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1. Introduction

Let X, = (Xij))cicp1<j<m Pe a data matrix whose n rows form independent
samples from some population distribution with mean vector p,, and covariance
matrix ¥,. High dimensional data increasingly occur in modern statistical ap-
plications in biology, finance and wireless communication, where the dimension
m may be comparable to the number of observations n, or even much larger
than n. Therefore, it is necessary to study the asymptotic behavior of statistics
of X ,, under the setting that m = m,, grows to infinity as n goes to infinity.

In many empirical examples, it is often assumed that ¥,, = I,,, where I, is
the m x m identity matrix, so it is important to perform the test

HQ : En = Im (1)

before carrying out further estimation or inference procedures. Due to high
dimensionality, conventional tests often do not work well or cannot be imple-
mented. For example, when m > n, the likelihood ratio test (LRT) cannot be
used because the sample covariance matrix is singular; and even when m < n,
the LRT is drifted to infinity and lead to many false rejections if m is also large

(Bai et all, 2009). Ledoit and Wolf (2002) found that the empirical distance test
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M, ) is not consistent when both m and n are large. The problem has
been studied by several authors under the “large n, large m” paradigm. Bai
et al. (2009) and [Ledoit and Wolf (2002) proposed corrections to the LRT and
the empirical distance test respectively. Assuming that the population distribu-
tion is Gaussian with p, = 0, Johnstond (2001) used the largest eigenvalue of
the sample covariance matrix X I X, as the test statistic, and proved that its
limiting distribution follows the Tracy-Widom law dIra&Land_“ﬁdQIﬂ, |19_9_4I)
Here we use the superscript T to denote the transpose of a matrix or a vector.
His work was extended to the non-Gaussian case by Soshnikow (2002) and [Péchéd

), where they assumed the entries of X, are independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) with sub-Gaussian tails.

Let z1,29,..., 2, be the m columns of X,,. In practice, the entries of the
mean vector p,, are often unknown, and are estimated by z; = (1/n) > ;_; Xpi.
Write z; — Z; for the vector z; — Z;1,,, where 1,, is the n-dimensional vector
with all entries being one. Let 0;; = Cov(X1;,X1j), 1 < 4,5 < m, be the
covariance function, namely, the (i,j)th entry of X,. The sample covariance
between columns x; and z; is defined as

. 1 _ _
Gij = (@i — 13) (2 — 7).
n

In high-dimensional covariance inference, a fundamental problem is to establish
an asymptotic distributional theory for the maximum deviation

M, = max |65 — oyl

1<i<j<m

With such a distributional theory, one can perform statistical inference for struc-
tures of covariance matrices. For example, one can use M,, to test the null hy-
pothesis Hy : £, = 2@ where £ is a pre-specified matrix. Here the null
hypothesis can be that the population distribution is a stationary process so
that ¥, is Toeplitz, or that ¥,, has a banded structure.

It is very challenging to derive an asymptotic theory for M, if we allow
dependence among Xi1, ..., X1,. Many of the earlier results assume that the
entries of the data matrix X, are i.i.d.. In this case o;; = 0 if i # j.
M) derived the asymptotic distribution of

Ln = max |6ZJ|
1<i<j<m
Theorem 1 (@, ) Suppose X; ;, i,j = 1,2,... are independent and
identically distributed as & which has variance one. Suppose E|¢[3°~¢ < oo for
any € > 0. If n/m — ¢ € (0,00), then for any y € R,

lim P (nLi — 4logm + log(logm) + log(8m) < y) = exp (_efy/2> _

n—oo

Jiang’s work has attracted considerable attention, and been followed by Li

et al. (2010), Liu et al! (2008), [Zhou (2007) and [Li and Rosalsky (2006). Under

the same setup that X, consists of i.i.d. entries, these works focus on three
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directions (i) reduce the moment condition; (ii) allow a wider range of p; and
(iii) show that some moment condition is necessary. In a recent article, Cai and
Jiang (2011) extended those results in two ways: (i) the dimension p could grow
exponentially as the sample size n provided exponential moment conditions;
and (ii) they showed that the test statistic maxj;_;j-s, |04j| also converges to
the Gumbel distribution if each row of X, is Gaussian and is s,-dependent.
The latter generalization is important since it is one of the very few results that
allow dependent entries.

In this paper we shall show that a self-normalized version of M,, converges
to the Gumbel distribution under mild dependence conditions on the vector
(X11,...,X1m). Thus our result provides a theoretical foundation for high-
dimensional simultaneous inference of covariances.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. We present the main result in
Section 2l In Section B, we use two examples on linear processes and nonlinear
processes to demonstrate that the technical conditions are easily satisfied. We
discuss three tests for the covariance structure using our main result in Section (]
The proof is given in Section [B] and some auxiliary results are collected in
Section

2. Main result

We consider a slightly more general situation where population distribution
can depend on n. Let X,, = (X ki)1<k<n,1<i<m be a data matrix whose n
rows are 1.i.d. m-dimensional random vectors with mean p,, = (pini)1<i<m and
covariance matrix 3, = (0y,i,j)1<i,j<m- Let T1, 22, ..., Ty be the m columns of
X,. Let z; = (1/n) >}, Xn ki, and write z; — z; for the vector z; — 7;1,. The
sample covariance between x; and x; is defined as
Gnyij = = (@i — ) (25 — T;).
n

It is unnatural to study the maximum of a collection of random variables
which are on different scales, so we consider the normalized version |6, ;; —
O'n,i,j |/Tn,i,j7 where

Tnyij = vVar [(Xn 1, — tn,i)(Xn,1,5 — fn,j)] -
In practice, 7,,,; are usually unknown, and can be estimated by
R 1 _ - . 2
Tnig = (@i = @) o (25 = T5) = Gnij - 1nl

where o denotes the Hadamard product defined as A o B := (a;;b;;) for two
matrices A = (a;;) and B = (b;;) with the same dimensions. We thus consider

M, = max [Tmid —Tnisl 2)

1<i<j<m /i
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Due to the normalization procedure, we can assume without loss of generality
that 0,,;; =1 and pip,; = 0 for each 1 < i < m.

Define the index set Z,, = {(i,7) : 1 <1i < j < m}, and for a = (i,7j) € Z,,,
let Xn,a = n,l,an,l,j- Define

Kn(t,p) = sup Eexp (t|X; "),
1<i<m

My (p) = sup E(| Xy 1,4[P),

1<i<m
Tn = inf Tn,i,j»
1<i<j<m
Tn = sup |Cor(Xn,a7Xn,,8)| )

a,BEL, and aF#fl

Yn(b) = sup sup inf |Cor(Xp 0, Xng)|-
€T, ACT,,|Al=bPEA

We need the following technical conditions.
). liminfr, > 0.
n—oo

A1l
A2). limsup~y, < 1.

. Yn(bn) - (logby,) = o(1) for any sequence (b,,) such that b, — oco.

> >
&

(
(
(
(A3’). ~n(by) = o(1) for any sequence (b,,) such that b, — oo, and
Z [Cov(Xp,a, Xn,ﬁ)]2 = O(m*~©)for some constant € > 0.
a,BeEL,

(A4). logm=o0 (np/(4+2p)) and limsup KC,, (¢, p) < oo for some constants

n—oo

t>0and 0 <p<A4.
(A4). m =0(n?) and limsup M,,(4q + 4 + &) < oo for some constants

n—oo

q>0andd > 0.

The two conditions (A3) and (A3’) require that the dependence among X, o, a €
T,, are not too strong. They are translations of (B1) and (B2) in Section
(see Remark [2 for some equivalent versions), and either of them will make our
results valid. We use (A2) to get rid of the case where they may be lots of pairs
(o, B) € T, such that X, , and X, 3 are perfectly correlated. Assumptions (A4)
and (A4’) connect the growth speed of m relative to n and the moment con-
ditions. They are typical in the context of high dimensional covariance matrix
estimation. Condition (A1) excludes the case that X, o is a constant.

Theorem 2. Suppose that X, = (X ki)1<k<n,i<i<m @S a data matriz whose
n rows are i.i.d. m-dimensional random vectors, and whose entries have mean
zero and variance one. Assume (A1), (A2), either of (A3) and (A3'), and either
of (A4) and (A4'), then for any y € R,

lim P (nM,% — 4logm + log(log m) + log(8m) < y) = exp (—e_y/2) .
n—oo
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3. Examples

Except for (A4) and (A4’), which put conditions on every single entry of the
random vector (X,,.1)1<i<m, all the other conditions of Theorem 2] are related
to the dependence among these entries, which can be arbitrarily complicated.
In this section we shall provide examples which satisfy the four conditions (A1),
(A2), (A3) and (A3’). Observe that if each row of X, is a random vector with
uncorrelated entries (specifically, the entries are independent), then all these
conditions are automatically satisfied. They are also satisfied if the number of
non-zero covariances is bounded.

3.1. Stationary Processes

Suppose (X, ki) = (Xg,i), and each row of (X ;)1<i<m is distributed as a
stationary process (X;)1<i<m of the form

Xi = g(ei, €i—1y-- )

where ¢;’s are i.i.d. random variables, and ¢ is a measurable function such
that X; is well-defined. Let (€});cz be an iid. copy of (€)iez, and X] =
9(€Eiy. .. €1,€H,€-1,€_2,...). Following Wi (m define the physical depen—
dence measure of order p by

6p(i) = HXl - Xz{Hp'

Define the squared tail sum

1/2

oG],

Jj=k

and use ¥, as a shorthand for ¥,(0).
We give sufficient conditions for (A1), (A2), (A3) and (A3’) in the following
lemma and leave its proof to the supplementary file.

Lemma 3. (i) If0 < U, < oo and Var(X;X;) > 0 for all i,j € Z, then (A1)
holds.
(i1) If in addition, | Cor(X;X,;, X X1)| < 1 for all i,j,k,1 such that they are
not all the same, then (A2) holds.
(11i) Assume that the conditions of (i) and (i) hold. If ¥, (k) = o(1/logk) as
k — oo, then (A3) holds. If 327 (Wa(j )% = O(m!'=?) for some § > 0,
then (A3’) holds.

Remark 1. Let g be a linear function with g(e;, €;_1,...) = E;io ajei—j, where
€; are iid with mean 0 and E(|¢;|”) < oo and a; are real coefficients with
EJ 0@ < 0o. Then the physical dependence measure d,(i) = |ai|[|eo — €5 |- If

a; = i PL(i), where 1/2 < 8 < 1 and £ is a slowly varying function, then (X;)
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is a long memory process. Smaller S indicates stronger dependence. Condition
(iii) holds for all B € (1/2,1). Moreover, if a; = i~'/?(log(i))~2, i > 2, which
corresponds to the extremal case with very strong dependence § = 1/2, we also
have ¥, (k) = O((logk)™3/2) = o(1/logk). So our dependence conditions are
actually quite mild.

If (X;) is a linear process which is not identically zero, then the following
regularity conditions are automatically satisfied: ¥4 > 0, Var(X;X;) > 0 for all
i,j € Z, and | Cor(X,;X;, X X;)| < 1 for all 4,7, k,[ such that they are not all
the same.

3.2. Non-stationary Linear Processes

Assume that each row of (X, 1 ;) is distributed as (X, ;)1<i<m, which is of the
form

X = E Jrit€izt,
tez

where ¢;, ¢ € Z are i.i.d. random variables with mean zero, variance one and
finite fourth moment, and the sequence (fni,¢) satisfies 3, f7,; , = 1. Denote
by k4 the fourth cumulant of €y. For 1 < i, 7, k,I < m, we have

On,i,j = E fn,i,i—tfn,j,j—ta

teEL
COV(Xn,an,jv Xn,an,l) = Cum(Xn.,iv Xn,j; Xn,k; Xn,l) + On,i,kOn,j,l + On,i,l0n,j,k;

where Cum(X,, ;, Xpn,j, Xn i, Xn,1) is the fourth order joint cumulant of the ran-
dom vector (X, i, X0 j, Xn ks X,.1) ", which can be expressed as
Cum(Xn,iv Xn,jv Xn,k; Xn,l) = Z fn,i,ift.fn,j,j7t.fn,k,kftfn,l,l7t’i4;
tez,
by the multilinearity of cumulants. In particular, we have
Var(X; X;) =1+ Ui,i,j + Ry Z frzz,i,tfrzz,j,t'
tez

Since k4 = Var(e3) — 2 (E63)2 > —2, the condition

Ky > —2 (3)
guarantees (Al) in view of

Var(X; X;) > (1 + 02, )(1 +min{x/2,0}) > min{1, 1 + x/2} > 0.

N1,

To ensure the validity of (A2), it is natural to assume that no pairs X,, ; and
X, ; are strongly correlated, i.e.

an,i,i—tfn,j,j—t <1. (4)

teZ

limsup sup
n—oo 1<i<j<m
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We need the following lemma, whose proof is elementary and will be given in
the supplementary file.

Lemma 4. The condition (J) suffices for (A2) if €;’s are i.i.d. N(0,1).
As an immediate consequence, when ¢;’s are i.i.d. N(0, 1), we have

£ := lim sup inf in{QVar (Xn,iXn,j — pXnxXni) >0,

n—oo * p€

where inf, is taken over all 1 < ¢,5,k,I < m such that i < j, k¥ < [ and
(i,7) # (k,1). Observe that when ¢;’s are i.i.d. N(0,1),

Var (Xn,an,j - an,an,l) =2 Z(fn,i,iftfn,j,jft - pfn,k,kftfn,l,lft)2 (5)
teZ

+ Z (Fryisimtfroji—s + Frjisies frgi—t

s<t
2
—pfnke—tSnidi—s — Pfnkk—sfnii—t) ;

and when ¢;’s are arbitrary variables, the variance is given by the same formula
with the number 2 in (H]) being replaced by 2 + k4. Therefore, if (B holds, then

lim sup inf in]%Var (Xn,iXn; — pXnkXny) > min{l, 1+ rk4/2} - £ > 0,

n—oo * pE

which implies (A2) holds. To summarize, we have shown that ([B]) and (@) suffice
for (A2).
Now we turn to Conditions (A3) and (A3’). Set

1/2

ha(k)= sup | > i ]

SIS\ Je= k2]
where [2| = max{y € Z : y < z} for any « € E, then we have
|omi ] < 2P (0)hn(li = jI) = 2hn(li = j])-

Fixing a subset {4, j}, for any integer b > 0, there are at most 8% subsets {k, 1}
such that {k,1} C B(i;b)UB(j;b), where B(z; r) is the open ball {y : |[x—y| < r}.
For all other subsets {k,l}, we have

| Cov(Xp,i X0 5, Xn xXn1)| < (44 2k4)hp (D),

and hence (A3) holds if we assume h,, (k) log k,, = o(1) for any positive sequence
(kn) such that k, — oo. (A3’) holds if we assume

[ (K)])? = O (m' ).
k=1

for some § > 0, because

|Cov(Xp,iXn,js Xn ke Xn1)| < 2640 ([P — j]) + 2k (] — k|) 4+ 2Ry (|0 = 1]).
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4. Testing for covariance structures

The asymptotic distribution given in Theorem [ has several statistical appli-
cations. One of them is in high dimensional covariance matrix regularization,
because Theorem [2] implies a uniform convergence rate for all sample covari-
ances. Recently, [Cai_and Liu (lZ_O_lJJ) explored this direction, and proposed a
thresholding procedure for sparse covariance matrix estimation, which is adap-
tive to the variability of each individual entry. Their method is superior to the
uniform thresholding approach studied by [Bickel and Levina (2008H).

Testing structures of covariance matrices is also a very important statistical
problem. As mentioned in the introduction, when the data dimension is high,
conventional tests often cannot be implemented or do not work well. Let ¥,
and R, be the covariance matrix and correlation matrix of the random vector
(Xn.1.i)1<i<m respectively. Two types of tests have been studied under the large
n, large m paradigm. Chen et all (2010),Bai et all (2009),Ledoit and Wolf (2002)
and lJohnstond (2001) considered the test

Ho: S, = ILy; (6)
and [Liu et all (2008), [Schottl (2005), Srivastava (2005) and Jiang (2004) studied

the problem of testing for complete independence

Hy: Ry =1, (7)

Their testing procedures are all based on the critical assumption that the entries
of the data matrix X,, are i.i.d., while the hypotheses themselves only require
the entries of (X,,,14)1<i<m to be uncorrelated. Evidently, we can use M, in
@) to test (@), and we only require the uncorrelatedness for the validity of the
limiting distribution established in Theorem Bl as long as the mild conditions
of the theorem are satisfied. On the other hand, we can also take the sample
variances into consideration, and use the following test statistic

M = max [Tnmii —Tniil
d .

1Si<ism /T

to test the identity hypothesis (@), where o, ,,; = I{i = j}. It is not difficult
to verify that M/ has the same asymptotic distribution as M,, under the same
conditions with the only difference being that we now have to take sample
variances into account as well, namely, the index set Z,, in Section Rlis redefined
asZ, = {(i,7) : 1 <i <j < m}. Clearly, we can also use M/ to test Hy : 3, =
%0 for some known covariance matrix 3°.

By checking the proof of Theorem[2] it can be seen that if instead of taking the
maximum over the set Z,, = {(i,7) : 1 <14 < j < m}, we only take the maximum
over some subset A,, C Z,, whose cardinality |A,,| converges to infinity, then the
maximum also has the Gumbel type convergence with normalization constants
which are functions of the cardinality of the set A,,. Based on this observation,
we are able to consider three more testing problems.
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4.1. Test for stationarity

Suppose we want to test whether the population is a stationary time series.
Under the null hypothesis, each row of the data matrix X, is distributed as a
stationary process (X;)i<i<m. Let v = Cov(Xp, X)) be the autocovariance at
lag [. In principle, we can use the following test statistic

T, = max 7|&n’i’j — il
= .

1<i<j<m \/7A'n7i)j

The problem is that ~; are unknown. Fortunately, they can not only be esti-
mated, but also be estimated with higher accuracy

X 1 n n A A
Tt = SN Kiopy — fin) KXk — fin),
k=1i=[l|+1
where fi, = (1/nm) > 7_; "7 Xy ki, and we are lead to the test statistic
6,05 = Vil
T J— 199, .
" 1SI7fI%aJ)ém A/ %n,i,j

Using similar arguments of Theorem 2 of Xiao and Wu (201 ), under suitable

conditions, we have
max [Yn.1 — 1| = Op(y/logm/nm).

0<I<m—

Therefore, the limiting distribution for M,, in Theorem ] also holds for T,,.

4.2. Test for bandedness
In time series and longitudinal data analysis, it can be of interest to test whether
Y. has the banded structure. The hypothesis to be tested is

Hy : Un1i7j:01f |’L—]| > B, (8)

where B = B,, may depend on n. |Cai and ,!iang (2011) studied this problem
under the assumption that each row of the data matrix X, is a Gaussian random

vector. They proposed to use the maximum sample correlation outside the band

T = max ——2mbd
li=3|>B \/On,i,i0n,jj
as the test statistic, and proved that T;, also has the Gumbel type convergence
provided that B,, = o(m) and several other technical conditions hold.
Apparently, our Theorem [2] can be employed to test (&). If all the conditions
of the theorem are satisfied, the test statistic

|G
T, = max —=—.
" li—3j|>Bn \/7A'n7i)j
has the same asymptotic distribution as M,, as long as B,, = o(m). Our theory
does not need the normality assumption.
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4.3. Assess the tapering procedure

Banding and tapering are commonly used regularization procedures in high
dimensional covariance matrix estimation. Convergence rates were first obtained
by [Bickel and Levina (2008a), and later on improved by (201d). Let
us introduce a weaker version of the latter result. Suppose each row of X, is
distributed as the random vector X = (X;)1<;<m with mean p and covariance
matrix ¥ = (0y;). Let Ko, K and t be positive constants, and %, (Ko, K,t) be
the class of m-dimensional distributions which satisfy the following conditions

zmkpﬁ|gk%—““ﬂ for all k; (9)

li—jl=

Amax(z) S KO;
PlvT(X —p)|>z] < e /2 for all > 0 and [[lv]] = 1;

where Apax(X) is the largest eigenvalue of 3. For a given even integer 1 < B <
m, define the tapered estimate of the covariance matrix X

Y8, = (Wijbnij),

where the weights correspond to a flat top kernel and are given by

1, when |i — j| < B,,/2,
Wi = 2—2li—j|/B,, when B,/2 < |i—j| < B,,
0, otherwise.

Theorem 5 (Cai et all, 2010). If m > nY/@*D) logm = o(n) and B, =
nt/ @1+ then there exists a constant C > 0 such that
. 2 lo
supE [A(En 5, — )| < On-2/@10) 4 0B,
© n

We see that it is the parameter n that decides the convergence rate under the
operator norm. After such a tapering procedure has been applied, it is important
to ask whether it is appropriate, and in particular, whether () is satisfied. We
propose to use

|6mi.5]
T,= max —F——==
" ‘i_j|>Bn \/%n,i,j
as the test statistic. According to the observation made at the beginning of
Section [ if the conditions of Theorem Pl are satisfied, then

Gnij— 0ijl
T/ = max 7| LY °J
"™ i—j|>Bn \/%nmj
has the same limiting law as M,,. On the other hand, (@) implies that
max |0 ;| = O (n—(1+n)/(2n+1)> 7
li—j|>Bn

so T, has the same limiting distribution as T if we further assume logm =
0 (n2/(477+2)).
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5. Proof

The proofs of Theorem Rlunder (A4) and (A4’) are very similar, and they share
a common Poisson approximation step, which we will formulate in Section [B.1]
under a more general context, where the limiting distribution of the maximum
of sample means is obtained. Since the proof under (A4’) is more involved, we
provide the detailed proof under this assumption in Section [5.2] and point out
in Section B3 how it can be adapted to give a proof under (A4).

5.1. Maximum of Sample Means: An Intermediate Step

In this section we provide a general result on the maximum of sample means.
Let Yy, = (Yo ki)i<k<n,icz, be a data matrix whose n rows are independent
and identically distributed, and whose entries have mean zero and variance one,
where Z,, is an index set with cardinality |Z,| = s,. For each i € Z,,, let y; be
the i-th column of Y., §; = (1/n) >_}_; Yo k. Define

W,, = max |y;|. 10
n = max |5 (10)
Let 3,, be the covariance matrix of the s,,-dimensional random vector (Y3, 1,:)iez, -

Lemma 6. Assume X, satisfies either (B1) or (B2) of Section[61 and log s,, =
o(n'/?). Suppose there is a constant C > 0 such that Y, 1 ; € B(1,Ct,) for each
1<k<n,iel,, wih

Vndn

(log s,,)3/2’

where (8, is a sequence of positive numbers such that &,, = o(1) and (log s,)3/n =
0(6n), and the definition of the collection PB(d,T) is given in (27). Then

tn =

lim P (nW; —2logs, + log(logs,) +logm < 2) = exp (—e_z/2) . (11

n—oo

Proof. For each z € R, let z, = ags,2/2 + bas,. Let (Z,,i)icz, be a mean
zero normal random vector with covariance matrix 3,. For any subset A =
{il,ig, .. .,id} CIy,letys = \/ﬁ(giwgizv .. .,gid)—r and Z4 = (Zil,Ziz, .. .,Zid).
By Lemma R we have for 6, = 6,11/2/\/10g—3n that

0
P . n) < P(|Z4]e n— On C — n
(lyale > 2n) < P(|Zale > 2 )+ dexp{ Cdén(logsn)‘3/2}

< P(|Zale > zn — 0y) + Cyexp {—(logsn)églﬂ}
Therefore,

S Plyale > z)

ACZ, |Al=d

< Z P(|Z4le >zn—9n)—i—CdsZexp{—(logsn)é;l/Q}.
ACT, |Al=d
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Similarly, we have

S Pllyale > 2)
ACT,,|Al=d
> Z P(|Z4le >zn—i—ﬁn)—Cds‘flexp{—(logsn)é;lﬂ}.
ACT,,|A|=d

Since (z, £6,,)% = 2log s, —log(log s,,) —log ™+ 2 +0(1), by Lemma [Tl we know

e—dz/2
lim Z P(|Zale > zn £ 0,) = TR
ACT, |Al=d
and hence
) efdz/2
nhf;o Z P(lyale > 2n) = T
ACT, |Al=d
The proof is complete in view of Lemma O

5.2. Proof under (A4’)

We divide the proof into three steps. The first one is a truncation step, which will
make the Gaussian approximation result Lemma[§land the Bernstein inequality
applicable, so that we can prove Theorem 2] under the assumption that all the
involved mean and variance parameters are known. In the next two steps we
show that plugging in estimated mean and variance parameters does not change
the limiting distribution.

Step 1: Truncation For notational simplicity we let ¢ = p/(4 + 2p). Define

Xn,k,i - n,k,i1{|Xn,k,i| S nl/(4+2p)} 5 (12)

and define Mn similarly as M, with X, ;; being replaced by its truncated
version X, ;. Since logm = o(n?), we have

P (N # My) < 305 P [ X il > 0t/ 2]

1i=1

=

IN

miC,, (t, p) exp {—tn”/(4+2p)}

n
Ko (t, p) exp {—tn9 + logm + logn} = o(1).

Therefore, in the rest of the proof, it suffices to consider Xn;“ For notational
simplicity, we still use X, 1 ; to denote its centered version with mean zero.
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Define &n,i,j =K (f(n,lyif(n,lyj), and %n,i,j = Var (f(n,lﬂ-f(n,lyj) . Set

I
My = ma — | =) XowiXnkg = Fni);
1<i<j<m Tn,i,j n 1
S I
Mn,2: max = - § XnkzXnkJ On,ij
1<i<j<m Tn,i,j n et

Elementary calculations show that

1;%%_);“1 |Gnij —0Onijl < Cexp{—tn?/2}, and (13)

Héa)z( Cov(f(n,a,f(n,ﬁ) — Cov(Xp,a, Xn )| < Cexp{—tn?/2}. (14)
o,B€Ly,

By (), we know the covariance matrix of (X, )aecz, satisfies either (B1) or
(B2) if %, satisfies (B1) or (B2) correspondingly. On the other hand, we have
by elementary calculation that there exists a constant C,, > 0 such that

lim sup max E exp{Cpt| Xp.a|P/?} < 0.

n—oo €Ly
It follows that when 0 < p < 2, for each integer r > 3

E|Xn,a|T < E|Xn7a|rp/2 . (4n2/(4+2p))r(1—17/2)

r(1-p/2)
< (4n2/ta20) (G t) T E exp{Cpt| Xnal?/2).

Therefore,

. NG
EQXn7a IS4 |:17CW .

When 2 < p < 4, it is easily seen that EgX,, o € Z(1,C). Since logm = o(n9),
we know all the conditions of Lemma [6] are satisfied, and hence

lim P (anll — 4logm + log(logm) + log(87) < y) = exp (—e*y/2) . (15)

n—roo

Combining (I3) and (Id]), we know the preceding equation (IH) also holds with
M, 1 being replaced by M), ».

Step 2: Effect of Estimated Means Set X,,; = (1/n) Sory Xn7k7i. Define

1 1 e~ - _ - -
M, 3= - Xk — Xni)(Xnkj — Xnj) = Onjijl-
3 ma " 1;( .k, i) (X kg J) ~ Onsig

= X
1<i<j<m %n,i,j
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In this step we show that (I3 also holds for M, 5. Observe that

XniXn,j
|Mn)3 — Mn)2| S max M <
1<i<j<m

—-1/2
- < max | X, min = 7, .
Tn,i,j 1<i<m 1<i<j<m

Since each X, 1 ; is bounded by 2n1/(4+2p) by Bernstein’s inequality we have
for any constant K > 0,

- logm 2K%nlogm
) o) <« _
1I§niz%>§nP <|Xn,z| > 2K - ) < Cexp{ Cn + 2K /nlogm - 2n1/(4+2p)
< Cmez/C,
and hence

- 1
max | X, ;| =O0p (\/ 0gm> ) (16)
1<i<m n

which together with ([4]) implies that

logm 1
|Mn,3—Mn,2|—OP< & >—0p< )
n nlogm

Therefore, (I3 also holds for M, 5.

Step 3: Effect of Estimated Variances Denote by &y, ; ; the estimate of 6, ; ;

) 1~ 2 >
Onjij = - Y (X = Xni) Kk — X j)-
=1

In the definition of Mn, Tn,,j is unknown, and is estimated by

n 2

Z {(Xn,k,i — X)) (Xnkj — Xnj) — Oniij
k=1

In this step we show that (IH) holds for M, Since

S~

Tnij =

2 T2 2 ~ ~
n| M2y = ME2| < M2y max 1= T/ Pl

1<i<j<m
it suffices to show that
1;_12_};“1 |Tnij — Tnisl = op(1/logm). (17)
Set
1o, - _ . _ 2
il = > [(Xn,k,i = X)Xk — Xnj) — 5n,m}

1 o= /= - 2
Tnige2 = E (Xn,k,an,k,j - Un,m‘) :
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Observe that
. . _ s - 2
Fnigd = Tnig = (Onij = Onij)
which in together with (5] implies that

| max |Tn,ij1 — Tn,ijl = Op (logm/n). (18)

Note that X, 1. ; are uniformly bounded according to the truncation (IZ), so
- - 2
(Xn,k,an,k,j — 5n,i,j> < 64n*/(4+2p),

By Bernstein’s inequality, we have

on2(1-q)

. —-q —

1<€Iia]§mp (|Tn,z,j 2 — Tn,z,j| Z 2n ) S eXp{ Cn ¥ 27117‘1 . 128”4/(4+2p)/3}
< exp (—n?/100),

and it follows that

| max |Tnig2 = Tnijl = Op(n™7). (19)

In view of ([I8), (I), and the assumption logm = o(n?), we know to show (1),
it remains to prove

| max |Tn,ij1 — Tn,ij2l = op(1/logm). (20)

Elementary calculations show that

MAx  |Fuigin — Fige] < 402 hao + 3hh |+ 4R Th Sy + 2hn 52 |
1<i<j<m ’

where

hp,1 = max |X7”|
1<i<m

hp2 = max E ,“-
1<i<mn %,

g = Tn,ij2-

By (@), we know h,1 = Op(y/logm/n). By ([3) we have h,4 = Op(1).

Combining ([I2]) and the Bernstein’s inequality, we can show that

hnsz=O0p (\/W) .
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As an immediate consequence, we know h,, o = Op(1). Therefore,

max |7V'n1i7j11 — 71n,i,j,2| = Op (\/logm/n) y

1<i<j<m
and (20) holds by using the assumption logm = o(n9) = o(n'/?). The proof of
Theorem [2] under (A4’) is now complete.

5.3. Proof under (A4)

We follow the proof in Section5.2] and point out necessary modifications to make
it work under (A4). If not specified, all the notations have the same definitions
as in Section For notational simplicity, we let p = 4(1 4 ¢) + 4.

Step 1: Truncation We truncate X, ; ; by

Xn,k,i - Xn,k,ij{|Xn,k,i| S ”1/4/10g”} )
then
P (]\an + Mn> < nm/\/ln(p)n_p/4(log n)P < CMn(p)n_5/4(log n)? = o(1).

Therefore, in the rest of the proof, it suffices to consider )N(n;“ For notational
simplicity, we still use X, 1; to denote its centered version with mean zero.
Elementary calculations show that

max |Gnij — Onij| < C’n_(p_Q)/4(1ogn)p_2, and
1<i<j<m Y Y

max |Cov(X .0, Xng) = Cov(Xoa, X p)| < Cn=0=0 4 logmpr=. (22)
a,B€Ly,

By (I), we know the covariance matrix of (X, o)acz, satisfies either (B1) or
(B2) if X, satisfies (B1) or (B2) correspondingly. Since

EOXn,a €A [17 Sﬁ/(log n)ﬂ ’

we know all the conditions of Lemma [f] are satisfied, and hence (IT) holds for
M,, 1. Combining ([2I)) and ([22)), we know (3] also holds with if we replace M, 1
by Mmg.

Step 2: Effect of Estimated Means Using Bernstein’s inequality, we can show

_ I
max |X, ;| =Op (1/ ogn) ,
1<i<m n

logn
M3 — My 2| =Op ( & )

n

which implies that

and hence ([I3]) also holds for M, 3.
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Step 3: Effect of Estimated Variances It suffices to show that

1§5128]y)§m |Tnij — Tnijl = op(1/logn). (23)
Using ([I3)), we know
| max [T — n,i,j| = Op (logn/n). (24)

Since
. - 2 ,
(Xn,k,an,k,j - 5n,i,j) < 64n/(logn)*.

By Corollary 1.6 of Nagael (1979) (with 2 = n/(logn)? and y = n/[2(logn)?]

in their inequality (1.22)), we have

- ~ -2
| Jmax P (In,ig2 = Tnsijl > (logn)~?)

Cn logn
[”(10g n)~2 - [n(logn)—3/2]at

< {C(log n)° ] o :

nq/\l
and it follows that

. - . —2
| max iz — Tnsij| = Op [(logn) 2] . (25)

In view of [24]), [25]), we know to show (23]), it remains to prove

| max |Tnij,1 — T2l = op(1/logn). (26)

We know h,1 = Op(y/logn/n) and h, 4 = Op(1). Using the Bernstein’s in-
equality, we can show that

s = O (Viogn/i).

and it follows that h, o = Op(1). Therefore,

max |7nj1 — Tnij2l = Op (vlogn/") :

1<i<j<m
and (Z6) holds. The proof of Theorem [2] under (A4) is now complete.

6. Some auxiliary results

In this section we provide a normal comparison principle and a Gaussian ap-
proximation result, and a Poisson convergence theorem.
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6.1. A normal comparison principle

Suppose for each n > 1, (X, ;)icz, is a Gaussian random vector whose entries
have mean zero and variance one, where Z,, is an index set with cardinality
|Z.| = $n. Let Xy, = (70,15 )i,jez,, be the covariance matrix of (X, ;)icz, . Assume
that s, — oo as n — oo.

We impose either of the following two conditions.

(B1) For any sequence (b,,) such that b, — 0o, v(n,b,) = o(1/logb,);
and limsup~y, < 1.

n—oo

(B2) For any sequence (by,) such that b, — oo, v(n,b,) = o(1);
Z T,Ql)m» =0 (sff‘s) for some 6 > 0; and limsup~, < 1.

i#jELy e
where
v(n,by) == sup  sup inf |ry ;]
€L, ACT,,|Al=b, J€A
and vy, = sup  |rnil-
1,J€Ln; i#]

Lemma 7. Assume either (B1) or (B2). For a positive real number z,, define

A:m' ={|Xni| > 2zn} and Q;)d = Z P (ﬂ A;m) .

ACT,,|Al=d i€A

If z,, satisfies that z2 = 2log s, —loglog s, —log m+22z+0(1), then for all d > 1.

e—dz

lim Q), ;= TR

n—r00

Lemma [7is a refined version of Lemma 20 in Xiao and Wu (2011), so we

omit the proof and put the details in a supplementary file.

Remark 2. The conditions imposed on 7 (n, by,) seem a little involved. We have
the following equivalent versions. Define

Gn(t) = max GZI H{|rn,i | > t}.
J n

Then (i) y(n,b,) = o(1) for any sequence b,, — oo if and only if the sequence
[Gh(t)]n>1 is bounded for all ¢ > 0; and (ii) y(n,b,)(logb,) = o(1) for any
sequence b, — oo if and only if G, (t,,) = exp{o(1/ty)} for any positive sequence
(t,,) converging to zero.
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6.2. A Gaussian approximation result

For a positive integer d, let B, be the Borel o-field on the Euclidean space
R?. For two probability measures P and @Q on (Rd, %d) and A > 0, define the
quantity

7(P.Qi) = sup {max [P(4) - Q (4%),Q(A) — P (AM)]},

where A* is the A\-neighborhood of A
AN = {IERd: inf |z — y </\}.
yeA

For 7 > 0, let A(d, ) be the collection of d-dimensional random variables
which satisfy the multivariate analogue of the Bernstein’s condition. Denote by
(x,y) the inner product of two vectors z and y.

B(d,T) = {5 is a random variable : E =0, and
_ | m—
B (&0 ]| < gmlr" 2 u "R [(€, %] (27)
for every m = 3,4, ... and for all t,u € Rd} .

The following Lemma on the Gaussian approximation is taken from
(1987).

Lemma 8. Let 7 > 0, and &,&,...,&, € R? be independent random vectors
such that & € B(d,7) fori=1,2,...,n. Let S=& +& + ...+ &, and Z(S)
be the induced distribution on RY. Let ® be the Gaussian distribution with the
zero mean and the same covariance matrix as that of S. Then for all X > 0

T L(S), B \] < craexp <_ A )

C2.dT

where the constants c; 4, j = 1,2 may be taken in the form c;q = c;d>/?.

6.3. Poisson approxrimation: moment method

Lemma 9. Suppose for each n > 1, (Ayi)iez, is a finite collection of events.
Let I, ; be the indicator function of Ay;, and W, = > .71, .. For each

d > 1, define
Qn,d = Z P <ﬂ An,z) .

ACZ,,|A|l=d ic A

Suppose there exists a A > 0 such that
lim Qnq= X/d) for each d > 1.
n—oo

Then
lim P(W,, = k) = \e=*/k! for each k > 0.

n—00
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Observe that for each d > 1, the d-th factorial moment of W,, is given by
EW,(W,—=1)---(W,, —d+1)]=d! Qna,

so Lemma [0l is essentially the moment method. The proof is elementary, and we
omit details.
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In this document we give the proofs of Lemma 3, Lemma 4 and Lemma 7 of the main article.

Proof of Lemma 3. Assume X, has mean zero and variance one. Let v, = E(XX}) be the autocovariance

of lag k. Then by Proposition 8, Eq. (34) of Xiao and W]J 2011), we know

| < Wa - Wa([kl). (S.1)

(i) Since ¥4 < oo, we know for any n > 0, there exists a N7 > 0 such that |y;| < n when & > N;. For

j < k, define X, ;

of

iao_and Wi

201

= g€k, ..., €j41,€5,€;_1,...), where (€});cz is an 1.1.d. copy of (¢;)icz. By Eq. (38)

VE Jfl)
), we know there exists a No > 0 such that when k& > No, || Xx — Xk||4 <. Set

N = max{Ny, N2}, when k > N, we have

Var(XoXy) = E(XgXF) — 7k = E (XFX( ;) + B [X5(XE - XE ;)] -

>1—n"—2[| X037

Therefore, (A1) holds because n can be arbitrarily small.

(ii) We need to show that

sup Cor(XoX;, X1 X)) < 1.
7>0,0<k<lI, (0,5)#(k,l)

It suffices to show that for some N > 0

sup Cor(XoX;, XiX;) < 1.
320,0<k<L, (0,5)# (K1), j+k+IZN

If j+k+1 > N, then the set {0, j, k, [} can be partitioned into two non-empty subsets By and Bz whose

distance is no less than N/6. We only consider this type of partitions. If there is a partition such that

1
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(iii)

one of By and Bs has cardinality one, then similarly as (i), we know for any n > 0, when N is large

enough,
| Cov(XoXj, Xp Xi)| = [E(XoX; X Xi) — vivi—k| <.

If for any partition both By and By has cardinality two, there are two sub-cases. (a) 7 < k < [ and

k —j > N/6. For any n > 0, when N is large enough, we have
| Cov(Xo X, Xi X)| = [E [XoX; (X Xy — X ;. X0 5)]| <.

(b) min{j,l} —k > N/6. As in (i), for any n > 0, when N is large enough, we have Var(XoX;) > 1 —m,
Var(XyX;) > 1 —n, and |y;vi—k| < 1. On the other hand, the condition ¥, > 0 guarantees that the

process is non-deterministic, and hence 7 := sup,>4 |7¢| < 1. Tt follows that when N is large enough
[E(X0X; X3 X1)| = |B(XoX; £ X5 X 1) + E[Xo X5 (X; X; — XX 1)
<vy+n.
Therefore,
| Cor(Xo Xy, Xp Xi)| < (v +2n)/(1-n) <1

when 7 is small enough. The proof of (ii) is now complete.

We first consider (A3). Note that
COV()QAXJ'7 Xle) = Cum(Xl-, Xj, Xk, Xl) =+ Yi—kVj—1 =+ Yi—1Yj—k>

where Cum(X;, X;, Xj, X;) is the fourth order joint cumulant of the random vector (X;, X;, Xj, X;) .
Fix a subset {i,j}, for any integer b > 0, there are at most 8b? subsets {k,l} such that {k.[} C
B(i;b) U B(j;b), where B(x;r) is the open ball {y : |z — y| < r}. For all other subsets {k, [}, by (S.1J),

we have

[YiekVj—1 + Yic1Vj—k| < CWy(b).

On the other hand, using similar arguments as Theorem 21 of |XJ_aQ_amgiMﬁJ (IZQ]_]J), we can show that
|Cum (X, X, X, X1)| < CU4(|D/2]).

Therefore, if 4(k) = o(1/logk) as k — oo, then (A3) holds.
Now we turn to (A3’). Write

Cov(XiX;, X X1) = B(X:X; X0 Xi) — iejYh—t-
By (Sd)), it is easily seen that

S k= Ot

1<i,j,k1<m



It then suffices to show

Yo EXX XX = 0(m* ),

1<i<j<k<I<m

which is true because by Eq. (38) ofwﬂﬁl (IZDJ_]J)

[E(X: X; X X0))? = [E(X X X50(X0 — Xi0))]* < 12]| Xo|§[Wa(l — k)]

The proof of Lemma 3 is now complete. O
We now give the proof of Lemma 4.

Proof of Lemma 4. Suppose (Y1, Ya, Y3, Yy) has a joint normal distribution. We can write Y; = o] Z, where

Z is a four dimensional standard Gaussian random vector. For any 0 < v < 1, define the subset of R'6,
D, = {(a?,a;,a;,az) S =1land | o) <1—vfor 1 <i#j< 4.}

Since | Cor(Y1Y2,Y3Yy4)| is a continuous function on D,, and D, is compact, the maximum correlation is
attained at some point in D,,.
On the other hand, elementary calculation shows that Cor(Y;Ys,Y3Y,) =1 if and only if Y7, Y3, Y3, Y, are

all perfectly correlated. The proof is now complete. O

The proof of Lemma 7 is a refined version of that of Lemma 20 in Xiao and W]J (2011). We need the
following bounds on normal tail probabilities, which are taken from Lemma 19 of M_MJ (IZ_OJJJ)

Denote by ¢q((ri;); x1,...,xq) the density of a d-dimensional multivariate normal random vector X =

(X1,...,X4)" with mean zero and covariance matrix (rij), where we always assume r; = 1 for 1 <1i <d

and (r;;) is nonsingular. Let

Qa((rij);2) = /:om/:o wa ((1ij), z1, ..., xq) dzg-- - dz1.

Lemma S.1. For every z >0, 0< s < 1,d > 1 and € > 0, there exists positive constants Cy and €4 such

that for 0 < e < €q

1. df Jrijl < e foralll1 <i<j<d, then
Qa ((rij);z) < Cq fale,1/2) exp {— (g - C’de) 22} (S.2)

where for(2,y) = Si_o @'y~ and for—1(w,y) = S0 @y?ED71 for k> 1;
2. 4f for all1 <i < j<d+1 such that (i,7) # (1,2), |rij| <e, then

Qat1((ri5); 2) < Caexp {— (% - Odé) 22} : (S.3)

We first give a one-sided version of Lemma 7 and its proof, then we show how it implies Lemma 7.
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Lemma S.2. Assume either (B1) or (B2). For a positive real number z,, define the event A, ; and Q.4 as

An,i = {Xn,z > Zn} and de = Z P (ﬂ An,i) .

ACZ,,|Al=d ic A

If z, satisfies that 22 = 2log s, — loglog s,, — log(47) + 2z + o(1), then for all d > 1

e—dz
lim Qpg= .
n— 00 ’ d!

Proof. The following facts about normal tail probabilities are well-known:

1 2 . P(Xl > x)
P(X1>12)<——e "/ forz>0 and |1 =
Wz s e Prez b e I WG e ()

By the assumption on z,, if for each n, X,, ;, ¢ € Z,, are i.i.d., then by (S4),

1, (S.4)

. . : n
nlggan’d = lim (d)Qd(Id,Zn)

. n 1 o dz?l e 4z
= im — —expl ——2 5 = .

When the X, ;’s are dependent, the result is still trivially true when d = 1. Now we deal with the d > 2

case. Suppose (by,) is a sequence of positive numbers which converges to infinity. For each subset J of Z,
with cardinality |J| = d, we define an undirected graph ¢(.J) by identifying each ¢ € J with a node and
saying ¢ and j are adjacent if |ry, ; ;| > v(n,b,). Suppose the graph ¢(J) has d — s connected components
Bi,...,Ba—s. If s > 1, assume w.lo.g. that [B1| > 2. Pick ko, k1 € By, and k, € By, for 2 < p < d — s,
and set K = {ko, k1, ks,...,kqg—s}. Define Q; = P(NkesAy) and Qf similarly, then Q; < Q. By (S3) of
Lemma [S] there exists a number M > 1 depending on d and the sequences (7,) and (b,,), such that when
n> M,

_ 2 _
QK < Odfs exp {_ ((1 'Yn)2 +d i - Cdfs'}/(nv bn)) ZTQL}

-~ 2
Scdsexp{— (d2 s+ (1 3”Yn) >z721}

Note that 22 = 2log s, —loglog s, + O(1). Pick b,, = [s%] for some a < (1 —,,)?/3d. Forany 1 < a < d—1,

since there are at most O (bflsfll_“) subsets J C Z,, such that |J| = d and the graph ¢ (L) has d — a connected

components, we know the sum of @) ; over these J is dominated by

Cy_q exp {1ogsn <(d —a)+ 20d - 1)3(; Sua (d—a)- M)}

when n is large enough, which converges to zero. Therefore, it remains to consider all the subsets J C Z,,

such that the graph ¢(.J) has no edges
Let J C Z,, be a subset such that |J| = d, and |r,; ;| < v(n,b,) for all pairs i, j such that i,j € J and
i # j, and J(d, by,) be the collection of all such subsets. Let (r;;); jes be the d-dimensional covariance matrix

of X j:= (Xy,i)ics. There exists a matrix Ry = 0(r4;); jes + (1 — )14 for some 0 < § < 1 such that

0
Q- Qullnz) = Y TRy
hienh<t OTH

4



Let Ry, H = J\ {h,l}, be the correlation matrix of the conditional distribution of X yy given X} and Xj.
By (82) of Lemmal[Sd] for n large enough

an 2’2
Rjiz,) <C ——n % _o(Rg;(1 =3 b)) zn
8rhz[ g5 2n] < eXP{ 1+|rn,h,z|} Qa—2 (Ri; ( Y(n,bn))zn)

42
< CCq-2fa—2(7v(n,bn),1/2n) exp {_thﬂ}

<o (452 20w i) ) (- 310,002

< Cafa—2(y(n,by),1/2y)

xexp{ = (§ - (2Cua+ 3= Dlnt) ~ ransl) 2}

< Cafualrtnta) ) e { = (5 - Gt 221}

It follows that
D> 1Qs — Qulla; )|

JeT (d,bn)

< Cafa—2(y(n,by),1/2y)

X Z Z exp {— (g - de(n,bn)) 2721} 74,4 (S.5)

JeT (d,by) i,j€T;5iF#]

< Cafa—a(v(n,by), 1/2,)s0 2

*

d
X Z exp {— (5 — C'd’}/(n,bn)> 2721} |7n,i,5,

where the sum Z:,jezn is over all the pair (4, ) such that |ry ; ;| < y(n,by,). Under the assumption (B1), we

have

> Qs — Qa(la; zn)]
JeT(d,bn) (S.6)

< Cafa-2(y(n,bn), 1/20)(10g 50)"*(n,bn) exp {Cay(n, ba) (log 5}
Since lim,, ;o0 Y(12, by, ) log b,, = 0, it also holds that lim,, s (1, b, ) log s, = 0. Note that lim,, o (log 5,,)'/2/2, =
2-1/2 it follows that lim,, oo fa_2(v(n,bp), 1/2,)(log s,)%/?~1 = 2=%/2+1 Therefore, the term in (S.6) con-
verges to zero, and the theorem holds under (B1).

Alternatively, if (B2) is true, from (S5 we have

Z Qs — Qa(lq; zn)|
JeJ(d,by)

*

< Cafa—2(y(n,by),1/2)s,” (log Sn)d/2 Z exp {Cay(n, by)(10g sn)} |rn,i
4,J€Ln s
< Cafa2(v(n,ba), 1/ z0)s, " (log )% exp {Cay(n, bu)(log )} | > i)
4,J€Ln
< Casir®/2(10g 5n) exp {Car(n,bu) (0 80)} = o(1),
5



and the proof is complete. O
Now we give the proof of Lemma 7.

Proof of Lemma 7. In the proof of Theorem [S.2] the upper bounds on Q; and |Q s — Q(Iy; 2,,)| are expressed
through the absolute values of the covariances, so we can obtain the same bounds for probabilities of the
form P(Ni<i<a{(=1)%X;, > 2,}) for any (a1, ...,aq) € {0,1}%. Based on this observation, Lemma 7 is an
immediate consequence of Lemma [S.2]

O
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