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SPECTRAL PROPERTIES OF HIGH DIMENSIONAL RESCALED
SAMPLE CORRELATION MATRICES

WELJIANG CHEN*, SHURONG ZHENG', AND TINGTING ZOU*

Abstract. High-dimensional sample correlation matrices are a crucial class of random matrices
in multivariate statistical analysis. The central limit theorem (CLT) provides a theoretical foundation
for statistical inference. In this paper, assuming that the data dimension increases proportionally
with the sample size, we derive the limiting spectral distribution of the matrix R,,]M and establish the
CLTs for the linear spectral statistics (LSS) of R,,M in two structures: linear independent component
structure and elliptical structure. In contrast to existing literature, our proposed spectral properties
do not require M to be an identity matrix. Moreover, we also derive the joint limiting distribution
of LSSs of R,Mjy,...,Ry,Mg. As an illustration, an application is given for the CLT.

Key words. random matrix, multivariate statistical analysis, central limit theorem, linear
independent component structure, elliptical structure, joint limiting distribution.

1. Introduction. Sample correlation matrix is an important matrix in multi-
variate statistical analysis. Suppose that y1,...,y, are independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) from a p-dimensional population y with a mean vector g and a
covariance matrix 3. The population correlation matrix is defined as

R = [diag(2)]"/* S [diag(%)] "7,

where diag(X) is a diagonal matrix consisting of the diagonal elements of ¥. The
sample covariance matrix S,, and sample correlation matrix R,, are defined as

(v =9); =) R = [ding(S,)]"/* S, [diag(S,)] /2,

(1.1) S, =(n—1)""!
j=1

J

n

where ¥ = n~! 2?21 y; is the sample mean.

[7] showed that it is important and necessary to study the random matrix theory
of sample correlation matrices. Many studies have examined the spectral properties
of high-dimensional sample matrices R,,. For the limiting spectral distribution (LSD)
and extreme eigenvalues of R, [12] derived the M-P law and almost sure convergence
of the largest eigenvalue under R = I,. Subsequently, [20] verified the almost sure
convergence of the smallest eigenvalue. [3] and [I8] simultaneously showed that the
extreme eigenvalues converge in distribution to Tracy-Widom law. [I0] found the
LSD in the heavy-tailed case that the sample has infinite variace. For a general R,
[6] and [23] derived the LSD of R,, under linear independent component and elliptical
structures, respectively.

As for the central limit theorem (CLT) for linear spectral statistics (LSS) of a
high-dimensional sample correlation matrix R,,, [8] established the CLT for the LSS
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in the case where R = I,,. [I7] relaxed the restriction R = I, but required a Gaussian
assumption. [I3] derived a CLT for the logarithm of the determinant of R,, under
Gaussian population. [21] established the CLT for the LSS of the rescaled sample
correlation matrix ﬁnR_l when the sample has an independent component structure.
[23] obtained a general CLT for the LSS of R,, under both the independent component
structure and elliptical structure assumptions. [22] derived the central limit theorem
for the linear statistics of the eigenvectors of R, under a general fourth moment
condition.

In order to test independence of p-variates of the population under high dimen-
sional settings, a number of studies have been conducted. [11], [25], [16], [4], and [5]
derived the asymptotic distribution of maximum-norm-type statistics based on the
largest entries of R,,. [19] and [I7] established the asymptotic behavior of Frobenius-
norm-type statistic tr[(R, — I,)%]. To cope with heavy-tailed population, [2] con-
structed test methods based on the polynomial functions of the spectrum of Spear-
man’s rank correlation matrices. [J] proposed two families of maximum-norm-type
rank statistics including Spearman’s rho and Kendall’s tau as special cases. [14] con-
sidered three types of test statistics consisting of sums or sums of squares of pairwise
rank correlations. [15] established the CLT for the LSS of Kendall’s rank correlation
matrices and applied the new CLT to construct test methods.

For testing whether the population correlation matrix equals to a given matrix,
that is, testing the hypothesis

(1.2) HQZR:RO V.S. HliR#Ro,

where Ry is a pre-specified matrix, the relevant literature is relatively rare. [24]
proposed the test statistic T = tr[(ﬁn —Ry)?] and derived its the asymptotic distri-
butions under both null and alternative hypotheses. [21] used T} = tr[R,Rg* — L,
to construct the testing method. In fact, both these two methods have their own
advantages and their relative performance varies case by case, which will be shown in
the subsequent simulation.

Consider the following two scenarios:

e Scenario 1: ¥ = I'T'", where I' = I, + 0A, and all elements of A =
(@ij)ij=1,..p are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) from the
uniform distribution U(—p~2/3,p=2/3);

e Scenario 2:

»=U1,+D)U" +61)1,,

where U is the eigenvector matrix of Z'Z with the elements z;;(i,j =
1,...,p) being iid. from N(0,1), D = diag(di1,d22,...,dpp) is a diago-
nal matrix, and the elements of D are i.i.d. from the uniform distribution
U(0,1).

The parameter setting is as follows:

e Dimension: p = 100, 150, 200, 250, 300, 350, 400;

e Ratio of dimension and sample size: y, = p/n = 0.5;

e We set € = 0 under the null hypothesis Hy in both models, § =1 and § = 0.1
to evaluate empirical powers in Scenario 1 and Scenario 2, respectively.
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For each setting, we run simulation 10000 times and calculate the corresponding
sample means p; and sample variances o; for i = 1,2, the rejection regions of the
statistics 77, T, for testing (1.2]) at the level 5% are as follows:

{yiyn: 01_1|T1 — 1| > qo.97s5}s
{yi,- o yn: 02_1|T1 — p2| > qo.975},
where ¢g.975 is the 97.5% quantile of N (0, 1).
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Fig. 1.1: Empirical powers of 77 and T, in Scenario 1. The ratio of dimension and
sample size is 0.5.

Fig.1 shows the empirical powers of two tests in Scenario 1. In this setting, T3
is more powerful than T5; Fig.2 displays the performances of two tests in Scenario 2.
In this setting, 75 performs better than 77. In order to combine the advantages of T}
and T,, we consider the test statistic as follows

T, :max{al_l\Tl -, 02_1|T2 —,ug\}.

Note that determining the asymptotic distribution of T}, depends on the joint limiting
distribution of the LSSs of R, Ry 'R, and R,Ry. Therefore, the main task in this
paper is to establish the central limit theorem for LSSs of f{an, .. ,f{nM K, where
Mj,..., Mg are pre-specified matrices.

The arrangement of this paper is as follows: Section 2 derives the limiting spectral
distributions of the rescaled sample correlation matrix R, M. Section 3 establishes
the central limit theorem of LSSs for the rescaled sample correlation matrix R,,M
under the elliptical structure. Section 4 establishes the central limit theorem of LSSs
for R,,M under the independent component structure. The joint limiting distribution
of LSSs for R, My, ..., R, My is given in Section 5. Section 6 provides an application
to illustrate the CLT of the LSS for R,,M1,..., R, M.

2. Limiting spectral distribution of ﬁnM To derive the limiting spectral
distribution of R,,M, we need some assumptions.
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Fig. 1.2: Empirical powers of T and T, in Scenario 2. The ratio of dimension and
sample size is 0.5.

ASSUMPTION 1. Assume that the i.i.d. samples y1,...,¥n satisfy the following
elliptical structure:

(2.1) yi=piIx;+p, j=1,...,n,

where I’ is a pxp non-random matriz with rank(I') = p, X; is a p-dimensional random
direction independent of p; and uniformly distributed on the unit sphere SP~! in RP,
and p; is a non-negative random radius satisfying

2+e
(2.2) Ep? =p, Ep;* =p*+7p+o(p), E p?\/—ﬁp < 00,
for constants T > 0 and € > 0.
ASSUMPTION 2. Assume that the i.i.d. samples yi,...,yn satisfy the following
linear independent component structure:
(2.3) yi=Ix;+p, j=1,...,n,
where T' is a p X p non-random matriz, BEy; = p, and x; = (xlj,...,xpj)T 5 a

p-dimensional random vector with i.i.d. entries satisfying

ASSUMPTION 3. Let G = [diag(®)]"2T. Assume that the empirical spectral
distribution (ESD) H,, = p~'>°F_ §(ARM < ) of RM = GG "M weakly converges
to a proper distribution H as p — oo , where § is an indicator function and ARM is
the ith largest eigenvalue of RM. Moreover, the spectral norms of R, M,M™1 are
uniformly bounded in p.



ASSUMPTION 4. A convergence regime is required as y, = p/n — y € (0, 400).

ASSUMPTION 5. The functions gi1,...,9Kx are known analytic functions in a
domain containing

limpinf ARM - Sr0<y<1y (1 — )2, limsup ARM - (1 + /)2
P

where ABM gnd \BM gre the minimum and mazimum eigenvalues of RM, respec-
tively.

Assumption 3 requires the bounded spectral norm of non-random matrices R, M
and M~!. Assumption 4 gives the convergence regime of the dimension p and sample
size n.

The following theorem provides the LSD F¥H (x) of F, ().

THEOREM 2.1. Under Assumptions 1 —3 — 4 or 2 — 3 — 4, the ESD F,(z) of
R, M converges almost surely to the LSD FY*  whose Stieltjes transform s(z) is the
only solution to the equation

(2.5) s(z) = / Ty ;ZS(ZH — ZdH(t), zeCt,

in the set {s(z) : —(1—y)/z+ys(z) € C}, where Ct = {z € C:J(z) > 0} with I(z)
being the imaginary part of z. Letting

1—
s(z) = ——Z +ys(2), zeCT,

then can be re-expressed as

1 t

Let [a, b] be the support set of the LSD F¥(z); then, F¥(z) = 0,2 < 0 and

/ o), y <1, >0,
FUl(e) =4 70,

/.ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁ*ﬂflwﬁump y> 10,
0

with the limiting spectral density being

(2.6) SE (@) = (ym) ! lim 3(s(2))0g0<a<a<t}-

zZ—T

Note that the Stieltjes transform s(z) of the LSD of R, M are same for elliptical
structure and independent component structure.

3. Central limit theorem of linear spectral statistics of f{nM under
elliptical structure. Define the LSS of R,,M as

p
(3.1) Lg, =Y g(N), £=1,...,K,
1=1
5



where g¢(-),£ = 1,..., K are some known analytic functions. We denote M, (z) =
p(sn(z) — sy, (2)), where s,(z) is the Stieltjes transform of the ESD of R,M and
sy, (2) is the Stieltjes transform of the distribution F¥»#n. To establish the CLT

of the LSS of f{nM, for a fixed K and known functions g¢1,..., gk, we consider the
K-dimensional random vector (W (g1),...,W(gx)), where

p b
(3.2) W(gi):ZQE(Ai)(S{Xi>O}7p/ ge(x) frr-rtin()de, €=1,.... K
i=1 a

and f¥2-1-Hn is defined in (2.6) with y,_1 = p/(n — 1).
This section establishes the CLT of the random vector (W (g1), ..., W(gk)) under
the elliptical structure assumption 1.

THEOREM 3.1. Under Assumption 1 and Assumptions 3 —5 , the random vector

W(g1),---
,W(gk)) weakly converges to a multivariate Gaussian vector (Xg,, ..., Xg, ) with the
mean and covariance functions as follows:

(3.3) EX,, = —%%ng(z)EM(z)dz,

(3.4)  Cov(Xy, , Xy, )= 4W2£ f 9o, (21)9e, (22)Cov(M (1), M (22))dzed 21,

where

(3.5) EM(2) —y / S(Z)[Eff:(rzgiiz)]?)dli(t) (7= 2)[1 + 25(2)] / Hfiiz()z)]de(t)
# im0 3 5 [se)el R )Rew o RMR(2)e]
+7}3réoi§ai [s(2)e] MR(z)Rey, - e] RMR(z)Me,]
+4Z"lgg°’ie§_:1 [e/ R(2)e(] +1an£“;0§:1[ MR (2)M e/
- @nlil&né [e/ R(2)e] — angngoii[ MR?(2)M ™ e/]
_ % lim % gp_jl rZ,e] M~e;, [ef MR(2)e,]



1 1 ¢
+ 1 nhﬁrgc - Z r,@% [ef MR(2)M ™ 'e; - ef MR(2)M ™ 'e;]
k,

and
(3.6)
s'(21)s'(22) 1
Cov(M (1), M =2 —
ov(M (z1), M(22)) {[5(22) _ §(21)}2 (21 — 22)2
1 0
+§nlbn;oﬁ erkfa [ek MR (z1)M ™ 'ey]
2 [e, MR(22)M ™ 'e]
522 0 2 24
1. 1 & 4, 0 - o T
ol Otk [eRGDe] - 5o [elRizoe]
+1 lim — Z r 0 [e MR (z1)M ™ 'ey] .9 [BTR(ZQ)Eg]
2 n—oomn Pyt Koz Lk Dzo L °
+1 lim — Z 2, —— 0 [ek MR (22)M ™ 'ey] .9 [GZR(%)GZ]
2 n—oo n Py 029 021

)

—5'(21)8'(22) lim %Z [ef R*(z0)RMRey] - [e) R*(21)RMey,]

k=1
—5'(21)8'(22) HILH;O - Z [ef R?*(21)RMRey] - [e, R?(z2)RMey]
k=1
—5'(21)8'(22) nl;rr;o - Z [ef R?*(22)RMRey] - [e, MR?(21)Rey]
k=1
_§/(Zl)§,(22)n1LH;O%Z [e, R?(z1)RMRe;] - [ef MR?(22)Rey]
k=1

for €,01,05 € {1,...,K},C,Cy and Ca are three contours enclosing the support [a,b]
of F¥H (x), C1,Co are non-overlapping, the contour integral is anticlockwise, Ty

is the (k,€)th element of the population correlation matriz R, ey is the kth column of
p X p identity matriz I, s'(z) is the derivative of s(z) at z, and

R(z) = (I, + s(:)RM)
REMARK 3.1. When RM = Ip, and (@) can be simplified as

s'(2) zs(z)+1
(1+5(2))  22(1+s(2))




— !/ /
+ lim L . 5'(21)s ()
n—oo n (1+5(21))*(1 + 5(22))°
THEOREM 3.2. Under Assumption 1, Assumptions 3 —5 and RM = I, the
random vector
W(g1),-..,W(gK))
converges weakly to a multivariate Gaussian random vector (Xg,, ..., Xg,) with
(3.7) EX,, = li ! 7{ (114 Vel ¢ 1) ae
. = lim — s =z
gt r—1+ 271 |€]=1 g¢ \/g 2 —r—2 g
T—2 j{ ge(|1 + yél? )
211 |€]=1 5
1 V(e —1)
+o— 961+ VYEP) oo d€
2mi Jig)=1 v 263(§ + /)
tr(R+R™) 1 2+ ff
- lim —— = 1
P
Z Reg 3e R_leg
. k=1 1 52
— lim = — ge(|1 + VY€ =2 d¢
p P
e) Re;)? Z (ef Reg)’e]f R ey
. k:l k=1 1 +\f§
1 C— 1
+ lim. - ami ey ge(I1+ V€l dg
and
(3.8)
9o, (11 + 7€ 2 ge, (11 + /y&al?)
Cov(X,, , X4, )= — déod
OV( g0 922 7"—1>r{1+ 272 %ﬂ 1 %ﬂ 1 (51 - 7‘52)2 52 51
P
(e} Rey)? — 2trR.
1 = 1+ 2
~ L tim k,e=1 ]{ ge, (] 2\/551\ )d§1
272 n—oo ny = 51



2
el el
5|=1

&
where £, 01,4y € {1,..., K}, the contour % 1s anticlockwise, and

L+ VYl =1+ + Vys +y
satisfies || = 1.

Note that the CLT of the LSS of R,,M in Theorem is the same as that of R,
in [23] for the case M =1I,,.

EXAMPLE 3.1. Letting g¢(z) = z* for £ = 1,2 , under Assumption 1, Assumptions
3—5 and RM =1, we have

o (entering terms:

(3.9)

/91 )t ()de =1,
/

ga(z) f¥ Y (x)dx =1+ yp_1-

o Mean terms:

3 b
EX, =2 —ap + -2,
3.10 2 2’
(3.10) 5 5
EX,, :§y2 +(7+5—2ar + EbR)y — (1+4ar) +bry ',

o Variance and covariance terms:

Var(X,, ) = 2cr — 2y,

(3.11) Var(X,,) = 4y® +8(1 + y)*(cr — v),
COV(Xgl ) ng) = 4(1 + y)(CR - y)a
p
Z Reg 3e Rileg
tr(R+R™!

where ag = lim u, br = lim ik ,cr = lim

n—o0 n n—o00 n n—o00

p
(ex Rey)?
k=1
n

4. Central limit theorem of linear spectral statistics of f{nM under lin-
ear independent component structure. This section establishes the CLT of the
random vector (W(g1),...,W(gk)) under the linear independent component struc-
ture assumption 2.

THEOREM 4.1. Under Assumptions Ar-B-C-D, the random vector (W (g1), .
,Wi(gk)) weakly converges to a multivariate Gaussian vector (Xg,,..., Xg,) wzth the
mean and covariance functions as follows:

(4.1) EX !

ge 211

90(2)EM (2)dz,



(42) CovlXy, Xo) = =1 . 90 ()0 () Cov(M(20). M (z2)) ez,
where
(4.3)
e

BN = | L

+ Bys(2)s'(2) nler;O%ZegGTMR( )Gey, - e GTMR?(2)Gey,

k=1
10 - .
+nhﬁrr;o - 5 [s(z)e, RMR(z)e;, - e, R(z)Rey]

1K 0
+ lim — Z P [g(z)ekTRM]R(z)Mek -ekTM]R(z)Rek]

n—oo N —
+ lim 2 Ep e+ 9 [s(2)e] GTMR(z)ey, - e, R(z)Ge]
n—oo 2N =) oz “
B\ 9 TaT T
. T 2
+ nh_}rrgo o k;dgké "5 [5(2)e; G MR(z)Mey, - e, MR(2)Ge]

T o B N~ 4
+ — lim — Z le; R(z)e] - 0} Zgﬁj +1
1 J=1
1 1< Be
+— lim — Z [e}MR(z)M_lez} : ?m Zg?j +1
¢ j=1
1 . 1 P Tm?2 ﬁz 2 4
— — lim fZ[eeR(Z)ez]' 7295;“*‘1
1 Jj=1

1 1 Tarme | Be N~ 4
— — lim —Z [ef MR (Z)M7 EE] . 72‘9@]"'1

i Lo T r2 Br o= 2 o

+ % nhﬁn;o - ;1 e, M~ "e; [e MR (z)eg} Tiee + > ;g@gk]
1.1 o - 2 Besem 2 o
+ inlggoﬁ Z P [ek R(z)M e, - e, MR(z)e } The T 5 Zgéjgkj

k=1 j=1
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1 1~ 0 T -1 T -1
angr;ogkgla[ekMR(z)M e, e MR(z)M'e;]

ﬂ p
rRet 5 D 969k
j=1

and
(4.4)
Cov(M(z1), M(z2))
s'(21)s'(22) 1
=2 2 2
[s(z2) —s(z0)]” (21— 22)
By o 0
+ nh_)oo % ; a—lg(z Jep GTMR(z,)Gey, - EP s(z2)ef GTMR(2;)Gey,
1 1 u 9 9
+1 nliﬂgo - kél <5 ; 9ri9% + 27"ke> : aleekTR(Zl)ek 92 ——e; R(z2)ey
+1y 1Zp: BZP: +o2,) .0 el MR(z)M e
— lim — r . z
4 nsoom, = po kzgh ke 621 1 k
0 J MR(2)M ™ te
822 ¢ 2 ¢
1. 1 0 ) .
+ 1 nliﬂgo i k;1 B ; kit + 2 aiek rR(z1)ex "2 7/ MR(25)M ™ 'eq
+11 Ly +2 0 AR(z)e 0 J MR(z)M™1
e " k§::1 ;gm% Tke 07 . €k N 22)€ek - o Y 21 €

RN, 0
— nll)nc}o E Z ae;R(Zl)ek . %GER(ZQ)Rek

1 9 0
— lim — Z a—zze,j.R(zQ)ek - ——e/R(z1)Rep

n—oo N 0~
+ lim — Z gz AR(z1)ex 0 —5(2)e] GTR(2)Gey
n—00 2n ”8 5227 ¢
+ lim Bz Z e} R(z)ey, 9 s(z1)e; GTR(z)Ge
n—o0 2n Py gkéa k 2 Dz T ! ¢
10 0
_nlin;ogga—aek MR(z, )M ey - 8—Z2ek L R(z2)Rey,

10 _ 0
— lim 727292MR(22)M 1ek . ai,Zle;R(Zl)REk
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+ hm — Z gké e;MR(zl)Mflek : ai§(zg)eZGTR(z2)Geg

n—00 2n 29
0
+ nILH;O m Z gke e,IMR(ZQ)M ley, - a—zlg(zl)eZGTR(zl)Geg,

for €,41,05 € {1,...,K},C,Cy and Cs are three contours enclosing the support [a,b]
of F¥H (x), C1,Co are non-overlapping, the contour integml]{ 1s anticlockwise, Ty is

the (k,1)th element of the population correlation matriz R, gre is the (k,1)th element
of G, ey is the kth column of p X p identity matriz I,, s'(2) is the derivative of s(z)
at z, and

R(z) = (I, + s(z)RM)

Note that the CLT of the LSS of R,,M in Theorem is as same as that of R,,
in [23] for the case M =1I,,.

5. Joint limiting distribution of linear spectral statistics of ﬁth .
yR,Mg. Let My, ..., Mg be the positive-definite matrices, the ESD of RM; as H,;
and the corresponding LSD is H;. Now define the LSS as

p
(5.1) Ly, = Z gi; (N, €=1,...m;,j=1,....K

vAvhere ge;(-) are some known analytic functions, Xf is the ith largest eigenvalue of

R,M,;. Let the mq +...+mg dimensional random vector be (W (g11),- -, W(gma1),
S W(g1k)s - s W(gme k) , where

b
62 W) Zg@ (8 > 0) = [ a0 @),

and fY»-1Hni is defined in (2.6) with y,_1 = p/(n — 1) and H,, being replaced by
H,;.

5.1. Joint limiting distribution of LSSs of ﬁan, R f{nMK under el-
liptical structure. The following theorem will give the central limit theorem of the
random vector (W (g11), -, W(Gmq1), -+ W(g1K)s -+ os W(gmyk)-

THEOREM 5.1. Under Assumptions 1,3,4,5, the random vector (W(g11), - ..,
W(gmi1); - W(g1k), ---» W(gmex) weakly converges to a multivariate Gaussian
vector (Xgyys ooy Xgpys ooor X 5 X with mean function and covariance
functions as follows:

g1k " Im g K

e (1). EXy,, isin by replacing ge by gej;
e (2). Cov(Xy, ;,Xg,,) isin (4.2) by replacing ge, and ge, by ge,j and ge,;;

X
e (3). Cov(Xy,,; Xgi,n) = 4772% ]{ 90,5(21)gean (22) Cov(M7 (z1), M" (22))
dzodz1, where
12



(5.3)

Cov(M(z1), M"(22))

9? /B;ry
92105 log(1 — a(z1, z2)) +n113;o n Z oo i(21)ey L GTM,R;(21)Gey

0
—5,(22)ef GT MRy, (20)Gey,

02
- ) )
- nll_)rréon ! k%; <5z ;gizgi + 27‘1%2) : aleegRj(Zl)ek : @e;Rh(Zé)ee
P P P
Tlim ot B Y gRigh + 2 | 5l MR, (21)M] ey
k=1 i=1 “1
0 .
. 92 €y Mth(ZQ)Mh €y
22
P P o
- hHl n -1 Z ﬁngiig§i+2r12d gegRj(Zl)ek
k=1 i=1 1
0 -1
a eL; Mth( )Mh €y
22
N 0 s 1
1 2 2 2 -
- nlggon k;1 B Z;gmgu + 27 92, M;R;(21)M; e
0
. TZQQZR}L(ZQ)EJ.C
— lim n~! Z iegR‘(zl)ek e, Ry (22)Rey
n—o0 = 0~ J 0

. B 0 3]
+ lim 52 ) gl%éaizlekTRJ’(Zl)ek : afzzé(zz)ezTGTRh(ZQ)Gez

B 9
—&—nh_{& on k%_lgkéa s(z1)e; G 'R;(21)Geg - 8—226,~C Rp(22)ex
- —1 Zp 9 -1 9 -

_nh—{r;on 672:1@]6 M]R](ZI)MJ € - aszek R}L(ZQ)Rek
— lim n—1§ (z1)Re O eTMR (22)M; e

Am 1)Rey - Bz, Ok VinRn(z2) My, "er
+ lim Ba E 2 ieTM-R»(z M e is (z2)e; G Ry, (2)Ge

n—oo 2N ézlg’dazl kT i ok 62’27}1 25 hi=2 ¢
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0 _
+ hm - Z gkea Z1 e[ G R; (Zl)Geg aiek Mth(ZQ)Mhlek,

n— o0 2n

fort e {1,...,K1},j € {1,...,Ks},Cqy and Cy are two contours enclosing the sup-
ports of F¥Hi(x) and FYHr(x), C1,Cy are non-overlapping, the contour integral j{

is anticlockwise, rig is the (k,£)th element of the population correlation matriz R, eg
is the kth column of p x p identity matriz 1,, s}(z) is the derivative of s;(z) at z,
83/ (2) is the derivative of s,,(z) at z, s;(z) is the Stieltjes transform of the LSD F¥-Hi
defined in , and

Rj(z1) = [Ip + 5;(z1)RM;] 7", Rpu(22) = [Ip + s5,(22) RM,] 7,

a(z21,22) = 8;(21)8,(22) - lim n “ltr RM,R; (21) RMp Ry, (22)] -

n—oo

6. An application. Testing method: We study the hypothesis testing problem
that the population correlation matrix is equal to a given matrix as follows

(61) H():R:R() V.S. HliR#Ro,

where Ry is a pre-specified matrix. Let ﬁn be the sample correlation matrix. Based
on the difference and ratio between R,, and Ry, we propose the following test statistic

max {01_1|T1 — Uz_l\Tg — M2|}
where
N . 2 R 2
Ty = tr (RnRg _ Ip) Ty —tr (Rn _ R0> .

1, 2, 01,09 will be shown in the following theorem.
THEOREM 6.1. Under Assumptions 1,3,4,5 and under Hy, we have
e (1). o7 (Ty — 1) — N(0,1), where
M1 = PYn—1 — 2EX91 + Eng»
o1 = Var(Xy,) + 4VarX,, —4Cov(X,,, X,,),

where yp—1 = p/(n — 1),EX,, ,EX,,, Var(X,, ), Var(X,, ), Cov(X,, , X4,) are
in Example[3.] and y can also be replaced by ypn—1.
e (2). o3 (Ty — p2) — N(0,1), where

p2=@+7=3)yn—1—p+ — jlé zEM (2)dz + tr(R3),
o2 =4y | — % ?{ 2129Cov(M?(21), M?(29))dzod 2y
Ci1 JCo

1
+7% f 22 29Cov(M* (21), M?(23))dzed2y,
T Jey Je,

where EM (2) is defined in (3.5) with M = R, Cov(M?(z1), MQ(ZQ)) is de-
fined in (3.6) with M = Rg and Cov(M*(z1), M?(22)) is defined in with
M, =1,,M; = Ry.

14



e (3). For a given test level a = 0.05, the rejection region of test based on the
statistic T for testing i

{YIa"'7Y7l:T>ta}a

where the critical value t, is obtained by

ta  pta
a=1-— / f(z1, 22)dz des,
b S —ta

with f(x1,2) being the density function of N (027 ( i\ i‘ >> .
Here

o12 o121 20122 20123 40124
)\: = — — +

b)
0102 0102 0102 0102 0102

where 0121,0122,0123,0124 are defined in satisfying that (My, Ma, gs,1
, Gey2) 18 equal to (Rgl, I, 2% z?), (Ral, Ry, 22, 7), (Ro_l, L, x,2%), (Ro_l, Ry
,x,x) , respectively.

Simulation study: Some simulation studies are conducted to evaluate the per-
formance of our proposed statistic 7;. The dimension is taken as p = 100, 200, 400,
and y = p/n is taken as 0.1,0.5,0.8,2. The samples yi,y2,...,¥, are i.i.d. from a
p-dimensional elliptical structure

yi=piIx4, j=1,...,n

in 1) where (p;)? ~ X% or p; ~ Gamma(p,1). The test level was set as a = 5%, the
simulation times were 10000, and the rejection region of Ty is {y1,...,yn : 07 *|T1 —
11| > z0.975}, where zq 975 is the quantile of N(0,1).

Model 1:

r=x"2s=1,

Model 2:
r=xY22=u(,+D)U",

where U is the eigenvector matrix of Z'Z with the elements z;; being independent
and identically distributed (i.i.d.) from N(0,1) and D = diag(di1,d22, ..., dpp) being
ii.d. from the uniform distribution U (0, 1).

Table present the empirical sizes of T7 for Gaussian population and double
exponential population for Model 1. Table present the empirical sizes of T} for
Gaussian population and double exponential population for Model 2. Fig [6.1] shows
the normal QQ-plots of T3 for (p,n) = (100, 200) and (200, 100) for Model 2.
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QaPlotfor Tt Q@Plotfor Tt Qaplotfor T1 QaPplotfor Tt

Treoraica usres Thooetcal Quarios ThecrncalCuatles

(a) (p,n) = (100,200) (b) (p,n) = (100,200) (c) (p,n) = (250,125)(d) (p,n) = (250, 125)

Fig. 6.1: Normal QQ-plots for 77 from 10000 independent replications.
Note: p ~ Gamma(p,1) for (a) and (c); p? ~ x2(p) for (b) and (d).

Table 6.1: Empirical sizes (percentages) of the test T} for Gaussian and double expo-
nential populations under Model 1

P p/n Normal Double exponential

0.1 4.57 5.68

0.5 4.93 5.43

100 0.8 4.86 5.63
2 5.3 7.56

0.1 5.24 5.00

0.5 4.69 4.86

200 0.8 4.71 5.29
2 5.17 6.63

0.1 4.83 4.86

0.5 5.01 5.47

400 0.8 5.16 5.67
2 5.08 5.44

Table 6.2: Empirical sizes (percentages) of the test T} for Gaussian and double expo-
nential populations under Model 2

P p/n Normal Double exponential

0.1 4.78 5.91

0.5 4.81 5.61

100 0.8 5.11 5.74
2 5.46 6.90

0.1 5.38 5.17

0.5 4.74 5.04

200 0.8 4.98 5.40
2 5.29 6.68

0.1 4.84 5.10

0.5 4.92 5.49

400 0.8 5.26 5.61
2 4.94 5.29
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7. Proofs of Theorem 2.1, Theorem [3.1, Theorem [4.1, Theorem [3.2]and
Example This section provides the skeleton proof of Theorem Theorem
, Theorem Theorem and Example [3.1] The technical details can be found
in the supplementary file: Supplement on “Spectral properties of high dimensional
rescaled sample correlation matrices’.

7.1. Some preparatory work. First, notice that

n

Su=mn-1)"> (y; =Ny -9 =r-1)"> - -7,

j=1 j=1

where

0= { p;I'x;, under elliptical case,
9=

I'x;, under linear case,

n n
and y° =n~! Z y?. Denote SO = n~1 Z y?y?T. Since M is a positive matrix, then
j=1 j=1
based on Theorem A.43 in [1], we have the LSDs of S,M and S?M are the same as
n tends to infinity. Therefore, we consider SU instead of S,, in the proof of Theorem
in the next section. Similar to the discussion in Section A.1 of [23], combined
with the positive definiteness of M, the substitution principle for the CLT of the LSS
of R,,M holds. That is, we could study the matrix S instead of S,, in the proof of

Theorems [3.1] and 1]

In the following sections, we still use S,, instead of S, and the definition of f{nM
is redefined accordingly. Before presenting the proof, we give some notations. Let

(7.1) G = (gri) = [diag(Z)] 7/’ T,
—_ p; XX, , under elliptical case,
(7.2) — ?G j ;FGT der elliptical
’ T ijx;rGT, under linear case,
=l
(7.3) E= 2.5
j=1

Observe that
(7.4) E(E;) =E(E) =R, hence diag(E(E;)) = diag(E(E)) =1,.
It is easy to see that f{nM can also be written as

R,M = [diag(E)] "/ 2 [diag(8)]"/* M.

Throughout this paper, we also note that C' and C|.) denote constants that may take
different values from one appearance to another.

17



7.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1} First, in the elliptical case, from [23] and Assump-
tion B, we can easily obtain that

(7.5) IR,M —EM| < |R, — E||- [M|| = 0. a.s..
Therefore, we need to focus only on the spectrum of the matrix EM or M'/2EM/2,
Then, the result follows from Theorem 2.1 in [23] and Weyl’s inequality.
Now, we consider the linear case, according to Lemma 4 of [6] and Assumption
B, we have
[R.M - =M

<R, — =] - M|

<||(diag(Z)) 7% — L1 - |E]| - [M]| + 2||(diag(E))/* — L] - |E] - [M]]

—0 a.s..

Then, the result of this theorem in the linear case follows from Theorem 1 in [6] and
Weyl’s inequality.

7.3. Sketch of proofs of Theorem and Theorem This section
provides the main sketch of the proof of Theorems [3.1] and The details are
included in the Supplementary Material. Recall that, for any analaytic g in a domain
containing the support interval F¥-H

p

W(g) =Y g(\) —p/g(m)dFy”’H”n

i=1
where {;\\i,z’ =1,...,p} are the eigenvalues of PA{HM.

7.3.1. Truncation, centralization and rescaling. First, in the elliptical case,

we begin the proof of Theorem by truncating the variable p at a proper order of
2 2+¢e
—-p

. Pj . .
n. From the moment condition E |~—= < oo for some € > 0 in Assumption Ag,

we can choose a sequence of 7,, | 0 such that

M/ = 00, 170 E (9} = )Lyt piznupy | = 0

n
=1 2, TaT -
Denote E =n E p;Gx;x; G where p; = pJI{Ip_?prnnp}?
Jj=1

71/2M

= c T2 g e
R, M = [diag(Z)] E [diag(Z)]
and W (g) is the truncated version of W (g). By [23] we have
P(R,M # R,M,i.0.) = P(R, # R,,,i.0.) — 0.

~ i ~ 5 E(p?
Now define E = n~! Zﬁ?ijijGT where p; = 25 and ol = (pl). Also define
p

On

j=1
R,,M and W(f) as the analogues of R,,M and W (f) with p; being replaced by p;.
18



By [23] we get

v

M| = 0q.s.(n 7).

We finally obtain for large n
(7.6)

W) —

A(Ry, M)‘ <Cp- HR M-R MH = 04..(1),

where C is a bound on | g'(z)| . Therefore, we only need to find the limiting distribu-
tion of W(g). For simplicity, we still use W (g), R,M, p; instead of W(g), R, M, p;
respectively. And assume that

(7.7) Vi, |05 = pl < nup, E(pF) =p, E(p)) =p* + 70+ 0(p),

in the subsequent discussion.

Then, in the linear case, we perform truncation, centralization, and rescaling on
{z;5,i=1,...,p,j =1,...,n} and provide the following notations.

Denote X = (i‘”) with i‘ij = xij[{l$ij|<77n\/ﬁ}’ E = n_lGXXTGT,

-1/2

R,M = ! [diag(®)] * GXXTGT [diag(E)] M

and W (g) is the truncated version of W(g). As have been proved in [6], under the
moment assumption, we shall select a sequence of 1,, = (log n)~(1+%)/2 5 0 as n — oo
satisfying

P(R,M # R,M, i.0.) = P(R, # Ry, i.0.) — 0.
Now define X = (Z;5) with &;; = (25 — E 245) /\/E(&;; — E j:ij)2. Also define

é, R, M and ﬁ//(f) as the analogues of B, R, M and W(f) with X being replaced
by X. For large n and any 1 <1 <p,1 < j <n, by [23] we get

(7.8) HRnM . ﬁan < ‘Rn Ry M| = 00 (n7 D).
We finally obtain for large n
(7.9)
W(g) — A(Ry M)‘<Cp HRM RMH—Oas(l)

where C'is a bound on |g (2)] .

Therefore, we shall assume in the following that the underlying variables in the
data matrix X are all truncated at 7,./n, centralized and rescalized to have unit
variances.

The proofs of Theorems |3.1] and {.1] 1] rely on analyzing the Stieltjes transform
sn(2) of the ESD of R, M. We denote M, (2) == p(sn(2) — sy, (2)), where s, (2) is
the Stieltjes transform of the distribution F¥=H~»_ Notice that by the Cauchy integral
formula, we have

(10 We) =Y o) ~p [ gl = - f g, ()
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where C is any contour inside the domain and surrounding the support interval of
FY-H | This suggests that our target is to analyze the random process M,,(z). Following
the ideas of the arguments on pages 1000-1001 in [23], we investigate a truncated

version M\n(z) of M, (z). Let x, be any number greater than limsup Aes (1 + 1/9)?,

and xy be any negative number if lim inf /\ﬁil\ff(o’l)(y)(l —/¥)? = 0. Otherwise choose

x¢ € (0, iminf ARM T (o 1) (y)(1 — v/9)?). Let vy > 0 be arbitrary, we define a counter
n

CasC=CpUC,UC,UCyp, where

Co={ze+iv:|v|<w}, Cu={x+ive:z € xp,2,:]}
Cr={z,+iv:|v|<wvo}, Cpb={x—ivy:x € [xp, x|}

Then, we define the subsets C,, of C as follows
Con=Cn{z:|3z| >n?}.

For z = x + v, we define

M, (z), it z € Cp,

M, (z¢ +in~2), if = xp,v€[0,n2],
]\/Zn(z) = M, (xp —in™?), if v = 24,0 € [-n"2,0),

M, (z, +in~?), if ©=x,,v€[0,n?,

M, (z, —in~2), if v =2,,v € [-n"20).

;4 9(2) (M (2) — M (2))d2| = o(p~1).
C—Cp

Therefore, we only need to focus on 7{ g(z)]/\/l\n(z)dz Since vg can be chosen arbitrarily

small, the contributions from segments C; and C, can also be small. As a result, we
only need to focus on z € C,, UCp, when analyzing M, (z). For simplicity, we still use

M, (z) instead of ]\/4\n(z) in the following sections.

7.3.2. Analysis of the random process M, (z). We split M, (z) into several
parts. Specifically, we have

(7.11) M, (2) =V + Mo+ My + My + O,
where

v =[rA () - BrA ()] + 1 [tr(A~(2)D) ~ Etr(A ' (:)D)]

2
+ 2 [(A™2(5)D) - Enx(A~2(2)D)|

+ % {tr(MAfl(z)Mle) - Etr(MA’l(z)M’lD)]

+ g [tr(MA’Q(z)M’lD) - Etr(MA*2(z)M*1D)} :
20



M, = —étr(A‘l(z)Dz) - étr(A‘l(z)M‘lDQM) - %tr(A_Q(@DQ)

- gtr(A—Q(z)M—le) + Ztr(A‘l(z)D)g + gtr(A_l(z)M_lDMA_l(z)D)

1
+ Ztr(A‘l(z)M_lDM)Q + (A7} (:)DM™'DM) + Ztr(A‘z(z)DM_lDM),

2 2

M, = Zztr [A~1(2)(A"1(2)D)?] + Zztr [A~'(2)DA2(2)M~'DM]
+ %Qtr [A7*(z) DA™ (:)M~'DM] + Z—Qtr [A7'(z)(A7 (2)M~'DM)?],
My = EtrA ™ (2) — ps,, (2) + %Etr(Afl(z)D) + gEtr(A*(z)D)

+ %Etr(MAfl(z)Mle) + %Etr(MA’Q(z)M’lD),

O is the trace of all terms that contain D several times greater than or equal to 3,
and A(z) = EM — zI,, D = diag(E) — I,. Consequently,

(1): In both elliptical and linear cases, the term O converges in probability to
zero; thus, it has no contribution to the limit properties of M, (z).

(2): In both elliptical and linear cases, the terms M; and Ms converge in prob-
ability to the limit of their expectation, but do not contribute to the limit of the
variance-covariance function of M, (z). Moreover, we have in the elliptical case

EM; + EMy; — El(Z)

1 1 _ 1 1 I
— 0 Jim ﬁ; [ez (I+ s(2)RM) 1e4 + o Jim ﬁ; [e;M(Hg(z)RM) 'M 1e4
1. 1, 2 I IR S
- Jim ﬁ; [eg (I+ s()RM) eg} - lim %; [eé M (I + s(z)RM) > M eg}
1 1 & L
—gnh_)rr;oﬁ Z rZ.e; M~ ley {e;M (I+s(z)RM) eg}
ko=1
1 1 < )
+£HILH;OE kg; rice, M ey {eEM(IJrQ(z)RM) eg]

L1~ 507 1T -1
+ani)rréoﬁk;1rk£& [ek (I+s(z)RM) e, e, (I+s(z)RM) ek}

P
+- lim 1 Z 2 9 [e;— I+ s(z)RM) "M e, e, M (I+ s(z)RM) " ek]
¢

1 p
+- lim — Y r,%zag [e{M(IJrs(z)RM)*lM—leg.e;M(IJrg(z)RM)*lM—lek}.

k=1 o - I

While in the linear case,

EM, + EMy; — El(Z)
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p p
=— lim lz e, (I+§(z)RM)7le4 : %Z (eZGej)4+1
—1
T . LT T —1np—1 Bz a T 4
+— lim —Z e, M(I+s(z)RM) "M eg} : Z (e; Ge;) +1

1 lim 1 Z :ez (1 +§(Z)RM)72 92] : [B; Z (eZGej)4 + 1]

P P
S lim 1 Z e, M (I + 5(z)RM) > Mfleg} : {ﬁx Z (eZGeJ—)4 + 1]
1 1 < T 1 T -1 2 Bz T THT.\2
—— lim — Z e, M e [ek M (I+ s(z)RM) eg} | T F Z (e; Geje; G 'ey)

1 1 & - &
+— lim — Z e, M~ ley {e;—M (I+s(z)RM) QeK} 2+ 2 Z(eZGeje;GTek)Q

Qe,c I+ s(z)RM) ' M 'ee, M (I+ s(z)RM) ' ey,

_|_
-
b=
e
3=

M 7
IR

1
+e M (I+ §(z)RM)_1 M lee, M(I+ s(z)RM) ' M e, +e] (I+5s(z)RM) ' e

-e) (I+s(z)RM)™" ek.] : [rke + & Z (eéTGejejTGTek.)2

7j=1

(3): The term M, converges to certain limits in both cases. The limit of My in
the elliptical case is

S| Z 2
po(e) =y [ PO 4 g)14 2y [ £EHI0

+ lim % 3 % [g(z)e,j (I+s(z)RM) ' Rey, - e] RM (I + s(z)RM) " ek}

P
+ lim % 3 9 [g(z)e;M (I+s(z)RM) "' Rej - e/ RM (I + s(z)RM) " Mek} :

The limit of Mj in the linear case is

[ (#(02E@)
Eo(2) ‘y/ s+ 15(2))?

+B,ys(2)s'(z) lim fZe G ™M (I+ s(z)RM) ' Gey - e] GTM (I+ 5(z)RM) > Gey,
nﬁoo n
1 P 8 T —1 T —1
—|—nh_>12C - Z e [g(z)ek RM(I+s(2)RM) e e, (I+s(z)RM) " Re
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+ lim izp: 9 [g(z)e;RM (I+ s(z)RM) " Mey, - e] M (I + s(z)RM) " Rek}
+lim 22 Zp: 9 { (2)g2.¢; GTM (I+ 5(2)RM) ‘e, -] I+ s(z)RM) Gei]

+ tim 22 3 9 {s( )g2e] GTM (I+ s(2)RM) ' Mey, -e,jM(H@(z)RM)‘lGei]

(4): The term V converges weakly to a zero mean Gaussian process in both cases.
The process is tight in both cases. The variance-covariance function is

v(z1, 22)

» { (ENE(C N }
[s(22) = s(z1)]" (21— 22)?
1< ) )

+5 lim ﬁk; e oo [ef M(I, + 5(z1)RM) ley] - 55 [e/ M(I, + s(z2)RM) "M~ 'e/]
L LS 2, ol 1, + se)RM) ] -2 (o (T, + (2 RM) ey

2 n—oon Pyt 0z1 0z

1 1 & ) )
+5 im k%; 7’1%4671 [ef M(I, + 5(21)RM) "M~ 'ey] - 929 [ef (I, + 5(22)RM) e

1 1 & d )
+§nllnéoﬁk;1rifa72 [ed M(I, + s(z0)RM) "M 'ey] - 3z1[ (I, + s(z1)RM) e/
—5'(21)8(22) Jim ikz: e (T, + 5(22)RM) >RMRey] - [e; (I, + s(z1)RM) *RMey
—5'(21)8'(22) lim ié [ed (I, + s(z1)RM) >RMRey] - [e] (I, + s(22)RM) >RMey]
—s'(21)s/(22) lim_ ié [ed (I, + s(22)RM) " >RMRey] - [e] M(I, + s(21)RM) >Re]

P

—5'(21)s'(22) lim 1 Z lef (I, + s(z1)RM) >RMRey,] - [e; M(I, + s(22)RM) *Re|

(21,22)
s'(21)s"(22) 1
-9 _
{ 8() — 5GP (1 = 22 }
+nlggoﬁzy ai el G M (I, + s(z1)RM) ' Gey - 682 (z2)ef GTM (I, + 5(z)RM) " Gey,
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1., 1 z ) _ -
+7 Jm — Z (57;291%19% +27“12¢e> ~alee;(1p+§(Z1)RM) tey - 87229;(11' +5(22)RM) ey

i=1

1 1 & P 0
+ lim — Y- (ﬂngiigfﬁwie) - e/ M(I, + s(z1)RM) "M ey,

dn=oon k=1 i=1 921
0
- ——e, M(I, + 5(20)RM) " 'M e,
62’2
1. 1g S 0 _
i Ly (ﬁwzgzigz +2r,%e> 0 11, s)RM) e,
k,t=1 i=1
0
- ——e, M(I, + 5(20)RM)"'M e,
822
1. 1 ¢ 9 _
g dim Y <szgii9?i+2riz> %eZ(Ieré(zQ)RM) tey
k,t=1 i=1
: iegTM(Ip + 5(z1)RM)'M e,
8Z1
— lim liie—'—(I +5(z1)RM) e ieT(I + 5(z2)RM) 'Re
n—oo 1 8zlkp71 kazQ"f”*2 k
k=1
— lim liie—'—(I + s(z2)RM) e - ie—'—(I + 5(z1)RM) " 'Rey,
n—oo 1 Dzg FNP Dz NPT =

P
. . _ 0 _
+ lim 22 % g,ﬁe—821 e} (I, + s(z1)RM) ey, - 7822§(z2)eZGT(IP+§(ZQ)RM) 1Ge,

P
. - 0 _ 0 _
+nlg{.10 g—n E giza—@eZ(IP + 5(22)RM) ey, - a—Zlg(zl)eZGT(Ip + 5(21)RM) ' Gey,

= lim 2+ > aie;M(Ip + 5(z1)RM)'M ey, - ieg(lp + 5(220)RM) "' Rey,
n

n— oo 21 029

o -

D R g _
— lim EzgegM(Iers(zg)RM) IV ley, - ey (I, + s(z1)RM) 'Rey,

n—oo 2 - 821

. e 0 _
+ lim 22 M gizaleekTM(Ipqtg(zl)RM) M- Lo, - 8722§(22)QJGT(IP—|—§(22)RM) 1Ge,

n—oo 2N

P
N ) g %) _
+ lim P § : gze—zeZM(Ierg(zQ)RM) 'M lek-aimg(zl)eZGT(Ierg(zl)RM) 'Gey.

n—oo 2n

Combining (1)-(4) and (7.10), we conclude that the random vector
(7.12)

(Zgl(;\z‘) —P/gl(x)dFy"’H"(m)w-wng(;\i) —p/gK(m)dFy"’H"(I)>

converges to a K-dimensional normal random vector (Xg,,...,X,, ) in both cases.
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The mean function is

1

EX — j{gg(z)(EO(z) +Ei(2))dz, 1</(<K.

¢ 211

The variance-covariance function is
1
Cov(Xg,, s Xg,,) = s j{j{ 90, (21)ge, (22)v(21, 22)d2z1dze, 1</ <ty < K.
This completes the proof of Theorems [3.1] and [£:1]
7.4. Proof of Theorem and Example

7.4.1. Proof of Theorem We take the same approach as in [23]. Let
s(z) = ﬁ7 that means we also regard z as a function of £. Then Theorem
follows.

7.4.2. Proof of Example First, we know that the moments of the standard
M-P distribution with index y take the values

my(y) = kz_:l Til (f) (kzl)yk

r=0

see Lemma 3.1 in [I]. From this, we can calculate the centering terms

/gl(x)fyn_l(x)dx =m1 (yn—l) =1, /gQ(x)fyn_l(x)dx = ma (yn—l) =1+yn_1.

Then, we note that the following equation holds

2 -1 y—1 1 1 11—y

EE+ Vi) uiE v Vi uiE )

Denote

1 1
i) = Jim o f o vieR) (am - ) de

o) = 5§ 001+ V) g
p0) = 7 o1+ VIR e
o) = 5z o1+ vaEP) e
o0) = gz o+ VIR e

By the Residue theorem and [21], we can calculate that

pi(g1) =0, p2(g1) =0, ps(g1) = vy, palgr) =14y, ps(gr) =1,
pa(g2) =y, p2(g2) =y, ps(g2) = 2041 +y), palge) = v° +4y + 1,
p5(g2) = 2y + 1.
The results of this example follows.
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