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Abstract

This paper is concerned with Spearman’s correlation matrices un-
der large dimensional regime, in which the data dimension diverges to
infinity proportionally with the sample size. We establish the central
limit theorem for the linear spectral statistics of Spearman’s correlation
matrices, which extends the results of [Ann. Statist. 43(2015) 2588—
2623]. We also study the improved Spearman’s correlation matrices
[Ann. Math. Statist 19(1948) 293-325] which is a standard U-statistic
of order 3. As applications, we propose three new test statistics for
large dimensional independent test and numerical studies demonstrate
the applicability of our proposed methods.

1 Introduction

In multivariate statistical analyses, the covariance matrix is a fundamental
tool used to describe the relationships among features. Its theoretical prop-
erty is crucial for understanding many statistical methods. For the classical
setting where the data dimension p is fixed and the sample size n tends
to infinity, these properties and their applications in various methods are
summarized in textbooks, e.g., |Anderson (2003).
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In the last few decades, large amounts of work are focused on the large
dimensional regime,

n— o0, p=pn)—oo, p/n=y,—ye(0,00). (1)

Random matrix theory, as a powerful tool, provides insights into the behav-
ior of large dimensional sample covariance matrices, extending the famous
Wishart distribution theory. The pioneering work Marcenko and Pastuil
(@) derived the limiting spectral distribution (LSD) which is called Marcenko-
Pastur (MP) law. With the LSD, we can describe the limits of linear
spectral statistics (LSS). Furthermore, Bai and Silversteinl (2004) firstly de-
rived the central limit theorem (CLT) of LSS. The following works include
[Pan and Zhou (2008); Anderson and Zeitouni (2008); ILytova and Pastui (2009);
Paxl (M Zheng gl; all (2015) and so on. As applications of RMT on the

le covariance matrix, [Dobriban and Wagenl (% and [Wang and Jiang
(@) studied the prediction errors of ridge regression and regularized lin-
ear discriminant analysis; Hastie et all (12Q22) demonstrated the double de-
scent phenomenon in the simple linear regression; i (1201)_21) pro-

posed a bias correction to the likelihood ratio test; Wang et. al (2!!13) and

'Wang and Yao (I2Qlﬂ) considered the identify test and the sphericity test

of covariance matrices, respectively. For more results on large dimensional
covariance matrices, it is referred to Paul and Aue (2014) and Yao et all
) for a comprehensive review.

Normalization is a common procedure in data analysis. By standardiz-
ing the sample covariance matrix, we obtain Pearson’s correlation matrix,
a scale-invariant measure. Recent research has extensively studied Pear-
son’s correlation matrices. - ) first derived the limiting spectral
distribution. [Bao et all (2012) and [Pillai and Yin (2012) established limit-
ing distributions for the extreme eigenvalues. Mestre and Vallefl (2017) and
Gao et all (IM) developed the CLT of LSS of Pearson’s correlation ma-
trices. lZ.b:mg_eL_alJ ([2ng) extended the CLT to general covariance struc-
tures. See also lJiang (Izud and [Parolya. et all (IM For a large class of
population distributions, [El Karoui (1201)_9) demonstrated that the spectral
properties of Pearson’s correlation matrices resemble those of sample covari-
ance matrices. Typically, these studies assume finite fourth moments for the
features. However, for distributions with infinite fourth moments, such as
heavy-tailed populations, the applicability of these results may require ad-
ditional verification or may no longer hold. For instance, [Heiny and Parolya

) justified the CLT of log-determinant statistics of Pearson’s correla-
tion matrices and [Heiny and Yad (2022) discovered a new LSD result for
heavy-tailed distributions.




To address the challenges posed by heavy-tailed data, non-parametric
statistics offer robust correlation measures. Among these, Spearman’s rank
correlation matrix and Kendall’s rank correlation matrix are particularly
popular due to their distribution-free nature, making them suitable for
heavy-tailed data. Recent research has explored the properties of these
rank-based correlation matrices. For example, (|2ng) and
Wang et all (M) studied a class of rank-based U-statistics for indepen-
dence test. In the realm of random matrix theory, Bai and Zhou (2008)
and M_WLQ M) investigated the LSD of Spearman’s correlation
matrices. Bandeira et al! (2017) and [Li et all (2023) studied the LSD of
Kendall’s correlation matrices. As far as the CLT, Bao et all (Im con-
sidered asymptotic dlstrlbutlons of polynomial functions of Spearman’s cor-
relation matrices and |Li et all (@ studied the CLT of LSS of Kendall’s
correlation matrices.

In this paper, we focus on Spearman’s correlation matrices and aim to
establish a central limit theorem for general linear spectral statistics. Due to
introducing ranking, the independence among samples are violated and thus,
we turn to consider Gram matrices. The rescaled Gram matrix is a sample
covariance matrix related to the distribution which are independent and uni-
formly distributed on the permutations of {1,--- ,n}. InBao et all (M),
they adopted the celebrated moment method and derived the CLT for poly-
nomial functions. In this work, we follow the classical technique developed
by Bai and Silverstein (2004) and consider the asymptotic distribution of
Stieltjes transforms. Key challenges arise in computing the covariance of
quadratic forms and establishing concentration inequalities for these forms.
For uniform distribution on {1,--- ,n}, it is challenging to derive the explicit
covariance of quadratic forms. We derive the three leading terms which all
contribute to the final CLT. More details can be found in our Lemma [AT]
and Lemma[A2 The obtained results are consistent with Bao et. all (M)
for polynomial functions and are also applicable to more general LSS such
as log-determinant functions. The resulting CLT of Stieltjes transform can
connect to many other covariance or correlation matrices.

In non-parametric statistics, Hggffdiné (ILL4§) theoretical analyzed the
Spearman’s correlation from the perspective of U-statistics and proposed an
improved version. Specifically, Spearman’s correlation can be expressed as
a U-statistics of order 3 with an additional term. To address this, i
) introduced an improved Spearman’s correlation which is a standard
U-statistic of order 3. Sample covariance matrices and Kendall’s correla-
tion matrices are well-known examples of U-statistics of order 2, and their

CLTs have been extensively studied in Paxl (@) and (@), re-




spectively. To the best of our knowledge, there are no CLTs for general
LSS of U-statistics of order higher than 2. While the improved Spearman’s
correlation matrix is challenging to analyze directly, we can evaluate the
difference between it and the classical Spearman’s correlation matrix. This
approach enables us to establish a CLT for standard U-statistics of order
3. This result is of interest for covariance/correlation matrices of U-statistic
types and may contribute to the development of CLTs for LSS of general
U-statistics of higher order.

As applications of such CLTs, we revisit hypothesis testing for indepen-
dence. Numerous studies have proposed various test statistics based on dif-

ferent correlation matrices, including [Jiang (2004a), [Zhou M) Gao et all
), Bao et all (2015), Emugﬁudbﬁ.cﬁ (201d), [Bad (20194), [Li et all

). Our proposed test statistics fall into two categories: those based
on Euclidean distance and those based on Stein’s loss. Through extensive
numerical experiments, we demonstrate the competitive performance of our
proposed methods compared to well-established approaches.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:

1. For Gram matrices, we study a novel population distribution which is
uniformly distributed on the permutations of {1,--- ,n}. Unlike the
independent component model or elliptical distributions, the quadratic
forms associated with this distribution exhibit a complex covariance
structure. By carefully analyzing three leading terms, we derive a new
central limit theorem.

2. For Spearman’s correlation matrices, we establish a CLT of general lin-
ear spectral statistics, extending the work of Bao et all (IM) which
focused on polynomial functions. Our approach, based on classical ran-
dom matrix techniques and the Stieltjes transform, provides a more
direct connection to other classical results, shedding light on the un-
derlying structure of Spearman’s correlation.

3. From a U-statistic perspective, Spearman’s correlation is not a stan-
dard U-statistic. Mmé (ILL4§) proposed an improved version which
is a U-statistic of order 3. By carefully evaluating the difference be-
tween the classical and improved Spearman’s correlation matrices, we
derive the explicit impact on the asymptotic mean and establish a CLT
for the improved Spearman’s correlation matrix. As we know, this is
the first CLT for standard U-statistic of order 3 in random matrix
theory.




4. Spearman’s correlation matrices, derived from ranking and standardiz-
ing the original data matrix, can be viewed as both sample covariance
and Pearson-type correlation matrices. From a U-statistic perspec-
tive, Spearman’s correlation matrices are of order 3, while Kendall’s
correlation matrices are of order 2. Thus, Spearman’s correlation ma-
trices can be connected with many existing random matrix models
and the corresponding CLT results can also be connected with well-
established CLT results. The obtained results allow us to gain deeper
insights into the asymptotic distribution of linear spectral statistics
for various sample covariance and correlation matrices.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows: Section 2 introduces
the necessary background knowledge and tools from random matrix theory.
Section 3 presents our main results, including the CLTs for Gram matri-
ces, Spearman’s correlation matrices, and improved Spearman’s correlation
matrices. Section 4 applies our theoretical results to hypothesis testing for
independence and conducts numerical experiments to demonstrate the ef-
fectiveness of our proposed methods. In Section 5, we summarize our CLT's
with discussions and the Appendix provides detailed proofs of our theoretical
results.

2 Preliminary result in RMT

Let H,, be any n x n Hermitian matrix with eigenvalues \; > --- > \,,. The
empirical spectral distribution (ESD) is defined as

Fi(e) = STy <), (2)
=1

where I(-) is the indicator function. If FH» converges weakly to some lim-
iting distribution F', then we call F' the limiting spectral distribution of
H,.

With the LSD, we can study the linear spectral statistic which is defined
as

L3 r00 = [ 1@t o)
=1

Here f(-) is any bounded and continuous function. By the property of weak
convergence, we can conclude

/ F(@)dFH () = / F(2)dF (@),



Some common functions in statistics include

1< 1
EZAf :Etr(HfL)v k= 1727"' ;

n

1 1
=3 (=1 == H, - L,

i=1

1 < 1 1
2N\ —log(\) — 1 ==tr(H,) — = logdet(H,,) — 1,
nz_: og(A;) nr( ) . log et(H,)

and so on. If H, is a random matrix, we can further consider the central
limit theorem of linear spectral statistics.

In random matrix theory, one of the most powerful tools is Stieltjes
transform, which is defined as

mF(z):/ L iF@), zect (3)

r—z

with respect to any distribution function F. Here C* is the upper half space
of the complex plane. Similar to the characteristic function in probability,
there is a one-to-one correspondence between the probability distribution
and its Stieltjes transform, e.g.,

F,-5%F — mp, (2) = mp(z), Vz€ C*.

With the Stieltjes transform, by the residue theorem of complex analysis,

1 n
W= [ @t @) =~ f fmpn

where fc is closed and taken in the positive direction, enclosing the support
of FH»  Furthermore, we can study the asymptotic distribution, e.g.,

[ t@art@) - [ f@ire = o 74 F(2) (M (2) = mpm (2)) dz.

In summary, to find the LSD of a random matrix H,,, we can study its
Stieltjes transform

1
mpu, (z) = Etr (H, — 2I,)"".



To explore the asymptotic distribution of the LSS, we need to find the
asymptotic distribution of

mp(z) — mpn, (2),

which is usually a Gaussian process. The Gaussian process further ylelds the

asymptotically normal distribution of the L.SS. It is referred to
ml; for a comprehensive survey on random matrix theory.

3 Main result

For independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) samples Xy,...,X,, €

RP, we denote their rank statistics as ry = (131, ,mp)T, i=1,...,n. For
each feature j € {1,--- ,p}, (r1j,...,ryn;) are uniformly distributed on the
permutations of {1,--- ,n}. Then,
n+1 n?—1
Ery; = — var(rij) = G

With the rank statistics, the Spearman’s rank correlation matrix is defined
by

n

12 n+1 n+1_ 1
Pn n(ng o 1) kz_:l(rk) 9 P)(rk 2 p) ) ( )
which is the Pearson’s correlation matrix based on ri,...,r, € RP. Due
to ranking, rq,...,r, € R? are not independent anymore and it is hard to

tackle the Spearman’s rank correlation matrix directly. Here we turn to its
Gram matrix.

3.1 Gram matrix

Standardizing rank statistics, we denote

1 1
oy
12 : : def
n2 _1 : : =(s1, o, s
n+1 n+1
'nl = =5~ " Tnp ™ T3
If the features are completely independent, sq,...,s, € R" are i.i.d. and

have been centered, e.g.,

e n 1
Es; =0,, X oot cov(sy) = — <In — Eln1;|;> .



Then, we can study the sample covariance matrix of sq,...,s),

1 p
gn = ]_QZSZS;I— (5)
i=1

This sample covariance matrix can also be regarded as the Gram matrix of
the original rank statistics, that is,

12 n+1_ 1 n+1
== | — 1 .
Zn p(n2 N 1) <(rk) 9 p) (I'k 9 P))nxn

Thus, g, and p,,/y, share the same non-zero eigenvalues.
Denoting my,(z) as the Stieltjes transforms of p,, i.e.,

1
my(z) = Etr(pn — 2L

it is proven in [Bai_and Zhou (2008) that m,,(z) — m(z) almost surely and

Cl-y—z+/(l+y—2)?2—4y

m(z) 207

(6)

This result shows that the LSD of p, converges weakly to the M-P law F,
almost surely, whose density function is

V-0 vy +y)? —a)
2mxy

I((1= V) <z <(1+yy)?),

py(x) =

for y <1 and has a point mass 1 — 1/y at origin for y > 1.
We further denote s,(z) and s,,(z) as the Stieltjes transform of g, and

Pn/Yn, respectively

1
sn(z) = Etr(gn 21,) = Y (Ynz) — Zyn,
1 . pn 1 1.1
— Ser(Pr L)t i B
(2) = (B L) = (s ) -

and almost surely

1oy —z+ V(Lo —2)? — 4y
290z

§n(z) —>§(Z) :_(1_y0+2)+ \é(zl+y0_z)2 _4y0’

sn(z) = s(2)

)




where yo = 1/y. Then, the LSD of g,, converges weakly to the M-P law F},
almost surely.
For the LSS of g,,

[ t@are @ }jf

where f is an analytic function and A\i(g,) > -+ > A\, (g,) are eigenvalues
of g,, we have almost surely

[ t@are @~ [ s@ir, @

Further, we study the asymptotic distribution of the LSS. Let

Gn(x) =n (F& (2) = Fyp(2))

and we focus on

/f )dG —n</f )dF&" (z /f 2)dF, ), (z > (7)

Our central limit theorem is presented as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that {X;;:i=1,...,n;j =1,...,p} are doubly in-
dependent and absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.
Let f1,..., fi be functions on R and analytic on an open interval containing

[I(yo < 1) = Vyo)*, (1 + V/50)]- (8)

Then, as n/p — yo € (0,00), the random vector

(f - )

converges weakly to a Gaussian vector (Gy,,---, Gy, ) with the asymptotic
mean
BGy = 5  fGIn(a)d
= —_— 2,
r= 271

and the asymptotic covariance function

1
or(Gr.Gy) = 33§ Fea(ola )z,
1 2



() = Y0s3(2) (1 + 5(2)) 205> (2)
(1457 - ws2) (142 () (14 5(2)
N 5°(2)
(1+5(2))* = yos?(2)’
25'(21)8' (22 2 _ 2y08'(21)8' (22)

)
(s(21) —5(22))* (1= 2)*  (1+5(21))* (1+5(22))*

The contour fc is closed and taken in the positive direction, each enclosing
the support (8.

For concrete functions such as logarithms and polynomials, we will de-
rive CLTs in next section. In details, the integral involving s(z) can be
calculated explicitly for most cases. Furthermore, we present a remark on
the asymptotic mean and covariance.

Remark 3.1. Regarding sq,...,s, as an i.i.d. sample from the population
distribution s € R™ with

1
Es =0, cov(s) =3 = r (In — —1n1;> ,
n—1 n

we have
4
cov(s' As,s"Bs) = 2tr(AB) — gtr(A oB) — 5—ntr(A)tr(B) + O (JJA[IB]]),

where A and B are non-random n X n symmetric matrices. Denoting

def def

w(z) = p1(2) + p2(2) + ps(2), o(z1,22) = o1(21, 22) + 02(21, 22) + 03(21, 22),

w1 (z) and oq(z1,22) + 09(z1,22) firstly appeared in the seminal work of

i i i ) which are due to the term 2tr(AB). The sec-
ond term tr(A o B) was firstly studied by [Pan and Zhou (2008). The third
term tr(A)tr(B)/n is new which has similar effect as tr(A o B) under the
current setting and these two terms contributes to ps(z) and o3(21, 22) to-
gether. The remaining p3(z) comes from the difference between ¥ and I,,.
More specifically, the Marcenko-Pastur equation of £, /, is




For X which has n—1 eigenvalues equal to n/(n—1) and one zero eigenvalue,
the corresponding Marcenko-Pastur equation is

1 >
SS)(Z)z/t(l_ — dF>(t)

Through careful calculation, we can conclude

n (s(l)(z) — 5O (z)> — £°(2) & s(z)
S (@) —potz)

More details can be found in the proof, e.g., the equation (4Il).

3.2 Spearman’s rank correlation matrix

For Spearman’s rank correlation matrix p,, € RP*P which has the same
non-zero eigenvalues as the ones of y,g, € R"*", we have

[ t@are@ Z FOupa) = 53 Funhi(en)) + " 0)
i=1
— / )P (@) + 2=

In addition, by the property of M-P law,
[ Hona)dEupl@) = [ F@E, @) + (1= 32)100)

which yields
[ 1@ @) = - [ Fna)dFyy(e) +

Therefore, we can study the asymptotlc distribution of

) o (/f YAEP (z /f YdF,, (z ) /fynﬂfdG()

By Theorem B}, we have proven the CLT of [ f(yz)dG,(z) and the
remaining is to show

[ Hon2)dGo(a) - [ Fy)iGu(@) = 0,1,

whose details can be found in the proof. Based on these observations, we
state the CLT for p,, in the following theorem.

£(0).

£(0).
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Theorem 3.2. Assume that {X;;:i=1,...,n;j =1,...,p} are doubly in-
dependent and absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.
Let f1,---, fi be functions analytic on an open interval containing

[Ly <D= vy 1+ vy)*]. (9)

Then, as p/n — y € (0,00), the random vector (T'(f1),--- ,T(fx)) converges

weakly to a Gaussian vector (Zy,,--- , Zy, ) with mean function
1 1 1(z/y)
EZ;=—— dz = —— d 10
1= =55 § Hwmz =~ § 1Sz (10

and covariance function

1
cov(Zys, Zg) = ) ?{/ g fyz1)g(yz2)o(z1, 22)dz1dz,
1 2

— _#jil A f(zﬂg(zﬁwdzldz% (11)

where 1(z) and o(z1, 22) are defined in Theorem B.1], and the contour §, is
closed and taken in the positive direction, each enclosing the support (@).

Remark 3.2. In Bao et all M), they derived the asymptotic distribu-
tion of tr(pk) for for any positive integer k > 2. Technically, they utilized
Anderson and Zeitouni’s cumulant method (Anderson and Zeitouni, [2008)
and proposed a two-step comparison approach to obtain the explicit mean
and covariance of CLTs. Here we adopt the classical proof technique from
the seminal work of [Bai_and Silverstein (IZDD_4|) Taking f(z) = 2, we will

revisit the results of [Bao et all (2015) in (I6)

Remark 3.3. Note that p, is a correlation matrix which means tr(p,,) = p.
Thus, f(x) = x is a degenerate case. Taking f(z) = x, we can show that
the asymptotic mean and the variance are both zero.

Remark 3.4. For sample covariance matrices, using the sample mean or
the true population mean has impacts on the final CLT and Pan (@)
compared the two types of sample covariance matrices. More specifically,

Zheng et all (IM) proposed a substitution principle which adjusted the
sample size from n to n — 1 for the sample covariance matrix based on
the sample mean. For Spearman’s rank correlation matrices, although the
sample mean of the rank statistics is constant, e.g.,

ZI‘ n+1
- i = y22l

12



it still contributes to the CLT. In details, the population covariance matrix
3 € R™™™ related the Gram matrix g, has one zero eigenvalue. Following
Zheng et all (2015), we can also use n — 1 and consider the ratio p/(n — 1).
Then, the additional term such as p3z(z) can be removed and more details
can be found in Remark B.1]

3.3 Improved Spearman’s correlation matrix

The Spearman’s rank correlation is a classical method in non-parametric
statistics. We note that the rank statistics can be transformed into the sum
of indicators, which implies

n+1 1 .
7’7;]' — 5 = 5 kz?;iSlgn(Xij — Xk])

Here sign(-) is the sign function. Denoting the sign vector
sign(X;1 — X;1)
Aij = sign(X; — X;) & : ,
sign(Xip — Xjp)
we have

n

3
pu= oy 2 D AiiAil

i=1 j ki

In the form of non-parametric U-statistics, it can be decomposed into two
U-statistics,
3 - 3 - 3 n—2
= AjA +— A AL =" K —p,
Pn n(n2—1)zzj: " Z3_’_71(712—1)Z§;C IR T 1 n+n—|—1pn’

where
n(n —1) 7 I
is Kendall’s rank correlation matrix and

3 *
pn = AjAj)
p n(n—1)(n —2) Z Ik

i7j7k

13



is the improved Spearman’s rank correlation matrix proposed by
). Here " denotes summation over mutually different indices and
more details can be found in [Wu and Wang (2022).

As can be seen, the Kendall’s correlation matrix K,, is a U-statistic of
order 2 and (@) studied the asymptotic distribution of its linear
spectral statistics. The improved Spearman’s rank correlation matrix p,
is a U-statistic of order 3, that is difficult to analyze it directly. Based on
the CLT of p,, we can study the difference between p,, and p, which is
3(Kn — pn)/(n +1). For LSD (Wu and Wang, 2022), this difference can
be ignored. However, for the CLT of LSS, this deviation does contribute a
non-trivial term to the asymptotic distribution. Considering the centered
statistic

fuvgp(/fuMF%u»—/fWM@A@),

we present the main result in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Under the conditions of Theorem B2l as y, — y, the

random vector (T(f1),-- ,T(f)) converges weakly to a Gaussian vector
(Zg,,-++ , Zy,) with mean function
- 1 _
BZ; =5 $ £02) () + () d, (12)
™ Jc

and covariance function
~ ~ 1
cov(Zy, Zg) = ——2% f(yz1)g(yz2)o (21, 22)dz1d22, (13)
47T C1 JCs

where 1(z), o(z1, 22) are defined in Theorem B.I] and

5°(2) (2 +5(2))
(1+5(2)% = s2(2)/y
Compared with Theorem for p,, the asymptotic variance is the same

and there is a new additional term to the asymptotic mean which is due to
the difference p, — pn.

pi(z) =

4 Application

For sample correlation matrices, one important application is to test mutual
independence among features. More specifically, we consider the hypotheses

14



testing problem
Hy:R =1,

where R is a population correlation matrix such as the classical Pearson’s
correlation matirx, Spearman’s correlation matrix, Kendall’s correlation ma-
trix and so on.

To evaluate R = I, we have the following equivalent definitions

ly loss:  |R — I||% = tr(RQ) —2tr(R) +p = 0;
Stein’s loss:  tr(R) —log(R) — p = 0;
loo loss:  |R — Il = 0.

Based on an estimator ﬁ, intuitively one can conduct test statistics

~

T\(R) =tr(R?) — 2tr(R) + p,
Ty(R) =tr(R) — log(R) — p,
T3(R) =||R - I||.

For large dimensional data, it is challenging to derive the asymptotic distri-
bution of these statistics. In the past 20 years, significant progress has been
made in this field and many important methods were proposed in literature.
In special, £5 loss and Stein’s loss can be expressed by linear spectral statis-
tics and in RMT, they motivate the study on the LSS of these correlation
matrices. We summarize the developments of testing correlation matrices
in Table [l

Table 1: Developments of testing correlation matrices in RMT

Sample correlation Kendall’s 7 Spearman’s p
5 loss Gao et al. (2017); Zheng et al. (2019)  Liet al. (2021) Bao et al. (2015)
Stein’s loss Gao et al. (2017) Li et al. (2021)
lso loss: Zhou (2007) Han et al. (2017) Han et al. (2017)

In special, IChen et al! (IZQld) proposed a U-statistic’s trick to estimate
the ¢y loss directly which can obtain a better convergence rate. Using this
trick, several statistics based on T} (f{) can be extended to high-dimensional
data case where p > n. See [Leung and Drtonl (2018) for more details.

As application of Theorem B2l for Spearman’s correlation matrix p,,, we
can fill the gap for Stein’s loss, i.e., obtaining the asymptotic distribution
of T5(py). Similarly, based on the improved Spearman’s correlation matrix

15



Pn, We can also conduct three test statistics. Han et all (IZQlj) has studied
T5(pn) and here we can derive the distributions of T} (p,) and Ts(py,)-

Taking f(z) being logarithm log(z) or polynomial z* for & > 2, by
direct calculations of Theorem [B.21and Theorem B3], we obtain the following
asymptotic distributions.

Theorem 4.1. Under the conditions of Theorem B.2, we have

d
10g || + (n = p)1og(1 = yn) +p == N (iog, Tiog) (14)
~ d -
lOg ’pn‘ (n p) lOg(l - yn) +p— N(Nloga 0120g)7 (15)
k—1 j B
() Nz 0
— ( AN/
Jj=
k—1 j
~ PYn k><k-—1> d i~ 9
tr(ph) — ‘ , ) =S N(fge, 0%, 17
(Pn) 2 G+ (Figk, 07k ) (17)
where the asymptotic means are
3
Hlog 25 log(l - y) + 2y7
N 2
Hlog =Hlog — 1 ya
_1R1 (14 )%] 1§:k’2m4 2§:k ( 1)j21c—j
Pk =7 Vi y 32\ y v 2\ y 9
k .
k 2k —75—1
1)
2 (e (M)
7=0
k—1 . k
k 2k —j —2 k 2k — j
i Mﬁ—§:<>ﬂﬁ‘y< Lo >+§:<>@r%y<k_1>
7=0 7=0

and the asymptotic variances are

0120g - 210g(1 - y) - 2y7

k-1 k k—j1 .
Z 2 —1— + 2k —1— 799+
P IPY k><k> jlmzl(k jl l>><k k:—ih l>

120 jo=0 W1/ \J2
k k . .
SRR ()
Y 50 0 1/ \J2 k-1 k-1
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For polynomials of p,,, our results ([0l are consistent with ones of Bao et all
) and the other three asymptotic distributions are new which can be
used to derive the asymptotic distribution of test statistics.
Noting tr(p,) = p and tr(p,) = p, we can simplify the test statistics of
Ti(pn), Ti(pn), To(pn), To(pn) and consider

Lp2=1t(p),  Lpjog =10g(lpnl), Lzo=tr(p}), Lz = log(|pnl).

With Theorem 1] we can get four rejection regions for testing the null
distribution

2
Ry :{LP,Q - % —p> y?@ — Yn + 2ynZa},

3
Ry ={Lpog + (n —p)log(1 —y,) +p < 3 log(1 = yn) + 2un

— \/—210g(1 —Yn) — 2UnZa},
2
R3 :{L~,2 - % —-p> 33/% — Yn + 2ynZa}a

3 Qy _3y2
Ry ={Lgog + (n —p)log(1 = yn) +p < 5 log(1 —yn) + f_iy"
n

— \/—210g(1 —Yn) — 2UnZa},

where Z, is the upper-a quantile of N (0, 1).

To examine the finite sample performance of these test statistics, we con-
duct the following null hypotheses with data X,, = (Xj;)nx, generated from
different models. Specifically, we consider three types of null distributions:

e Normal distribution: Xj; areii.d. N(0,1)for1 <i<nand1 <j<p.

e Cauchy distribution: Xj; are i.i.d. Cauchy distribution with location
0 and scale 1 (Cauchy(0,1)) for 1 <i<mnand 1l <j <p.

e Mixed distribution: Xj;, arei.i.d. Cauchy(0,1) for1 <i<n,1<j <
\p/4]; Xij, are 1id. N(0,1) for 1 < i < n, |p/4] +1 < ja < |p/2];
Xij, are iid. x3(2) for 1 <i<mn, |p/2| +1<js <p.

It is noted that Cauchy(0,1) is a well known heavy-tailed distribution with-
out expectation, and the mixed distribution is from (M)

As for comparison, we consider other 8 test statistics based on Spearman,
Kendall and Pearson’s correlation matrices:

1. L, max: maximum test based on Spearman’s correlations m,

ﬁ);
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2. L5 . maximum test based on improved Spearman’s correlations

(Han et alJ, 2017);
3. Lx 2: {5 test based on Kendall’s correlations m, M),
4. Lx 1og: Stein’s test based on Kendall’s correlations m, M),

5. Lk max: maximum test based on Kendall’s correlations m,
[2017);

6. Lr: {2 test based on Pearson’s correlations (IHa;a_ei_alJ, |2Q11|),
7. LR og: Stein’s test based on Pearson’s correlations (IHa;aﬂ_alJ, |2Q11|),
8. LR, max: maximum test based on Pearson’s correlations , )

We conduct numerical experiments to evaluate the performance of our
proposed test statistics. We consider various combinations of sample size n,
dimension p, and underlying distributions, and compare our methods with
existing approaches. Table Bl presents the empirical sizes of the tests at a
nominal significance level of 5% based on 1000 replications. Our results
demonstrate that Pearson’s correlation-based tests are sensitive to distribu-
tional assumptions and may not perform well under heavy-tailed distribu-
tions. In contrast, rank-based test statistics, including our proposed L, g,
Lo, and Lj o, exhibit robust performance across different distributions.
The empirical sizes of our proposed tests are close to the nominal 5% level,
confirming the validity of our theoretical results.

To evaluate the power of our proposed test statistics, we generate data
under various alternative hypotheses. We start with data generated from
the above three null distributions and then generate the correlated data X,
as follows:

e Global correlation: X, = Z,X, where 3 = (0y;),,, is the Toeplitz
matrix with o;; = 1, Oi—1,i = Oiji+1 = P, Oij = 0 for ‘Z —j‘ > 1;

e Local correlation: X;1 = Zj1 + pZi2, Xio = pZin + Zip and X;; = Z;;5
for1<i<n,3<j<p.

By combining these data generation methods, we obtain six different alter-
native hypotheses. For each alternative hypothesis, we fix the sample size
(n = 200) and dimension (p = 100), and vary the correlation parameters p
to assess the power of the tests. Since Pearson’s correlation-based tests are
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Table 2: Empirical sizes of independence test statistics based on Pearson,
Spearman and Kendall’s correlations.

n 100 200 400 100 200 400 100 200 400
p 50 100 200 70 140 280 200 400 800
y 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.7 0.7 0.7 2 2 2

Normal distribution

Lpo 0.046 0.05 0.046 0.044 0.041 0.045 0.051 0.059 0.058
Lpog 0.037 0.049 0.041 0.052 0.043 0.048 - - -
Lpmax  0.023  0.028 0.037 0.025 0.033 0.041 0.022 0.023  0.049
0.047 0.052 0.047 0.047 0.042 0.046 0.063 0.062 0.059
0.102 0.075 0.05 0.069 0.049 0.052 - - -
Lgmax  0.023  0.027 0.037 0.025 0.033 0.042 0.022 0.023 0.049
Lk 2 0.043 0.05 0.047 0.046 0.045 0.047 0.059 0.067 0.06
LK Jog 0.047 0.0564 0.045 0.055 0.045 0.046 0.119 0.09 0.064
Ly max 0.039  0.039 0.048 0.035 0.042 0.048 0.034 0.029 0.058

Lyrp 0.083 0.109 0.086 0.074 0.076  0.083 0.28 0.292  0.252
LR jog 0.04 0.045  0.044 0.04 0.05 0.056 - - -
Lrmax  0.027  0.023 0.04 0.027  0.028 0.037 0.012 0.029 0.039

Cauchy distribution

Lyo 0.056  0.055 0.039 0.042 0.058 0.041 0.048 0.051 0.044
L og 0.065 0.05 0.055 0.056  0.052  0.045 - - -
L max 0.023  0.029 0.044 0.03 0.031  0.039 0.016 0.02 0.038
0.058  0.058 0.04 0.047  0.058 0.041 0.057  0.057 0.05
0.121  0.071  0.064 0.072 0.061  0.049 - - -
Lmax  0.023  0.027 0.044 003 0.031 0.039 0016 0.02 0.038

Lk 2 0.06  0.058 0.041 0.043 0.06 0.045 0.056 0.058 0.052
Lk 0.062 0063 0.053 0.057 0.061 005 0.125 0.074 0.072
Ly max 0.031  0.041 0.051 0.037 0.037 0.042 0.029 0.032 0.038

LRr.2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Lrig 0912 0983 1 0.765 0.917  0.987 - - -
LR max 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Mixed distribution

L,o 0.053  0.061 0.051 0.038 0.054 0.049 0.043 0.041 0.044
Lpog 0.057  0.052 0.055 0.056 0.053 0.05 - - -
L max 0.02 0.033 0.036 0.021 0.034 0.031 0.017 0.028 0.032
0.056  0.063 0.052 0.042 0.054 0.049 0.049 0.043 0.045
0.109 0.068 0.065 0.077 0.063 0.056 - - -
L5 max 0.02 0.033 0.036 0.021 0.034 0.031 0.017 0.028 0.032

Lk 0.06 0.064 0.0564 0.047 0.061 0.048 0.049 0.042 0.044
Lk log 0.065 0.062 0.059 0.052 0.065 0.049 0.115 0.066 0.061
Lk max  0.036  0.047  0.043 0.03 0.043 0.036 0.033  0.044 0.04

LR72 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
LR jog 1 1 1 1 1 1 - _ _
LR max 0.91 1 1 0.712 0.988 1 1 1 1

19



Table 3: Empirical powers of independence test statistics based on Spearman
and Kendall’s correlations under global structure.

p 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08

Normal distribution
Lyo 0.06 0.071  0.175 0.295 0.538 0.804 0.958 0.995
L og 0.065 0.063 0.137 0.243 0.417 0.674 0.864 0.969
Lpmax  0.031 0.04 0.041  0.071  0.107 0.18 0.311  0.584
Lso 0.06 0.072  0.178 0.3 0.54 0.807  0.958  0.995
Lgiog 0.071  0.074 0.145 0.264 0.443 0.683 0.884 0.971
Ljmax  0.031 0.04 0.041  0.071  0.107  0.179 0.31 0.583
Lk 0.061  0.075 0.178 0.31 0.543 0.804 0.956  0.996
Lk 1og 0.063 0.08 0.173  0.298 0.503 0.782 0.948  0.993

Lg max 0.037 0.037 0.051 0.073 0.122 0.203 0.356  0.616

Cauchy distribution

Lyo 0.241 0.836  0.997 1 1

L, og 0.183  0.693  0.982 1 1
Lpmax  0.057 0224 0713  0.987 1
0.247  0.841  0.997 1 1
0.196  0.707  0.983 1 1
Lmax  0.057 0.223  0.713  0.987 1
Lk > 0.248  0.852  0.999 1 1

Loz 0232 0829 0.998 1 1
Lk max 0.071 0279 0.791  0.999 1

Mixed distribution

T AT T G S
O SN T G G ST
T VGG VUG T T W

Lyo 0.079  0.256 0.6 0.882  0.992 1
Lpog 0.077 0.182 0.461 0.763 0.964  0.999
Lpmax  0.038 0.083 0.293 0.697 0.954 0.996

Lso 0.081 0.261 0.603 0.883  0.992 1
Lﬁ’log

Lgmax 0.038 0.083 0.292 0.697 0.954  0.996
Lk 0.081 0.263 0.622 0.889  0.994 1
Lk 008 0251 0.582 0874 0.993 1

1
1
1
1
0.083 0.203 0477 0.778  0.968  0.999 1
1
1
1
Lg max 0.053 0.106 0.355 0.765 0.971  0.999 1

— o e e e e e e

sensitive to distributional assumptions, we focus on rank-based tests (Spear-
man and Kendall) in our power analysis. Simulation results are presented
in Table B] and Table [l

From Tables Bl and M, we observe that the power of all test statistics
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Table 4: Empirical powers of independence test statistics based on Spearman
and Kendall’s correlations under local structure.

p 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
Normal distribution
Lyo 0.059  0.085 0.13 0.212 0.35 0.432 0.512 0.594
L os 0.054 0.081 0.114 0.25 0.504 0.715  0.937  0.998
Lpmax  0.059  0.818 1 1 1 1 1 1
Lo 0.06 0.089 0.131 0.219 0357 0.436  0.516  0.595
Lz 0g 0.066 0.09 0.131  0.269 0.528 0.738 0.945 0.999
Lmax  0.059  0.818 1 1 1 1 1 1
Lk 0.062 0.091 0.144 0.267 0.492 0.676  0.829  0.939
Lk 1og 0.057 0.092 0.154 0.314 0.628 0.887  0.994 1
Lk max  0.068  0.825 1 1 1 1 1 1
Cauchy distribution
Lyo 0.092 0.164 0.261 0.384 0456 0.513 0.577 0.626
L og 0.083 0.167 0.326 0.537 0.799 0.941 0.99 1
Lpmax  0.866 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Lso 0.097 0.167 0.268 0.388 0.456  0.513  0.577  0.626
Lj0g 0.091 0.176 0.356  0.557 0.82 0.948  0.992 1
Lymax  0.866 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Lk o 0.103 0.206 0.372 0575 0.774 0.887 0.944 0.976
Lx log 0.109 0.232 0.483 0.778 0.958  0.999 1 1
Limax  0.894 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Mixed distribution
Lyo 0.088 0.173 0.288 0.363 0477 0.502 0.583 0.615
L og 0.084 0.177 0.335 0.561 0.775  0.937 0.99 1
Lpmax  0.862 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Lso 0.091 0.176 0.293 0.365 0.481 0.504 0.583 0.616
L 100 0.095 0.185 0.353  0.577 0.795 0.952  0.992 1
Ljmax  0.862 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Lk > 0.098 0.216 0.393 0.586 0.742 0.879 0.946  0.983
Lk jog 0.102 0.245 0.491 0.773  0.955  0.999 1 1
Lk max  0.896 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

increases as the correlation strength p increases.
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This demonstrates the
effectiveness of rank-based tests, especially under heavy-tailed distributions.
For global correlation structures, tests based on /s loss and Stein’s loss tend
to have higher power. In contrast, for local correlation structures, maximum-



type tests exhibit better power. We leave the theoretical analysis of these
powers as a future work. Overall, our proposed test statistics Ly 106, L 2,
and Lj )., demonstrate comparable performance across various scenarios.

5 Discussion

For the Stieltjes transform of the considered matrix, we can get study its
limit which yields the limit of LSS and the CLT which yields the CLT of
LSS. We summarize the results as following for &(z) > c.

e For the Gram matrix g, € R™"*" we have
LSD: F®&~ i>F1/y, a.s.;
Stieltjes transform: s,(z) = %tr(gn —2L) P S 5(2) = m(1/y, 2);
CLT: n (sp(z) — Es,(2)) —%, Gaussian Processes (0,0(z1,22)),
where
nEsp(z) =n-m(n/p, z) + u(z) + o(1).
e For re-scaled Spearman’s rank correlation matrix p,,/y, € RP*P

LSD : FPn/yn i)EUy, a.s.;

1 n 1 1
Stieltjes transform: = —tr(pn/yn — 21n) "' = = (50 o s
ieltjes transform: s,,(z) p r(pn/yn — 21) p <s (2) + z) ~
a.s. 1 1 1
= s(z) = ; <s(z) + ;) —

CLT: p(s,(2) — Es,(2)) —%, Gaussian Processes (0,0(z1,22)),
where
n—p
PEs,(2) =n-m(n/p,z) + p(z) + —= +o(1)

n <m(n/p, 24 (1— 3)1> + u(z) + o1).

n z
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e For Spearman’s rank correlation matrix p, € RP*P

LSD: FPn i>Fy, a.s.;

1 1
Stieltjes transform: my,(z) = Etr(Pn —21,) "t = y—§n(z/yn)
a.s. 1
— =s(z/y) = m(z) = m(y, 2);

)

CLT: p (my(2) — Emy(2)) —% Gaussian Processes <O, Mjﬁz/y)) 7
)

where

pEm,(2) =p-m(p/n,z) + % +o(1).

e For improved Spearman’s rank correlation matrix p, € RP*P
. pn 4 .
LSD: FP" —F,, a.s.;

- 1
Stieltjes transform: my(z) = —tr(py, — 2L,) 7" <5 m(z) = m(y, 2);
p

CLT: p (fitn(2) — Efn(2)) — Gaussian Processes (o, w> ,

where

)+ n(z/y) n a(z/y)
Y Yy

pE’I’?Ln(Z) =p- m(p/n, z + 0(1)'
With these CLTs, we can construct hypothesis tests based on Spearman’s
and improved Spearman’s correlation matrices. Our simulation studies
demonstrate the practical applicability of these new test statistics.

In this work, we study the improved Pearson’s correlation which is a
standard U-statistic of order 3. Studying general U-statistic typed correla-
tion matrices could be a topic of future work. Moreover, we compare the test
statistics through simulations. Investigating the asymptotic distribution of
test statistics under local alternatives could be another interesting future
work.

6 Proof

6.1 Proof sketch

The rigorous proof of Theorem [B.I] and Theorem will be presented in
this section. As can be seen, the Gram-type of Spearman’s rank correlation
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matrix g, is formulated as the sum of independent outer product matrices,
which reveals similar structure with sample covariance matrix. Therefore,
our methodology is originated from the proof in [Bai and Silverstein (IZDDAI)
that establish the CLT of LSS of large dimensional sample covariance ma-
trices.

We denote s\ (z) and sV (2) as the Stieltjes transforms of F},/, and F, ,
respectively. By Cauchy’s integral formula, we have

[ 1@dGata) == [ £G)n (sule) =50 a9

where the contour of this integral is closed and enclose the extreme eigenval-
ues of g,. It is noted that if the limit superior and limit inferior of extreme
eigenvalues of g, are contained in the support of Fy, with probability 1,
then for any function f analytic on (8) and closed contour enclosing (8]), the
formula (I8) holds for all sufficiently large n with probability 1. However
the concerntration of extreme eigenvalues are not trivial at all, and a more
stronger control is presented in the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Under the same assumptions in Theorem Bl for any 7, <
(1- \/17)2, nr > (1+ \/17)2 and any m > 0,

P (Ai(pn) > ) =0(n™™), P (Aminfnp(Pn) <m) =o(n™™).  (19)

Remark 6.1. The boundness of the largest eigenvalue is a direct corollary
of Proposition 2.3 in (@) Due to the strong local law, the rigidity
on the left edge can be derived with the same steps as right edge. Therefore,
the boundness of the smallest eigenvalue can also be concluded.

As has been discussed in the above, the focus of the problem is shifted
to establishing the asymptotic distribution of

Ma(2) 2 1 (sa(2) = s0(2)) = p (54(2) = s0(2))

Since the CLT of LSS is obtained through a process of integration, we define
a contour C enclosing interval (8)) as follows. Let 7; and 7, be any two num-
bers such that ) C (n,7,), and choose vy > 0. The contour is described
as a rectangle,

C={ztivg:x € n,n]}U{z+iv:xe{ng,n}t,ve[-vy,uvo]}
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For further analysis, we consider ]\/Zn(z) instead, a truncated version of
M,,(z), which is defined as

Mn(Z), S C7h
M, (2) = { My(z +in"tey), =€ {m,n.}and v e [0,n e,
My (x —in"'en), =€ {m,n} and v € [-n""e,,0],

where C, = {z +ivg: x € [g, ]} U{z+iv:a € {m,n},v € [n e, v0]}
and {e,} is a sequence decreasing to zero satisfying &, > n~ for some
a € (0,1). It follows that ]\/Zn(z) pauses at = + in~ ‘e, when z tends to the
real line, which makes the imaginary gap a natural bound to control the
spectral norm or Euclidean distance of Stieltjes transforms. Besides, this
truncation step have no influence on the limiting behavior of (8] since for
all sufficiently large n,

/C 7(2) (Ma2) ~ Mo(2)) dz

SO‘STL (‘(1 + \/y_0)2 V )\1 (gn) - "77“ (20)
+{I(yn > 1)1 = 50)” A dp(8n) — i)

which converges to zero. So now we have prepared all ingredients and the
proof of Theorem 3.l can be completed by the following lemma establishing
the convergence of M, (z) on C.

Lemma 6.2. Under the same assumptions in Theorem [3.1] {]\/Zn()}, as a
stochastic process on C, converges weakly to a Gaussian process M(-) with
mean function

and covariance function
cov(M(z1), M(z2)) = 0(z1, 22),
where p(z) and o(z1, 29) are defined in Theorem Bl

Theorem[32]is a corollary of Theorem[BIlwith the application of Cauchy’s
integral formula. More specifically, if f(y-) is analytic on an open interval
containing (&), f(y,-) converges to f(y-) uniformly and by the method of
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Stieltjes transform,

2m/f Yn?)

27rz/f ynz (z)dz +op(1)
27rz/f yz)My(z)dz + op(1),

where the contour C encloses a neighborhoog of (8)). The second equality
holds by the same procedure of (20]), and the last equality holds by

E <IC]-sup|f(ynz) ~ f(y2)] - sup E M=)

zeC
=o(1).

/C (F(gn2) — £(92)) Mo (2)dz

Therefore, by the convergence of ]\/Zn(z) stated in Lemma [6.2] we obtain
Theorem

The proof of Theorem [B.3] basically follows the same approach as Lemma
With the help of Theorem [B.2] we only need to figure out the difference
of FP» and FP». By Cauchy’s integral formula,

</ F@aF? )~ [ f)ir )— o [ £ D, (2) —mren (2)

and we are supposed to find the limit of
Ln(2) € p (Mppn (2) — mpen(2)) .

As has been discussed before, we consider En(z), a truncated version of
L, (z), defined on C by the same way of ]\/Zn(z) By the rigidity of the edge of
Kendall’s correlation matrix, we are able to control the extreme elgenvalues
of py, as in Lemma [G.I] which implies [ f(z)L,(z)dz — [ f(z z)dz — 0
almost surely. The following Lemma states the convergence of Ln( ), which
conclude Theorem [B.31

Lemma 6.3. Under the same assumptions in Theorem B3, {L,(-)}, as a
stochastic process on C, converges weakly to a non-random function

L(z) = 1u(z/y) /v,
where 7i(z) is defined in Theorem B3
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6.2 Proof of Lemma

We decompose ]\/In(z) into two parts as

Mo(2) =n (sa(2) = Esu(2)) + 1 (Esu(2) - 5 (2))
0 (z) + MP(2),

where MY (z) is the random part and MP (z) is the non-random part. For
simplicity, denote

1
D(z) =g, — 2L,, Dj(z) =g, — 2L, — BSijT’

1 — 1 1
Bi(z) = = o Bi(2) = —— b(2) = T
! 1+ %SJTD]- Y(2)s; ! 1+ %trZDj L(2) 1+ %EtrZDl L(2)
1 1 1 1
£(2) ZESJ-TD]-_I(Z)S]- - EtrEDj_l(z), dj(z) = ESID]-_z(Z)Sj - ];EtrEDj_z(z).

Note that 3;(z), B,(z) and b,(z) are all bounded by %, where () is the
imaginary part. And by some matrix identity, we have

Dj_l(z) =D 1(2) + %Bj(z)TDj_l(z)sjszDj_l(z), (21)

1 1
Ao bt =

ICo

Step 1. Finite-dimensional weak convergence of M,(Ll)(z).
Let Ex(+) be the conditional expectation with respect to the o-field gen-
erated by si,--- ,s,. By martingale difference decomposition,

j=1
T 119 Y (B —Ej_1) Bi(2)s; D;2(2)s;
j=1
- > B (B)(2) = B (2)es () + B (2081(2)€5 () ] D7 (s
== 38 (B,00(2) + )y 10D ) +opl1)
j=1
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where the second-to-last equality holds by the identity 8;(z) = §,(z) —

B?(z)ej(z) + B?(z)ﬁj(z)si(z), and the last equality holds by Lemma [A.2]
The dominant term denoted by

Yj(z) = E; <Bj(2)5j(2’) +E§(2)5j(z);1)tr2Dj_2(z)> . j=1,.p

is still a martingale difference sequence. For some fixed r > 0, since

ZT:OQ-M,S i) —ZZ@Z )+ op(1),
i=1

7j=1 =1

by martingale CLT in Lemma [A.3] it suffices to verify

P m 4
S E[S e 0 &
j=1 li=1
and find the limit of convergence in probability of
Y EjaY(21)Y(2). (24)
j=1
By Lemma [A.2]
Bl Kl

BV < C (G BB GI + gag Bl ) = o)

*(2)
which implies (23). As for ([24]), observe that

B (208,(2) + B (2)e; (2) 0 EDT3(2) = (2155 (2),
so we have
2
ﬁﬁ%—l [Ej (B(z1)ej(21)) Ej (B(22)e(22))] = Ej1Yj(21)Y;(22).

With similar arguments on Page 571 of Bai and Silverstein (2004), it suffices

to determine the limit of

ZE] 1 [Ej (B;(21)e5(21)) E; (B;(22)ej(22))] - (25)
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Since by (2I)) and (22]), we have

E|8;(z) — bn(z)|2 < ]%E trEDj_l(z) — EtrED; Y (2) L o™,

and

[bn(2) + 25(2)| < |bn(2) = EB1(2)] + [EB1(2) + 25(2))|
=o(1).

Therefore, we only need find the limit of
P
21208(21)8(22) DBy [Ejej(21)Eze;(22)] - (26)
j=1

By Lemma [A T and (1),

P
6 4 _
z1298(21)s(22) ZEj_lEjEj(Zl)EjEj(ZQ) =21 — 512 - gIg +O0p(p™),
i=1

where

I 22122§(21)§(22)i2 Ztr (EjD_l(Zl)EjD_l(Zg)) ,

P =
Iy 22122§(21)§(22)]% Ztr (EjD—l(zl) o EjD_l(Zg))
j=1
I3 ZZ122§(Z1)§(Z2)7%2 D tr(B D (21))te(ED 7 (29))
j=1

For I, since that

|tr (E;D™"(21)E;D ™! (22)) — tr (SE;D ™! (21)E; D' (22))|

1 1
o (E;D™(21)E; D (22)) + leEjD—l(zl)EjD—l(zgﬂn
=0(1),

and similarly

|tr (ZE; D™ (21)E;D ™! (22)) — tr (SE;D ' (21)ZE;D ! (22))| = O(1),
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the effect of the multiplying X is negligible and
12
I = z1208(21)s —EZ: (SE;D7'(2)XE;D ! (20)) + O(n™).

With similar arguments on Pages 572-578, by Lemma [A.2]

5(z1) — 5(22)
5(21)s(22)(21 — 22)

For I, following similar steps on Pages 1247-1249 of [Pan and Zhou (2008)
with applications of Lemma [A.2] we have

L = log

+Op(1). (27)

I —ZlZQS(Zl) Z ED (Zl) oED™ (22)) + Op(l) (28)

iz s(z)E+1,) 7! (§(22)Z+In)_1) +op(1).

||M@ @

Denote e, € R™ as the unit vector with k-th element being one and the rest
being zero. Since that

‘e )X +1,)" %—(()+U1‘

( 2) et ()2 +1,) 7 (1, - 3)) ek(
< _1‘e (s(2)8 + 1) ex| + fl\e,j(§(z)z+1n)—11n1;ek
—0(n~),

3’ can be approximated by I,, and
tr (( (z)Z +1,) Lo (s(z)XZ + In)_l)
_Zek s(z21) +1L,) erey (s(20)2 + 1) ey
e (s(or) 1) (s(m2) + 1)1+ O(1),
Thus, we obtain

Yos(21)s(22)

2= G + D e ¥

+op(1). (29)
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I3 can be simplified by the following approximation steps,
trD~H(2) = tr (—28(2) — 2I) "' +op(1) = n(zs + 2) " +op(1),
which implies

_ Yos(21)s(22) o
b=+ ee W (30)

Collecting [27)), (29)) and ([B0), we have

s(21) —s(22)  2yos(21)s(22)
) ~ 2log o s (m — 7)) + 1) (s(z2) ¥ 1)

which conclude by taking derivatives

@4) — o(z1,22), in probability. (31)

in probability,

Step 2. Tightness of M,Sl)(z).
Combined with finite-dimensional weak convergence of MY (z) and tight-
ness on z € C,, we are able to prove the weak convergence of stochastic pro-

cess Mr(Ll)('). To prove its tightness, by Theorem 12.3 of Billingsleyl (2013),
it suffices to verify

E[MY (z1) — MY (z0) 2

sup 5 < oo
niz1,22€Cn |21 — 2|
By Lemma [6.1]
E[D~'(2)|* < C1+ v " P (|G| = n, or Amin(G) <) <G, (32)

for sufficiently large . We emphasize that the moments bound here are
uniform in n and z € C,, that is, the constant C' is independent of n and
z € Cy. By the same way in (B2)), one can prove that the moments of
||D]_1(z)|| is also bounded uniformly in n and z € C,,. Therefore, we extend
Lemma slightly as

q

Ea(v) H <slTBl(U)sl - %trZBAv))

=1

< Cn73 9, (33)

where B;(v) is independent of 81 and a(v) is some product of factors of the
form ﬁl(z) or s, Bl(v)sl Following similar procedures on Pages 581-583 of
) and applying ([B3]), we have

MO (1) — MO ()|
Z1 — %9

2

E =E [trD™ ' (21)D " (22) — ErD ™' (2))D ! (20)|” < C,
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uniformly in 2, zo € Cp.

Step 3. Uniform convergence of MP (2).

Before proceeding, we collect some necessary results as follows, whose
proofs are omitted since one can verify them in the same approaches on
Pages 584-586 of Bai and Silverstein| (2004):

sup |Es,,(2) — s(z)| = 0, (34)
ZGCn
1 -1
sup <—E§n(z)1n + In> < 00, (35)
n;z2€Cn Yn

E 2
sup 5n(2) 5| <& <1, (36)

ZECn L

<1 + ynEgn(z))

E[trD~!(z)M — EtrD " (z)M]|” < C||M|]%, (37)

where M is a non-random n X n matrix.
Next, we decompose MT(?)(z) further into two parts as

MP(2) = p (Bs, () = 50 (2)) +p (s0(2) = 50 (2)) .
(1)

where s, (z) € CT is the unique solution to the following equation
1 1 t
z:—T—F—/Wsz(t). (38)
sn(z)  YnJ 14tsp’(2)

It is noted that (B8] is a particular case of generalized MP equation formu-
lated as

1 ¢
— dH (%),
‘ §+y0/1+t§ ®)

By the fact that C lies outside (&), one can verify that

sup [s()(2) = s()| =0, sup |s(0(2) — 5(2)| 0.

zeC zeC

Throughout the rest proof, all bounds and convergence statements hold

uniformly in z € C,, so we omit the argument z for simplicity of writing.
On the one hand, since X has one eigenvalue of 0 and n—1 of n/(n—1),

([B8)) can be expressed as

S T (39)



Considering

O T T T 0 Ty e
we have
g At
T (180 (14 st
] ) ()
(1 + SQ)) (1 T nn13g1)> n-1 (1 + sg))> (1 + nﬁlsg)>
which implies
s (s i 10,0 -1
p (sgn - §§9)> _ (1 - ;LOZ;) (1 . nn?sg)) (1 - (1 +§n0§/>s(1 i nnlsg)) )
> (40)

On the other hand, we consider

~1
1 2R
p(Bs, —s) =~ [1-= / o dF>(t) | psEs, Ry,
vnd (1+ts)) (1+ tEs,)
(41)

where

1 1 t b
Rp=— 12— [ — ' qr¥q).
" E§n+z yn/1+ﬂE§n ®)

Therefore, it suffices to analyze the limit of ng,(ql)E%Rn. Denote

K(z) =Es, (2)2 +1,.
We have

1 1 t
pEsaty v, (g2 - [ dr0)
n Zn

=n

—pEs;{ DK~ !s; + zEs, EtrD 'K ™!
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Applying @I) and @2), s{ D™ = ﬁlslTDl_l and zEs, = —Ef;, which

implies
pEs, R, =pEfs{ D 'K 's; — EgEtrD ' SK !
=pEpis{ D' K 's; — E3EtrD; 'K ' + EB;Etr (D7 — D) =K+

Considering respectively the following two terms,

pEBis{ DT'K™1s; — EfEtrD 'K (42)
EBiEtr (D;' =D ') =K. (43)

By identity 81 = b, — b2y + B1b2+?, [@2) can be split into three parts. For
the first part,

pbEs{ DK™ 's; — b,EtrD;'ZK ™! = 0.
For the second part, by (B3] and Lemma [AT]
— pb2Eyis{ DK ts; + b2Ey EtrD] ' DK !

1 1
= — pb2E <51TD1—1s1 - EtrZDf) <SID1—1K—1S1 - 5trzD;lI{—l) +0(1)

2 4
= — 2%5°E (—trDl_zK_l — 5£tr (D;'o DK ™) — 5—trD1_1trDl_1K_1> +o(1).
p n

P P
(44)
For the third part, by (B3],
Ph2ESEs DK sy — B2EA0fED T EK |
=pb? |cov <517%, slTDl_lK_lsl) ‘
§pbi\/E ‘517%‘2\/\@1“ (s D'K-1s;)
—0.
([@3]) can be expressed by 1) as
EBiEtr (D' -D ') ZK ™' = %EtrEDflzK_lDfl +o(1),  (45)

Collecting (44)) and ({3]), by 2I) and (B3)), we obtain

6 4
pEs, R, = —Ji + 5J2 + 5J3 +0(1),
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where
2’282
Ji === 2EtD K™ —ErSD 'K 'D),
p

2252

Jo ==~ Bir (D'oD'K™),

2252
J3 ===EtrD'trD 'K’
np
As has been discussed in Step 1, multiplying ¥ has no influence on Ji,
which implies
2.2

Jy = %EtrED_lilK_lD_l +o(1).

Following the same procedures on Pages 589-592 of Bai and Silverstein (|2_OD_41)

and applying ([B3]), we have

yos?
<(1 +35)° - yo§2) (1+s)

With similar arguments in (28))-(30) and applying ([B3]), we have

2252

Jy =——tr (IED_1 o ED_lK_l) +o(1)
p

J1 = —|—0(1). (46)

2.2
:%tr (288 — 21,) ' o (282 — 21,) "1 (sZ +1,) ) + o(1)
2
Yos
= +o(1). 47
113 (1) (47)
and
2252
J3 == EtED 'rED 'K ™! 4 o(1)
np
25 1 1 1
= m‘) tr(—zs¥ —z21,) tr(—zsX —z2L,)" (sX+ 1, +o0(1)
2
Yos
= +o(1). 48
A e (43)

Collecting (46))-([8]), we obtain

Yos> 2y5>

Es, R, = —
R <(1+§)2—yo§2) (1+5) (1+3)°

+ o(1). (49)

35



Together with (40), (A1) and (49),

P <E§n(z) - §%0)(z)) — u(2).

6.3 Proof of Lemma

The main process is similar with the proof of Lemma First we prove
the convergence of En(z) in probability for each z € C, then we show its
tightness on C, which leads to the convergence of stochastic process.

Step 1. Convergence of En(z)

Since that

3
Pu = Pn= g

(Kn - /N)n) )

we have
Ln(2) =tr (Bn — 21,) ™" (pn — Pn) (pn — 21,) "

3 ~ 1 -1
Thr 1“" (pn = 21p) " Ky (pr — 21p)

tr (P — 20L,) " P (o — 21,) 7"

We further expand (p,, — 21,) ",
tr (P — 21,) 'Ky, (pn — 21,) 7 = tr (B — 21,) 'K, (P — 21,)

3 ~ - ~ _ _
:n+1tr(Pn_Z1p) lKn(Pn_ZIp) lKn(Pn_ZI;n) '

tr (P — 201,) " Ky (Pn — 2L,) " B (pn — 21,) 7 h

n—+1

By the rigidity of the edge of Kendall’s rank correlation matrix, ||K,,|| is uni-
formly bounded almost surely, and then subsequently p, = (n+ 1)p,/(n —
2) — 3K,,/(n — 2) also has uniformly bounded spectral norm. So we have

~ -1 -1
p— 1tr (pn — 2L,) " K, (pn — 21,)

3 ~ -1 ~ -1
T 1tr (Ppn — 21,) " Ky (pn — 21,) " +op(1),

and similarly,

~ -1 ~ -1
n+ 1tr (Pn — ZIp) Pn (Pn — ZIp)

3 ~ 1~ i~ _
:n+1tr(pn_ZIp) 1pn(Pn_ZIp) 1‘|‘0P(1)7
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which implies

. 5 L )
Ln(2) =—tr (Pn — 2L) 'K, (P — 21,) 7
S (B — 2L B (B — 21,) "+ op(1),
n+ 1 P P

Denote by A; the conditional expectation of A;; given X;, A; = E[A;;|X;].
By the Hoeffding’s decomposition of A;; illustrated in Bandeir 1/ (201 ﬂ),

(2029) and [Li et a1l (2023),

Aij = Ai + Aj + €ij,

where €;; is uncorrelated with A; and A;. So we naturally approximate p,,
and K,, by

3 n
UnzﬁgAiAI

and

L

3Ip

2N 4 AT
Vn—;;AZAi +

respectively. The error of this approximation can be well controlled as fol-
lows.

Lemma 6.4. Suppose Xy, -+, X, i.i.d. from a poplulation X € RP, whose
entries are independent and absolutely continuous respect to the Lebesgue
measure. Then we have

E|pn — UnlF = o(p), (50)
and
E|K, — V|7 = o(p). (51)

To replace p,, and K,, with U,, and V,,, we consider

tr (pn — ZIp)_l Ky (pn — ZIp)_l - (Pn — ZIp)_l K, (U, — zIp)_l

—_— —tr
n+1 n+1

3 ~ -1 ~ -1 ~ -1
Tht 1“ (pn = 21p) " K (pn — 21p) " (Un = pn) (Up = 21) .
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By Cauchy’s inequality and Lemma [6.4]

E |t (70— #1,) ™ K (P = 21,) "' (Up = ) (Un — 21,) "

1

(U, - 7))

(70— 1) v — 21|

<E (p- 1K

1
<ph (Etr (U, — ﬁn)Q) :
=o(p),
which conclude by Markov’s inequality that

~ -1 ~ -1
n—Htr (pn —21,) Ky, (pn — 21,)

tr (pn — 21,) 'K, (U, — 2I,) " 4 op(1).

n+1
Following similar steps above, we obtain

tr (o, — 20L,) 'K, (P — 21,) 7"

n+1

-1 -1
— tr (U, — 21,)” V, (U, — 2I,) +op(1).
And similarly,

6 (B — 21,) " B (B — 21,) "

n+1
3 r (U, — 21,) ' U, (U, — 2L,) "' + op(1).

n+1
Observing that
tr (U, — 21,) "' V,, (U, — 2L,) " =tr (U, — 21,) 2V,
d

-1
:Etr (Un — ZIp) Vn,

so it suffices to find the limit of

-1
— 1tr (U, —21,)" V,

and
3

-1
p— 1tr (U, — 21,) " U,,.

38
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For simplicity of writing, we denote

t; = \/gAi’ H(z) = U, — 2L, H;(z) = Up — 21, — tjtJ'T'

As for the first term,

2 Tt 1 -1
= tTH ™ (2)t; wH(2).
@2 ;] (2)t; + = trH T (2)

n—+1 —

By the leave-one-out method,

and then

Since that

. t;»rHj_l(z)tj — LtrH™1(2)
1+t H; ' (2)t;

1 1
<SE t;-rHj_l(z)tj - EtrHj_l(z)' + EE trHj_l(z) —trH!(2)
=0(n"2),
and
1 1
E

1+t H '(2)t; 1+ ptrH!
thHj_l(z)tj — 1erH1(2)
(1 + t]THj—l(z)tj> (14 LtrH-1(2))

J

1 1
<E t;»rHj_l(z)tj — EtrH-_l(z) + EE ‘trHj_l(z) —trH ()

=0(n"2),
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we have

2n LerH-1(2 1
w2 D
n+1l 1+-trH 1(2) n+1

By Theorem 2 of [Wu and Wané 121222),

Cl-y—z+/(I+y—2)?2—4y

trH ™ (2) + op(1).

1
—trH (2) = m(2) = , almost surely.

P 2yz
Therefore,

2ym(z)

€2) - 1+ ym(z)

+ym(z), in probability.

And similarly,

n

3 _
— > t]H T (2)t; —
j=1

3ym(2)
1+ym(z)’

B3) =

in probability.

To sum up,

- 3 _
Ln(2) == St (U, — 21,) 2(V, = U,) 4+ op(1)

3 d -1
= - Un‘— I Vi [Jn 1
n 1 dZtr( z 10) ( ) OP( )

ym/(2)

e

in probability.

Since

Clty—z+/(I+y—2)2 4y

5(2) 5y

we have

—1+yo—yoz + /(1 +yo — y02)* — 4yo
2y02

_—y—l—l—z—l—\/(y+1—z)2—4y_

_ o _

Yos(Yoz) =

m(z).
Therefore,

Yos' (yoz)

ym'(2) — s (vnz) —
7 = bos (402) (1+5(y02))

m 2 = Yol (Yoz)-

ym'(2) —

40



Step 2. Tightness of L,(z).
Similar with the step 2 of the proof of Lemma [6.2] it suffices to verify

wp ELue) = L)

niz1,226Cn |21 — 22/?

< Q.

2
=E |tr (ﬁn - lep)_l (ﬁn - Z2Ip)_1 —tr (pn - lep)_l (pn - 22Ip)_1

2
1

1
- Z N — 21)(\i — 22) - Z (A = 21) (N — 22)

i=1

- i+ X — 21 — 22) (N — Ni)
—R A
; (Ai = 21)(Ni — 22) (A — 21)(Ni — 22)

I

where Ay > --- > A, and Xl > > Xp are the eigenvalues of p, and p,
respectively. By Weyl’s inequality,

3

< ”pn - .571” = HKn +ﬁnH

Ai = Ai
n+1

By the rigidity of edge of K,, and p,, and the truncation of En(z),

2 p
<Cip) E
i=1

P

()\Z’ + XZ — 21 — 2’2)()\2' — Xz)
; (N — 21) (N — 22) (A — 21) (N — 22)

uniformly in 21, 20 € Cp.

E

2
Ai — il <Oy,

A Auxiliary lemmas

Lemma A.1. For non-random n X n symmetric matrices A and B, we have
Es' As =tr¥A;

cov(sT As,s Bs) =2tr(AB) — gtr(A oB)— ;intr(A)tr(B) +Oo()|A[IB].

Proof. Noting

n

1
Es =0, cov(s) =X = (In — —1n1;|;> ,
n

n—1
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we have EsT As = tr¥A. Furthermore, we calculate the covariance of the
interaction term cov(s;s;, s55;).
By Faulhaber’s formula,

144 - n+1\* 4
2 2 2 .
—E(s2—1)2 = - ==
var(si) = Bls1 = V)" = o — vy Z_: (z 2 ) 5 B(n?-—1)
Noting s1 + ...+ s, = 0, we have

0 = cov (S%, s1(s1+ ...+ 5n)) = var(s?) + (n — 1)cov(s?, s152),

which yields

cov(s?, s189) = — 1var(s%).

n—
Similarly, since s? + ... + s2 =n,

0 = cov (S%, T4 ...+ si)) = var(s?) + (n — 1)cov(s?, s3),
which yields
1

cov(s?,s3) = — — 1var(s%).
By exploiting this trick, we can get
cov(s?, 5953) :;Var(s%),
(n—1)(n—2)
-2 1
var(sys2) :7(17271_ 1)2) - 1var(s%),
n 2 9
cov(s182,58183) = — CESIE + ORI 2)var(81),
2n 6 2
cov(s189,8384) = - var(s7).

n—12mn-3) (n—1)mn-2)(n-3)
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Now, we are ready to derive the covariance

n n
cov(sTAs, sTBs) = cov Z aiis? + 2 Z iSiSj, Z bkksi + 2 Z briSkSi

i=1 i<j k=1 k<l
N b 2 2y 9 ) 2
= ibercov(sy, si) + ai;bgicov(sy, sksy)
ik ik<l
+2 Z a;jbgrcov(s;s;, S%) +4 Z a;jbricov(s;s;, sksi)
i<jk i<j k<l
n *
_ 2 b 2 2 b
=var(s7) ai;bi; + cov(s7, s3) a;ibrk
i=1 ik

* *
2 2
+ 2cov(st, s152) Z akkbri + cov(sy, s253) Z ai;br;
k,l ikl

* *
2 2
+ 2cov (s, s152) E a;jbi; + cov(sy, s253) E @ijbkk
i,7 1,9,k

+ 2var(sys2) Z a;jbij + 4cov(sys2,5153) Z a;jbji, + cov(sisz, s354) Z a;jby
irj i,k ivgikl
= (var(s}) — cov(si, s3) — dcov(s, sas3) + dcov(sT, s2s3) — 2var(s1s2) + 8cov(s1s2, 5153)
—6cov(s152, 5354)) tr(A o B) + (cov(si, s3) — 2(s1, s283) + cov(s152, s354)) tr(A)tr(B)
+ (2var(sysg) — 4cov(sisg, s1s3) + 2cov(sisg, s3sq)) tr(AB)
(2cov(s?, s182) — 2cov(si, s2s3) — dcov(sysa, s153) + dcov(s1 82, S354)) 1) Bdiag(A)
( 1, 5182) — 2cov(s?, sas3) — 4cov(sy82, 5183) + 4cov(sy 82, 5354)) 1, Adiag(B)

(4cov(sys2, s183) — 4dcov(syse, S354)) IIABln + cov (s s, 3334)1,IA1n1;B1n
(

4
_9tr(AB) — gtr(A oB) — - tr(A)ux(B) + O(1) A B]

+ (
+ (2cov(s
+ (
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where we use the facts

Z ;b = Z aiibjj — Z ai;ibi; = tr(A)tr(B) — tr(A o B);
ik ij i=1

Z akkbr = Z aiibij — Z aiibi = 1, Bdiag(A) — tr(A o B);
k.l ,] i=1

* n n n
D aiibi =Y ai [ > b +2bii —2) b — Y b
i=1 k,l k=1 k=1

i,k,l
=tr(A)1, B1, + 2tr(A o B) — 21, Bdiag(A) — tr(A)tr(B);
Z aijbii zlediag(B) — tl"(A o B);
2%
> aijbek =tr(B)1, A1, + 2tr(A o B) — 21, Adiag(B) — tr(A)tr(B);

i?j7k

Z*: aijbij = Z aijbij — Zn: ai;ibii = tr(AB) — tr(A o B);
0] i,j i=1

* * n
Z aijbir = Z Z a;jbjk — @iibik, — aikbgk

i3,k ik \j=1
=1 AB1, — tr(AB) — 1, Bdiag(A) — 1, Adiag(B) + 2tr(A o B)

D by = ai <Z bkt — bri — bj — bkk)

i,5.k,l i,5.k =1
=> ai [ D b= ba— > bir | = > aij (bri + brj + ber)
ij k,l =1 =1 ik
=1, A1,1'B1, — 21T AB1, — tr(A)1, B1, + 21, Bdiag(A)
—9 (1,{ AB1, — tr(AB) — 1! Bdiag(A) — 1] Adiag(B) + 2tr(A o B))
- (tr(B)ﬂL A1, + 2tr(A o B) — 21 Adiag(B) — tr(A)tr(B))
=1,A1,1,B1, — 41} AB1,, + 41, Adiag(B) + 41, Bdiag(A)
—tr(A)1,) B1, — tr(B)1, A1, — 6tr(A o B) + 2tr(AB) + tr(A)tr(B)
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and the bounds

tr(A o B) = O(n)[|A|||BJ|, tr(A)tr(B) = O(n?)||A[||B]|, tr(AB) = O(n)||Al[|B],
1, Bdiag(A) = O(n)||A[||IB], 1, Adiag(B) = O(n)| A ||| B,
1, A1,1)B1, = O(n®)|Al[|B|, 1, AB1, = O(n)[|A[|B].

The proof is completed. O
Lemma A.2. For non-random n X n matrices Ay, k = 1,--- ,r and By,
[=1,---,q, we have
T q 1 T q
9
E H s Agsi H <S1TBl51 - —trEBl> <Cn 2t H ([ Al H 1Bl
p
k=1 1=1 k=1 1=1

(54)
for arbitrarily small § > 0.

Proof. For non-random n x n matrix B, by Proposition 2.1 of (@),

q
E < Cn 2B, (55)

1
s{ Bs; — —trXB
p

for arbitrarily small 6 > 0. When r =0, ¢ > 1, (54)) is a consequence of (55
and Holder’s inequality. If » > 0, by induction on r we have

r q
1
E I | slTAksl I | <slTBlsl - —trEBl>‘
p

k=1 =1
r—1 1 1
<|E H slTAksl(slTArsl — —tr¥A,) H <slTBlsl — —trZBl>
k=1 p =1 p
n i 1 1
+ — A, |E H SIAksl H (sIBlsl — —trEBl>
p k=1 =1 p
r q
_a
<cn =TT 1Akl TTIBul,
k=1 =1
which conclude the result. O

Lemma A.3 (Theorem 35.12 of BillingslgyI 12!!1ﬂ)). Suppose for each n,
Y1, , Yy, is a real martingale difference sequence with respect to o-field
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{Fn;} having finite second moments. If
ZE |]~' nj— 1) o2, in probability,

and for each € > 0,

STEYZI(Yagl =€) =0,
then

Tn
Z Y — N(o,0?), in distribution.
j=1

Proof of Theorem [[1} Let f(x) = ¥, the centering term is

k—1 7
k\ (k-1
[ar, =5 (B (1),
— ) +1\y j
]_
The asymptotic mean and asymptotic variance can be derived with the same
approach in Theorem 1.4 of [Pan and Zhou M), so we omit details here.

Then we consider the case of f(z) = log(x). By (3.6) of Bai et all (2009),

the centering term is

n — 1
/ log(a)dFy, (x) = Y- log(1 — y) ~ 1.

Next, for asymptotic mean and asymptotic variance, we notice that
2
d(o) = L@ +s()"
- (14 5(2))% = yos?(2)

Since we consider the case of y < 1, then yg = 1/y > 1. whenz > (1+,/70)?,
we have 0 > s(z) > —1, and when z < (1—,/yp)?, we have s(z) > 1/(yo—1).
Then we calculate for k > 2,

log(2)s'(2) . _ [log(=(5))
/ (1+5)F dz_/(1+§)’“d‘

1 (s +1)* —yos® 1

_k'—l/ (s+ 1) §((yo—1)§—1)d§
211 yo—l k—1

_k’—l[l_( Yo ) }’
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and for k =1,

log(2)s'(2) log(2(s))
/ 1+s dz:/ 1rs ©

_/ ((s+1)* — yos®) log(1 +s) 1 "

s+1 s((yo—1)s—1) —
1
— _2rilog(1 — —).
g( yo)

As for Piog and fiog, with similar rouine in section 5 of Bai and Silverstein

—— [ log(yz)p1(z —arg |1 — ———— | dx
27T (1-y5)? ¥ (1+ s(x))

1 OV z—1-yo
=— — arctan dx
2 Ja-ygep © VAyo — (x —1—1y)?

1 1
=3 log(1 — %)
For other terms,
o et 3 [ S,
yo [log(2(s)) .~ wo [log(z(s)) ,
mi) (1+s)?2 ~ m) (1+s)3 ~
1
:%,
_27172/ tog(yz)pa(=)dz = 271m/ lofizlﬁiz)ﬁ>22)dz
_ 1 log(z(ﬁ))d 1 log(2(s))
2mi 1+s — 2w ) (1+s)
=log(1 — y—lo) + y—lo
1 . _ 1 [log(2)s(2)s'(2) 1 [log(z)s(z)s'(2)
~3.7 log(yz)(z)dz = — . Tt 5(2) dz — 2—7”/ a —|—§(z))2 dz
_ 1 1 [ log(z(s))
=5 log(z(s))ds + Dy Wdé
R
ST i



As for 01 and 016,

1
- m// log(yz1) log(yz2)o1(21, 22)dz1d22
1

== 53 log(zz)ﬁf(ZQ)/ (;E’i()zl_)i((z)))zdzldzz
1

- L log(z(s,)) <i - 71) dsy

T

52 S2 ~ yo—1
1
1 So = o= 1 1
] L e L
m 52 S22 Sy~ T
1 1 1
+—,/log(§2—|—1) — = —— | dsy
T S9 So9 — Jo—1
= —2log(1 — i)
g v
and
1
~ 2 // log(yz1)log(yz2)o2(21, 22)dz1dze
1 ! 1 !
:y_oz/ og(yz1)s (Z;)dzl/ 0g(yz2)s (Zg)dz2
2r° ) (1+s(21)) (1+s(22))
2
Yo
Collecting all the above terms, we complete our calculations. O

Proof of Lemma[6-]] For population X = (X, -- ,Xp)T, we write F; as
the distribution function of X;. Since X; is absolutely continuous respect
to the Lebesgue measure, F;(X;) is uniformly distributed on [0, 1] and Y; =
®~1(F;(X;)) is a standard Gaussian distribution. Rank statistics are in-
variant under this monotonic transformation, that is r(X;) = r(Y;) for

i=1,--- ,n. Therefore, (50) and (5I)) are obtained in [Wu and Wang (2022)
and [Li et all (2029). .
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