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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
sp(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 % — ¢ > 0, the estimation error is shown to be
asymptotically less than % for arbitrary € > 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 %E

1. Introduction

Estimating the covariance matrix ¥,, of a multivariate distribution 7 on R¢ from samples
Y1, ..., Y, of iid vectors is a fundamental question in statistics. The sample covariance
matrix

S, = (:L zn:(yk)i(yk)J)

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 — oo such that

d
Cpi=— — Coo >0, (1.1)
n

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

1 n—yoo
Hn = g ,Zl(s)\j(Z") *}:> Hoo (12)
]:



to a probability measure with compact support on [0,00) the Marchenko-Pastur law
gives the convergence

1= (yn = Z‘Sx i—i‘éuoo) (1.3)

to a deterministic limiting spectral distribution (LSD) v, derived from Ho, and ¢, by
the so called Marchenko-Pastur equation. The Marchenko-Pastur equation is formulated
in forms of Stieltjes transforms s, of measures u on R, which are defined as maps
$,:CT={z€eC|Im(z) >0} - C" ; Z'—)/)\ du(X) . (1.4)
RA—2

The Stieltjes transform s, uniquely identifies the underlying probability measure p on R
and the value of s,(z) for z close to R is especially significant for reconstructing , since

1 Im(s,(x + in)) is by construction the integral over the kernel (gﬁ with regards
to p. 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, 00) with compact support and constant ¢ > 0, there
exists a probability measure v on [0, 00) with compact support that is uniquely defined by
the following property of its Stieltjes transform s, .

For all Z € CT the Stieltjes transform s,(Z) is the unique solution to
1

s = = p

RA1—cZs—c)—2

dH(\) (1.5)

in the set

c—1
Qzc = {s eC ‘ Im (cs + 7) > 0} . (1.6)
The Marchenko-Pastur equation can be solved numerically by iterating the operator

1
T: .o H
o, //\l—czs—c)—zd )

until an approximate fixed point s ~ T3 g .(s) is found, which leads to highly accurate
predictions of the spectral distributions 7, (see Figure [1)).

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

Figure 1: Histograms of H,, (orange) and corresponding 2, (blue) for d = 1000.
The prediction 2 +— L Im(s,, (z +in)) for n = 55 and v, derived from Hy, ¢,
as in Lemma is marked red.



This paper describes a new method of Marchenko-Pastur inversion, i.e. reconstruction
of H (or sy) from v and c. Specifically, we in Lemma show that sp(z) is for all
z € CT with

czIm(zsp(2))

Im ((1 —czsp(2) —c)z) >0 and ‘Im((l —cz8m(2) —

)‘ <1 (1.7)

the unique solution to

25+ 1= /R - _ACZS o ) (1.8)
from the set
czIm(zs
{SE(CJF‘Im((l—czs—c)z) ((1—0,2(3—)0)2)’<1}'

The conditions amount to z € C* being sufficiently far away from the support of
H (see Figure . The distribution of H can thus not be easily recovered by examining
z — 2 Im(sy(z+in)) for small n > 0 (similar to Figure , since for z near the support
of H and small > 0 the point z = = + in will be too close to supp(H) for to hold
and the inversion formula will not grant sg(z + in).

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

o= o o

=5 (f(2)sm(2) = f(z)sm(2)) dz (1.9)

2 YNC+

where 7 is a closed curve going clockwise around supp(H) and v U C* is the part of
7, which stays on C*. If the curve v N C* stays sufficiently far away from supp(H)

that (| . ) holds for all z on its path, then the inversion formula (1.8)) yields each sg(z)
needed for the integral (1.9) and we have reconstructed [ f(\) dH(X) from v and c.

While Section [2] will deal with the proof of the Marchenko-Pastur inversion formula
and its robustness under perturbations of v, Sections [3|and [@] will be dedicated to apply-
ing this idea to eigen-inference, in the sense that we estimate sy, [ f(\) dHp(\) and
even the eigenvalues of ¥, themselves from the observable objects ¢,, and o,.

c=0.1,H=1%1561 + 18 c=05 H=%461 + 36 ¢ = 0.1, H = Unif([0, 1]) ¢ = 0.5, H = Unif([0, 1])
2 2

Figure 2: Graphical representations of the set of all z € CT which satisfy |i The sets
are colored blue and the supports of H are marked orange.



1.1. Marchenko-Pastur laws
Let (dn)nen be a sequence with values in N such that the quotient %" converges to a

constant ¢ > 0. Suppressing the dependence of d,, on n in our notation we write

d
Cp = — — Coo >0.
n

A fundamental assumption of random matrix theory is the existence of a deterministic
(d x d) matrix T, and a random (d x n) matrix X,, with independent centered entries,
each with variance one, such that

Y, =T,X, . (1.10)

The matrix 7,, must by construction satisfy 7,7 = %, and the sample covariance
matrix is defined as

]- % 1 * *

Assuming the population spectral distribution

d
Hy:==3 0z
j=1

SHN

converges weakly to some limiting distribution Ho, with compact support on [0, 00), the
Marchenko-Pastur law - as we have already stated in (1.3)) - almost surely gives the weak
convergence of the empirical spectral distribution (ESD)

1 d
P 1= 5 zgéxj(sn)
J:

to the LSD v itself with compact support on [0, 00). The first proof of the Marchenko-
Pastur law for 7}, = Idg4 and X; ; ~ N (0, 1) was given in 1967 by Marchenko and Pastur
in (Marchenko and Pastur, 1967). The generalization to arbitrary iid entries of X,
that are centered with variance one was achieved in (Yin, 1986) under mild conditions
on H,. The limiting spectral distribution of A 4 %X;‘;']I‘Xn 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 X, was weakened in (Bai
and Zhou, 2008) and in the isotropic case T;, = Idg (Fleermann and Heiny, 2023)) even
allows correlations between rows and columns of X, provided they go to zero suffi-
ciently quickly with n — oo. A series of papers (Yaskov, 2016), (Dornemann 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 and the data matrix Y, 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



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 s, (z) is described depending on how close z is to certain parts of the sup-
port of the LSD v,. 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 % instead of in Similarly to the standard central limit theorem (CLT) one
can for a measurable function f : R — R observe the difference between the empirical
integral [ fdi, and the limiting integral [p fdvs. Spectral central limit theorems
(spectral CLTs) describe the weak convergence of

n(/Rfdﬁn—/Rfduoo)

to Gaussian distributions. The earliest spectral CLT for the setting 7,, = Idq and

X 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
1

general ¥, and T, = 72 in the case where the entries of X, 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 % — 00
or to columns generated from a high-dimensional time series were done in (Dornemann

and Dette, 2024) and (Qiu et al., 2023)).
Defining an n-wise version v, of the limiting spectral distribution v, allows these local
laws and spectral CLTs to be independent of the speed of the convergences

n—0o0

d
Ch=— > Cx and H, —— H. .
n

The distribution v, is obtained from H,, and ¢, through the Marchenko-Pastur equation
(see Lemma [1.1]) analogous to how v, is obtained from Hy, and cuo.

We will also use 7,, and v,, to denote the probability measures

Vy, =

n
Z 5/\]_(%)(;;2”)(”) =(1—=cp)do+cnty and v, =(1—cy)dp+cpvn . (1.11)
j=1



The corresponding Stieltjes transforms clearly satisfy

sy (2) = . +cn8p,(2) and s, (2) =

1.3. Eigen-inference

In practice, one is often interested in estimating the underlying population covariance
Yn, but only has access to the data-matrix Y,, and by extension the sample covariance
matrix S, = %YnYn* as well as its spectral distribution ,,. In order for an estimator of
Y, to be rotation-equivariant, it was noted in (Ledoit and Wolf, 2012)) that it must have
the same eigenvectors as S,,. The problem of estimating 3, in a rotation-equivariant
manner reduces to estimation of the population eigenvalues. The theoretical process of
recovering the population spectral measure H,, from v, (which is assumed to be close to
D) is called Marchenko-Pastur inversion, while finding algorithms for the construction
of estimators for ¥, from Y, is called eigen-inference. Let

Sn = Un diag (Al(Sn), ceny )\d(Sn)) U:;

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

i:n,sD = Uy diag (9(M1(Sn)), -, (Aa(Sn))) Uy, (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 H,, in the
n—0o0

sense 1 = P(H,, === 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
Hy = t16g, + ... + tdp, for the parameters (¢1,...,t,61,...,0;). They were also able
to show asymptotic normality of the estimation error with rate % 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 ¥, in the sense

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



was introduced by Kong and Valiant in (Kong and Valiant, 2017). They make the
observation that for every list of k distinct integers o1, ...,0% € {1,...,n} the mean

k
E[H<Y:Yn>m,a<i N
=1

d
is equal to 3 \;(3,)F = tr(2k) = H,(e*). Unfortunately, the product in the mean has
j=1

very high variance, so they must average over many different lists (o1, ...,0%) to get a
consistent estimator of the population moments Hn(ok) 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 %

1.4. 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 that for all z € C* - with a certain distance to the support of H -
the Stieltjes transform sg(z) is the unique solution to

25+ 1 :/R)\(l);zsc)z dv()) . (1.14)

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

A
sl o
w /R)\—(l—cz§—c)zdy )

(for z far enough away from supp(H,) and not too close to the real line) with high prob-
ability admits exactly one solution §,(z), which will then be close to the true population

ne

Stieltjes transform sp, (z) in the sense |5,(2) — sm, (2)| < B

for any & > 0.

Using this population Stieltjes transform estimator §,(z) we can then for any holo-
morphic function f : C — C define an estimator L, (f) (see |4.6) for the population
linear spectral statistic

In Theorem 4.1{ we prove that |L,(f) — L, (f)| < %= in high probability for any & > 0.

Finally, in Definition [£.2] we define estimators for the population eigenvalues, that bene-
fit from this fast convergence rate of almost % Similarly to the estimators constructed
in (El Karoui, 2008)) or (Ledoit and Wolf, 2015), we define our estimator w, of the

eigenvalue-vector (A1(X,), ..., )\d(Z‘n))T as a global minimizer to a loss function.



1.5. Assumptions

As stated in the Subsection we assume that the sample covariance matrix is of the
form

1
Sp = ~ Ty X X T (1.15)
n

for a (d x d)-matrix T,, with 7,7} = 3,,. Two standard assumptions to random matrix
theory are that we are in the asymptotic regime

d
=% e, 1.1
c ~ e (1.16)

while the entries of X, are independent and satisfy
E[(X,)i) =0 and E[[(X,)i% =1. (1.17)

We also work under the base assumption that the weak convergence

H, == H,, (1.18)
holds for a limiting distribution
Ho # 0o (1.19)

and that there exists a constant o2 > 0 such that
VneN: ||Z,]] <o?. (1.20)

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

VneN,i<d,j<n: E[|(X,)i’] <Cp. (1.21)

2. Marchenko-Pastur inversion

This section deals with the relationship between H and v as defined in Lemma [1.1
By definitions of v, v, the pairs (Hoo, Vo) and (Hy,vy,) for all n € N have this exact
relationship. Assumptions (1.19) and allow us to work under

H# 6 and supp(H) C [0,07] (2.1)

since H,, will satisfy this for all large n € NN {oo}.

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

C —

v({0}) = max (=2 H({o})) . (2.2)

C



The measure v/ := v — §or({0}) has continuous Lebesgue density on (0,00). The as-

sumption ([2.1]) implies
supp(v) C [0,0%(1 + v/e)?] (23

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 ¢ for any ,0 > 0 define the sets

czIm(zsg(2)) ‘ < 9}

Dire(e,0) = {z € C* [ Tm (1 ~ ez (2) — 0)2) > &, (1 — czs(2) — ©)2)

czIm(zs)

Q..c(e,0) == {s eC* ’ Im((1 —czs —c)z) > ¢,

)Z)‘ <0} (25)

Im((1 —czs —c¢

We will also allow the inputs 04 for e and 1_ or co for 0, by which we mean

Dprc(04,0) = | Dele, 0)
e>0

= {z eCt ‘ Im ((1 — czsp(z) — c)z) >0, czlm(zsp(z))

(1 — czsm(2) — 9)2) | <6}

and
Dy e(e,00) == | Daele,0) = {z eCt ‘ Im ((1 — czsp(z) —¢)z) > 6}
0>0
Dpe(e,12) == | Daele, 6)
0<0<1

czIm(zsp(2))
Im((1 — cstlzlz) — c)z)‘ < 1} '

={zeC" | Im((1-ezsu(z) —0)2) > 5,

The definition of Q. .(04,1_) 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 gives an explicit formula for s,
not at z itself, but at the position (1 — czsy(z) — )z € C*.

Lemma 2.2 (Marchenko-Pastur inversion).
Assume H # 6y. For every z € Dy (04, 00) it holds that

zsp(z)+1= /R - cz/.\sH(z) — dv(\) (2.6)




and for every z € Dy (04,1_) the Stieltjes transform sy (z) is the unique solution to

zs+1= /]R Py —)\czs — ) dv(\) (2.7)

from the set Q;(04,1_).

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

su(z)
1—czsg(z)—c

=38,((1—czsu(z) —¢)z) , (2.8)

which can simply be checked with Lemma Observe

SH(Z)

1 - sy= — ¢ 1- - 1
Im( 1 ~H( ) ) =1Im ((1 - C?:;(f;_ Cc)z) =1Im (;) <0

su(z)
1—czsp(z)—c

€ QE,C

and for Z := (1 — czsy(z) — ¢)z € Ct also

1

/R A1 — 0271_;5;2)_0 —c)—Z H)
1
R A1 —czsp(z) —¢) — (1 —czsp(z) — )z dH()
Y ! _ sul)
N 1cst(2)c/R)\de(/\) - 1—czsg(z)—c’

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

It remains to show uniqueness when z € Dy (04,1_), which will require the useful
observation that every solution s to (2.7)) from Q, (04, 1_) satisfies

A
A—(1—czs—0)z

Im(zs) =Im(zs+ 1) = /le ( ) dv())

[ AIm(A = (1 —czs —0)z) ,
N /R A — (1 —czs—c)z|? dv()
>0
A

=Im((1 —czs — c)z)/ dv(\) >0 . (2.9)

R |IAN— (1 —czs—c)z|?

Let s1,52 € Q;¢(04,1_) be two solutions to (2.7]), then the difference between the two
solutions must satisfy

1 A A
gy = — — dv(A
1T z/]RA—(l—czsl—c)z A—(1—czsg—0)z v(A)

10



(1—czs1—¢c)z— (1 —czs9— )z
/ A (I —czs1 —c)z)(A— (1 —czsa — ¢)2) dv()

cz(s2 — 1)
/ A (1 —czs1 —c)z)(A— (1 —czsa — ¢)2) dv()

—czA

= (51— 82)/R A= (1—=czs1 —c)z)(A = (1 — czsa — ¢)2)
We with Cauchy-Schwarz and (2.9) bound the right hand factor by

dv()) . (2.10)

/ —czA
R (A—(1—czs1 — c)z)()\ — (1 —czsy — c)z)

S(fﬁlzr A P czsl—c)zw ) (C'z’/ P czsg—c)de (A))

B <‘ | cIm(zsl) >é(| | cIm(zsg) )

—\F Im((1 — czs1 —¢)z) : Im((1 — czs2 —¢)z)
which is less than 1 by the assumption sq,s2 € Q. (04,1_). It follows that s; and sy
must be equal. 0

du()\)’

1
2

N|=

It is worth noting that the usefulness of calculation (2.9)) lies in the fact that it allows
for the solution-domain Q, .(04,1_) to depend on neither H nor v. It is thus robust un-
der perturbations of v 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 to eigen-inference, we wish to
plug the observed 7, into the equation (2.7]). The following proposition shows existence
of solutions, when 7, is close to v, in the sense of (2.13)).

Proposition 2.3 (Perturbations of v still admit solutions).
For any 0 € (0,1) choose a T > 0 small enough such that 7(1+6) <1 —6.
For each z € Dy (04, 0) define

w, :=zsp(2)+1 and e, :=Im((1 —cw,)z) . (2.11)

Suppose there exists a §, > 0 with

7
< (T .
c|z]d, < (7' A 59 +7~_)&7Z (2.12)
such that
1 (1 (1 - %0 2.13
’8'/(< _Cw)z)_sl’ —cw ’ = 1+%)\(1—cwz)z| ( : )
for all w € Bs,(w). Then there exists exactly one solution §(z) to the equation
B4l= / A do(\) (2.14)
O JRA— (1 —c28—0)z '

11



in the set Q. .(04,1_).

Moreover, this solution will be close enough to sg(z) such that |3(z) — s (z)| < %“‘.
Proof.

e 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 Q. .(04,1_).

e Proof strategy:
It is clear that §(z) being from Q. ., ((1 —7)e,,1_) and a solution to the equation
(2.14]) is equivalent to w := z3(z) 4+ 1 being from

Q.o((1—7)es,10)

= {w eCt ‘ Im((1 —cw)z) > (1 — 7)ez, ¢z Tm(1h) ‘ < 1}

Im((1 — c)z)

and a fixed point of the continuous operator

P =Ty Quo((l=F)es 1) » CF ; w»—>/ - (A () .
By

1—cw)z

We will show the existence of such a fixed point with Brouwer’s Fixed-Point-
Theorem by showing that 7' maps Bs, (w.) C Q. .((1 — 7)e;,1_) into itself. We
first check that indeed Bs,(w.) is a sub-set of Q. .((1 — 7)e,, 1_).

o The neighborhood Bs_ (w;) is in Q,c((1 — T)ez, 1-):
This is a direct consequence of the calculations

Im((1 — cw)z) > Im((1 — cw,)z) — [(1 — cw)z — (1 — cw,) 2|

> e, — cd,|z| (1—"7)e, (2.15)
and
clz|Im(w) 2€D(04.,6) clz|lm(w)  clz|Im(w;)
Im((1 — cw)z) Im((1 —cw)z) Im((1—cw,)z)
@15 clz| Im(w) _clz|Im(w;)
- 1-7)Im((1 - cw;)z) Im((1-cw,)z)
- C&\j (Iin_(w%) _ Im(wz)) < (li‘i)&(dz + 7 Im(w,))
5 (1 el mle)y <10,

€z

o Showing that T maps B;, (w.) into iself:
We define the operator

A
T=T,.:0" ((1=%)e,,1_) > Ct ; '—>/
) QZ,C(( 7’)&‘ ) w R)\_(

1—cw)z ) ,

12



which by Lemma-has the fixed point w, = zsg(z)+1. We split up the difference
1T (w) — w,| as follows:

T(w) = w:| = [T(w) = T(w.)| < |T(w) = T(w)| + |T(w) = T(w:)| . (2.16)

For the first summand we see

(1 —cw)z| <|(1—cw,)z| + cd, |z\ (1 + 7)1 — cw,)z| (2.17)
and write
Iz ( w)] = 1fcw /)\ (1—cw)z dV()\)'
= (1 —ew)z / A—(1—cw)z 1—cw / A—(1—cw)z 1—cw du()\)’
= |(1 = cw)z[|s5((1 = cw)2) = s, ((1 = cw)z)]
(1-:%)s. 217 9
< (1 = cw)z| T %)|(11 e S (1- ?)@ . (2.18)

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

IT(w) = Tlw)l < / ‘)\ 1)\— cw)z  A—(1 i cwz)z’dy()\)

R e T AT LG

B Ac|z]
= v —w| /R = (0= cw)a| ) — (1 = cw)a] W
Ac|z]
<
<0 /R = —cw)a =) h = (1 —cwn)s] @Y
@12)
ED / el dv(\)
R (1=7) A= (1—cw:)z?
2€D g (04,0)
5, c]z\~ Im(w,) HS + 05Z~ . (2.19)
(1 =7)Im((1 — cw,)z) (1-7)

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

IT(w) — w.| <6, ,
so T maps Bs_ (w.) into itself and there must be a fixed point 1 to T' in Bj, (w.,).

o Checking the final bound:
Define §(z) := =1 and observe

w—1 wz—ll_\uﬁ—wz| 0,

5() = 81 (2)] = |

2| K

13



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 §,(z) of

. B A .
41— /R e ) (3.1)

exists on the set Q, (04,1_), we call 3,(z) the population Stieltjes transform estimator
to s, (2).

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

Lemma 3.2 (Basic convergences).

Under and the following statements hold.

a) The convergence Sy, e, sy, holds uniformly on compact sub-sets of CT.

b) The convergence s,, e, Sy, holds uniformly on compact sub-sets of CT.

¢) The convergence vy, Lox Voo holds.

d) We have supp(H,,) C [0,0?] and supp(vy) C [0,02(1+ /c,)?] for alln € NU{oco}.
n—00

e) We have H,(o") 222 H_ (o) and v,(oF) 2225 v (oF) for all k € N.

f) For all (small) 7 > 0 and (large) K' > 0 there exists an No(K') > 0 such that
P(A(Sn) < 0?1+ ven)? +7) > 1-n"K

for all n > No(K').
[proof in sub-section of the appendix]
The following theorem is a simplification of so called local laws, where the spectral

domain S approaches the support of v, /v,, 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 — hold. For a fized T > 0 define
D(r,n):={2€Ct | 0<Im(?) <771, |Re(®)| <77 ', 7 <|2[}
S(,n) :={z € D(r,n) | dist(Z,[0,0%(1 + /cn)?]) > 7} .
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For every €, D, > 0 there ezists a constant C = C(&,D,7) > 0 such that

n )<%

IP(EI% e S(t,n): |sp (2) — sy (2)] > = n

nlm(Z)
for alln € N.
[proof in sub-section of the appendix]

Importantly, we do not require T,, = T} = %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 ¥, from Definition 2.7 of (Knowles and Yin, 2017), since our
spectral domain stays away from the support of v,,. 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(7,n) from the supports of v,, and ,, we can
use Cauchy’s integral formula to bring (3.2]) into a form more useful for our purposes.

Corollary 3.4.
Define Seo(,n) := CT\ ((—27,0%(1 + \/cy)?* + 37) x [0,27)). For any &', D > 0 there
exists a constant C' = C'(', D, 1) > 0 such that

/

50,2~ s, () 2 ) < 5 (33)

IF’(EIZ € Soo(T, 1) :

for alln € N.
[proof in sub-section 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 — hold. For fized small €, 7 > 0 and 6 € (0,1) define the map

@ Dy e (04,00) = CT 5 20 (1= cpzsp, (2) — cn)z (3.4)
and the good set
Gn = Gn(0,7,8) =D, c,(en, 0) N O . (Seo(r,m)) N B, (0) (3.5)

where €, = n*1 and K, = n*. For any D > 0 there exists a constant C =

Cc0,7,é,D) > 0 with

5
]P’(Vz € Gy : 8,(2) as in Def. [31 exists and |8,(z) — sm, (2)] < 1 ) >1- <

|z| n nb

for allm € N.
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Proof.
Choose 7 > 0 small enough such that (14 6)7 <1 —6.
Without loss of generality assume n to be large enough that:

. T g
en < (7’/\29+7~_)n (3.6)
(1-7)>n"* (3.7)

n3E
= <7 (3.8)
1-2 .
cnT L7 >3, (3.9)
1+7 =
Define
2€Gn
Wy p = 280,(2)+1 and e, :=Im((1 —chw,n)z) > e, >0 (3.10)
—_———
:(I)Hnycn (Z)

We show that we can n-wise with high probability use Proposition with
Som = O 1= — . (3.11)

Since €., > €, = n*~1 the calculation

l

2€Gn nt (3.6) T -
Cn’z‘(sz,n < Cn"‘ﬁn(sz,n = Cnn2 — (7~'/\ )n48_1 < (7~—/\

no= 20 1 7 Jeun (312)

7’:
20+ 7
gives the technical prerequisite (2.12) of Proposition and we can use all calculations
from the proof except ([2.18]).

Define the set
M, :={(1-cyw)z | z€ Gy, we Bs, ,(w. )}
and observe that the calculation

dist ((1 — cpw)z, [0, o?(1+ @)2])
> dist ((1 — cpw, )2, [0,0%(1 4+ /en)?]) = [(1 = cow)z — (1 — cpw.p) 2]

>471 , since 2z€Gp, <cndnlz|
3¢ 3.8
S b = dr— o & g (3.13)
n
implies
3T
M, c Soo(z,n> . (3.14)
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By Corollary . 3.4 there then exists a C' = C’(¢/2, D, 2T) > 0 such that

P(vz e My [ss, (2) — sy, (5)] > < = (3.15)

and so

P(([2.13)) holds for each z € G,,)

= ]P’(Vz € Gp,Yw € Bs,, (W, ) :

|85, (1 — cpw)z) — 8y, (1 — cpw)2)| <
———— R

IP’(V% € My : |s5,(2) — 8,,(2)] < W)

€2 p (V € My |sp, (2) = s, (3)] < C”(_liOT)—Z})

(v e oy, (30, '<)9

There thus exists a C = C(6,7,&, D) > C’ such that

C

P((2.13) holds for each z € G,) > 1 — — . (3.16)
n

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

In order to help with the interpretability and application of the above theorem, we briefly
give some sufficient conditions for z € CT to lie in G}, and describe curves that surround
[0, 02] while mostly staying in G,.

Lemma 3.6 (Shape of G,, and good curves).
Suppose (1.16) and (1.18)-(1.20) hold.
For any 0 € (0,1) and small &, 7 > 0 all complex = € CT that satisfy

Im(z) > 2¢, = 2n! (3.17)
|Z‘ S nZé (318)
9 402
dist(z, [0,07]) > 7(1 +cp) + 87 (3.19)

will be in Gp(0,7,€) as defined in (3.5).

It easily follows that there exist curves vy, : (a,b) — CT with

li —0,0 d 1 3.20
&%E( 00,0) an gn€<ff ,00) (3.20)
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and
dist (yn((a, b)), [0,0?]) > T (3.21)

such that the arc-length of the parts of v, not in G, (0, 7,€) is less than 5e,, i.e.

b ~
/ L ()G (0,70 [T (£)] dt < 501571 = ey, (3.22)

We call such curves ~y, good curves to the parameters 0,7, ¢&.

[proof in sub-section 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 %, that we have seen thus far.

Let U be an open, simply connected and symmetric (i.e. U = U) subset of C such
that [0,02] C 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

d
L (1) o= [ SO AHA0) = 23 5(50) (1.1
j=1

For any fixed 6 € (0,1) suppose U is large enough that
. c 2 40'2
dist (U<, [0,07°]) > 7(1 + Coo) + 87, (4.2)
then by ((1.16) it for large enough n also holds that
2

dist(U°, [0, 02]) > 4%(1 en) + 87 . (4.3)

Thus, as in Lemma we can for any 7,& > 0 find a good curve v, : (a,b) — U to the
parameters 6, 7,€. We can also assume the arc-lengths of -, to be uniformly bounded
in n, i.e.

b
3C"(6,U) > 0¥n € N : / . (£)] dt < C"(8,U) . (4.4)
By Cauchy’s integral formula it in this case holds that
1 f(v) f@) )
L = [ — — dv — —dv | dH,(\
i, (/) /RQM'( An A — U v Ay A= v )
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2mf{ /idH dv—;riyinf(v)/wiv 2(\) dv
1

(f(v)sm,(v) = f(0)sH,(v)) dv (4.5)

- 2mi Jy,
and we in analogy define the PLSS estimator

En(f) = 74 Lo (0. (F(0)3n(v) — F@)E(0)) dv (4.6)

21

where §,(z) is the Stieltjes transform estimator from Definition

Theorem 4.1 (Existence and consistency of the PLSS estimator).

Suppose assumptions (1.15 (u (-) hold and fix parameters 6 € (0,1) and (small) 7, >
0.

For any open, simply connected and symmetric U C C satisfying there for every
D > 0 exists a constant C = C(0,1,€,D,U) > 0 such that

]P’(Vf e Hol(U) : Ly(f) as in {4-6) exists and
5&
Ln) ~ Lins (D] < 11 1l) 21— 55
for alln € 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 7, : (a,b) = U
to the parameters 6, 7, ¢ that also satisfy (4.4]).

By Theorem [3.5] there exists a constant C’ = C’(6, 7, &, D) > 0 such that

né C’
(Vz € Gy, ¢ 8,(2) as in Def. Bl exists and |8, (2) — s, (2)| < ) >1—-—

|z| n nP

(4.7)

for all n € N. In this high-probability event the PLSS estimator f/n( f) will exist and we
calculate

|Ln(F) = La, ()]
D5 Lecrn (010) ~ F@ORE) do = § ()81, 0) ~ f@am, W) do
Tn
< 5r| § Luctuore F0)00) o= f0)ar, (0)de
Tn
+% d LoeG,(0.,2) f(@)3n(v) dv — 4 f(®)sm, (v)dv
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Il
<Vl vy @9)

B22) 1 j{ 1
< — Lvea, 0.r.8) f(0)(3n(v) — 8u, (V) dv|+ —— sup |f(v)sH,(v)|den
7| $, Loctutom F0)6al0) = s, @) do| + 5 sup |f(0)si, 0]
1 — 1 —
—i——]{ﬂv 08 f(0)(3n(v) — s, (v))dv| + -— sup v)sm, (V)| den
5| F Voo T ) — s, @) v + 50 sup [T, 0)

Wl by @)
) C// 0 U 5 )
< ( )HfHU sup  [8n(v) — SHn(v)Hm

B VEGH MY ((a,b)) T

S% in the event (4.7)

[>T 1 B
= ;(C"(QaU)Jr5)HJ"'HU7”L4571 (4.8)
where we needed the trivial bound
Y b < 1 dH,, (\ 120 1 321 1 4.9
ve@b): o, 0) < [ G dH ) S gt TS L (49)

We can again without loss of generality assume n to be large enough that
1 .
~(C"(0,U) +5) <nf
T

then the calculation (4.8) proves the existence of a C = C(0,7,&,D,U) > 0 such that
the wanted result holds. O

Definition 4.2 (Population eigenvalue estimators).
Fiz parameters 6 € (0,1) and small 7,& > 0.
Dependent on a finite subset By, of Gy(0,7,€) and p € N define the error

£ B SR 5 we (X fome) - 5> o)
1 J

zE€Bp 7j=1

and the estimated error

N

A 1
() . pd . -
EV:R"=R ; w— (ZGEB Sn(2) — d]

M=

1
1 ‘21’)@
w] —Z

whenever the Stieltjes transform estimators (§n(z))z€B as in Deﬁnition exist.

1

We then define the population eigenvalue estimator 107(1]’ ) to be any (global) minimizer

ofé,sp), i.e.

»P) := argmin P (w) . (4.10)
we[0,02]d

Such minimizers are not um'que since the symmetry of gT(Lp) (w) implies that any permu-

)

tation of the components of ®) will also be a minimizer.
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The first and second partial derivatives of (SAT(LP ))2p can be calculated to be

) ) 1 L™
Ow: Z Sn(2) — Ezw -z
v z€B,, Jj=1 J
d p—1 d p
2 ; L ! 5 . : :
_UR (ZGXB; <$n(2)—d§w]_z> <3n(z)_d§wj_z) (wZ—Z)Q)
and
52 A 1 d 1 2p
awiawi/ Z sn(Z) a g Z wj —z
€B, J=1
d -2
2(p— 1) ) l 1 P _ 1 1 P 1 1
PR ( 2 (sn<z> 7DD rm ) RS DD rags) R o e
z€B, Jj=1 =t
) d p—1 d p-l
p . 1 1 : 1 ! ! !
o B (Z $a(2) dzwj—z> <5n(z) dij—z) (wi = 2)* (w’_z)Q)
zE€By, J=1 7=t
d p—1 d P
N 1 1 S 1 1 _2
+ 1= z’ [ Re ( Z (Sn(z) - EZ wj — Z) (sn(Z) - EZ wj Z> (w; — Z)3> 7
z€B, j=1 i=1

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 (u (-) hold and fix parameters 6 € (0,1) and (small) T,& >
0.

Let By, be a sequence (21, ..., 2m) C CT that satisfies

m=#B, <7 'n (4.11)

|z <771, VE<m (4.12)

|2k — zi11] < % , Vk<m (4.13)
Im(zp), Im(2,,) < 3¢, = 3n*? (4.14)
dist(z, [0,07]) > 422(1 +c¢,) +107 Ve <m . (4.15)

Let U be an open, conver and symmetric subset of C, which contains B,,.

For any D > 0 there exists a constant C = C(0,7,&,D,U) > 0 such that

P(l@%p) as in exists and ¥ f € Hol(U) :

]dew )= L3 s < il

Jj=1

>1- —

n n

o1
n5£+2p> C

for all n,p € N.
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Proof.

e 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 7.

o Fxistence:

Theorem guarantees existence of (8,(z)) with high probability, since it

z€B),
was assumed that B, C G,,(0,7,&). Existence of P automatically follows.

e Curve construction:
Let v, : (a,b) — CT be the curve that linearly interpolates the points

Re(z1), 21, -y Zm, Re(2m) -

For large n the assumption (4.15)) implies

. 9 402
dist(vn, [0,07%]) > 7(1 +cp) + 87 (4.16)

and with (4.12]) and (4.14) it by Lemma (3.6} E 6| follows that ~, is a good curve to the
parameters 0 T,E.

From the assumptions that U is convex, symmetric and contains z1, ..., 2, it follows
that v, ((a,b)) C U.

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

d 1 d

Z 4 Z f((wa(mp))j)‘
1 d

75 =g

&\H

w%
d
+£nf( (SHn cliZ:: )dz .

j—Z

The assumptions d4.11[) and (]4.13[) together bound the arc-length of v, by 7 < %
and we can refine the above bound to

13 13
2D P (E0) = = 3 F(@0))]
j=1

d
_2Hf”U sup ’an(z)—gZ+‘. (4.17)

T zeva((ab) =1 (") — 2
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e Reduction to difference over By:
For any z1, zo on v, we have the Lipschitz properties

1
_ < _ H,
|88, (21) — s, Z2| /’)\—21 )\—sz (A)
@20 & |21 — 22|
R|)\—z1||)\—z2] T2
and
1 zd: 1 Zd: 1 Z 1
d* j=1 )] —Z21 dj:l (wé)) ) B d ‘ n (UA)np))j—ZQ‘
d _ ) & @EI0) |5, —
72 |21 Z2|() -S- |21 2zQ|
455 @), - 2] (@) - 2| T
With assumptions (4.13]) and (4.14)) it follows that
1A
sup  |sm,(2) — =
zevn«aﬁ»‘ <i;§; ) ]——z)
1 3en
< max s, (2 gz:: j_Zk‘+272. (4.18)

o Approximation of Stieltjes transforms:
Theorem [3.5{ with the assumption dist(B;,,0) > 7 gives

V2 € Byt |3n(2) — sm(2)] < 1 < = (4.19)
n [9nl2 Hn “|zln T Tt '

in high probability. For each w € R? Minkowski’s inequality gives the bounds

£P) (w)
EP)(w) < Z ‘an(z) — cllzd:w 1_2‘21?)2117 +( Z ‘sn(z) an(Z>‘2p)21p
2€B, j=1 7 2€B,
S(P)(w) < ( Z 5n(2) —;iw :[_er) 2p +( Z ’sn(z) SHn(Z)‘2p> 2 ’
2EBp j=1 "7 2€By,
EP (w)

SO

z2€EBy
1 £y 1
1 nf @.11) _1-1n +2 7<1 ns+2p
<( p— < T 2p < 5
T™n n TN



(p)

However, & (wo) must by construction be zero at wg 1= (A1(Zy), ..., Aa(Zn)) 7T, so

(21) 1 1 o) (1p(P)) < ) (1) n’t (4.20)
max§nzk—f§7§n WP < EW) (wy) < )
k<m dj:1 (ﬁ)np))j — 2n

in high probability.

e Gathering bounds:
We conclude the proof by gathering the previousl hown bounds. Note that the
existence of the estimator w,’’ and the bounds (4.19)), (4.20) only hold in high
probability in the sense that there exists a constant C = C(0,7,&,D) > 0 such
that with probability at least 1 — n% we can calculate

1 ¢ 1 ¢
3 2 uE0) = 5 XA (@)
j=1 Jj=1
1<
2 olIfll sup ‘SHn 72 () ‘
T zeyn((@b)) di= (i) — 2
d
1 1 3
? HfHU max‘sH (zk)_fz ) ’+2|’f‘|U 2%
T k<m dj:1 (W) — 21 T T
' £t 46+
? [fllgn "2 Jr12HfHU n§14HfHUn P
T  T2n 73 n

1

and for large n see that the right hand side is less than || ||y %——=, which yields
the wanted result. O

A. Appendix
A.1l. Proof of Lemma

n—o0

a) We had assumed H,, =—— H, and the fact that the functions

1

-z

i R=R; A= 3
are bounded and continuous for all Z € C* gives
s, (2 /fde noe /fdeoo_sH (2) .

For any compact set S C C use the notation ng := dist(S,R) > 0. The family
(sH, )nen is by the calculation

1 1 1
sy, (2 </7~dHn§ — < —
|Hn( )’— R‘)\_Z‘ Im(?) ns
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uniformly bounded on S and by

~ 21—2’2
11, (31) = 511, (), /)A_Zl - _@]dH /‘ pp— _22)’dHn()\)
= )2</ = )
<( [ 222 H,(\ L2 H (A
_< ‘)\—Z1|2 ( ) R ’)\—22|2 ( )

() ([ ) B 1)

equi-continuous. Arzela-Ascoli gives the existence of a sub-sequence (s an)keN
uniformly convergent on S. The fact that the limit can only be the point-wise
limit sp_, by standard topological arguments implies that the original sequence
must have already converged uniformly to sz on S.

b) By the proof of Lemma we see that we for every n € NU {oo} and all z €
D, ¢, (04, 00) have

Sun (1= oz, (2) = en)s) = e (4.2)

The map
Qu, e, D, ., (04,00) = Ct ; zm+ (1 —cpzsm, (2) —cn)z

is surjective, since the boundary of ®p, .. (Dg, ¢, (€,00)) can by definition of
D#,, e, (€,00) not be further from R than e for all ¢ > 0. By this surjectivity
there for every z € CT exists a z,, € D;;n ¢, (04, 00) such that
Z=(1—cnznsm,(zn) — Cn)zn - (A.3)
Observe
‘SVn(Z) - SVOO(E)‘ - ’SVn(fOO(ZOO)) - 8Voo<f00(200))‘
< 80, (foo(200)) = 8u, (fr(200))| + |80, (fr(200)) = Sveg (foo(200))]

—0 , by (A.2) and statement (a)

/‘/\ e Zoo) o fn P ‘dvn +o(1)

| foo(200) = fn(200)|

R A = foo(200) [ |A = fr(200)]
|foo(zoo) — fn(zoo)‘

= (oo )) I(fa)) O

dvp(N) + o(1)

Since (a) implies fp(200) = foo(200) € Ct, we have shown s, ——5 s, point-
wise on C*. By Arzela-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(Hys) C [0, 02] follows immediately from the same property of
H,, and the assumption H,, == H., with a test-function f € Cp(R) that satis-

fies f[O,O'Q} =0 and f|[070.2]e > 0.
The second statement of (d) is follows immediately from (2.3) and an analogous

argument.

e) We show that (a) and supp(H,) C [0,0?] already implies H,(f) = Huo(f)
for every holomorphic function f : C — C. Analogously, (b) and (d) will yield
vn(f) “= vao(f).

By Cauchy’s integral formula it holds that

/f dH,( 27”7{ Ai A) dz :;riﬁf(z)an(z)dz
27m% J@)sn, (2 Z_Tmf J@)sa.(2)

where 7 is a closed curved going clockwise around [0,02] and v+ is the part of
the curve in C*. For every € > 0 let 71 be the part of the curve that stays in
{z € C* | Im(z) > €}, then the image of the curve is a compact sub-set of C* and
SO

L 7! F(2)sm,(2)dz — —— ;f f()sm, () d2

21 21

n—ooo 1
s d -
= ﬁj f(2)sn,.(2) dz 27”?{ f(Z)sh..(2)

The fact that dist(y, [0,02]) > 0 implies $.+ f(2)sm,(2)dz 0, ¢+ f(2)8m, () dz

uniformly in n, which turns the above convergence into

Hlf) = 3§ FGam, )z = o | f@)am, () ds

271 271
“—"%i f()sHoo dz——}(f Z)sp.(2)dz = Hoo(f) .

211 21

f) Let T,, = U, diag(o1 p, .. Jdn)V be the singular value decomposition of T,,. By
assumption (|1.20f) we have o? n < o2. Since the difference

1 1
— XVrdiag(o?, ..., )V, X, — Y'Y,
n n

1
= — X}V diag(o? — 0% ,,,...,0% — 03, Vu X,
n b b
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is positive semi-definite, it must hold that
1 * 1 * * : 1 *
A (S,) = Al(ﬁYn Y,) < /\1<EXnVn diag(0?, ..., 0*) Vi X, ) = 02)\1(EXan) :

By Theorem 2.10 of (Bloemendal et al., 2014) (with o =1 and v — (1 + ,/¢,)% =
O(1/n) by properties of the standard Marchenko-Pastur distribution) we for all
9, K/ > 0 have the existence of an Ny(d, K') > 0 such that

P(’Al(%XnX;) —(1+ @)2) <nfE) = 1-nf

For § < % and sufficiently large n, we have nd=3 < 7 and the wanted bound

follows. O

A.2. Proof of Theorem 3.3

For now assume
1
T,.=T;,=%%>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(v,,) as
opposed to our spectral domain S(7,n), which stays bounded away from the interval
[0,02%(1 + \/cn)?] containing supp(v,,). As a result, we do not need the restrictive as-
sumptions on the form of H,, described in Definition 2.7 of (Knowles and Yin, 2017)) and
can achieve better convergence rates for Z 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(7,n) C S1(7,n) U Sa(7,n) for

Si(r,n) :={z € D(r,n) | dist(Re(2), supp(v,,)) > 7/2}
So(r,n) :={z € D(r,n) | Im(2) > 7/2} .

Part (i) of Theorem 3.16 and Remark 3.17 from (Knowles and Yin, 2017) directly yield
the existence of a constant C’ = C’(&, D, 7) > 0 such that

né )<Q’

IP’(EI% € Si(r,n): |sp (2) — sy (2)] > =, (A.5)

nlm(2)/ — n

which we have already translated into our notation. Note that their my(2) is our s, (Z),
their m(z) is our s, (2), their g is our v,, 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 Sa(7,n) instead of Si(7,n), so
n® C’
) <

IP(EIZ € So(r,n) : nm(z)) = D

(A.6)

sp,(2) = sy, (2)] =

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 7 in this bound may
differ from our 7 and we only need to show

VZeSy(m,n)Vi<d: |14 s, (2)Ni(Xn)] > 7

for some fixed 7 > 0. By Lemma 4.10 of (Knowles and Yin, 2017) there exists a
constant C > 0 dependent only on 7 and the asymptotic behavior of ¢, such that
C~'Im(Z) <Im(sy, (2)) < C for all Z € C* with 7 < [Z] < 77! and we further bound

A —Re(2)
———=dv, (A

|Re(sy, (2 |—’/Re ()\)’—
/)\ Re(z n()\)g%

T

for some C' > 0, where we have used (¢) of Lemma [3.2|and the fact that v — doveo({0})
(and thus also v, — doro,({0})) are known to have a (continuous) Lebesgue density.
Choose 7 small enough such that

¢ 1-7
= < —C T (A.7)
then for all i < d with A\;(X2,,) > T/TC we have
7'C
11 —i—szn(,%))\i(zn)‘ > |Im(sy, (2))] Mi(Zn) = cClr—=+
——_— ———
>C—1Im(3)

and for all i < d with \;(X,) < T

il

|1+Szn(2))‘i(2n)| >1-— |Re(s,, (Z)] Ai(Ep) >1— R < 1-(1-7)= T,
<5

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(7,n) C Si(r,n) U
Sa(7,n). O
A.3. Proof of Corollary [3.4]
Let v : (a,b) — C* be the composite curve 3 o v 0 y; with:

e 71 going straight up from —7 to —7 + i1

¢ 79 going straight to the right from —7 +i7 to 02(1 + \/c,)? + 27 +iT

« 73 going straight down from o?(1 + /c,)? + 27 + i1 to o2(1 + \/c,)? + 27

By (f) of Lemma[3.2) we can for the sake of this proof assume that the spectrum of 2,, /2,
lies completely in [0,0%(1 + /c,)? + 7] and by (d) of Lemma [3.2] the support of v,, /v,
surely lies in [0,02(1 + \/c,)?]. The curve v thus separates every Z € Sy (7,n) from the
supports of 7, and v,,. Cauchy’s integral formula yields

5,2 = [ L,

upp(Z,,) A—2Z
1

1 1 1 1
= . 2(% i dv—%_~)\_dv)dﬁn()\)
supp(2,,) 4T \Jy U — 2 v YU —Z2 v

1 sp (v 1 sy (U
:.?{%()dv—.j{yn()dv
2mi Sy v —Z 2mi Jy U —Z

and analogously

We also from dist(y, supp(2,,)) > 7 and dist(vy,supp(v,,)) > 7 get

1 1 1
dﬁnw\ <[ do, () <
/supp(f/n) A= supp(2,,) A — ] T

and analogously [s, (v)| < %, which yields

sy, (V)] =

NN

|80, (v) = 8y, (V)] <
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for all v € v((a,b)). Without loss of generality assume v to be parameterized by arc
length, then for any w from the (high-probability) event

sp, (v) — 8y, (V)| < nIm(U)}

{WEQ‘VUGS(T,H):

we have
N 1| [ 80, (v) =8y, (v) 1| [ sp,(v)— sy (v)
SQn(z)—syn()<%7{ En P dv +%% En p— dv
N t)) — sy, )| dt
_Wdlst’y, /‘*”7 s ||’Y )
:Fdlst%/ |Su —T +itT) — 8y, (— T+ itT)| dt
<aend

1 a?(1++/cn)?+27
/ sp (t4i1) — s, (t+i7)| dt
-7

+ 7 dist(7, 2)

nt
—_ nT

1 T
S 5 1 2 tr) — sy, (0*(1 4 \/cn)® + 27 + it7)| dt
+7rdist('y,2)/g ]37 214+ ) +2r +itt) — s, (2(1+ )2+ 21+ )|

<and
2 T nf 2 1 nf
< —————— — AN=dt+ ———— (0?1 v/ 243r)—
— m dist(y, 2) /0 ntr T + 7 dist(7, 2) (71 + ven)™ + 37) nr

n:‘:

b T e 21 2 g
_ 2 N(/z 2dt+/~ndt>+g(+\/a) :|—37'n7
(772) 0 n nt

77 dist mr dist(y,2) n

2n
2 n®  nf r o?(1+/cn)? + 371 n
T or dist(~, 2) ( * n [og(1)] 52 ) + T dxlg’y, Z) n
<nf for large n
<2—|—n§+a( + /Cn)? + 37 n°
- w1 dist(y, 2) n

Since Z € S (1,n), we have dist(vy,Z) > 7 and by choosing & = %/, we for large n see
that the above bound yields

/

55,(2) — s, () <

The fact that this holds uniformly for sufficiently high n allows us to from (3.2)) follow
the existence of a ¢’ = C'(¢', D, 1) > C(¢'/3, D, 7) > 0 such that

}P’(Elz € Seo(T,m) : ’SQH(E) - szn(§)| > —

for all n € N. O
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A.4. Proof of Lemma

For ease of understanding, we list the defining properties of G, (0,7,£). A complex
number z € C* is in G, (0,1, ¢), iff

en <Im ((1 - cpzsm,(2) —cn)z) (A.8)
cnzlIm(zsy, (2))
Bl — o) — | = (A.9)
Qp, e (2) = (1 —cpzsm, (2) — cn)z € Soo(T, 1) (A.10)
|z| < n?* . (A.11)
Before checking these conditions, we note that (3.19) by basic computations implies
dist(z, [0, 0%))? > 2¢,0? (A.12)
2 2 2 4 1
dist(z, [0,02)) > T 17 ch; fen(1 +6) (A.13)
2 ¢ (=2¢,0% — 471,20%(1 + \/cn)? 4 67) x [0,47) . (A.14)
o Checking (A.8)
Similarly to (2.9) we can calculate
Im ((1 - czsp(z) — ¢)z) =Im(z) — c/ Im ( Az ) dH(\)
R A—z
Am(z(A = %)) 2?2
=1 - ——————2dH\) =1 1-— ——— dH (A
m(s) —e [ ST = (o) (1 - [ SEg ().
(A.15)
which with
A2 ot A1) ot 1
l—cn | m—mdH(N) =2 1-chnyr———5 = 1—o0y =3
C /R o ap n dist(z, [0, 02])2 9ot T 2
(A.16)
leads to
2 (A.16)
Im (1 — cpzsp, (2) — cn)2) > Im(z)(l — e / AdHn(A)) < Im(2)
R |A— 2|2 2
(A.17)
and (FT7) yields (5).
o Checking (A.9) We start with the calculation
A
Im (st(z)) =Im(zsp(z)+1) = /Im()\_z) dH(X)
Im(A Z))
= [ —————~dH(\ Al
/ ]A—z!Q / |/\—z]2 ) (A.18)
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and bound

cnzlm(zsy, (2))
I (2) (1 en fp 25 dHa(V))
ez Tm(z mﬁdﬂ () - 2l n fin e dHa()
Im(2) (1 — ep f 32 n— 2\2 dHp (X)) 1—cn g ﬁ dHy(N)]

>0 by (A.16)

2
_ lelen Ja pZop dHn () @ |2l on iz o

22 ot
L= o pZp din() 1= eogmiioome

‘ cnzIm(zsy, (2)) ‘ (515)
Im((1 — cpzsm, (2) — cn)z)

ER

Since |z| < |z — 2| 4+« for every x € [0,0?] and thus also for the z with minimal
distance to z, we can bound |z| < dist(z,[0,0?%]) + 2. With the notation d, :=
dist(z, [0, 0%]) we have

2
‘ cnzIm(zsy, (2)) ‘ < (d. +0?) Cngz _ (d.+0?) cpo?
Im((1 —cpzsy, (2) —cn)2)! = 1— cng;l - d?2—cpot
. . (d402) ca?
The positive solution to “~r——— =0 is

co? + o%\/c2 + 40c(1 + 0)
26 ’

d:

so the fact that

J cno? + 02\/c2 +40c, (1 +0)
: 20

thus implies

<é0.

‘ cnzIm(zsy, (2)) ’
Im((1 — cpzsm, (2) — cn)2)

o Checking (A.10))
The calculation

Re ((1 — czsp(z) — ¢)z) = Re(z) — c/RRe (

— Re(z) — C/R W dH())

2
:Re(z)—cRe(z)/ ’)\AQdH()\)—i—c]z\Q/ |>\—)\z|2 dH())

(1_0/ ’/\—2]2 >+C|z|2/‘)\_z‘2 H(X)

>1 by (A16)
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together with the bound

A o?
¢nll /R])\—z\Qd W s el GG o2
yields
Re (1 czsi(z) — 2) < L Re(2) + ealef? 7o = LRe(z) 4 cuo?
e czs(2) = ¢)z) < 5 Re(2) +cul2 dst(z, 0,077 ~ 2 e(z) + cpo’
(A.19)
when Re(z) <0, and
1
Re ((1 —czsp(z) —c)z) > 5 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)).

o Checking (A.11))

This is directly assumed in (3.18)). O
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