The main results in this section can be extended to the case when p = A/op.x. The
extension is presented in Section [S.6.4]

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

Gy == 277 + 231,
where Z is p x ny whose entries are iid N (0,1/n3). Results in this section are expected to
hold when Z satisfies 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 and [SC2] for all sufficiently large p,
(p/n2) F™* (Unax (X)) < 1 — € for some € > 0. (S.8)

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

Eq. (7). Specifically, let ¢,(z) be the unique solution in C* to

B TdEF>r (T
O = JT{[l + (p/na)dp)~t — 2} + X

2eCt. (S.9)

Moreover, define

o) = o+ [+ o) | %1

Let p, be the finite-sample version of p when (72, F>*) is replaced by (p/na, F>#). That
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is, pp = () where h) is the unique solution in (0, A/fnax(S,)) to x;(h(()p)) =0. Itis
a simple matter to verify that h((]p ) exists and is unique. It is because z;, is monotonically
decreasing and x7,(h) < 0 for all & close to A/fnax(2,) when p is sufficiently large because
of Eq. ..

It is not hard to verify that ¢,(z) also satisfies the properties of ¢(z) presented in Section
when all the parameters are replaced by their finite-sample version. We will later refer

to these properties on ¢,(z) without any proof.

Lemma S.6.1. Suppose that [CIHC6| and [SCIHSC2| hold. We have

pPIRE —ho| -0, p*Plp, — p| — 0.

Proof of Lemma[S.6.1. Recall that p = x(hg) where 2/(hg) = 0 and hy < A\/opax. For

sufficiently large p, ho < A/lmax(2,) — € for all sufficiently small € > 0. Notice that
pop = 2 (h)~x(ho) = 2y (h” )~y (o) 2y (o) —x(ho) = (B (Do) + (o) 2 (ho)).

where & is a point in between ko and h(()p ). The second term on the right hand side is clearly
o(p~?/?) since under , |F¥ — F® | = o(p~2/3) and |p/ny — 72| = o(p™%?3).
It remains to show |h*) —ho| = o(p~%3). To this end, observe that for some h in between
hP) and hy,
0= 2 (h") = 2 (ho) + () () — o).

While C' < [z(h)] < C~' when h is bounded away from M/lna(¥,), we obtain that

h” = hol = O(a, (ho)). While a'(ho) = 0, (ko) = o(p~*") since |2 — F¥r| = o(p~)

p

and [p/ng — 72| = o(p~?/3). It completes the proof of the lemma. O

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

%pr(z) I 1
namn 7”&277‘

U(z) =

Recall the definition of the domain ), (- and Qaway in Section . We define a finite-

sample version of the domains as

Q(p) _ Q(p)(a,a',ng) ={ze C*, |E| < a_l, E < p,+a, n;Ha, <n<1/d}.
Q(_p) = Q(_p)(a,a',ng) ={ze€ Q(p)(a,a/,ng), E<p,— 712_2/3%,7 n2_2/3 <n<1/d}.

QR = Q%) (a,a' ny) = {zeC" : a<dist(z,7) <a™', n=ny"},

away

where Z = [pp, (1 + 4/p/n2)* + N/lmin(Z,)]-

Call the resolvent of G
R(z) = (Gy—zI,)™", zeC".

Theorem S.6.2 (Strong local law of R(z)). Suppose that [C1HC6| and [SCIHSC2| hold.

There exists constants a > 0 such that the following local laws hold for arbitrary a’ > 0.

(i) The entrywise local law in Q®) holds as
R(z) — (AZ;I - mp<z)]p) = 0-(¥(2)),

uniformly in QW) , where m,(z) = z — [1 + (p/na)dp(2)] L.

(ii) The averaged local law in QP holds as

Bol2) — dp(2) = O- (i> ,

nan

where ¢,(z) = p~"trR(z).
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(iii) The averaged local law in Q" holds as

o) = 0 = 0 (o).

na(k + 1)
where k = |p, — E|.

(iv) The averaged local law in Q). holds as

i) = 0l = 0 ().

N2
Once Theorem is ready, it is not hard to deduce the following rigidity of the
smallest eigenvalue of G.

Theorem S.6.3 (Rigidity of the smallest eigenvalue of G, under Gaussianity). Under the
conditions of Theorem for any fized € € (0,2/3), with high probability, there is no

eigenvalue of Gy in (—0, p, — n;2/3+6),

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

Theorem S.6.4. Suppose the conditions of Theorem[S.6.9 hold. Consider the interval

I =|pp—¢ (1+ \/p/n2)? + A/lim inf Crnin () + €],

where € is any fized positive constant.

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

event as .

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

have

1
< —.
U

1(om)p*?

1 P
5 2 /(6(G) - f F(r)dGa(r)
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S.6.1 Proof of Theorem

Throughout the section, we focus on the representation G, = 777 + A 1 where Z is
p X ng whose entries are iid N(0,1/ny). We shall temporarily assume that X, is diagonal
with diagonal elements o1 > 09 = - -- = 0,,. The extension to general X, is given in Section
5614

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 (p + ny) x (p + ns2) block matrix

(S.10)

u@:K@*,K@z(mf‘4’z).

zr I,

The reason for considering J and K is that J contains the resolvent R(z) as one of its
blocks (see Lemma below).

Call

) = (OO )

We shall later show that J — Q = O (V) in Q). It actually implies the entrywise local
law in Q).

We make the following notation. We use Ay to denote the (s, t)-th element of a matrix
A. The four blocks of J(z) are called J(11), J12), J(21) and J(a9). For a set of indices, say
S < {1,2,...,p + ny}, we define the minors K = (K, s,t ¢ S). That is, K but with
the rows and columns whose indices specified in S deleted. We also write J() = (K())~1.
The block formed by the first p rows and columns of J®) is called J Efl)) The block formed
and J gl)) Similar

by the last ny rows and columns of J®) is called J gg)) Similar for J EfQ))
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notation is made for the matrix (2.

Foru=1,2,...,p, call the u-th row of Z to be Z,.. For i =p+1,...,p+ng, wWe use 7.
to denote the (i — p)-th column of Z. Moreover, if u € {1,...,p}, let e, denote the standard
unit vector of dimension p in the coordinate direction u. If i € {p + 1,....p + na}, let ¢;
denote the standard unit vector of dimension ny in the coordinate direction (i — p).

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 ¥, is diagonal with diagonal elements

01,...,0p.

(i) We have
J— Jay Jaz) _ ([ R . ]:EZ
Jay  Je Z'R 7Z'RZ-1,,)°

(i1) Forwe{1,2,...,p}, we have

1 5 1) 5
J_uu = )\/O’u —Z — ZUJ(22)ZZ1
Foru#ve{l,2,... p},
(u) (v) w) 7 (uv)
Juw = =JuuZu I 3y €0 = =Juner Iy 2 = 30382, I 50 21

(i1i) Forie{p+1,...,p+ na}, we have
~1- 2233, Z,.

2% (11)

Fori#je{p+1,...,p+ no}, we have

Jij = *JiiZSJE%)@j = *JjjeiTJg)l)Z-j = JiiJg'Zj)ZfJgjl))Z'j'
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(iv) Forue{1,2,...,p} andie{p+1,...,p+ na},

Jui = 3ae? I 7.
(v) Ifi,5,k ¢S and i,j # k,
() 5(5)
3 _ gisoth | i Tk
ij ij 3
kk

The following result is our fundamental tool for estimating entries of J.

Lemma S.6.6. Fiz a > 0. Then, the following estimates hold for any z € Q®). We have

¢

191 < |02d] < =

%IQ
3

Furthermore, let w € RP and v € R™. Then, we have the bounds

SwlJ
Z |W J 11)€u| 11 )
pt+n2 T

C||ZZ
Z VI T )€ < H ”\SVTJ v + Cvlv,
1= p+1

Ty

Z |V J (21 €u|2 3V (22 )
p+n2 .
3w Tayel® < C| 227 Z (W Tneu]?.
i=p+1 u=1

The estimates remain true for J©) instead of J if S < {1,...,p} or S < {p+1,...,p+ns}.

Proof. First, consider the bound on the operator norm of J.

~ . -1
) 10 I AS) = 20) VP
(55 D s 5 57 72) =101

(RS

For .J;, we clearly have | J;| < C/(|E — )\ o1| +n) < C/n, for z € Q®). The eigen structure
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of a matrix of the form J, is analyzed in (4.12-4.15) of |Knowles and Yin| [2017]. Based on

their arguments,

1 777 + 1
|5u] + )éC(l+max<C/77)H |+ )

bl <C(1 +
H 2” ( max ISU—H “ ’Su—l‘

-~ g C
< C+ (OMZZT| NS = 2|22 — (NS = =D))< C + ek
where s;,’s are the eigenvalues of (AX,;? — 2I)"Y2ZZT(AS! — 2I)~/2. The bound on |J|
follows.

The bound on the operator norm of ¢,J follows from the fact that ||0,J|| = |J(0.K)J|| <

<
5.

Next, using Result (i) of Lemma [S.6.5|

3

S T 2 S T T T E T%J(U)
MW Taned® = Y w Tapewer Janw = w'IanJayw = w —
u=1 u=1

Moreover,
p+n2 p+n2 B B B o B
Z |VTJ(22)eZ~|2 = Z WI'Z'RZe; — vie;|* < 2VTZTJ(11)ZZTJ(11)ZV + 2vlv
i=p+1 i=p+1

VTJ(QQ) A%

. ~ _ ~ . Cx
< C|ZZT|NTZTI 1Ty Zv + CvTv < C|ZZ7 |1~ + vy,

The rest two results on J(12) and J(2;) can be proved similarly using Result (i) of Lemma
[S.6.51 We omit the details. O

Lemma S.6.7. Under 1ZZT| < (1 + ~/p/n2)? + € with high probability, for any fized

e > 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 Q®.
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Proposition S.6.8. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem|[S.6.9 hold. Define

A= max [(J—Q)y| and Aozm33<|(J—Q)st|.

1<s,t<p+ng
Then, A < (ngn)~Y* uniformly in z € Q®) U Q&@ay.

Define the averaged control parameter

1 p 1 p+n2
B =15, + %’m B, = |- Juu - Quu ; %n = | Ju sz
) b= ) 7 2 G0

Note that B, = |¢, — ¢,|. We have the trivial bound B < CA.

For s € {1,2,...,p + na}, we introduce the conditional expectation
E,[]=E[ |KY].
Using Lemma , we get that, for u e {1,...,p},
L e Led® S WL — (1 - B (2,3 7). (S.11)
Juu ng (22 (22)

Forie{p+1,---,p+ na},

1, ) A
3. -t L Wi = (1 - E)(253(),)Z.0). (S.12)

We define the z—dependent event = = {A < 1/(logns)} and the control parameter

Uy — [, + %'
TLQT]

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.6.3 hold. Then, uniformly for

35



se{l,...,p+ny} and z € QP U Qg@ay, we have

LE)(Wal + M) < Vs,

1(7] = 1)(’Ws’ + Ao) < \Ij%-

Proof of Lemmal[S.6.9 The proof relies on the identities from Lemma 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 € Q) U Q% |Qs| = 1. Therefore,
1(2)Js = 1.

Using Result (v) of Lemma and a simple induction argument, it is not hard to conclude

that

for any S < {1,...,p+ ny} and s ¢ S, satisfying |S| < C
Let us first estimate A,. When u # v € {1,...,p}, using Result (ii) of Lemma and

a large deviation estimation (Lemma 3.1 of Bloemendal et al. [2014]),

ptnz AL 1/2
1)l < 1E)TWIW]| D ZuZ,y3| < 1E=)C (—2 > \JE;“\?) . (813)
4,j=p+1 2 i j=p+1
The term in parentheses is
1LY )|2 1 T q(uwv) | 12 T RS 1
12— Y PBEP =18 X [ef357eP < 1E )—HZZ | > SI + 1) —
"2 =1 "2 =1 i=p+1 "2
p+mn2 2 2 2
AZ 1 < B+ A J N B+ A
<1E) 227 Y 934 +1(3) @)L < SeptBrA 1 56 FBTA
nan nan N N2 12 27

i=p+1

Here, we are using Result (v) of Lemma [S.6.5, Lemma and Lemma [S.6.6 The last
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step is due to the fact that 1 < I¢,/n.

A similar result for J;;, Jy;, and J;y, i € {p + 1,p + n2} and u € {1, p} can be obtained
using Result (iii) and (iv) of Lemma and a large deviation estimation. We omit the
details as the arguments are very similar.

All together, we conclude that

& 2
1A, < 1(5)\/“% TBrA

namn

Since 1/,/nyn — 0 when z € QP it is easy to deduce that 1(Z)Ag < Wss.
An analogous argument for || (see e.g. Lemma 5.2 of |[Erdos et al.| [2013]) completes
the proof of the statement in Proposition when = holds.

As for the case when n > 1, we proceed similarly. For n > 1, we proceed as above to

get |[Ws| < ny 2 \where we used that |J| < C/n<C by Lemrna 6. Similarly, as in Eq.
(S.13), we get
( piz L (u) ( 1
1,j=p+1 T v N2

where in the last step we used that |$J”| < C because |J|| < C. Moreover, |J,,J%| < C.

This completes the proof of Lemma [S.6.9

In the following, we aim to show that ¢2p satisfies a perturbated version of Eq. (S.9) when

= holds or when > 1. From Eq. , Eq. (S.12), Lemma 9, Result (v) of Lemma
S.6.5, we get that uniformly for u € {1, ophie{pH+ 1, pHng}, ze QP u Qé@ay,

1 1 p+n2
1E)+— =1(5) (A/Uu = — Jii — Wy + O<(\If2%)> , (S.14)
Juu o
i=p+1
1 _ 19 )
“1@)7 =13 (1+ - D T+ Wi+ 0-(T3) | - (S.15)
2 u=1

Invert Eq. (S.15]), get the Taylor’s expansion of the right-hand side to the order of W2,
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and average the equation over ¢ = p+ 1,...,p + no. We obtain

1Py 1
-1(2)— Ji =1 1(Z)dy, 1
B, L e=1E 15y 5 + 134 (5.16)
i=p+1 ng u
where the residual d; is
1 p+n2
L=)o = 1E)W]n + 1(=) - Y. O<(WiP’) + 1E)0«(¥5) = LE)[W], + O« (V5)
i=p+1
1 1
[W]n = - W;.
(14 35 20 T 12 5,
Here, we are using Lemma [S.6.9]
Similarly, from Eq. (S.14),
1 Zp: =) I 1 3
pu=1 H pu=1 )\/O—U_Z_nngfi?le v
where
= = 1y 2 = 2 = 2
1(2)d = 1E)[W], + 1(:)]; 2O (IWl) + L(E)O<(¥3) = LE) W], + O« (¥3),
u=1
1o ~1
(W], = - s W,.
" pim (Now—z— _Zf+p+1"] i)
All together, we obtain
- _ dF>r (T _
1(2)¢, = 1(:)J 1< ) + 1(2)do,
NT—2—————— +1(5)4

which is a perturbated version of Eq. (S.9). Note that Lemma guarantees that

1(2)6; < Uy and 1(Z)d < Wes. This estimate is actually not tight. We shall later improve

the estimate to O (0%).
On the other hand, it is not hard to identify that the derivation actually only relies on
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fact that 1(Z2)(|W]s + Ay) < ¥y from Lemma [S.6.9, Since the same control holds when

n = 1. We obtain that

n=1)¢y =1n= 1)J dlfp(ﬂ +1(n = 1)dy,
b/n2)op

and 1(7] = 1)(51 < \If%, 1(5)52 < \I/%.
We apply Lemma [S.5.8, Lemma [S.5.9, and Corollary to control the difference

between qu and ¢, when 1 > 1. In particular, we have the following results.

Lemma S.6.10. Suppose that the conditions of Theorem [S.6.5 hold. Then, we have A <

n;m uniformly in z € QP U Qé@ay satisfying n = 1.

Proof. Applying Lemma Ao < Uy < ny 12, Here, we are using the fact that 3¢, +

B = O(1), when n > 1. We only need to show the diagonal elements are such that

1 _
f—<n21/2, u=12...,p,

Applying Lemma or Corollary [S.5.12] when n > 1,
|&p — Gyl < C(101] + |02]) < Wag < my 2.
Then, by Eq. (S.15))

—% — 1+ 6y + (9 — &) + Wi + O(V}) = 1+ 6, + O-(n; ).

[

Therefore, —J;; — ﬁ < Ny Y2 The estimate of J wu 18 obtained similarly. O

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 A
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from 7 > 1 to the whole domain Q@) U Qg@ay. Note that in the domain, n > n271+a/. We

choose € < @//4 and an arbitrary D > 0. Let
L(z) ={z} u{se QP uQW.  : Rs=RNz, Sse[SIz1]n [n;°N]}.
We introduce the random function

v(2) := max A(s)(npSs)4
seL(z)

Our goal is to prove that with high probability there is a gap in the range of v, i.e.
P (v(z) <ng, wu(z) > ng/z) < N~D+5 (S.17)

for all ze QW U Qaway and large enough nsy. This equation says that with high probability
the range of v has a gap: it cannot take values in the interval (ng/ 2, ng]

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 1, which allows
us to control the exceptional probabilities by a simple union bound.

Next, we prove Eq. ( . First, LemmalS.6.9 yields 1(Z)(|6;]+[da]) < ey < (non) 2.
Since {v(z) < n§} < Z(2) N Z(s) for all z € QW U Qa]v)vay and s € L(z), we find that for all

2eQ® U QY and s € L(z) that
P (u(z) <, (81(5)] + 6a(o))(mas)" > n) <

for large enough ny (independent of z and w ). Using a union bound, we therefore get

P (0e) <m0+ 512990 > 07 < 0

Next, applying Lemma and Lemma with the perturbation ng/Q(nggs)*l/Q, we
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get

P (U(z) < n, max B,(5)(neSs) 4 > n§/4> <ny PP,
se z

Moreover, since —J;; — (1 + (p/n2)¢,) ! = O-(B,) + O~ (¥y), we have

P (v(z) < ng, mLaix) %(8)(712%5)1/4 > 2n§/4) < n;D+5.
sel(z

Then, Eq. (S.17) follows from the bound

P (U(z) < ng,v(s) = n§/2>

v(z) < n§, max A(s)(n,Ss) V4 = ng/g)
seL(z)

v(z) < nj, IDL&%X) e (ny3s) 4 = ng/z)
se z

seL(z)

0(z) < 5, max B(m;¥s)" > ng<n2<ss>3/4/2> D
se 4

(
(
<P (v(z) < ng, max B(nSs) "} (no3s)'? > (1/2)ng> +n D
(
(

0(e) < 1, e B 39) > )2 ) 4 07
se z

Here, we are using the fact that for all s € L(2)

Sp(s)

(712%8)1/2 _ %QSP(S)

=~ — < 1.
UPASE N2S'S

Therefore,

P (v(z) < ns, mLa(X) %gép(s)(n%s)’l(mgs)m > (1/2)71;) < nQ’D“’.
S z

We conclude the proof of Proposition by combining Eq. (S.17)) and Lemma ([S.6.10)

with a continuity argument. We choose a lattice A ¢ Q® U Qg@ay such that |A| < nd® and
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for each z € QW) U Qg@ay there exists a s € A satisfying |z — s| < N~*. Then, Eq. (S.17)

combined with a union bound yields
P (EIS eA:uv(s)e (nZ/Q,nZD < ny P

From the definitions of A and Q® U Qg@ay, we find that v is Lipschitz continuous, with

Lipschitz constant n3.
P <3z ey Qg@ay cu(z) € (2n§/2,n§]> < ny P8
By Lemma we have
P <v(z) > nZ/Q) <y PP

for any z € Q) U Qg@ay with n > 1. Therefore,

P( max v(z) > 2nY?) < 2n; 00,
26Q®) UQ Ry

It completes the proof of Proposition [S.6.8]

S.6.1.3 The averaged local law

We use Proposition and improved estimates for the averaged quantities [I¥], and
[W], to deduce the averaged local laws in QW Q(_p), and Qg@ay, as in Theorem .

Indeed, we shall show that
1(E)[W], < ¥ and 1(Z)[W], < Ua,.

If so, the estimate of d; and dy is improved to 1(Z)|d;| < U3 and 1(Z)|ds| < U3,

Lemma S.6.11 (Fluctuation averaging). Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem

hold. Suppose that Y is a positive, ny-dependent, deterministic function on Q® U ng,v)ay
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satisfying n;1/2 < T < ny° for some constant ¢ > 0. Suppose moreover that A < ny

Ao <Y on QW U Qé’év)ay. Then on QP U Q;’iv)ay we have

1 & 1
" 1 p+ng 2 (1 - E'U«)
P (Mow—z— 523370 Jid)
and
1 p+n2 1
— Y (1-E)=— =0 (1?).
ny . Jii
i=p+1

- 0.(1)

[

and

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 [Erdés 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 |[Erdds et al.| [2013] for details.

Note that Proposition implies that 1 — 1(Z) < 0, that is

holds with high

probability. In the following analysis, we shall always assume = holds. Combining with

Lemma we have

1
A<W, Ao<\Ist,

on QP yu Qé@ay. Therefore, the condition of Lemma |S.6.11|is satisfied and we obtain

W]+ [[W]a] < ¥,

on QP UQE.,. Recall that 6, = [W],+0-(V%) and 65 = [W],+O0(¥3). We immediately

get
(161] + 102]) < W,

uniformly in Q® U Q§£3ay.

The following lemma holds immediately from the definition of Wy.

Lemma S.6.12. Let ¢ > 0 and suppose that we have B < (non)~¢ uniformly in z €
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QP U Qg@ay. Then, we have

S¢p + (n277) -

|01 + [d2] <
nan

uniformly in z € QP U ng,v)ay.

We first consider the averaged local law in Q™. Suppose B < (nyn)~¢. Then, uniformly

in zeQW,
S, + (nom)~¢
|61|+|52| < ¢p ( 277) )
nom
We invoke Lemma to get
Sy + (n2n)~°
. n S¢p, 1 nan)—¢
%p :’¢p_¢p’< 2 < . + ( - )
%QSp + (n277)—c N2l /K + n nan

(S.18)

namn

\/m+\/

C —1/2—c¢ —-1/2—¢
—— + (ngn) V27T < (ngm) VA2

nan

N

In the fourth step, we are using the expression of J¢, as shown in Lemma [S.5.6, As for
B,,, plugging the estimate of qu back to Eq. (S.16)), we also have

%n < %p + \]:12% < (7'L2’I7)_1/2_C/2 + gqsp + (’]’1,2’]7)76 < (nQ'I'])_l/Q_C/2,
71277
All together, we have shown that
B < (nan)™ = B < (ngy) VI (S.19)

From Proposition [S.6.8] we know that B < CA < (nyn)~Y/*. Therefore, for any £ > 0, we
iterate Eq. (S.19) finite number of times to get,

B < (ngn)_HE.
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It completes the proof of the averaged local law in Q) in Theorem under the addi-
tional assumption that ¥, is diagonal.
Next, we consider the averaged local law in Q(_p). The follows exactly from the same

arguments but with the specific form of 3¢, when E < p —n~?3%%. When F is restricted
—2/3+d/ 2/3

to B < p—ny and n > n,”", we have

S, = —L—,

N

where kK = p — E. Assume that B < (nyn)~¢. When z € Q(f), Eq. (S.18)) can be improved

to

So, 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

B, < + = + < + —.
P ok +n (nan)enony/k+1n na(k+n)  (nen)nony/k+1n na(k+n) (ngn)etes?

plugging the estimate of ggp back to Eq. (S.16)), we also have

Cx + —C 1 1
B, < B, + Sy + (n2n) < + .
nat) no(k+m)  (ngn)et/
All together, we get
1 1 1
B < = B < + 7
(nan)e no(k +1)  (ngn)et/

Again, from Propostion [S.6.8) B < (nyn)~"4. We iterate the equation finite number of

times to get,
1

B
na(k +n)

uniformly on Q(_p). It completes the proof of the averaged local law in Q(_p) in Theorem
under the additional assumption that 3, is diagonal.
Lastly, we consider the averaged local law in Qgﬁv)ay. It follows from similar arguments

as the previous two cases. On Qé{’,}ay, we invoke Lemma to control |¢, — ¢,|. Assuming
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B < (ngn)~¢, then

—c—1

S, + (nen)™¢ 1 e 1
@yt (n21) < — + (nan) "' < — + (nan)
namn no no

B, = |6 — &l < Clo1] + O8] <

Here, we are using the fact that S¢,/n = 1 when z is away from the support of Gy. 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 ¥, 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 and the averaged local law, we obtain

1

J’U/LL_—
Noy—z+ ¢,

< Uy < U,

uniformly for u = 1,...,p and z € Q). Similarly, using Eq. (S.12)),

1
I+ (p/n2)¢p
uniformly for i = p+ 1,...,p + ny oand z € QW). Moreover, since A, < Uy < W, the

entrywise local law follows.

S.6.1.5 Extension to non-diagonal Y,

In this section, we show that Theorem and Theorem when the population
covariance matrix is non-diagonal. In order to utilize the notation in the previous sections,
we denote the population covariance as 3., and continue to use X, to denote the diagonal

matrix containing the eigenvalues of f]p. The eigendecomposition of flp is denoted as

>, = HY,HT,
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where H is the eigenvector matrix of flp. In this section, we show that if Theorem m
holds with 3, it also holds with ip. All definitions in Section |S.6.1.1 are kept.
Define

H 0 HT 0
0 1,) 5 (% 1)
100 )
0 I, 0 I,,)’
H 0 ) 0 <H 0 )
0 I, 0 I,,)"
Then, K, K and ) are equal to K, J and €2 when X, is replaced by ip.
The averaged local laws in Q®, Q(_p) and ng)ay still hold when J and €2 are replaced

by J and €, since

L 1 -~ 1 5
Z Juu = —tr(J1)) = —tr(JayH H) = ¢,.
by} y4 p

SRR

It remains to show the entrywise local law. We shall actually show
H(J a1 — Quy)H" = 0(¥),

uniformly in Q®. In components, this reads

P 1

> H <JW —1(u = u)A/%—_

m ) ij < \I/,
u,v=1 p

for all 4,5 € {1,2,...,p}.

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

Jan — (AZ;l —m,L,)"" = O-(¥)
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and orthogonality of H, we have

£ 1
H, <Juv—1(uzv)—> i,
W)ZZI Aoy, —my I
£ 1
25 (o= 37 ) o+ B = 008

where we defined Z := ), , H;Ju,H,;. We need to prove that | Z| < U, which, following

UFV
Section 5 of Bloemendal et al| [2014] we do by estimating the moment E|Z[* for fixed
k € 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]

> Hu IS Hy = > HiyHyy 35360 (ZU.JE%{M})ZQ
u#VES uFvgS

for any S < {1,2,...,p} and

J) —

1

Now—z— 2o Iy VT

-y ! = sophgry L\ :
L T (@3528) - g ) +0- ()

We omit further details.

S.6.2 Proof of Theorem

The rigidity of the smallest eigenvalue of G, can be proved using the averaged local law
in Q" as in Theorem . In the following, € € (0,2/3) is fixed. Notice that |p, —
p| = o(p~?3). We only need to show that with high probability there is no eigenvalue in
(—0, pp — 03 %), Indeed, it suffices to consider the interval [A/fmax(Sy), pp — ng >,
since Gy = ZZT + ASL

Recall the definition of Q) and Q(_p). We consider a and a’ to be sufficiently small so
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that {z : E € Mlmax(Xp), pp — n;2/3+6], n;2/3 < 1 < 1} is contained in Q™). Consider

the set Q* = Q(_p) n{z|n= n2_1/2_6/4|E - P|1/4}-

To show that there is no eigenvalue in [A/lpax(2,), p — ny 2 %), we only need to show

that uniformly in Q*

~

Sop(z) < n;€/2(n2n)_1.
It is because that QASp is the Stieltjes transform of G,. When z = ¢(G)) + in where ((G,)

is an eigenvalue of Gy, S¢,(2) = ;..

Recall that in Lemma for z € Q*,

S¢p = n(|E — p| +n) 2

We conclude that it suffices to prove

1
no(|E —p| +n)’

|¢p - ¢p| <
which is ensured by the averaged local law in Q(_p) in Theorem .

S.6.3 Proof of Theorem

Theorem indicates that the smallest eigenvalue of G, is larger than p — ¢ with high
probability. Lemmaindicates that the largest eigenvalue of G is smaller than 2yign =
(14 72)? + A liminf 4, (3,) 4+ €. Therefore, the statement in (i) of Theorem holds.

The convergence of p—* "1 f(£;(Gy)) can be proved using the strategy of Bai and
Silverstein| [2004]. We consider a contour in the complex plane that encloses the interval
[p—€ (1+12)%+ Nliminf 6,;,(3,) + €. Without loss of generality, we choose the

rectangle, denoted to be R, with the four vertices

/s /e /2 B
21=p—2€+€l, 20=p—2€—€1, 23= Tpjgnt T+ €+ €1, 24 = Tyjgny + € — €1
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In the following, we choose € and € to be sufficiently small so that the function f is analytic
on the rectangle.
Clearly, with high probability the rectangle encloses all eigenvalues of G,. When it is

true,

;Zp:f(é G) = [ 1P —2mj€f Dbz

=1

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 ngSp to C~ by setting ggp(z) = qﬁp(i) if
n(z) < 0.
Fix any ¢ € (0,1). We truncate R at n = H o/, Specifically, we define R = R N {z:

n = nQ_HC/Q}. Then,

ny (M) § F(2)6p(2)dz| < Cnj~ny % — 0.

It follows

Therefore, to show

p

1
PWIOCNIE FICEENG

1
<—,
Jj=1 2

it suffices to show

) |du(2) — %(z)‘dz b

n2

pisc
R

It is a direct consequence from the averaged local law on Q;’;V)ay in Theorem It

completes the proof.
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S.6.4 Discrete case

In Theorem Theorem [S.6.3, Theorem |S.6.4] we focus on the case when p > A/0yax

as in SC2. In this section, we consider the case when p = \/op.x. We show analogous

results as Theorem [S.6.2] Theorem and Theorem [S.6.4]

Theorem S.6.13. Suppose that [C1HC6| and [SC1| hold. Suppose p = \/Omax. Then, with

probability 1, the smallest eigenvalue of Gy is A/lmax(2,).

Theorem S.6.14. Suppose the conditions in Theorem hold. Then, uniformly in

Q¥
bo(2) — Byl(2) = O-().

Ny
Theorem S.6.15. Suppose the conditions in Theorem[S.6.15 hold. The results in Theorem
still hold.

Proof of Theorem[5.6.13. Under Definition [2.7] for all sufficiently large p, we have

P ({lmax (35)}) > 1.

Note that pF>r ({{;ax(X,)}) is the rank of the eigen-subspace associated with the smallest
eigenvalue of AL 1 that is linax(2,). The rank of 777 is n, with probability 1, since the
condition implies that p > nsy. Therefore, using Wey’s inequality, we obtain that there are

at least 1 eigenvalue of ZZ" less or equal to A/fmay(2,), which is the smallest one since

Emin(ZZT + )\251) > N lpax(3,). Therefore, lpim = A\/lmax(Z,). O

Proof of Theorem[S5.6.1] The proof of Theorem 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.§]
by that in Lemma [S.5.9] O

Proof. The proof of Theorem follows from the same arguments as those in the proof
of Theorem . In the last step, the bound on ]ggp — ¢p| 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 (U] Z"G'ZU; — z1,,) ~of F,, for z e C*.
Following the strategy in [Knowles and Yin [2017] and Han et al.| [2018], we construct a

linearizing block matrix as

—zI,, UTZT 0
H(z) = H(2,Z) = | ZU, —AS,' ZU,
0 Urz' I,

By the Schur complement formula, it turns out that the upper-left block of the 3 x 3 block
matrix H™!(z), called L(z), is the resolvent of F,, that is
L(z) = ATH '(2)A = (U['Z"G'ZU, — z[m)_l, where A = [0( +]”1) ] :
pt+n2)Xny

It then suffices to focus on H™'(z) instead of F directly. The reason is that H(z) is linear
in 7.

Recall that ©; is the right most edge of the support of F;, as in Lemma [S.5.4 We
introduce the fundamental control parameter

Sq(2) N 1

nmn nn

D(2) =

Recall the definition of the domain D in Eq. (S.4)) that is around ©; as

D = D(a,d',ny) = {z=E+ineCt : |[E -0y <a, nj'* <n<1/d}.

The core of the proof is to build the following strong local law of the resolvent L(z) in D.

Theorem S.7.1. Suppose that[CIHCG| hold, Then, there exists a > 0 such that the following

results hold for arbitrary a’ > 0.
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(i) The entrywise local law holds as
L<Z) - q(Z)Inl = O<(CI)(Z))7

uniformly z € D.

(i) The averaged local law holds as

uniformly z € D. Here,
— 1 &
L Z) = — L“ z
(2) = ; ()
and L;;(z) is the (i, j)-th element of L(%).

Once Theorem is ready, we can show the edge universality of F,, which means

that the limiting distribution of

2/3

D (lae(Fy) — ©1)

0,

is not affected by the distribution of Z as long as Condition is satisfied. Similar to
Theorem 6.3 of Erdds et al|[2012], to show the edge universality, it suffices to show the

following Green function comparison theorem.

Theorem S.7.2. Let e >0, n = n~23"¢, Ey, E, € R satisfy B, < Fy and
’El — @1’ N ‘EQ — @1’ < n_2/3+€
Set K : R — R to be a smooth function such that

max |[KW(2)| <O, 1=1,2,3,4,5
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for some constant C. Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for large enough n and
small enough €, we have

E2 E2
’]EK (nf SLz(x + in)dw) —EK (nf SLgo(z + in)dac) ‘ <n”¢

Ey Ey

where Lz () is (1/n1) Y0, Lii(2) when Z satisfies the moment condz’tion and Lzo(z) is

similar to Lz(z) but with Z replaced by a Gaussian matriz Z°.

It is a standard procedure in RMT to connect Theorem to the edge universality of
F,. In particular, we can fix £* < p~%3 such that (pay (Fy) < ©1+E* with high probability.
Choosing |E — O] < p~23, n=n; 7> and | = %nlﬁ/g*e, then for some sufficiently small

constant € and sufficiently large constant M, there exists a constant ng(e, M) such that

ny 91+E* o N ny @1+E*
EK —f SLz(z +in)de | <P <€maX(F,\) < E> <EK —f SLz(x +in)dy | +n;™M,

™ JE—1 T JE+i
(S.20)
n ©1+E* o 5 n ©1+E* o
EK | — f SLgo(x +in)dx | <P (ZmaX(Fg) < E) <EK | — J SLzo(z +in)dx | +n™,
T Je-1 T Jeq
(S.21)

where ]?‘?\ is as F, but when Z is additionally Gaussian, n; = ng(e, M), and K is a smooth
cutoff function satisfying the condition in Theorem . We omit the proof of and
because it is a standard procedure in RMT. Similar works include Corollary 5.1 of
Lemma 6.1 of Erdds et al.| [2012], Bao et al.| [2013], and Lemma 4.1 of Pillai and Yin| [2014].

Following (S.20)), (S.21)) and Theorem we can show

P(bax (Fy) < E) = P(lnax(FS) < B —21) — 7™,

P(linax(Fy) < E) < P(lax (FS) < E + 21) + n7™.
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It then follows that

P (%j(fmax(ﬂ) _0) < S) b <p_

The remaining tasks are as follows.
Step 1: Prove Theorem under Gaussianity.

Step 2: Prove the asymptotic Tracy-Widom distrtibution of the normalized largest

root as in Theorem under Gaussianity. That is, to prove

p2/3 B
P (—@ (gmax<Fg) — @1) < 8) - TWl(S),
2

for any s € R.
Step 3: Prove Theorem under the general condition [C2]

Step 4: Establish edge universality by proving Theorem under the general
condition 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.
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Step 1: Proof of Theorem under Gaussianity

We first show that Theorem|[S.7.1]holds under the additional assumption that Z is Gaussian.
Note that ZU; and ZU, are independent under Gaussianity. We can equivalently consider
the matrix

Z1Gy'Zy, and Gy = Z,Z] + A%, ",

where Z; is a p x n; matrix whose entries are iid N(0,1/ny), Zs is a p x ny matrix whose
entries are iid N(0,1/ns), and Z; and Z, are independent.

The main strategy in the proof is as follows. Fixing G, Theorem 3.14 of |[Knowles and
Yin [2017] can be applied to ZTGfZ with G;l be regarded as “>.” in their work. The local
laws of F, is then obtained as in Theorem but with ¢(z) replaced by a finite-sample

version. In particular, we fix G, and define a finite-sample version of Eq. (S.3) as

2= fa), fla)=— —Z

191

where g1 = g2 = -+ = ¢ = \/Omax > 0 are eigenvalues of G,. Again, applying Lemma ,
for any z € C*, there exists a unique solution ¢,(z) € C* to the above equation. Secondly,
we apply the results in Section to show that ¢, converges uniformly to ¢(z) in the
domain D.

Let 3, € (0, g,) be such that f'(—3,) = 0. That is,

A 1 1 & 1
(~Bp) = = — — —— =0
f( ) 5; 711;(92*5;))2

Clearly, for any fixed discrete points g;’s such that g, > 0, Bp exists and is unique. Let

Op1 = f(_Bp) and
B(z) = 4282 | 1

mn nn
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Define the following domain

A

D= D(a,d,ny)i={z=E+ineC* : |[E—0,|<a, n"" <n<1/d}.

The following results hold by applying Theorem 3.14 of [Knowles and Yin| [2017].

Theorem S.7.3. Suppose that hold. Fix G, and let L(z) be the resolvent of

ZlTG/(lZl at z. Moreover, suppose that

|Bp - gp‘ > ¢, (S.23)
for all sufficiently large p and a sufficiently small constant c. Then, there exists constants
a,a’ > 0 such that the folloing local laws hold.

(i) The entrywise local law in D holds as

L(2) = 4p(2) Iy = O<(2(2)),

uniformly in D(a,d’,ny).

(ii) The averaged local law in D holds as

1L(2) = 4p(2)] < o’

uniformly in D(a,d’,ny).
Given Theorem [S.7.3] to show Theorem [S.7.1] it suffices to show the following theorem.
Theorem S.7.4. Suppose that[CIHCG6| hold. G satisfies the following properties.
(i) There exists ¢ > 0 such that Eq. holds with high probability;

(ii) 1O — 1] < ny';
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(i1i) There exists a > 0 such that for arbitrary a’ > 0,

13(2) — a(2)] < —,

TLl?’]
uniformly in D(a,d’,ny).

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Theorem [S.7.4, We separately
consider two cases: p > \/Oyax and p = \/oyay. For both cases, since s'(x) — w0 as x — p,
we have that 5 < p. Recall the definition of f(¢) and the relationship between 3, ©; and
f(q) as introduced in Section [S.5.2}

We first consider the case when p > A/op.c. Theorem in Section indicates
that

|gp - p| < n2_2/3‘

In order to show | Bp gp| = ¢ with high probability for some ;constant ¢, it suffices to show
that |f, — 8| < ny~! in probability. For ¢ € C* U (—p,0), we consider f'(q), f"(¢), and
f'(q)

1_1fww»

f’(Q):? 2
2 J dGx(7)

f'(q) = 7 + 2y ot

~

/

___Ezgw@

Since § € (0, p), there exists a domain ®, = {z : |[E+ 8] < C, 0<n < ('} for some
C,C" > 0 such that
(@l =1, qeD,

We notice that in (—g,,0), f”(g) > 0. Therefore, there exists at most one critical
point of f'(g) on (—g,,0). To show that |3, — 8] < ny', we only need to show that for

arbitrary small ¢ > 0, there exists a root to f(g) = 0 in (=8 — n7™*¢, =8 + n7*) with
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high probability. Clearly,
Rf' (=B +ny '+ +iny %) = £yt

%f/(_ﬁ i n2—1+e + in2—1+6/2) — n2—1+€/2,

Due to the analyticity of the function f’(¢) and f! (¢) when g € ®,, Theorem suggests

that

r —1+4e€ _ . —1+e 1
1(g, = (p+ B)/2) f(—ﬁin;”e—i—i%pr /2)—f(—5in21+6+m21+ /2)’ < —
2

It follows that when g, = (p + ()/2, with high probability
R (=8 +ng ¥ +iny TP) = ny

Sf/(_ﬁ + n2—1+e + in2—1+5/2) - in2_1+6/2.

Moreover, since g, > (p + (/2), ]f”(q)| = 1 when ¢ € ©,, we conclude that with high
probability

f/(_ﬁ in;1+e) — in;lJre.

It implies that there exits a critical point of f’ (q) in between —3 + ny ' with high proba-
bility. It completes the proof of Result (i).

It follows immediately that when g, = (p + 3)/2,

Op1 — O1 = f(=By) — f(=B) = (F(=B,) — f(=B)) + (f(=B) — f(—B))
The first term is such that
F(=By) = F(=B) = O=(B, — B) = O ni
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Here, we are using the fact thatf’ (q) is bounded within ©,. For the second term, for

arbitrary € > 0
F(=B)=F(=B) = f(=p+iny " *)= f(=B+in, ")+ 0 (ny " ?) = O(1/n2) +0(n; %),

Here, we are using Theorem and the fact that f'(¢) = and f(¢) = 1 when g, >
(p + B)/2. Tt follows that |6, — ©4] < 1/n,.
Lastly, we show |g,(2) — ¢(2)| < nim uniformly in D(a,d’,n;). Recall that

dFSx (1)
T4 Gy(2)

+ /) |

In the following, we always assume the all eigenvalues of G are contained in Z, for some
€ > 0 (See Theorem for the definition of Z.). Fix z = E+in such that n > 1. Applying
Lemma we obtain that

for some constant C' > 0. The constant C' only depends on F>*, v; and 7,. Therefore,

—{y(z) is away from the support of Gy. Applying [S.6.4]

U dFS (1) B J‘ dGx(7) 1
T+ Gp(2) T+ Gp(2) N9
It follows that
O (n7) = _q;@ ; (p/nﬁj%.

Applying Lemma [S.5.5] we obtain

()~ 4()] < -

We then use a stochastic continuity argument and Lemma[S.5.5to propagate the smallness

of |¢,(2) —q(z)| fromn > 1to all z € D. The argument is very similar to those in the proof
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of Proposition We therefore omit the details. All together, we conclude that

. 1
6(2) —a(z)] < T~

As for the case when p = \/0pay, from Theorem [S.6.13] Result (i) clearly holds. Result
(ii) and (iii) follow from the same arguments as in the case of p = A\/omax. We only need
to replace Theorem with Theorem [5.6.15|

The proof of Theorem 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 [CIHC6| hold. Fiz Gy. Suppose that Gy is such that Eq.

(S.23)) holds for all sufficiently large p. Then,

2/3

Op2

~ ~

(zmx(FA) _ @p1> — TW,,

i

where épl is defined in Step 1 and @pg 18

L, 71/3
6 = | (my? [ 4 <T>+<p/”1>] |

(17— Bp)g BS

In Theorem , we showed that Eq. (S.23) holds with high probability and \C;)pl -
©:] < n;'. Following similar arguments, it is not hard to show (’:‘)pg — 0By — 0 in probability.

Therefore, the asymptotic Tracy-Widom law of the normalized largest root

%23 (emx(ﬁa) _ @1) — TW,,

follows directly from the Slutsky’s theorem.
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Step 3: Proof of Theorem under general condition

Theorem holds under the moments condition 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.| [201§].

Consider the entrywise local law. It suffices to show that for any orthogonal n; x ny

matrix B; and Bo,

IB1(L = q(2)1n,)B3 o < (=), (S.24)

for all z € S, where S is an e-net of D with ¢ = n; Y. Here, B} is the conjugate transpose
of B,. Setting 6 to be a sufficiently small positive constant such that n?*® « 1, for any

given n > nil, we define a serial numbers 7y < 7y < 72 < --- < 1y, based on 1 where
L:=L(n) =max{LeN : nnl <n°}.
So
m = U”lfsa <l20717"-7L_1)7 nL = L.

We work on the net S satisfying the condition that £+ e S, [ =0,...,L, from now

on. We define S, := {z €S 8z > nf‘sm} corresponding to the following events:
A = {HBl(L(z) —q(2)1,,)B3T,(Z)|, < 1, for any z € Sm} (S.25)

and

C,, = {HBl(L(z) —q(2)1,,)B3T,(Z)|,, < ®, for any z € Sm}. (S.26)

Here,

1 if |ZZ7 | < Gy,
Tp(2) =

0 otherwise.
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Note that there exists sufficiently large Cy such that 7,(Z) = 1 with high probability due
to Lemma[S.6.7] In the following, we select Cj to be such a constant.

We start the induction by considering the event Ay first. In fact, it is not hard to prove
that event Ay holds. By the assumption that n?® « 1, it is easy to see that the event
C,, implies the event A,,. We will prove the event (A,,_1) implies the event (C,,) for all
1 <m < 6! in the sequel, which ensures that Eq. holds on the set S uniformly.

Define

Fa(Z,z) = (BiL(2)B3), — q(2) (BiB3) ) To(Z), s, te{l,...,m}.

By Markov’s inequality, it suffices to calculate the upper bound of the higher moments of

Fy(Z, z). Indeed, we only need to prove the following lemma.

Lemma S.7.6. Let k be an positive even constant and m < §~1. Suppose Eq. (S.25) for
all z € S,,_1. Then we have

E|F5(Z,2) < (n?¥®)"
foralll1 <s,t<ny and z€ S,,.

The proof of Lemma 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 A = 0, the central block of H(z) becomes zero, reducing H(z) 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 |F *(Z, z)‘ and E |F k(2GS 2) ‘,
where Z%" has the same structure as Z but with Gaussian elements. In Step 1, we es-
tablished that:

B|FE(Z9, 2)| < (n2%®)".
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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™!, our context requires consid-
eration of only the upper left corner, L = ATH™'A. 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
2.9

First, consider the proof of Theorem . Let F 5);" be the discretization of F** onto the
points in R,. Specifically, we assume that Fé;" is the distribution that places masses
F¥((0,;1,0,]) at the point 0,;, 7 = 1,2,..., and 0,0 = —o0. Since size(R,) = o(p~2/3),
clearly

Dy (Fop, F™=) = o(p~??).
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Recall the errors in Algorithm [I] as

~ K
Qi(z 1 oWy
ORI N

Q;(z)| Qi (z)| /= (ouAd(z:) + M)

Using Lemma [2.2 uniformly for y € J,, $(y) — o(y) = op(n=23)

op(n~%3) . Therefore, together with Mar¢enko-Pastur equation ([5),

) dFEoc
g[GO L[y
vedy | |Q(y)] y)| TAG(y

It follows then
A Eoo
y TdF _2/3

su - =0 .
e, 1Q(y)] IJTW P)

Then, we can conclude that the estimated measure F) is such that

= op(p~??).

sup
yeJp

f TdFy (1) deFEw(T)

To(y) + 1 To(y) + 1

Under the assumption {¢(y),y € J,} is dense in D(v). Therefore,

Tde(T) deFEw (1) B 23
ZSEE) f Tz +1 Tz+1 | or(p™").
Similarly, we can get
T2dF, (1 T2dF> (1 _
sup J p( Z _J (2) _ Op(p 2/3)‘
zeD(v) (TZ + 1) (TZ + 1)

Notice that the functions are analytic in z. Consider the power series expansion

Jm B f TdF=e (1)

T2+ 1 T2+ 1
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(—1)m2m(um+1(ﬁp) - /Jm+1(FEOO))-

(S.27)

(S.28)



Here, pi,,(+) is the mth moment of a distribution. Using the Cauchy’s estimates on the

power series coefficients, we have

5p = supp2/31/m‘lum(pp) - ,um(FEOO)’ = OP(l)-

m=1
Then, it follows that the characteristic functions of Fp and F'** are such that for ¢t € R,

EFP eti _ EFEoo eti

. < OU_lépp_Q/SGt/V,

d Eppeti _ EFEoo eti

dt t

< Cv25,p~ 23t

Following from Corollary 8.3 of Bobkov, [2016], for all 7" > 3

T || it X E it X |2 1/2 E it X E itX |2 1/2
R s ettt — FSo e’ d Lg et — FEo e’ C
Dw(E,, F>) < i dt ~ 5 dt -,
w(Fp, F77) J_T t e t T
It follows then
Cl+v) , /3

Dw (F), F*) < ———p Y exp(T)s, +

v T

Note that setting 7' = log(p'/?), we have
Dw(Fp, FZOO) = OP(]_).

Next, we consider the scenario when J, is such that {¢(y) : y € J,} eventually covers

[—hg/A —¢e,—hg/\ + ¢]. Again, due to the fact that uniformly for y € J,, ¢(y,) — o(yp) =
op(p™*), &'(yp) — ¢'(4p) = op(p~**), Eq. (5.27) and Eq. (5:28),

sup — op(p~?).

he[hg—Ae,hg+Ae]

deFp(T) _deFZm(T)
—hT 4+ A —h7 4+ A
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_ Op(p72/3).

sup
he[hg—Ae,hg+Ae]

TQde(T) T2dF>=(7)
J (—hT + )2 f (—hT + \)2

It indicates that uniformly in h € [hg — Ae, hg + Ae],
Hi(h) — Hi(h) = op(p~2?), Ha(h) — Ha(h) = op(p~?) and  Hs(h) — Hs(h) = op(1).

Here, the bound on Hs(h) — Hs(h) is due to Dy (F,, F>*). As z, s(z), s'(z), and s"(z) are
smooth in #;(h), j = 1,2,3 as shown in Theorem we get

B=B8=o0p(p??), 5(B)—s(B) =op(??), & (B)—5'(B)=o0p(p %), §(B)—5"(8) =op(1).

Consequently, ©; — ©1 = op(p~2/3) and O3 — 5 = 0p(1).

As for Lemma [3.8] recall that ¢(z) is the Stieltjes transform of W (Lemmal[2.2). Then,

o) = [ 2

T—z

It follows that {¢(z) : z € C* and dist(z,supp(W)) = ¢} contains the half disk D(v) for
some v > 0. We can then select J, such that ¢(y) is dense in D(v) when y € J,.

As for Lemma , as 71 — ©, f — 0 and hg/\ — —@(—A\). Therefore, select J, to
be a grid containing a subsequence dense in [—3/2X, —A/2]. Then, {¢(y) : y € J,} will

eventually covers a neighborhood of —hg/\.
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S.9 Proof of Lemma (4.1, Lemma 4.2, Lemma [S.2.7],
and Lemma

Lemma [4.1] follows directly from Theorem [2.9 and Slutsky’s theorem. In particular, under

the assumption that 6 = ©1 + op(p~2?) and Oy = O, + 0p(1),

~

Uax(Fy) = TW;.
Consider the proof of Lemma Under H, : BC' # 0, we can decompose F), as

1
F, =F" + —BO(CT(XXT)'C) OB (W + M)
1

1
+— (BXPZTS)? + $1°ZP X" BT) (Wa + A,) 7',

ni

where FE\O) is the regularized F-matrix under the null hypothesis Hy : BC' = 0. By Theorem

29,
lrax(FY)) = Op(1).

Under the assumption

niémaxwacT(XXT)‘1O>‘1CTBT> = O((logp)"),

1

we have
1
— L (BC(CT(XXT)T'C)'CT"BT(Wy + AL,) ") = Op((log p)°).
1
Moreover,
1 1 1/2 1 1/2
—BXPZ's?| <|—Bo(CT(xxT)'e)t0TBY| | =2Y2ZZTs? = Op((logp)7?).
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Here, we are using the fact that Hnl’lEZl/zZZTE}/QHQ = Op(1) due to Lemma .
All toegher, lh.x(Fx) = Op((logp)°) and

P <émax(FA) > TW,(1 - @) | BC) 1

It completes the proof of Lemma [4.2]
Lemma again follows directly from Theorem [2.9] and Slutsky’s theorem. Lastly,
consider the proof of Lemma [S.2.2l Under H, : LLT # 0, we can decompose W, as

1 1 1 1
Wi = —LePET LT + =N P PZIS + —LEPZIS) + =S Pt LY,
1 1 1 !

where £ = (&, ... ,fn(l)), Zy = (Z1,y .-, Zln<1)) and P is a projection matrix of rank n.

Notice that

—— LEPETLT(Wy + ML) = O0p(1),
nl(logp)c 5 15 ( 2 P) ) P( )
1
n—lz;ﬂzlplzf(wz + L)Y = 0p(1),
2
1
— &P ZISYA(Wy + L)Y = 1).
nl(logp)C/Q f 1471 ~p ( 2 + p) ) OP( )
We conclude that
1 _
m“wl(“ﬁ +AL) e = Op(1).

It follows that

P (@maX(FA) > TW,(1— a) | LLT> 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 F*=* is discrete at
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Omax and wipaxy2 > 1. Using Theorem 3.2 of |[Li [2024], G, is discrete at p. Therefore,

(o -y -

s'(z) = ¢ —i—CJ w—w}@, as x 1 p.
T>p

When wpaxye < 1, it is straightforward to verify that there exists a ¢ > 0 such that 2/(h) < 0
when h € [A/Omax — €, A/Omax). On the other, as h — —o, 2’/(h) — 1. Therefore, there
exists hg < A/Omax such that 2'(hg) = 0. Using Theorem 4.1 of |Li| [2024], p = z(hg). Using

Theorem 5.1 of |Li [2024], there exists constants C, Cy and € such that

Ciwr—p< fo,(x) < Cov/z—p, z€(pp+te)

where fg, is the density function of G,. It follows that

pte
s'(z) = M—>oo, asx 1 p.

p (1 —x)?

When F*= is continuous at oy,. and (ii) of Definition holds, Theorem 5.1 of [Li| [2024]
indicates that the square-root behavior of fg, (x) still holds. Therefore, s'(z) - cwasz 1 p
due to the same arguments.

For the proof of Theorem , Eq. follows directly from an application of Theorem
4.1 of |Li| [2024]. Eq. is obtained by differentiating both sides of Eq. with respect

to xg.
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