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A new formula for Marchenko-Pastur inversion is derived and used for in-
ference of population linear spectral statistics. The formula allows for es-
timation of the Stieltjes transform of the population spectral distribution
sH(z), when z is sufficiently far from the support of the population spec-
tral distribution H. If the dimension d and the sample size n go to infinity
simultaneously such that d

n → c > 0, the estimation error is shown to be
asymptotically less than nε

n for arbitrary ε > 0. By integrating along a curve
around the support of H, estimators for population linear spectral statistics
are constructed, which benefit from this convergence speed of nε

n .

1. Introduction
Estimating the covariance matrix Σn of a multivariate distribution P on Rd from samples
Y1, ..., Yn of iid vectors is a fundamental question in statistics. The sample covariance
matrix

Sn :=
( 1

n

n∑
k=1

(Yk)i(Yk)j

)
i,j∈{1,...,d}

performs well only, when the dimension d is much smaller than the sample size n. For
comparable dimension and sample size, i.e. when d, n → ∞ such that

cn := d

n
→ c∞ > 0 , (1.1)

the celebrated Marchenko-Pastur law, as discovered in the Gaussian case by (Marchenko
and Pastur, 1967), describes how the eigenvalues of Sn will asymptotically behave, for
given Σn. More precisely, under the convergence of measures

Hn := 1
d

d∑
j=1

δλj(Σn)
n→∞====⇒ H∞ (1.2)
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to a probability measure with compact support on [0, ∞) the Marchenko-Pastur law
gives the convergence

1 = P
(
ν̂n := 1

d

d∑
j=1

δλj(Sn)
n→∞====⇒ ν∞

)
(1.3)

to a deterministic limiting spectral distribution (LSD) ν∞ derived from H∞ and c∞ by
the so called Marchenko-Pastur equation. The Marchenko-Pastur equation is formulated
in forms of Stieltjes transforms sµ of measures µ on R, which are defined as maps

sµ : C+ ≡ {z ∈ C | Im(z) > 0} → C+ ; z 7→
∫
R

1
λ − z

dµ(λ) . (1.4)

The Stieltjes transform sµ uniquely identifies the underlying probability measure µ on R
and the value of sµ(z) for z close to R is especially significant for reconstructing µ, since
1
π Im(sµ(x + iη)) is by construction the integral over the kernel η/π

(•−x)2+η2 with regards
to µ. The Marchenko-Pastur equation in the formulation from page 556 of (Bai and
Silverstein, 2004) is then as follows.
Lemma 1.1 (Marchenko-Pastur equation).
For any probability measure H on [0, ∞) with compact support and constant c > 0, there
exists a probability measure ν on [0, ∞) with compact support that is uniquely defined by
the following property of its Stieltjes transform sν .

For all z̃ ∈ C+ the Stieltjes transform sν(z̃) is the unique solution to

s =
∫
R

1
λ(1 − cz̃s − c) − z̃

dH(λ) (1.5)

in the set
Q̃z̃,c :=

{
s ∈ C

∣∣∣ Im
(
cs + c − 1

z̃

)
> 0

}
. (1.6)

The Marchenko-Pastur equation can be solved numerically by iterating the operator

Tz̃,H,c(s) =
∫
R

1
λ(1 − cz̃s − c) − z̃

dH(λ)

until an approximate fixed point s ≈ Tz̃,H,c(s) is found, which leads to highly accurate
predictions of the spectral distributions ν̂n (see Figure 1).

cn = 1 cn = 1 cn = 0.5 cn = 0.1

Figure 1: Histograms of Hn (orange) and corresponding ν̂n (blue) for d = 1000.
The prediction x 7→ 1

π Im(sνn(x + iη)) for η = 1
200 and νn derived from Hn, cn

as in Lemma 1.1 is marked red.
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This paper describes a new method of Marchenko-Pastur inversion, i.e. reconstruction
of H (or sH) from ν and c. Specifically, we in Lemma 2.2 show that sH(z) is for all
z ∈ C+ with

Im
(
(1 − czsH(z) − c)z

)
> 0 and

∣∣∣ cz Im(zsH(z))
Im((1 − czsH(z) − c)z)

∣∣∣ < 1 (1.7)

the unique solution to

zs + 1 =
∫
R

λ

λ − (1 − czs − c)z dν(λ) (1.8)

from the set {
s ∈ C+

∣∣∣ Im((1 − czs − c)z) > 0,
∣∣∣ cz Im(zs)
Im((1 − czs − c)z)

∣∣∣ < 1
}

.

The conditions (1.7) amount to z ∈ C+ being sufficiently far away from the support of
H (see Figure 2). The distribution of H can thus not be easily recovered by examining
x 7→ 1

π Im(sH(x + iη)) for small η > 0 (similar to Figure 1), since for x near the support
of H and small η > 0 the point z = x + iη will be too close to supp(H) for (1.7) to hold
and the inversion formula (1.8) will not grant sH(x + iη).

Instead, H can be recovered by the fact that for any holomorphic function f : C → C
we by Cauchy’s integral formula have∫

R
f(λ) dH(λ) = 1

2πi

∮
γ

f(z)
∫
R

1
λ − z

dH(λ) dz

= 1
2πi

∮
γ∩C+

(
f(z)sH(z) − f(z)sH(z)

)
dz , (1.9)

where γ is a closed curve going clockwise around supp(H) and γ ∪ C+ is the part of
γ, which stays on C+. If the curve γ ∩ C+ stays sufficiently far away from supp(H)
that (1.7) holds for all z on its path, then the inversion formula (1.8) yields each sH(z)
needed for the integral (1.9) and we have reconstructed

∫
R f(λ) dH(λ) from ν and c.

While Section 2 will deal with the proof of the Marchenko-Pastur inversion formula
and its robustness under perturbations of ν, Sections 3 and 4 will be dedicated to apply-
ing this idea to eigen-inference, in the sense that we estimate sHn ,

∫
R f(λ) dHn(λ) and

even the eigenvalues of Σn themselves from the observable objects cn and ν̂n.
c = 0.1, H = 1

2 δ 1
2

+ 1
2 δ1 c = 0.5, H = 1

2 δ 1
2

+ 1
2 δ1 c = 0.1, H = Unif([0, 1]) c = 0.5, H = Unif([0, 1])

Figure 2: Graphical representations of the set of all z ∈ C+ which satisfy (1.7). The sets
are colored blue and the supports of H are marked orange.
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1.1. Marchenko-Pastur laws
Let (dn)n∈N be a sequence with values in N such that the quotient dn

n converges to a
constant c > 0. Suppressing the dependence of dn on n in our notation we write

cn := d

n
→ c∞ > 0 .

A fundamental assumption of random matrix theory is the existence of a deterministic
(d × d̃) matrix Tn and a random (d̃ × n) matrix Xn with independent centered entries,
each with variance one, such that

Yn = TnXn . (1.10)

The matrix Tn must by construction satisfy TnT ∗
n = Σn and the sample covariance

matrix is defined as

Sn := 1
n
YnY

∗
n = 1

n
TnXnX

∗
nT ∗

n .

Assuming the population spectral distribution

Hn := 1
d

d∑
j=1

δλj(Σn)

converges weakly to some limiting distribution H∞ with compact support on [0, ∞), the
Marchenko-Pastur law - as we have already stated in (1.3) - almost surely gives the weak
convergence of the empirical spectral distribution (ESD)

ν̂n := 1
d

d∑
j=1

δλj(Sn)

to the LSD ν∞ itself with compact support on [0, ∞). The first proof of the Marchenko-
Pastur law for Tn = Idd and Xi,j ∼ N (0, 1) was given in 1967 by Marchenko and Pastur
in (Marchenko and Pastur, 1967). The generalization to arbitrary iid entries of Xn

that are centered with variance one was achieved in (Yin, 1986) under mild conditions
on Hn. The limiting spectral distribution of A + 1

nX
∗
nTXn for a deterministic matrix

A and possibly non-positive-definite T was first characterized in (Silverstein and Bai,
1995). The assumption of independence between rows of Xn was weakened in (Bai
and Zhou, 2008) and in the isotropic case Tn = Idd (Fleermann and Heiny, 2023) even
allows correlations between rows and columns of Xn provided they go to zero suffi-
ciently quickly with n → ∞. A series of papers (Yaskov, 2016), (Dörnemann and Heiny,
2022) and (Dong and Yao, 2025) deals with necessary and sufficient conditions for the
Marchenko-Pastur law to hold in the isotropic case. The recent paper (Mei et al., 2023)
loosens the assumption (1.10) and the data matrix Yn is allowed to have more general
independent columns, while still assuming the covariance matrices of said columns to
be simultaneously diagonalizable. Marchenko-Pastur laws for the setting of dependent
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columns arising from high-dimensional time series are studied in the papers (Jin et al.,
2009; Yao, 2012; Liu et al., 2015; Bhattacharjee and Bose, 2016; Ding and Zheng, 2024).

Marchenko-Pastur laws have also been generalized into so-called local laws, where the
behavior of sν̂n(z) is described depending on how close z is to certain parts of the sup-
port of the LSD ν∞. This allows for more detailed analysis of eigenvalues at the edge of
the spectrum, such as largest or smallest eigenvalues. The most influential and compre-
hensive works on local laws in the setting described here are (Bloemendal et al., 2014)
and (Knowles and Yin, 2017). The articles (Bloemendal et al., 2016) and (Hwang et
al., 2019) apply the theory of local laws to the analysis of principal components and the
Tracy-Widom law.

1.2. Spectral CLTs
A well-known effect of high-dimensional random matrix theory are fast convergence rates
of order 1

n instead of 1√
n

. Similarly to the standard central limit theorem (CLT) one
can for a measurable function f : R → R observe the difference between the empirical
integral

∫
R f dν̂n and the limiting integral

∫
R f dν∞. Spectral central limit theorems

(spectral CLTs) describe the weak convergence of

n
( ∫

R
f dν̂n −

∫
R

f dν∞
)

to Gaussian distributions. The earliest spectral CLT for the setting Tn = Idd and
Xi,j ∼ N (0, 1) goes back to 1982 by Jonsson in (Jonsson, 1982). In the celebrated pa-
per (Bai and Silverstein, 2004) Bai and Silverstein first formulated a spectral CLT for
general Σn and Tn = Σ

1
2
n in the case where the entries of Xn are iid and have fourth

moment equal to a standard normal distribution. The latter condition was removed and
the class of functions f for which the CLT holds was expanded by Najim and Yao in
(Najim and Yao, 2016). In the paper (Li et al., 2018) better formulas for the limiting
mean and covariance are given. Generalizations of the spectral CLT to the case d

n → ∞
or to columns generated from a high-dimensional time series were done in (Dörnemann
and Dette, 2024) and (Qiu et al., 2023).

Defining an n-wise version νn of the limiting spectral distribution ν∞ allows these local
laws and spectral CLTs to be independent of the speed of the convergences

cn = d

n
→ c∞ and Hn

n→∞====⇒ H∞ .

The distribution νn is obtained from Hn and cn through the Marchenko-Pastur equation
(see Lemma 1.1) analogous to how ν∞ is obtained from H∞ and c∞.

We will also use ν̂n and νn to denote the probability measures

ν̂n = 1
n

n∑
j=1

δλj( 1
n
X∗

nΣnXn) = (1 − cn)δ0 + cnν̂n and νn = (1 − cn)δ0 + cnνn . (1.11)

5



The corresponding Stieltjes transforms clearly satisfy

sν̂n
(z) = 1 − cn

−z
+ cnsν̂n(z) and sνn

(z) = 1 − cn

−z
+ cnsνn(z) . (1.12)

1.3. Eigen-inference
In practice, one is often interested in estimating the underlying population covariance
Σn, but only has access to the data-matrix Yn and by extension the sample covariance
matrix Sn = 1

nYnY
∗

n as well as its spectral distribution ν̂n. In order for an estimator of
Σn to be rotation-equivariant, it was noted in (Ledoit and Wolf, 2012) that it must have
the same eigenvectors as Sn. The problem of estimating Σn in a rotation-equivariant
manner reduces to estimation of the population eigenvalues. The theoretical process of
recovering the population spectral measure Hn from νn (which is assumed to be close to
ν̂n) is called Marchenko-Pastur inversion, while finding algorithms for the construction
of estimators for Σn from Yn is called eigen-inference. Let

Sn = Un diag
(
λ1(Sn), ..., λd(Sn)

)
U∗

n

be the spectral decomposition of the sample covariance matrix, then estimators of the
form

Σ̂n,φ = Un diag
(
φ(λ1(Sn)), ..., φ(λd(Sn))

)
U∗

n (1.13)

are called shrinkage estimators for the population covariance matrix.

An early work on Marchenko-Pastur inversion by solving a convex optimization problem
is (El Karoui, 2008). El Karoui proves consistency of the resulting estimator Ĥn in the
sense 1 = P

(
Ĥn

n→∞====⇒ H∞
)
, but gives no bounds for the rate of convergence. In (Bai et

al., 2010) Bai, Chen and Yao construct a moment based estimator under the assumption
H∞ = t1δθ1 + ... + tkδθk

for the parameters (t1, ..., tk, θ1, ..., θk). They were also able
to show asymptotic normality of the estimation error with rate 1

n . Further work on
parametric models of this type was done in (Li et al., 2013).

The papers (Ledoit and Wolf, 2012) and (Ledoit and Wolf, 2015) present an algorithm
for discrete Marchenko-Pastur inversion, which they use to define a consistent estimator
for Σn in the sense

1
d

d∑
i=1

( ˆλj − λj(Σn)
)2 n→∞−−−→a.s. 0 .

Their estimator is also the solution of an optimization problem built upon the discretiza-
tion.Ledoit and Wolf’s method and its extensions are widely regarded as state of the art
in high-dimensional population eigenvalue estimation.

A less well known - though mathematically very satisfying - approach to eigen-inference
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was introduced by Kong and Valiant in (Kong and Valiant, 2017). They make the
observation that for every list of k distinct integers σ1, ..., σk ∈ {1, ..., n} the mean

E
[ k∏

i=1
(Y ∗

n Yn)σi,σ(i mod k)+1

]

is equal to
d∑

j=1
λj(Σn)k = tr(Σk

n) = Hn(•k). Unfortunately, the product in the mean has

very high variance, so they must average over many different lists (σ1, ..., σk) to get a
consistent estimator of the population moments Hn(•k). While the resulting estimators
are computationally costly to calculate, Kong and Valiant were able to prove error bounds
with rates dependent on k, but no better than 1√

n
.

1.4. Our contributions
The first contribution of this paper is that we find a non-explicit solution of the Marchenko-
Pastur equation, that provides an elegant method of Marchenko-Pastur inversion. We
show in Lemma 2.2 that for all z ∈ C+ - with a certain distance to the support of H -
the Stieltjes transform sH(z) is the unique solution to

zs + 1 =
∫
R

λ

λ − (1 − czs − c)z dν(λ) . (1.14)

We proceed to show in Theorem 3.5 that the empirical version of equation (1.14), i.e.

zŝ + 1 =
∫
R

λ

λ − (1 − czŝ − c)z dν̂n(λ)

(for z far enough away from supp(Hn) and not too close to the real line) with high prob-
ability admits exactly one solution ŝn(z), which will then be close to the true population
Stieltjes transform sHn(z) in the sense |ŝn(z) − sHn(z)| ≤ nε̃

|z|n for any ε̃ > 0.

Using this population Stieltjes transform estimator ŝn(z) we can then for any holo-
morphic function f : C → C define an estimator L̂n(f) (see 4.6) for the population
linear spectral statistic

LHn(f) =
∫
R

f dH = 1
d

d∑
j=1

λj(Σn) .

In Theorem 4.1 we prove that
∣∣L̂n(f) − LHn(f)

∣∣ ≤ nε̃

n in high probability for any ε̃ > 0.

Finally, in Definition 4.2 we define estimators for the population eigenvalues, that bene-
fit from this fast convergence rate of almost 1

n . Similarly to the estimators constructed
in (El Karoui, 2008) or (Ledoit and Wolf, 2015), we define our estimator ŵn of the
eigenvalue-vector

(
λ1(Σn), ..., λd(Σn)

)T as a global minimizer to a loss function.

7



1.5. Assumptions
As stated in the Subsection 1.1, we assume that the sample covariance matrix is of the
form

Sn = 1
n

TnXnX
∗
nT ∗

n (1.15)

for a (d × d)-matrix Tn with TnT ∗
n = Σn. Two standard assumptions to random matrix

theory are that we are in the asymptotic regime

cn = d

n
→ c∞ , (1.16)

while the entries of Xn are independent and satisfy

E[(Xn)i,j ] = 0 and E[|(Xn)i,j |2] = 1 . (1.17)

We also work under the base assumption that the weak convergence

Hn
n→∞====⇒ H∞ (1.18)

holds for a limiting distribution

H∞ ̸= δ0 (1.19)

and that there exists a constant σ2 > 0 such that

∀n ∈ N : ||Σn|| ≤ σ2 . (1.20)

Finally, we assume uniformly bounded moments in the sense that for every p ∈ N there
exists a Cp > 0 such that

∀n ∈ N, i ≤ d, j ≤ n : E
[
|(Xn)i,j |p

]
≤ Cp . (1.21)

2. Marchenko-Pastur inversion
This section deals with the relationship between H and ν as defined in Lemma 1.1.
By definitions of ν∞, νn the pairs (H∞, ν∞) and (Hn, νn) for all n ∈ N have this exact
relationship. Assumptions (1.19) and 1.20 allow us to work under

H ̸= δ0 and supp(H) ⊂ [0, σ2] (2.1)

since Hn will satisfy this for all large n ∈ N ∩ {∞}.

We list some well-known properties of ν, that follow from the much studied relationship
of (H∞, ν∞). The mass of ν at zero is

ν({0}) = max
(c − 1

c
, H({0})

)
. (2.2)
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The measure ν ′ := ν − δ0ν({0}) has continuous Lebesgue density on (0, ∞). The as-
sumption (2.1) implies

supp(ν) ⊂ [0, σ2(1 +
√

c)2] . (2.3)

Coming to our main contribution to the field of Marchenko-Pastur inversion, we will
first need to define some sets.

Definition 2.1 (Domains on C+).
Dependent on H and c for any ε, θ > 0 define the sets

DH,c(ε, θ) :=
{

z ∈ C+
∣∣∣ Im

(
(1 − czsH(z) − c)z

)
≥ ε,

∣∣∣ cz Im(zsH(z))
Im((1 − czsH(z) − c)z)

∣∣∣ ≤ θ
}

(2.4)

Qz,c(ε, θ) :=
{

s ∈ C+
∣∣∣ Im((1 − czs − c)z) ≥ ε,

∣∣∣ cz Im(zs)
Im((1 − czs − c)z)

∣∣∣ ≤ θ
}

. (2.5)

We will also allow the inputs 0+ for ε and 1− or ∞ for θ, by which we mean

DH,c(0+, θ) =
⋃
ε>0

DH,c(ε, θ)

=
{

z ∈ C+
∣∣∣ Im

(
(1 − czsH(z) − c)z

)
> 0,

∣∣∣ cz Im(zsH(z))
Im((1 − czsH(z) − c)z)

∣∣∣ ≤ θ
}

and

DH,c(ε, ∞) :=
⋃
θ>0

DH,c(ε, θ) =
{

z ∈ C+
∣∣∣ Im

(
(1 − czsH(z) − c)z

)
≥ ε

}
DH,c(ε, 1−) :=

⋃
0<θ<1

DH,c(ε, θ)

=
{

z ∈ C+
∣∣∣ Im

(
(1 − czsH(z) − c)z

)
≥ ε,

∣∣∣ cz Im(zsH(z))
Im((1 − czsH(z) − c)z)

∣∣∣ < 1
}

.

The definition of Qz,c(0+, 1−) is analogous.

The following Lemma is a surprisingly simple consequence of the Marchenko-Pastur
equation, though it is not simply a reformulation of said equation, as was used by (El
Karoui, 2008) to perform eigen-inference. Instead, it provides a semi-explicit solution to
the Marchenko-Pastur equation, in the sense that (2.8) gives an explicit formula for sν

not at z itself, but at the position (1 − czsH(z) − c)z ∈ C+.

Lemma 2.2 (Marchenko-Pastur inversion).
Assume H ̸= δ0. For every z ∈ DH,c(0+, ∞) it holds that

zsH(z) + 1 =
∫
R

λ

λ − (1 − czsH(z) − c)z dν(λ) (2.6)

9



and for every z ∈ DH,c(0+, 1−) the Stieltjes transform sH(z) is the unique solution to

zs + 1 =
∫
R

λ

λ − (1 − czs − c)z dν(λ) (2.7)

from the set Qz,c(0+, 1−).

Proof.
By re-arrangement and the definition of sν one can see that (2.6) is equivalent to

sH(z)
1 − czsH(z) − c

= sν
(
(1 − czsH(z) − c)z

)
, (2.8)

which can simply be checked with Lemma 1.1. Observe

Im
(1 − cz̃ sH(z)

1−czsH(z)−c − c

z̃

)
= Im

( 1 − czsH(z) − c

(1 − czsH(z) − c)z
)

= Im
(1

z

)
< 0

⇒ sH(z)
1 − czsH(z) − c

∈ Q̃z̃,c

and for z̃ := (1 − czsH(z) − c)z ∈ C+ also∫
R

1
λ(1 − cz̃ sH(z)

1−czsH(z)−c − c) − z̃
dH(λ)

=
∫
R

1
λ(1 − czsH(z) − c) − (1 − czsH(z) − c)z dH(λ)

= 1
1 − czsH(z) − c

∫
R

1
λ − z

dH(λ) = sH(z)
1 − czsH(z) − c

,

which by the Marchenko-Pastur equation (Lemma 1.1) proves (2.8) and thus (2.6).

It remains to show uniqueness when z ∈ DH,c(0+, 1−), which will require the useful
observation that every solution s to (2.7) from Qz,c(0+, 1−) satisfies

Im(zs) = Im(zs + 1) =
∫
R

Im
( λ

λ − (1 − czs − c)z
)

dν(λ)

= −
∫
R

λ Im(λ − (1 − czs − c)z)
|λ − (1 − czs − c)z|2

dν(λ)

=
>0︷ ︸︸ ︷

Im((1 − czs − c)z)
∫
R

λ

|λ − (1 − czs − c)z|2
dν(λ) > 0 . (2.9)

Let s1, s2 ∈ Qz,c(0+, 1−) be two solutions to (2.7), then the difference between the two
solutions must satisfy

s1 − s2 = 1
z

∫
R

λ

λ − (1 − czs1 − c)z − λ

λ − (1 − czs2 − c)z dν(λ)

10



= 1
z

∫
R

λ
(1 − czs1 − c)z − (1 − czs2 − c)z

(λ − (1 − czs1 − c)z)(λ − (1 − czs2 − c)z) dν(λ)

=
∫
R

λ
cz(s2 − s1)

(λ − (1 − czs1 − c)z)(λ − (1 − czs2 − c)z) dν(λ)

= (s1 − s2)
∫
R

−czλ

(λ − (1 − czs1 − c)z)(λ − (1 − czs2 − c)z) dν(λ) . (2.10)

We with Cauchy-Schwarz and (2.9) bound the right hand factor by∣∣∣∣ ∫
R

−czλ

(λ − (1 − czs1 − c)z)(λ − (1 − czs2 − c)z) dν(λ)
∣∣∣∣

≤
(

c|z|
∫
R

λ

|λ − (1 − czs1 − c)z|2
dν(λ)

) 1
2
(

c|z|
∫
R

λ

|λ − (1 − czs2 − c)z|2
dν(λ)

) 1
2

=
(

|z| c Im(zs1)
Im((1 − czs1 − c)z)

) 1
2
(

|z| c Im(zs2)
Im((1 − czs2 − c)z)

) 1
2

which is less than 1 by the assumption s1, s2 ∈ Qz,c(0+, 1−). It follows that s1 and s2
must be equal.

It is worth noting that the usefulness of calculation (2.9) lies in the fact that it allows
for the solution-domain Qz,c(0+, 1−) to depend on neither H nor ν. It is thus robust un-
der perturbations of ν and one does not need to know H in order to find solutions of (2.7).

In order to apply the inversion formula of Lemma 2.2 to eigen-inference, we wish to
plug the observed ν̂n into the equation (2.7). The following proposition shows existence
of solutions, when ν̂n is close to νn in the sense of (2.13).

Proposition 2.3 (Perturbations of ν still admit solutions).
For any θ ∈ (0, 1) choose a τ̃ > 0 small enough such that τ̃(1 + θ) < 1 − θ.
For each z ∈ DH,c(0+, θ) define

wz := zsH(z) + 1 and εz := Im((1 − cwz)z) . (2.11)

Suppose there exists a δz > 0 with

c|z|δz ≤
(
τ̃ ∧ τ̃

2θ + τ̃

)
εz (2.12)

such that

∣∣sν̂((1 − cw)z) − sν((1 − cw)z)
∣∣ ≤

(
1 − θ

1−τ̃

)
δz

(1 + τ̃)|(1 − cwz)z|
(2.13)

for all w ∈ Bδz (wz). Then there exists exactly one solution ŝ(z) to the equation

zŝ + 1 =
∫
R

λ

λ − (1 − czŝ − c)z dν̂(λ) (2.14)
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in the set Qz,c(0+, 1−).

Moreover, this solution will be close enough to sH(z) such that
∣∣ŝ(z) − sH(z)

∣∣ ≤ δz
|z| .

Proof.

• Uniqueness:
In complete analogy to the proof of uniqueness in Lemma 2.2 it follows that there
can be at most one solution to (2.14) in the set Qz,c(0+, 1−).

• Proof strategy:
It is clear that ŝ(z) being from Qz,cn

(
(1 − τ̃)εz, 1−

)
and a solution to the equation

(2.14) is equivalent to ŵ := zŝ(z) + 1 being from

Qz,c
(
(1 − τ̃)εz, 1−

)
:=

{
w ∈ C+

∣∣∣ Im((1 − cw)z) ≥ (1 − τ̃)εz,
∣∣∣ cz Im(ŵ)
Im((1 − cŵ)z)

∣∣∣ < 1
}

and a fixed point of the continuous operator

T̂ = T̂z,c : Qz,c
(
(1 − τ̃)εz, 1−

)
→ C+ ; w 7→

∫
R

λ

λ − (1 − cw)z dν̂(λ) .

We will show the existence of such a fixed point with Brouwer’s Fixed-Point-
Theorem by showing that T̂ maps Bδz (wz) ⊂ Qz,c

(
(1 − τ̃)εz, 1−

)
into itself. We

first check that indeed Bδz (wz) is a sub-set of Qz,c
(
(1 − τ̃)εz, 1−

)
.

• The neighborhood Bδz (wz) is in Qz,c
(
(1 − τ̃)εz, 1−

)
:

This is a direct consequence of the calculations

Im((1 − cw)z) ≥ Im((1 − cwz)z) − |(1 − cw)z − (1 − cwz)z|

≥ εz − cδz|z|
(2.12)

≥ (1 − τ̃)εz (2.15)

and
c|z| Im(w)

Im((1 − cw)z) − θ
z∈D(0+,θ)= c|z| Im(w)

Im((1 − cw)z) − c|z| Im(wz)
Im((1 − cwz)z)

(2.15)
≤ c|z| Im(w)

(1 − τ̃) Im((1 − cwz)z) − c|z| Im(wz)
Im((1 − cwz)z)

= c|z|
εz

( Im(w)
1 − τ̃

− Im(wz)
)

≤ c|z|
(1 − τ̃)εz

(
δz + τ̃ Im(wz)

)
(2.12)

≤ τ̃
(
1 + c|z| Im(wz)

εz

) z∈D(0+,θ)
≤ τ̃(1 + θ) < 1 − θ .

• Showing that T̂ maps Bδz (wz) into iself:
We define the operator

T = Tz,c : Q+
z,c

(
(1 − τ̃)εz, 1−

)
→ C+ ; w 7→

∫
R

λ

λ − (1 − cw)z dν(λ) ,

12



which by Lemma 2.2 has the fixed point wz = zsH(z)+1. We split up the difference
|T̂ (w) − wz| as follows:

|T̂ (w) − wz| = |T̂ (w) − T (wz)| ≤ |T̂ (w) − T (w)| + |T (w) − T (wz)| . (2.16)

For the first summand we see

|(1 − cw)z| ≤ |(1 − cwz)z| + cδz|z|
(2.12)

≤ (1 + τ̃)|(1 − cwz)z| (2.17)

and write

|T̂ (w) − T (w)| =
∣∣∣∣ ∫

R

λ

λ − (1 − cw)z dν̂(λ) −
∫
R

λ

λ − (1 − cw)z dν(λ)
∣∣∣∣

= |(1 − cw)z|
∣∣∣∣ ∫

R

1
λ − (1 − cw)z dν̂(λ) −

∫
R

1
λ − (1 − cw)z dν(λ)

∣∣∣∣
= |(1 − cw)z|

∣∣sν̂((1 − cw)z) − sν((1 − cw)z)
∣∣

(2.13)
≤ |(1 − cw)z|

(
1 − θ

1−τ̃

)
δz

(1 + τ̃)|(1 − cwz)z|
(2.17)

≤
(
1 − θ

1 − τ̃

)
δz . (2.18)

The second summand of (2.16) is handled with the calculation

|T (w) − T (wz)| ≤
∫
R

∣∣∣ λ

λ − (1 − cw)z − λ

λ − (1 − cwz)z
∣∣∣ dν(λ)

=
∫
R

λ
∣∣∣ czwz − czw

(λ − (1 − cw)z)(λ − (1 − cwz)z)
∣∣∣ dν(λ)

= |w − wz|
∫
R

λc|z|
|λ − (1 − cw)z| |λ − (1 − cwz)z|

dν(λ)

≤ δz

∫
R

λc|z|
(|λ − (1 − cwz)z| − cδz|z|) |λ − (1 − cwz)z|

dν(λ)

(2.12)
≤ δz

∫
R

λc|z|
(1 − τ̃) |λ − (1 − cwz)z|2

dν(λ)

(2.9)= δz
c|z|

(1 − τ̃)
Im(wz)

Im((1 − cwz)z)
z∈DH,c(0+,θ)

≤ θδz

(1 − τ̃) . (2.19)

By combining (2.16), (2.18) and (2.19) we have shown

|T̂ (w) − wz| ≤ δz ,

so T̂ maps Bδz (wz) into itself and there must be a fixed point ŵ to T̂ in Bδz (wz).

• Checking the final bound:
Define ŝ(z) := ŵ−1

z and observe

|ŝ(z) − sH(z)| =
∣∣∣ ŵ − 1

z
− wz − 1

z

∣∣∣ = |ŵ − wz|
|z|

≤ δz

|z|
.
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3. Stieltjes transform estimation
The goal of this section is to establish the existence and consistency of estimators of the
following form.

Definition 3.1 (Population Stieltjes transform estimator).
When a unique solution ŝn(z) of

zŝ + 1 =
∫
R

λ

λ − (1 − czŝ − c)z dν̂n(λ) (3.1)

exists on the set Qz,c(0+, 1−), we call ŝn(z) the population Stieltjes transform estimator
to sHn(z).

As we now start working in the asymptotic setting, we first list some basic consequences
of the weak convergence Hn

n→∞====⇒ H∞.

Lemma 3.2 (Basic convergences).
Under (1.18) and (1.20) the following statements hold.

a) The convergence sHn

n→∞−−−→ sH∞ holds uniformly on compact sub-sets of C+.

b) The convergence sνn

n→∞−−−→ sν∞ holds uniformly on compact sub-sets of C+.

c) The convergence νn
n→∞====⇒ ν∞ holds.

d) We have supp(Hn) ⊂ [0, σ2] and supp(νn) ⊂ [0, σ2(1 + √
cn)2] for all n ∈ N∪ {∞}.

e) We have Hn(•k) n→∞−−−→ H∞(•k) and νn(•k) n→∞−−−→ ν∞(•k) for all k ∈ N.

f) For all (small) τ > 0 and (large) K ′ > 0 there exists an N0(K ′) > 0 such that

P
(
λ1(Sn) ≤ σ2(1 + √

cn)2 + τ
)

≥ 1 − n−K′

for all n ≥ N0(K ′).

[proof in sub-section A.1 of the appendix]

The following theorem is a simplification of so called local laws, where the spectral
domain S approaches the support of νn/νn for growing n. Since for us it suffices for S
to stay away from said support, we call the following theorem an outer law.

Theorem 3.3 (Knowles-Yin: Outer law).
Suppose (1.15)-(1.21) hold. For a fixed τ > 0 define

D(τ, n) :=
{
z̃ ∈ C+ ∣∣ 0 < Im(z̃) ≤ τ−1, | Re(z̃)| ≤ τ−1, τ ≤ |z|

}
S(τ, n) :=

{
z̃ ∈ D(τ, n)

∣∣ dist(z̃, [0, σ2(1 + √
cn)2]) ≥ τ

}
.
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For every ε̃, D, τ > 0 there exists a constant C = C(ε̃, D, τ) > 0 such that

P
(
∃z̃ ∈ S(τ, n) :

∣∣sν̂n
(z̃) − sνn

(z̃)
∣∣ ≥ nε̃

n Im(z̃)
)

≤ C

nD
(3.2)

for all n ∈ N.

[proof in sub-section A.2 of the appendix]

Importantly, we do not require Tn = T ∗
n = Σ 1

2 > 0 as assumed in (2.9) of (Knowles
and Yin, 2017), since this is only a temporary technical assumption, which is removed in
Section 11 of (Knowles and Yin, 2017). We also do not require their regularity assump-
tions on the eigenvalues of Σn from Definition 2.7 of (Knowles and Yin, 2017), since our
spectral domain stays away from the support of νn. In the proof of Theorem 3.3 we go
deeper into the mechanics of (Knowles and Yin, 2017) to show that said same regularity
assumptions are not necessary for our application.

By integrating along a curve separating S(τ, n) from the supports of νn and ν̂n we can
use Cauchy’s integral formula to bring (3.2) into a form more useful for our purposes.

Corollary 3.4.
Define S∞(τ, n) := C+ \

(
(−2τ, σ2(1 + √

cn)2 + 3τ) × [0, 2τ)
)
. For any ε′, D > 0 there

exists a constant C ′ = C ′(ε′, D, τ) > 0 such that

P
(
∃z ∈ S∞(τ, n) :

∣∣sν̂n
(z̃) − sνn

(z̃)
∣∣ ≥ nε′

n

)
≤ C ′

nD
(3.3)

for all n ∈ N.

[proof in sub-section A.3 of the appendix]

We have now gathered the necessary tools for the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.5 (Existence and consistency of the population Stieltjes transform estima-
tor).
Suppose (1.15)-(1.21) hold. For fixed small ε̃, τ > 0 and θ ∈ (0, 1) define the map

ΦHn,cn : DHn,cn(0+, ∞) → C+ ; z 7→ (1 − cnzsHn(z) − cn)z (3.4)

and the good set

Gn = Gn(θ, τ, ε̃) := DHn,cn(εn, θ) ∩ Φ−1
Hn,cn

(S∞(τ, n)) ∩ BC
κn

(0) , (3.5)

where εn := n4ε̃−1 and κn := n2ε̃. For any D > 0 there exists a constant C =
C(θ, τ, ε̃, D) > 0 with

P
(

∀z ∈ Gn : ŝn(z) as in Def. 3.1 exists and |ŝn(z) − sHn(z)| ≤ nε̃

|z| n

)
≥ 1 − C

nD

for all n ∈ N.
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Proof.
Choose τ̃ > 0 small enough such that (1 + θ)τ̃ < 1 − θ.
Without loss of generality assume n to be large enough that:

cn ≤
(
τ̃ ∧ τ̃

2θ + τ̃

)
nε̃ (3.6)

(1 − τ̃) ≥ n−ε̃ (3.7)

cn
n3ε̃

n
≤ τ (3.8)

cnτ
1 − θ

1−τ̃

1 + τ̃
≥ n− ε̃

2 . (3.9)

Define

wz,n := zsHn(z) + 1 and εz,n := Im((1 − cnwz,n)z︸ ︷︷ ︸
=ΦHn,cn (z)

)
z∈Gn

≥ εn > 0 . (3.10)

We show that we can n-wise with high probability use Proposition 2.3 with

δz,n = δn := nε̃

n
. (3.11)

Since εz,n ≥ εn = n4ε̃−1, the calculation

cn|z|δz,n

z∈Gn

≤ cnκnδz,n = cnn2ε̃ nε̃

n

(3.6)
≤

(
τ̃ ∧ τ̃

2θ + τ̃

)
n4ε̃−1 ≤

(
τ̃ ∧ τ̃

2θ + τ̃

)
εz,n (3.12)

gives the technical prerequisite (2.12) of Proposition 2.3 and we can use all calculations
from the proof except (2.18).

Define the set

Mn :=
{
(1 − cnw)z

∣∣ z ∈ Gn, w ∈ Bδz,n(wz,n)
}

and observe that the calculation

dist
(
(1 − cnw)z, [0, σ2(1 + √

cn)2]
)

≥ dist
(
(1 − cnwz,n)z, [0, σ2(1 + √

cn)2]
)︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥4τ , since z∈Gn

− |(1 − cnw)z − (1 − cnwz,n)z|︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤cnδn|z|

≥ 4τ − cnδnκn = 4τ − cn
n3ε̃

n

(3.8)
≥ 3τ (3.13)

implies

Mn ⊂ S∞
(3τ

4 , n
)

. (3.14)
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By Corollary 3.4 there then exists a C ′ = C ′(ε̃/2, D, 3τ
4

)
> 0 such that

P
(
∀z̃ ∈ Mn :

∣∣sν̂n
(z̃) − sνn

(z̃)
∣∣ ≥ n

ε̃
2

n

)
≤ C ′

nD
(3.15)

and so

P
(
(2.13) holds for each z ∈ Gn

)
= P

(
∀z ∈ Gn, ∀w ∈ Bδz,n(wz,n) :

∣∣sν̂n((1 − cnw)z︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:z̃

) − sνn((1 − cnw)z︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:z̃

)
∣∣ ≤

(
1 − θ

1−τ̃

)
δz,n

(1 + τ̃) |(1 − cwz,n)z|︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤τ−1

)

≥ P
(

∀z̃ ∈ Mn :
∣∣sν̂n(z̃) − sνn(z̃)

∣∣ ≤
(
1 − θ

1−τ̃

)
nε̃

n

(1 + τ̃)τ−1

)
(1.12)= P

(
∀z̃ ∈ Mn :

∣∣sν̂n
(z̃) − sνn

(z̃)
∣∣ ≤ cn

(
1 − θ

1−τ̃

)
nε̃

n

(1 + τ̃)τ−1

)
(3.9)
≥ P

(
∀z̃ ∈ Mn :

∣∣sν̂n
(z̃) − sνn

(z̃)
∣∣ ≤ n

ε̃
2

n

) (3.15)
≥ 1 − C ′

nD
.

There thus exists a C = C(θ, τ, ε̃, D) ≥ C ′ such that

P
(
(2.13) holds for each z ∈ Gn

)
≥ 1 − C

nD
. (3.16)

The wanted result now directly follows from the observation that (3.12) and (3.16) enable
an ω-wise application of Proposition 2.3.

In order to help with the interpretability and application of the above theorem, we briefly
give some sufficient conditions for z ∈ C+ to lie in Gn and describe curves that surround
[0, σ2] while mostly staying in Gn.
Lemma 3.6 (Shape of Gn and good curves).
Suppose (1.16) and (1.18)-(1.20) hold.
For any θ ∈ (0, 1) and small ε̃, τ > 0 all complex z ∈ C+ that satisfy

Im(z) ≥ 2εn ≡ 2n4ε̃−1 (3.17)
|z| ≤ n2ε̃ (3.18)

dist(z, [0, σ2]) ≥ 4σ2

θ
(1 + cn) + 8τ (3.19)

will be in Gn(θ, τ, ε̃) as defined in (3.5).

It easily follows that there exist curves γn : (a, b) → C+ with

lim
t↘a

∈ (−∞, 0) and lim
t↗a

∈ (σ2, ∞) (3.20)
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and

dist
(
γn((a, b)), [0, σ2]

)
≥ τ (3.21)

such that the arc-length of the parts of γn not in Gn(θ, τ, ε̃) is less than 5εn, i.e.∫ b

a
1γn(t)/∈Gn(θ,τ,ε̃) |γ′

n(t)| dt < 5n4ε̃−1 ≡ 5εn . (3.22)

We call such curves γn good curves to the parameters θ, τ, ε̃.

[proof in sub-section A.4 of the appendix]

4. Eigen-inference
This section is dedicated to the estimation of population linear spectral statistics as de-
scribed below and the implicit estimation of the population eigenvalues as minimizers of
a loss function, which is a somewhat standard approach taken also in (El Karoui, 2008)
and (Ledoit and Wolf, 2015). Our loss functions will be chosen to allow the eigenvalue
estimators to profit from the fast convergence rate of almost 1

n , that we have seen thus far.

Let U be an open, simply connected and symmetric (i.e. U = U) subset of C such
that [0, σ2] ⊂ U and let Hol(U) denote the set of holomorphic functions f : U → C. For
any f ∈ Hol(U) we define the population linear spectral statistic (PLSS) as

LHn(f) :=
∫
R

f(λ) dHn(λ) = 1
d

d∑
j=1

f(λj(Σn)) . (4.1)

For any fixed θ ∈ (0, 1) suppose U is large enough that

dist(U c, [0, σ2]) >
4σ2

θ
(1 + c∞) + 8τ , (4.2)

then by (1.16) it for large enough n also holds that

dist(U c, [0, σ2]) ≥ 4σ2

θ
(1 + cn) + 8τ . (4.3)

Thus, as in Lemma 3.6 we can for any τ, ε̃ > 0 find a good curve γn : (a, b) → U to the
parameters θ, τ, ε̃. We can also assume the arc-lengths of γn to be uniformly bounded
in n, i.e.

∃C ′′(θ, U) > 0 ∀n ∈ N :
∫ b

a
|γ′

n(t)| dt ≤ C ′′(θ, U) . (4.4)

By Cauchy’s integral formula it in this case holds that

LHn(f) =
∫
R

1
2πi

( ∮
γn

f(v)
λ − v

dv −
∮

γn

f(v)
λ − v

dv

)
dHn(λ)
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= 1
2πi

∮
γn

f(v)
∫
R

1
λ − v

dHn(λ) dv − 1
2πi

∮
γn

f(v)
∫
R

1
λ − v

dHn(λ) dv

= 1
2πi

∮
γn

(
f(v)sHn(v) − f(v)sHn(v)

)
dv (4.5)

and we in analogy define the PLSS estimator

L̂n(f) := 1
2πi

∮
γn

1v∈Gn(θ,τ,ε̃)
(
f(v)ŝn(v) − f(v)ŝn(v)

)
dv , (4.6)

where ŝn(z) is the Stieltjes transform estimator from Definition 3.1.

Theorem 4.1 (Existence and consistency of the PLSS estimator).
Suppose assumptions (1.15)-(1.21) hold and fix parameters θ ∈ (0, 1) and (small) τ, ε̃ >
0.
For any open, simply connected and symmetric U ⊂ C satisfying (4.2) there for every
D > 0 exists a constant C = C(θ, τ, ε̃, D, U) > 0 such that

P
(
∀f ∈ Hol(U) : L̂n(f) as in (4.6) exists and

∣∣L̂n(f) − LHn(f)
∣∣ ≤ n5ε̃

n
||f ||U

)
≥ 1 − C

nD

for all n ∈ N.

Proof.
Without loss of generality we can assume n to be large enough that (4.3) follows from
the assumption (4.2). By Lemma 3.6 we can for such n find good curves γn : (a, b) → U
to the parameters θ, τ, ε̃ that also satisfy (4.4).

By Theorem 3.5 there exists a constant C ′ = C ′(θ, τ, ε̃, D) > 0 such that

P
(

∀z ∈ Gn : ŝn(z) as in Def. 3.1 exists and |ŝn(z) − sHn(z)| ≤ nε̃

|z| n

)
≥ 1 − C ′

nD

(4.7)

for all n ∈ N. In this high-probability event the PLSS estimator L̂n(f) will exist and we
calculate∣∣L̂n(f) − LHn(f)

∣∣
(4.5)= 1

2π

∣∣∣∣ ∮
γn

1v∈Gn(θ,τ,ε̃)
(
f(v)ŝn(v) − f(v)ŝn(v)

)
dv −

∮
γn

(
f(v)sHn(v) − f(v)sHn(v)

)
dv

∣∣∣∣
≤ 1

2π

∣∣∣∣ ∮
γn

1v∈Gn(θ,τ,ε̃) f(v)ŝn(v) dv −
∮

γn

f(v)sHn(v) dv

∣∣∣∣
+ 1

2π

∣∣∣∣ ∮
γn

1v∈Gn(θ,τ,ε̃) f(v)ŝn(v) dv −
∮

γn

f(v)sHn(v) dv

∣∣∣∣
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(3.22)
≤ 1

2π

∣∣∣∣ ∮
γn

1v∈Gn(θ,τ,ε̃) f(v)
(
ŝn(v) − sHn(v)

)
dv

∣∣∣∣ + 1
2π

≤ ||f ||U
τ

by (4.9)︷ ︸︸ ︷
sup

v∈γn((a,b))

∣∣f(v)sHn(v)
∣∣ 5εn

+ 1
2π

∣∣∣∣ ∮
γn

1v∈Gn(θ,τ,ε̃) f(v)
(
ŝn(v) − sHn(v)

)
dv

∣∣∣∣ + 1
2π

sup
v∈γn((a,b))

∣∣f(v)sHn(v)
∣∣

︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤ ||f ||U

τ
by (4.9)

5εn

(4.4)
≤ C ′′(θ, U)

π
||f ||U sup

v∈Gn∩γn((a,b))

∣∣ŝn(v) − sHn(v)
∣∣

︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤ nε̃

|v|n in the event (4.7)

+5εn||f ||U
πτ

|v|≥τ

≤ 1
πτ

(
C ′′(θ, U) + 5

)
||f ||U n4ε̃−1 (4.8)

where we needed the trivial bound

∀v ∈ γn((a, b)) : |sHn(v)| ≤
∫
R

1
|λ − v|

dHn(λ)
(1.20)

≤ 1
dist(v, [0, σ2])

(3.21)
≤ 1

τ
. (4.9)

We can again without loss of generality assume n to be large enough that
1

πτ

(
C ′′(θ, U) + 5

)
≤ nε̃

then the calculation (4.8) proves the existence of a C = C(θ, τ, ε̃, D, U) > 0 such that
the wanted result holds.

Definition 4.2 (Population eigenvalue estimators).
Fix parameters θ ∈ (0, 1) and small τ, ε̃ > 0.
Dependent on a finite subset Bn of Gn(θ, τ, ε̃) and p ∈ N define the error

E(p)
n : Rd → R ; w 7→

( ∑
z∈Bn

∣∣∣sHn(z) − 1
d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

∣∣∣2p) 1
2p

and the estimated error

Ê(p)
n : Rd → R ; w 7→

( ∑
z∈Bn

∣∣∣ŝn(z) − 1
d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

∣∣∣2p) 1
2p

whenever the Stieltjes transform estimators
(
ŝn(z)

)
z∈Bn

as in Definition 3.1 exist.

We then define the population eigenvalue estimator ŵ
(p)
n to be any (global) minimizer

of Ê(p)
n , i.e.

ŵ(p)
n := argmin

w∈[0,σ2]d
Ê(p)

n (w) . (4.10)

Such minimizers are not unique, since the symmetry of Ê(p)
n (w) implies that any permu-

tation of the components of ŵ
(p)
n will also be a minimizer.
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The first and second partial derivatives of (Ê(p)
n )2p can be calculated to be

∂

∂wi

∑
z∈Bn

∣∣∣∣ŝn(z) − 1
d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

∣∣∣∣2p

= 2p

d
Re

( ∑
z∈Bn

(
ŝn(z) − 1

d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

)p−1(
ŝn(z) − 1

d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

)p 1
(wi − z)2

)
and

∂2

∂wi∂wi′

∑
z∈Bn

∣∣∣∣ŝn(z) − 1
d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

∣∣∣∣2p

= 2p(p − 1)
d2 Re

( ∑
z∈Bn

(
ŝn(z) − 1

d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

)p−2(
ŝn(z) − 1

d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

)p 1
(wi − z)2

1
(wi′ − z)2

)

+ 2p2

d2 Re
( ∑

z∈Bn

(
ŝn(z) − 1

d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

)p−1(
ŝn(z) − 1

d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

)p−1 1
(wi − z)2

1
(wi′ − z)2

)

+ 1i=i′
2p

d
Re

( ∑
z∈Bn

(
ŝn(z) − 1

d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

)p−1(
ŝn(z) − 1

d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

)p −2
(wi − z)3

)
,

which allows the application of many standard optimization techniques to solve (4.10).

Theorem 4.3 (Existence and consistency of the population eigenvalue estimator).
Suppose assumptions (1.15)-(1.21) hold and fix parameters θ ∈ (0, 1) and (small) τ, ε̃ >
0.
Let Bn be a sequence (z1, ..., zm) ⊂ C+ that satisfies

m ≡ #Bn ≤ τ−1n (4.11)
|zk| ≤ τ−1 , ∀k ≤ m (4.12)

|zk − zk+1| ≤ 1
n

, ∀k < m (4.13)

Im(z0), Im(zm) ≤ 3εn ≡ 3n4ε̃−1 (4.14)

dist(zk, [0, σ2]) ≥ 4σ2

θ
(1 + cn) + 10τ , ∀k < m . (4.15)

Let U be an open, convex and symmetric subset of C, which contains Bn.

For any D > 0 there exists a constant C = C(θ, τ, ε̃, D, U) > 0 such that

P
(

ŵ(p)
n as in (4.10) exists and ∀f ∈ Hol(U) :

∣∣∣1
d

d∑
j=1

f
(
(ŵ(p)

n )j
)

− 1
d

d∑
j=1

f
(
λj(Σn)

)∣∣∣ ≤ ||f ||U
n

5ε̃+ 1
2p

n

)
≥ 1 − C

nD

for all n, p ∈ N.
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Proof.

• Large n:
Note that we can by adjusting the choice of C assume n to be larger than any
pre-assigned constant, in particular constants depending on τ .

• Existence:
Theorem 3.5 guarantees existence of

(
ŝn(z)

)
z∈Bn

with high probability, since it
was assumed that Bn ⊂ Gn(θ, τ, ε̃). Existence of ŵ

(p)
n automatically follows.

• Curve construction:
Let γn : (a, b) → C+ be the curve that linearly interpolates the points

Re(z1), z1, ..., zm, Re(zm) .

For large n the assumption (4.15) implies

dist(γn, [0, σ2]) ≥ 4σ2

θ
(1 + cn) + 8τ (4.16)

and with (4.12) and (4.14) it by Lemma 3.6 follows that γn is a good curve to the
parameters θ, τ, ε̃.

From the assumptions that U is convex, symmetric and contains z1, ..., zm it follows
that γn((a, b)) ⊂ U .

• Cauchy’s formula:
In order to show the wanted approximation, we first apply Cauchy’s integral for-
mula for

∣∣∣1
d

d∑
j=1

f
(
λj(Σn)

)
− 1

d

d∑
j=1

f
(
(ŵ(p)

n )j
)∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣∣ ∮

γn

f(z)
(
sHn(z) − 1

d

d∑
j=1

1
(ŵ(p)

n )j − z

)
dz

+
∮

γn

f(z)
(
sHn(z) − 1

d

d∑
j=1

1
(ŵ(p)

n )j − z

)
dz

∣∣∣∣ .

The assumptions (4.11) and (4.13) together bound the arc-length of γn by m
n ≤ 1

τ
and we can refine the above bound to

∣∣∣1
d

d∑
j=1

f
(
λj(Σn)

)
− 1

d

d∑
j=1

f
(
(ŵ(p)

n )j
)∣∣∣

≤ 2 ||f ||U
τ

sup
z∈γn((a,b))

∣∣∣sHn(z) − 1
d

d∑
j=1

1
(ŵ(p)

n )j − z

∣∣∣ . (4.17)
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• Reduction to difference over Bn:
For any z1, z2 on γn we have the Lipschitz properties∣∣sHn(z1) − sHn(z2)

∣∣ ≤
∫
R

∣∣∣ 1
λ − z1

− 1
λ − z2

∣∣∣ dHn(λ)

=
∫
R

|z1 − z2|
|λ − z1| |λ − z2|

dHn(λ)
(1.20) & (4.16)

≤ |z1 − z2|
τ2

and∣∣∣∣1
d

d∑
j=1

1
(ŵ(p)

n )j − z1
− 1

d

d∑
j=1

1
(ŵ(p)

n )j − z2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1
d

d∑
j=1

∣∣∣ 1
(ŵ(p)

n )j − z1
− 1

(ŵ(p)
n )j − z2

∣∣∣
= 1

d

d∑
j=1

|z1 − z2|
|(ŵ(p)

n )j − z1| |(ŵ(p)
n )j − z2|

(4.10) & (4.16)
≤ |z1 − z2|

τ2 .

With assumptions (4.13) and (4.14) it follows that

sup
z∈γn((a,b))

∣∣∣sHn(z) − 1
d

d∑
j=1

1
(ŵ(p)

n )j − z

∣∣∣
≤ max

k≤m

∣∣∣sHn(zk) − 1
d

d∑
j=1

1
(ŵ(p)

n )j − zk

∣∣∣ + 23εn

τ2 . (4.18)

• Approximation of Stieltjes transforms:
Theorem 3.5 with the assumption dist(Bn, 0) ≥ τ gives

∀z ∈ Bn : |ŝn(z) − sHn(z)| ≤ nε̃

|z| n
≤ nε̃

τ n
(4.19)

in high probability. For each w ∈ Rd Minkowski’s inequality gives the bounds

Ê(p)
n (w) ≤

E(p)
n (w)︷ ︸︸ ︷( ∑

z∈Bn

∣∣∣sHn(z) − 1
d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

∣∣∣2p) 1
2p +

( ∑
z∈Bn

∣∣∣ŝn(z) − sHn(z)
∣∣∣2p) 1

2p

E(p)
n (w) ≤

( ∑
z∈Bn

∣∣∣ŝn(z) − 1
d

d∑
j=1

1
wj − z

∣∣∣2p) 1
2p

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ê(p)

n (w)

+
( ∑

z∈Bn

∣∣∣ŝn(z) − sHn(z)
∣∣∣2p) 1

2p
,

so ∣∣Ê(p)
n (w) − E(p)

n (w)
∣∣ ≤

( ∑
z∈Bn

∣∣∣ŝn(z) − sHn(z)
∣∣∣2p) 1

2p

≤ (#Bn)
1
p

nε̃

τ n

(4.11)
≤ τ

−1− 1
2p

n
ε̃+ 1

2p

n

τ≤1
≤ n

ε̃+ 1
2p

τ2n
.
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However, E(p)
n (w0) must by construction be zero at w0 := (λ1(Σn), ..., λd(Σn))T , so

max
k≤m

∣∣∣∣ŝn(zk) − 1
d

d∑
j=1

1
(ŵ(p)

n )j − z

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ê(p)
n (ŵ(p)

n ) ≤ Ê(p)
n (w0) ≤ n

ε̃+ 1
2p

τ2n
(4.20)

in high probability.

• Gathering bounds:
We conclude the proof by gathering the previously shown bounds. Note that the
existence of the estimator ŵ

(p)
n and the bounds (4.19), (4.20) only hold in high

probability in the sense that there exists a constant C = C(θ, τ, ε̃, D) > 0 such
that with probability at least 1 − C

nD we can calculate

∣∣∣1
d

d∑
j=1

f
(
λj(Σn)

)
− 1

d

d∑
j=1

f
(
(ŵ(p)

n )j
)∣∣∣

(4.17)
≤ 2 ||f ||U

τ
sup

z∈γn((a,b))

∣∣∣sHn(z) − 1
d

d∑
j=1

1
(ŵ(p)

n )j − z

∣∣∣
(4.18)

≤ 2 ||f ||U
τ

max
k≤m

∣∣∣sHn(zk) − 1
d

d∑
j=1

1
(ŵ(p)

n )j − zk

∣∣∣ + 2 ||f ||U
τ

23εn

τ2

(4.20)
≤ 2 ||f ||U

τ

n
ε̃+ 1

2p

τ2n
+ 12 ||f ||U

τ3 εn ≤ 14 ||f ||U
τ3

n
4ε̃+ 1

2p

n

and for large n see that the right hand side is less than ||f ||U n
5ε̃+ 1

2p

n , which yields
the wanted result.

A. Appendix
A.1. Proof of Lemma 3.2

a) We had assumed Hn
n→∞====⇒ H∞ and the fact that the functions

fz̃ : R → R ; λ → 1
λ − z̃

are bounded and continuous for all z̃ ∈ C+ gives

sHn(z̃) =
∫
R

fz̃ dHn
n→∞−−−→

∫
R

fz̃ dH∞ = sH∞(z̃) .

For any compact set S ⊂ C+ use the notation ηS := dist(S,R) > 0. The family
(sHn)n∈N is by the calculation

|sHn(z̃)| ≤
∫
R

1
|λ − z̃|

dHn ≤ 1
Im(z̃) ≤ 1

ηS
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uniformly bounded on S and by∣∣∣sHn(z̃1) − sHn(z̃2)
∣∣∣ ≤

∫
R

∣∣∣ 1
λ − z̃1

− 1
λ − z̃2

∣∣∣ dHn(λ) =
∫
R

∣∣∣ z̃1 − z̃2
(λ − z̃1)(λ − z̃2)

∣∣∣ dHn(λ)

≤
( ∫

R

|z̃1 − z̃2|
|λ − z̃1|2

Hn(λ)
) 1

2
( ∫

R

|z̃1 − z̃2|
|λ − z̃2|2

Hn(λ)
) 1

2

≤
( ∫

R

|z̃1 − z̃2|
η2

S

Hn(λ)
) 1

2
( ∫

R

|z̃1 − z̃2|
η2

S

Hn(λ)
) 1

2
= |z̃1 − z̃2|

η2
S

. (A.1)

equi-continuous. Arzelà-Ascoli gives the existence of a sub-sequence (sHnk
)k∈N

uniformly convergent on S. The fact that the limit can only be the point-wise
limit sH∞ , by standard topological arguments implies that the original sequence
must have already converged uniformly to sH∞ on S.

b) By the proof of Lemma 2.2 we see that we for every n ∈ N ∪ {∞} and all z ∈
DHn,cn(0+, ∞) have

sνn

(
(1 − cnzsHn(z) − cn)z

)
= sHn(z)

1 − cnzsHn(z) − cn
. (A.2)

The map

ΦHn,cn : DHn,cn(0+, ∞) → C+ ; z 7→ (1 − cnzsHn(z) − cn)z

is surjective, since the boundary of ΦHn,cn(DHn,cn(ε, ∞)) can by definition of
DHn,cn(ε, ∞) not be further from R than ε for all ε > 0. By this surjectivity
there for every z̃ ∈ C+ exists a zn ∈ D+

Hn,cn
(0+, ∞) such that

z̃ = (1 − cnznsHn(zn) − cn)zn . (A.3)

Observe

|sνn(z̃) − sν∞(z̃)| = |sνn(f∞(z∞)) − sν∞(f∞(z∞))|
≤ |sνn(f∞(z∞)) − sνn(fn(z∞))| + |sνn(fn(z∞)) − sν∞(f∞(z∞))|︸ ︷︷ ︸

→0 , by (A.2) and statement (a)

≤
∫
R

∣∣∣ 1
λ − f∞(z∞) − 1

λ − fn(z∞)
∣∣∣ dνn(λ) + o(1)

=
∫
R

|f∞(z∞) − fn(z∞)|
|λ − f∞(z∞)| |λ − fn(z∞)| dνn(λ) + o(1)

≤ |f∞(z∞) − fn(z∞)|
Im(f∞(z∞)) Im(fn(z∞)) + o(1) .

Since (a) implies fn(z∞) → f∞(z∞) ∈ C+, we have shown sνn

n→∞−−−→ sν∞ point-
wise on C+. By Arzelà-Ascoli we can analogously to statement (a) get uniform
convergence on compact sets.
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c) It is well known, and shown for example in Theorem 5.8 of (Fleermann and Kirsch,
2023), that point-wise convergence of Stieltjes transforms implies weak convergence
of the underlying probability measures.

d) The property supp(H∞) ⊂ [0, σ2] follows immediately from the same property of
Hn and the assumption Hn

n→∞====⇒ H∞ with a test-function f ∈ Cb(R) that satis-
fies f[0,σ2] = 0 and f |[0,σ2]c > 0.

The second statement of (d) is follows immediately from (2.3) and an analogous
argument.

e) We show that (a) and supp(Hn) ⊂ [0, σ2] already implies Hn(f) n→∞−−−→ H∞(f)
for every holomorphic function f : C → C. Analogously, (b) and (d) will yield
νn(f) n→∞−−−→ ν∞(f).

By Cauchy’s integral formula it holds that

Hn(f) =
∫
R

f(λ) dHn(λ) = 1
2πi

∮
γ

∫
R

f(z)
λ − z

dHn(λ) dz = 1
2πi

∮
γ

f(z)sHn(z) dz

= 1
2πi

∮
γ+

f(z)sHn(z) dz − 1
2πi

∮
γ+

f(z)sHn(z) dz ,

where γ is a closed curved going clockwise around [0, σ2] and γ+ is the part of
the curve in C+. For every ε > 0 let γ+

ε be the part of the curve that stays in
{z ∈ C+ | Im(z) ≥ ε}, then the image of the curve is a compact sub-set of C+ and
so

1
2πi

∮
γ+

ε

f(z)sHn(z) dz − 1
2πi

∮
γ+

ε

f(z)sHn(z) dz

n→∞−−−→ 1
2πi

∮
γ+

ε

f(z)sH∞(z) dz − 1
2πi

∮
γ+

ε

f(z)sH∞(z) dz .

The fact that dist(γ, [0, σ2]) > 0 implies
∮

γ+
ε

f(z)sHn(z) dz
ε↘0−−−→

∮
γ+ f(z)sHn(z) dz

uniformly in n, which turns the above convergence into

Hn(f) = 1
2πi

∮
γ+

f(z)sHn(z) dz − 1
2πi

∮
γ+

f(z)sHn(z) dz

n→∞−−−→ 1
2πi

∮
γ+

f(z)sH∞(z) dz − 1
2πi

∮
γ+

f(z)sH∞(z) dz = H∞(f) .

f) Let Tn = Un diag(σ1,n, ..., σd,n)Vn be the singular value decomposition of Tn. By
assumption (1.20) we have σ2

1,n ≤ σ2. Since the difference

1
n
X∗

nV ∗
n diag(σ2, ..., σ2)VnXn − 1

n
Y ∗

n Yn

= 1
n
X∗

nV ∗
n diag(σ2 − σ2

1,n, ..., σ2 − σ2
d,n)VnXn
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is positive semi-definite, it must hold that

λ1(Sn) = λ1
( 1

n
Y ∗

n Yn

)
≤ λ1

( 1
n
X∗

nV ∗
n diag(σ2, ..., σ2)VnXn

)
= σ2λ1

( 1
n
XnX

∗
n

)
.

By Theorem 2.10 of (Bloemendal et al., 2014) (with α = 1 and γ1 − (1 + √
cn)2 =

O(1/n) by properties of the standard Marchenko-Pastur distribution) we for all
δ, K ′ > 0 have the existence of an N0(δ, K ′) > 0 such that

P
(∣∣∣λ1

( 1
n
XnX

∗
n

)
− (1 + √

cn)2
∣∣∣ ≤ nδ− 2

3
)

≥ 1 − nK′
.

For δ < 2
3 and sufficiently large n, we have nδ− 2

3 ≤ τ and the wanted bound
follows.

A.2. Proof of Theorem 3.3
For now assume

Tn = T ∗
n = Σ

1
2
n > 0 . (A.4)

This assumption can be removed later as described in Section 11 of (Knowles and Yin,
2017).

This theorem is a simpler form of the local laws shown in (Knowles and Yin, 2017).
In said paper the spectral domain D is allowed to approach the support supp(νn) as
opposed to our spectral domain S(τ, n), which stays bounded away from the interval
[0, σ2(1 + √

cn)2] containing supp(νn). As a result, we do not need the restrictive as-
sumptions on the form of Hn described in Definition 2.7 of (Knowles and Yin, 2017) and
can achieve better convergence rates for z̃ close to the real line.

We give an overview of how the theorem follows from methods developed in (Knowles
and Yin, 2017). Note how (3.2) is similar to (3.11) from (Knowles and Yin, 2017).

It is clear that S(τ, n) ⊂ S1(τ, n) ∪ S2(τ, n) for

S1(τ, n) := {z ∈ D(τ, n) | dist(Re(z̃), supp(νn)) ≥ τ/2}
S2(τ, n) := {z ∈ D(τ, n) | Im(z̃) ≥ τ/2} .

Part (i) of Theorem 3.16 and Remark 3.17 from (Knowles and Yin, 2017) directly yield
the existence of a constant C ′ = C ′(ε̃, D, τ) > 0 such that

P
(
∃z̃ ∈ S1(τ, n) :

∣∣sν̂n
(z̃) − sνn

(z̃)
∣∣ ≥ nε̃

n Im(z̃)
)

≤ C ′

nD
, (A.5)

which we have already translated into our notation. Note that their mN (z) is our sν̂n
(z̃),

their m(z) is our sνn
(z̃), their ϱ is our νn and their O≺ is defined in Definition 3.4 of
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(Knowles and Yin, 2017).

It remains to show (A.5)with S2(τ, n) instead of S1(τ, n), so

P
(
∃z̃ ∈ S2(τ, n) :

∣∣sν̂n
(z̃) − sνn

(z̃)
∣∣ ≥ nε̃

n Im(z̃)
)

≤ C ′

nD
(A.6)

which is an averaged local law as formulated in Definition 3.20 of (Knowles and Yin,
2017). Theorem 3.22 of (Knowles and Yin, 2017) would, if applicable, directly show
(A.6).We thus check its conditions. Conditions (2.1), (2.4), (2.5), (2.7) and (2.8) of
(Knowles and Yin, 2017) are easily seen to follow from the assumptions of this theorem.
For condition (3.20) of (Knowles and Yin, 2017) we note that the τ in this bound may
differ from our τ and we only need to show

∀z̃ ∈ S2(τ, n) ∀i ≤ d :
∣∣1 + sνn

(z̃)λi(Σn)
∣∣ ≥ τ ′

for some fixed τ ′ > 0. By Lemma 4.10 of (Knowles and Yin, 2017) there exists a
constant C > 0 dependent only on τ and the asymptotic behavior of cn such that
C−1 Im(z̃) ≤ Im(sνn

(z̃)) ≤ C for all z̃ ∈ C+ with τ ≤ |z̃| ≤ τ−1 and we further bound

| Re(sνn
(z̃))| =

∣∣∣∣ ∫
R

Re
( 1

λ − z̃

)
dνn(λ)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣ ∫

R

λ − Re(z̃)
|λ − z̃|2

dνn(λ)
∣∣∣∣

≤
∫
R

|λ − Re(z̃)|
τ2 dνn(λ) ≤ C′

τ2

for some C′ > 0, where we have used (c) of Lemma 3.2 and the fact that ν∞ − δ0ν∞({0})
(and thus also ν∞ − δ0ν∞({0})) are known to have a (continuous) Lebesgue density.
Choose τ ′ small enough such that

C′

τ2 ≤ 1 − τ ′

τ ′C
τ , (A.7)

then for all i ≤ d with λi(Σn) ≥ τ ′C
τ we have

∣∣1 + sνn
(z̃)λi(Σn)

∣∣ ≥ | Im(sνn
(z̃))|︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥C−1 Im(z̃)

λi(Σn) ≥ C−1τ
τ ′C
τ

= τ ′

and for all i ≤ d with λi(Σn) ≤ τ ′C
τ we have

∣∣1 + sνn
(z̃)λi(Σn)

∣∣ ≥ 1 − | Re(sνn
(z̃))|︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤ C′
τ2

λi(Σn) ≥ 1 − C′

τ2
τ ′C
τ

(A.7)
≤ 1 − (1 − τ ′) = τ ′ ,

which proves the condition (3.20) from (Knowles and Yin, 2017).

The final condition of Theorem 3.22 in (Knowles and Yin, 2017) is the stability of
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their equation (2.11) in the sense of Definition 5.4 from (Knowles and Yin, 2017). For-
tunately, this was already proven to hold with no further assumptions in the proof of
Lemma A.5 of (Knowles and Yin, 2017), where they show a stronger property (A.6) in
(Knowles and Yin, 2017), which by Definition A.2 of (Knowles and Yin, 2017) leads to
the wanted condition.

We can thus apply Theorem 3.22 of (Knowles and Yin, 2017) to see (A.6). This
proof is concluded by combining (A.5) and (A.6) with the inclusion S(τ, n) ⊂ S1(τ, n) ∪
S2(τ, n).

A.3. Proof of Corollary 3.4
Let γ : (a, b) → C+ be the composite curve γ3 ◦ γ2 ◦ γ1 with:

• γ1 going straight up from −τ to −τ + iτ

• γ2 going straight to the right from −τ + iτ to σ2(1 + √
cn)2 + 2τ + iτ

• γ3 going straight down from σ2(1 + √
cn)2 + 2τ + iτ to σ2(1 + √

cn)2 + 2τ

By (f) of Lemma 3.2 we can for the sake of this proof assume that the spectrum of ν̂n/ν̂n

lies completely in [0, σ2(1 + √
cn)2 + τ ] and by (d) of Lemma 3.2 the support of νn/νn

surely lies in [0, σ2(1 + √
cn)2]. The curve γ thus separates every z̃ ∈ S∞(τ, n) from the

supports of ν̂n and νn. Cauchy’s integral formula yields

sν̂n
(z̃) =

∫
supp(ν̂n)

1
λ − z̃

dν̂n(λ)

=
∫

supp(ν̂n)

1
2πi

( ∮
γ

1
v − z̃

1
λ − v

dv −
∮

γ

1
v − z̃

1
λ − v

dv

)
dν̂n(λ)

= 1
2πi

∮
γ

sν̂n
(v)

v − z̃
dv − 1

2πi

∮
γ

sν̂n
(v)

v − z̃
dv

and analogously

sνn
(z̃) = 1

2πi

∮
γ

sνn
(v)

v − z̃
dv − 1

2πi

∮
γ

sνn
(v)

v − z̃
dv .

We also from dist(γ, supp(ν̂n)) ≥ τ and dist(γ, supp(νn)) ≥ τ get

|sν̂n
(v)| =

∣∣∣∣ ∫
supp(ν̂n)

1
λ − v

dν̂n(λ)
∣∣∣∣ ≤

∫
supp(ν̂n)

1
|λ − v|

dν̂n(λ) ≤ 1
τ

and analogously |sνn
(v)| ≤ 1

τ , which yields

|sν̂n
(v) − sνn

(v)| ≤ 2
τ
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for all v ∈ γ((a, b)). Without loss of generality assume γ to be parameterized by arc
length, then for any ω from the (high-probability) event{

ω ∈ Ω
∣∣∣∣ ∀v ∈ S(τ, n) :

∣∣sν̂n
(v) − sνn

(v)
∣∣ ≤ nε̃

n Im(v)

}
we have
∣∣sν̂n

(z̃) − sνn
(z̃)

∣∣ ≤ 1
2π

∣∣∣∣ ∮
γ

sν̂n
(v) − sνn

(v)
v − z̃

dv

∣∣∣∣ + 1
2π

∣∣∣∣ ∮
γ

sν̂n
(v) − sνn

(v)
v − z̃

dv

∣∣∣∣
≤ 1

π dist(γ, z̃)

∫ b

a

∣∣sν̂n
(γ(t)) − sνn

(γ(t))
∣∣ |γ′(t)| dt

= 1
π dist(γ, z̃)

∫ τ

0

∣∣sν̂n
(−τ + itτ) − sνn

(−τ + itτ)
∣∣︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤ nε̃

ntτ
∧ 2

τ

dt

+ 1
π dist(γ, z̃)

∫ σ2(1+√
cn)2+2τ

−τ

∣∣sν̂n
(t + iτ) − sνn

(t + iτ)
∣∣︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤ nε̃

nτ

dt

+ 1
π dist(γ, z̃)

∫ τ

0

∣∣sν̂n
(σ2(1 + √

cn)2 + 2τ + itτ) − sνn
(σ2(1 + √

cn)2 + 2τ + itτ)
∣∣︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤ nε̃

ntτ
∧ 2

τ

dt

≤ 2
π dist(γ, z̃)

∫ τ

0

nε̃

ntτ
∧ 2

τ
dt + 1

π dist(γ, z̃)
(
σ2(1 + √

cn)2 + 3τ
) nε̃

nτ

= 2
πτ dist(γ, z̃)

( ∫ nε̃

2n

0
2 dt +

∫ τ

nε̃

2n

nε̃

nt
dt

)
+ σ2(1 + √

cn)2 + 3τ

πτ dist(γ, z̃)
nε̃

n

= 2
πτ dist(γ, z̃)

(
nε̃

n
+ nε̃

n

[
log(t)

]τ
nε̃

2n︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤nε̃ for large n

)
+ σ2(1 + √

cn)2 + 3τ

πτ dist(γ, z̃)
nε̃

n

≤
2 + nε̃ + σ2(1 + √

cn)2 + 3τ

πτ dist(γ, z̃)
nε̃

n
.

Since z̃ ∈ S∞(τ, n), we have dist(γ, z̃) ≥ τ and by choosing ε̃ = ε′

3 , we for large n see
that the above bound yields

∣∣sν̂n
(z̃) − sνn

(z̃)
∣∣ ≤ nε′

n
.

The fact that this holds uniformly for sufficiently high n allows us to from (3.2) follow
the existence of a C ′ = C ′(ε′, D, τ) > C(ε′/3, D, τ) > 0 such that

P
(
∃z ∈ S∞(τ, n) :

∣∣sν̂n
(z̃) − sνn

(z̃)
∣∣ ≥ nε′

n

)
≤ C ′

nD

for all n ∈ N.
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A.4. Proof of Lemma 3.6
For ease of understanding, we list the defining properties of Gn(θ, τ, ε̃). A complex
number z ∈ C+ is in Gn(θ, τ, ε̃), iff

εn ≤ Im
(
(1 − cnzsHn(z) − cn)z

)
(A.8)∣∣∣ cnz Im(zsHn(z))

Im((1 − cnzsHn(z) − cn)z)
∣∣∣ ≤ θ (A.9)

ΦHn,cn(z) = (1 − cnzsHn(z) − cn)z ∈ S∞(τ, n) (A.10)
|z| ≤ n2ε̃ . (A.11)

Before checking these conditions, we note that (3.19) by basic computations implies

dist(z, [0, σ2])2 ≥ 2cnσ4 (A.12)

dist(z, [0, σ2]) ≥ cnσ2 + σ2√
c2

n + 4θcn(1 + θ)
2θ

(A.13)

z /∈ (−2cnσ2 − 4τ, 2σ2(1 + √
cn)2 + 6τ) × [0, 4τ) . (A.14)

• Checking (A.8)
Similarly to (2.9) we can calculate

Im
(
(1 − czsH(z) − c)z

)
= Im(z) − c

∫
R

Im
( λz

λ − z

)
dH(λ)

= Im(z) − c

∫
R

λ Im(z(λ − z))
|λ − z|2

dH(λ) = Im(z)
(

1 − c

∫
R

λ2

|λ − z|2
dH(λ)

)
,

(A.15)

which with

1 − cn

∫
R

λ2

|λ − z|2
dHn(λ)

(1.20)
≥ 1 − cn

σ4

dist(z, [0, σ2])2

(A.12)
≥ 1 − cn

σ4

2cnσ4 = 1
2

(A.16)

leads to

Im
(
(1 − cnzsHn(z) − cn)z

)
≥ Im(z)

(
1 − cn

∫
R

λ2

|λ − z|2
dHn(λ)

) (A.16)
≥ Im(z)

2 .

(A.17)

and (3.17) yields (A.8).

• Checking (A.9) We start with the calculation

Im
(
zsH(z)

)
= Im

(
zsH(z) + 1

)
=

∫
R

Im
( λ

λ − z

)
dH(λ)

=
∫
R

Im(λ(λ − z))
|λ − z|2

dH(λ) = Im(z)
∫
R

λ

|λ − z|2
dH(λ) (A.18)
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and bound∣∣∣ cnz Im(zsHn(z))
Im((1 − cnzsHn(z) − cn)z)

∣∣∣ (A.15)=
∣∣∣∣ cnz Im(zsHn(z))
Im(z)

(
1 − cn

∫
R

λ2

|λ−z|2 dHn(λ)
) ∣∣∣∣

(A.18)=
∣∣∣∣ cnz Im(z)

∫
R

λ
|λ−z|2 dHn(λ)

Im(z)
(
1 − cn

∫
R

λ2

|λ−z|2 dHn(λ)
) ∣∣∣∣ =

|z| cn
∫
R

λ
|λ−z|2 dHn(λ)∣∣1 − cn

∫
R

λ2

|λ−z|2 dHn(λ)
∣∣︸ ︷︷ ︸

>0 by (A.16)

=
|z| cn

∫
R

λ
|λ−z|2 dHn(λ)

1 − cn
∫
R

λ2

|λ−z|2 dHn(λ)
(1.20)

≤
|z| cn

σ2

dist(z,[0,σ2])2

1 − cn
σ4

dist(z,[0,σ2])2

.

Since |z| ≤ |z − x| + x for every x ∈ [0, σ2] and thus also for the x with minimal
distance to z, we can bound |z| ≤ dist(z, [0, σ2]) + σ2. With the notation dz :=
dist(z, [0, σ2]) we have

∣∣∣ cnz Im(zsHn(z))
Im((1 − cnzsHn(z) − cn)z)

∣∣∣ ≤
(dz + σ2) cn

σ2

d2
z

1 − cn
σ4

d2
z

= (dz + σ2) cnσ2

d2
z − cnσ4 .

The positive solution to (d+σ2) cσ2

d2−cσ4 = θ is

d = cσ2 + σ2√
c2 + 4θc(1 + θ)
2θ

,

so the fact that

dz

(A.13)
≥ cnσ2 + σ2√

c2
n + 4θcn(1 + θ)
2θ

thus implies ∣∣∣ cnz Im(zsHn(z))
Im((1 − cnzsHn(z) − cn)z)

∣∣∣ ≤ θ .

• Checking (A.10)
The calculation

Re
(
(1 − czsH(z) − c)z

)
= Re(z) − c

∫
R

Re
( λz

λ − z

)
dH(λ)

= Re(z) − c

∫
R

Re(λz(λ − z))
|λ − z|2

dH(λ)

= Re(z) − c Re(z)
∫
R

λ2

|λ − z|2
dH(λ) + c|z|2

∫
R

λ

|λ − z|2
dH(λ)

= Re(z)
(

1 − c

∫
R

λ2

|λ − z|2
dH(λ)︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥ 1
2 by (A.16)

)
+ c|z|2

∫
R

λ

|λ − z|2
dH(λ)
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together with the bound

cn|z|2
∫
R

λ

|λ − z|2
dHn(λ)

(1.20)
≤ cn|z|2 σ2

dist(z, [0, σ2])2

yields

Re
(
(1 − czsH(z) − c)z

)
≤ 1

2 Re(z) + cn|z|2 σ2

dist(z, [0, σ2])2 = 1
2 Re(z) + cnσ2 ,

(A.19)

when Re(z) ≤ 0, and

Re
(
(1 − czsH(z) − c)z

)
≥ 1

2 Re(z) , (A.20)

when Re(z) ≥ 0. These two bounds together with (A.17) and (A.14) some basic
algebra already yields (A.10).

• Checking (A.11)
This is directly assumed in (3.18).
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matrices, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat. 60, no. 2, 946–970. MR4757513

33



Dörnemann, Nina and Johannes Heiny. 2022. Limiting spectral distribution for large sample correlation
matrices. preprint available at https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.14948.
El Karoui, Noureddine. 2008. Spectrum estimation for large dimensional covariance matrices using
random matrix theory, Ann. Statist. 36, no. 6, 2757–2790. MR2485012
Fleermann, Michael and Johannes Heiny. 2023. Large sample covariance matrices of Gaussian obser-
vations with uniform correlation decay, Stochastic Process. Appl. 162, 456–480. MR4594216
Fleermann, Michael and Werner Kirsch. 2023. Proof methods in random matrix theory, Probab. Surv.
20, 291–381. MR4563528
Hwang, Jong Yun, Ji Oon Lee, and Kevin Schnelli. 2019. Local law and Tracy-Widom limit for sparse
sample covariance matrices, Ann. Appl. Probab. 29, no. 5, 3006–3036. MR4019881
Jin, Baisuo, Cheng Wang, Baiqi Miao, and Mong-Na Lo Huang. 2009. Limiting spectral distribution of
large-dimensional sample covariance matrices generated by VARMA, J. Multivariate Anal. 100, no. 9,
2112–2125. MR2543090
Jonsson, Dag. 1982. Some limit theorems for the eigenvalues of a sample covariance matrix, J. Multi-
variate Anal. 12, no. 1, 1–38. MR650926
Knowles, Antti and Jun Yin. 2017. Anisotropic local laws for random matrices, Probab. Theory Related
Fields 169, no. 1-2, 257–352. MR3704770
Kong, Weihao and Gregory Valiant. 2017. Spectrum estimation from samples, Ann. Statist. 45, no. 5,
2218–2247. MR3718167
Ledoit, Olivier and Michael Wolf. 2012. Nonlinear shrinkage estimation of large-dimensional covariance
matrices, Ann. Statist. 40, no. 2, 1024–1060. MR2985942

. 2015. Spectrum estimation: a unified framework for covariance matrix estimation and PCA in
large dimensions, J. Multivariate Anal. 139, 360–384. MR3349498
Li, Weiming, Jiaqi Chen, Yingli Qin, Zhidong Bai, and Jianfeng Yao. 2013. Estimation of the population
spectral distribution from a large dimensional sample covariance matrix, J. Statist. Plann. Inference 143,
no. 11, 1887–1897. MR3095079
Li, Weiming, Zeng Li, and Jianfeng Yao. 2018. Joint central limit theorem for eigenvalue statistics from
several dependent large dimensional sample covariance matrices with application, Scand. J. Stat. 45,
no. 3, 699–728. MR3858952
Liu, Haoyang, Alexander Aue, and Debashis Paul. 2015. On the Marčenko-Pastur law for linear time
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