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Abstract: We study the behavior of a real p-dimensional Wishart random
matrix with n degrees of freedom when n, p — o0 but p/n — 0. We establish
the existence of phase transitions when p grows at the order n(E+1)/(K+3)
for every k € N, and derive expressions for approximating densities between
every two phase transitions. To do this, we make use of a novel tool we call
the G-transform of a distribution, which is closely related to the charac-
teristic function. We also derive an extension of the t-distribution to the
real symmetric matrices, which naturally appears as the conjugate distri-
bution to the Wishart under a G-transformation, and show its empirical
spectral distribution obeys a semicircle law when p/n — 0. Finally, we dis-
cuss how the phase transitions of the Wishart distribution might originate
from changes in rates of convergence of symmetric ¢ statistics.
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60E10.

1. Introduction

The roots of random matrix theory lies in statistics, with the work of Wishart
[1928] and Bartlett [1933], and in numerical analysis, with the work of Von Neu-
mann and Goldstine [1947]. In this early period, many well-known matrix dis-
tributions were introduced. This includes the real Gaussian matrix ensemble
G(p,q), a p X ¢ matrix with independent standard Gaussian entries, the Gaus-
sian orthogonal ensemble GOE(p), the distribution of a symmetric matrix (X +
X% /v/2 with X ~ G(p,p), and the Wishart (also known as Laguerre) dis-
tribution W,(n,I,/n), the distribution of a symmetric matrix XX*/n with
X ~ G(p,n). During that time, the main concern was to derive properties
of these distributions for a fixed dimension. Some asymptotics of the Wishart
distribution were considered, but only as n — oo for fixed p.
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Starting with the pioneering work of Wigner [1951, 1955, 1957], Porter and
Rosenzweig [1960], Gaudin [1961] and Mehta [1960a,b], researchers began in-
vestigating the asymptotics of Gaussian ensembles as their dimension grew to
infinity. As a result of decades of work, the behavior of a GOE(p) matrix is now
well understood both in the classical setting where p is fixed, and in the setting
where p — 0.

However, the situation asymptotics of the Wishart distribution is more com-
plicated, as it depends on two parameters, n and p, and initial progress was slow.
The work of Marchenko and Pastur [1967] clearly established that the analogue
of a Gaussian orthogonal ensemble matrix whose dimension p grows to infinity
is a Wishart matrix whose degrees of freedom n and dimension p jointly grow
to infinity in such a way that p/n — ¢ € (0,1). Since then, we gained a very
good understanding of the behavior of Wishart matrices in this regime.

But this body of work left open the question as to what happens to a Wishart
matrix when n,p — oo with p/n — 0. Since such asymptotics are middle-scale
between the classical regime where p is fixed as n — o0 and the high-dimensional
regime where p/n — ¢ € (0,1), we might refer to them as middle-scale regimes.
Hence, we might ask: what is the asymptotic behavior of a Wishart matrix
W, (n, I,/n) in the middle-scale regimes? This question is addressed this article.

To gain some intuition, it is instructive to look at the eigenvalues A\; > --- >
Ap > 0 of a Wy(n,I,/n) Wishart matrix. In the classical regime where p is
fixed as n — o0, the eigenvalues must all almost surely tend to 1 by the strong
law of large numbers. In constrast, in the high-dimensional regime where both
n,p — oo with p/n — ¢ € (0,1), the Marchenko-Pastur law states that for any
bounded, continuous f,
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where ¢y = (1 4 4/c)?. Thus the eigenvalues do not all tend to 1, but rather
distribute themselves in the shape of a Marchenko-Pastur law with parameter
c.

What happens between these two extremes? When ¢ — 0, the Marchenko-
Pastur law converges weakly to a Dirac measure with mass at 1. This suggests
that whenever n,p — o with p/n — 0

INFO) — f0) e,
i=1

or in other words that the eigenvalues converge almost surely to 1, as in the
classical case.

This motivates a binary view of Wishart asymptotics. It appears that the
behavior of a Wishart matrix in the middle-scale regimes is the same as in
the classical regime, and therefore that there really are only two regimes: low-
dimensional where p/n — 0, and high-dimensional where p/n — c € (0, 1).

This binary view has very concrete repercussions. For example, in statistics,
many covariance matrix estimators have been developed that leverage high-
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dimensional Wishart asymptotics (see Pourahmadi [2013] for a review). When
faced with a problem where p is large with respect to n, it has been argued
that the high-dimensional asymptotics, rather than the classical, constitute the
correct model. The binary view provides a useful rule of thumb: small p’s call
for classical covariance estimators, while large p’s call for high-dimensional co-
variance estimators.

Unfortunately, recent results establish that this binary view is incorrect. In
the classical regime where p is fixed, the central limit theorem implies that

V| Wy(n, Ifn) = 1, = GOE(p),

as n — o0, where the arrow stands for weak convergence. In fact, something
better is known: recent work has extended this result to the case where p
tends to infinity. Recall that the total variation distance between two abso-
lutely continuous distributions F} and F» with densities f and g is given by
drv(F1, Fo) = dov(fi, f2) = §[fi(z) — fo(z)|dz. With different approaches,
Jiang and Li [2015] and Bubeck et al. [2016] independently established that

vy (VA0 1) - 1], GOBG) ) 0

whenever p?/n — 0. Thus, when p®/n — 0, the same asymptotics hold as in the
p fixed case, and we might regard these regimes as rightfully belonging to the
classical setting.

The surprising part is that the converse is true! When p3/n - 0, results of
Bubeck et al. [2016] and Récz and Richey [2016] show that

drv <\/E[Wp(”a Ip/n) — Ip]v GOE(Z’)) - 0.

Thus a phase transition occurs when p is of the order /n. This begs the question:
if a normal approximation fails to hold when p grows faster than ¢/n, what
asymptotics hold? Is there a uniform asymptotic behavior that holds whenever
p/n — 0 with p3/n - 0, or are there further phase transitions as the growth
rate of p is increased?

The results of this paper offers a mostly complete answer to this question.
Namely, we establish that when p3/n - 0 but p?/n — 0,

vy (Va0 1y/0) = 1], 71 )~

where F} is a continuous distribution on the space of real symmetric matrices
whose density is given when n > 3p — 3 by

tr Z°

1 \fz
X E —tr XZ — tZ3+—t 74+
A >oc\ [exp{dgr — e
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3n2 24/2n 4in 3n3/2

’ (1.1)
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Classical

Fic 1. Correct picture of Wishart asymptotics. This contrasts with the binary view, where no
phase transitions occur between p held constant and p growing like n.

for a Z ~ GOE(p). When p grows like 4/n, another phase transition occurs.
Namely, we establish that when p?/n - 0 but p®/3/n — 0,

drv (ﬁ[Wp(n, I/n) — Ip], F2> -0,

where Fj is a continuous distribution on the space of real symmetric matrices
whose density is given when n > 3p — 3 by

o _ 3. Lirghy V2i 5
f2(X) o ‘E[exp{\/gtrXZ 3mt rZ +4 tr Z + e Rt Z
1 6 2\/7 . i(p+1) p+1 5 44/2i(p+1) 3
2
p+1 - 512(p+1) 5 1024(p+1) 6

again for a Z ~ GOE(p).
In general, for every K € N we find a continuous distribution Fx on the space
of real symmetric matrices, with density given when n > 3p — 3 by

2K+3+
1[K odd]
1 n 2\ 5 tr ZF
X) o |[E|l exp{ —tr(XZ2) + — zk(—) —_—
Fre(X) [p{ﬂ< e ) (R
k=3
2K+2—
1[K odd]

p+1 2 2 zter}HQ 13)

for a Z ~ GOE(p), which approximates the normahzed Wishart distribution in
some (but not all) middle-scale regimes. Namely, we prove the following, which
can be regarded as the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.For any K € N, the total variation distance between the the nor-
malized Wishart distribution \/n[ Wy(n, I,/n) — I,] and the K™ degree density
fKx satisfies

dTV(ﬁ[W (n, I,/n) — ] FK) -0
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as n — oo with pK+3/nE+1 - 0.

The definition of fx and proof of Theorem 1 are found in Section 6, and
follow from definitions and results from Sections 3, 4 and 5 that constitute the
bulk of this paper.

The main consequence of this theorem is the existence of an infinite countable
number of phase transitions, occurring when p grows like nE+1/(K+3) for K
N. A diagram is provided at Figure 1. This naturally groups the middle-scale

regimes satisfying lim llgg P <1 by which semi-open interval [L @) their
n—o0

K+2’ K43

limit lim 118% belongs to. We might refer to this grouping as the degree of the
n—o0

regime. In other words, we will say an middle-scale regime satisfying lim 1282 <
n—o0

logn
: log p K K+1
1 has degree K when nlgréo Togn € [7K+2’ —K+3).

The main result of this paper, Theorem 1, may then be summarized as saying
that the normalized Wishart distribution can be approximated by the distribu-
tion with density fx in every middle-scale regime of degree K or less. The
0" degree case corresponds to the classical setting, while the higher degrees
correspond to previously unknown behavior. In fact, we show that our 0" de-
gree approximation Fj is asymptotically equivalent to the Gaussian orthogonal
ensemble. The results of this paper can therefore be regarded as a wide general-
ization of the Wishart asymptotics results of Jiang and Li [2015], Bubeck et al.
[2016], Bubeck and Ganguly [2016] and Récz and Richey [2016].

Our approach relies on a novel technical tool we call the G-transform. It
turns out that to understand middle-scale regime behavior of Wishart matrices,
densities are less clear than characteristic functions (that is, Fourier transforms
of densities). Unfortunately, characteristic functions are difficult to relate to
metrics like the total variation distance. To remedy this problem, we develop
the G-transform and some associated theory in Section 3. An interesting aspect
of G-transform theory is that to every distribution we can associate a closely
related distribution called its G-conjugate. In fact, the G-conjugate of a Wishart
matrix is essentially a generalization of the ¢ distribution to real symmetric
matrices. In Section 4, we define and derive several results concerning this new
distribution, including a semicircle law. From these results, we derive in Section
5 approximations to the Wishart distribution for middle-scale regimes of every
degree. Since these approximations are given using the language of G-transforms,
we derive in Section 6 density approximations, from which Theorem 1 follows.
We briefly discuss what concrete effects the phase transitions might have on
Wishart asymptotics in Section 7. Finally, we compile auxiliary results in Section
8, while we discuss in Section 9 open questions that arise from these results.

Although the results of this paper explain a large part of the behavior of
Wishart matrices when p/n — 0, there exists regimes for which p/n — 0 yet

p ¢ O(nK+D/(K+3)) for all K € N, or in other words for which lin;O 11255 =

An example is when p grows at the order n!~1/vI87 Although the results of
our paper characterize almost all middle-scale regimes in the sense that among

those regimes satisfying lim llogp < 1, those such that lim llogp = 1 represent
n—ap 1ogn n—sop logn
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a negligible set, they nonetheless exist. One might regard regimes such as those
as having infinite degree. Beyond this, however, it is difficult to say anything
about the behavior of Wishart matrices in these regimes. More work in that
direction is clearly needed.

2. Notation and definitions

The transpose of a matrix is denoted !, and the identity matrix of dimension
p is I,. As is standard, we take the trace operator to have lower priority than
the power operator: thus for a matrix X, tr X* means the trace of X*. We will
write tr¥ X when we mean the k™" power of the trace of X. The Kronecker delta
is the symbol dy; = 1[k = 1].

The space of all real-valued symmetric matrices is denoted S,(R) = {X €
M, (R)|X = X'}. For a symmetric matrix X, we define the symmetric differen-
tiation operator 0s/0s X by

05 1+6u 0 [3zz— fork 41
06X 2 0Xw for k =1.

_0
0X ks

This operator has the elegant property that aj)s(kl tr(XY) = Yy for any two
symmetric matrices X, Y.

The space of symmetric matrices S,(R) can be assimilated to RP(P+1)/2 by
mapping a symmetric matrix to its upper triangle. By integration over S,(R),
we mean integration with respect to the pullback Lebesgue measure under this
isomorphism, that is,

P
Jf(X)dX = f FX) [T dxi.
Sp(R) Rr(P+1)/2 §<j

We say a real symmetric matrix follows the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble
GOE(p) distribution if Xy, k < [ are all independent, with diagonal elements
Xii ~ N(0,2) and off-diagonal elements Xy, ~ N(0,1).

Let X be a n x p matrix of i.i.d. N(0,1) random variables, and let 3 be a
p x p positive-definite matrix. The Wishart distribution Wy(n, ) is the distri-
bution of the random matrix 2 X*X¥2. This is a special case of the matrix
gamma distribution. Following Gupta and Nagar [1999, Section 3.6], we say
a positive-definite matrix X has a matrix gamma distribution G,(c, X) with
shape parameter o« > (p — 1)/2 and scale parameter ¥ if it has density over
Sp(R) given by

f(X)

L x| {-tuE X)X >0
= —" exp{ — tr ,

[S[°T, (o) g
where I';, is the multivariate gamma function. With this definition, the Wishart
distribution W), (n,¥) is a matrix gamma with shape & and scale 2X.

While studying the Wishart distribution, the expression n — p — 1 comes up
so often that it makes sense to give it its own symbol. We will therefore write
m=mn—p—1.
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The Hellinger distance is metric between absolutely continuous probabil-
ity measures. For two distributions F} and Fy with densities f; and fo, their
Hellinger distance is defined as

H(Fy, F») = H(f1, f2) = (f 11/2(32) —f21/2(x)rdx)%.

The Hellinger distance is closely related to the total variation distance by the
inequalities

%dTV(flva) < H(f1, fo) < le/é(fth)- (2.1)

In particular, H(f1, fo) — 0 if and only if drv(f1, f2) — 0. Thus they can
be seen as inducing the same topology on absolutely continuous probability
measures, called the strong topology, in contrast to the topology induced by
weak convergence of measures called the weak topology. One can show that if a
sequence of measures converges in the strong sense (i.e. in the dpy or H metrics),
then it converges weakly.

3. G-transforms

Our analysis of Wishart matrices relies heavily on a tool we call the G-transform
of a probability measure. To do so, we first need to define the Fourier transform
over symmetric matrices.

In Section 2, we clarified what we meant by integration over S,(R). For a
function f: S,(R) — C in L'(S,(R)), we define its Fourier transform to be

1 .
F{HT) = -7 J e TX) F(X)dX. (3.1)
2ri Js,m)

It is more common to define the Fourier transform on symmetric matrices with
the integrand exp { — i Dkl Ty X}, but choosing exp {i tr(TX)} considerably
simplifies our computations.

We extend this definition to f € L"(S,(R)), 1 < r < 2 in the usual man-
ner. Because of the specific normalization chosen, this definition obeys a simple
version of Plancherel’s theorem, namely

J f(X)g(X)dX = Jf{f}(T)f{g}(T) dr.
Sp(R) Sp(R)

We now define the G-transform. In itself, the definition has nothing to do
with symmetric matrices and could have been perfectly well defined on any
other space endowed with a Fourier transform.

Definition 1 (G-transform of a density). Let f be an integrable function
Sp(R) — C. Its G-transform is the complex-valued function G{f} : S,(R) — C
defined by

G{f} = F{72P, (3.2)

1/2

where z'/“ stands for the principal branch of the complex logarithm.
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In the same way that the Fourier transform maps L2(S,(R)) to itself, the
G-transform maps L'(S,(R)) to itself.

By extension, for an absolutely continuous distribution on S,(R) with density
f, we will define its G-transform to be the G-transform of its density. (This
usage mirrors other transforms, such as the Stietjes transform.) We will usually
denote the G-transform of f by 1. Since a density is integrable, this is always
well-defined. Moreover, f = F~1{4)/?}2, so the density can be recovered from
the G-transform, and therefore to understand a distribution it is equivalent to
study its density or its G-transform.

Two comments are in order. First, for many densities, f/2 € L'(S,(R)). In
this case, the G-transform can be written explicitly as

2
7itr(TX)f1/2(X) dX) ) (33)

1
W(T) = G{/}(T) = —5my Je
2P ) < $,(R)

Second, throughout this article we will often talk about “the” square root of a
G-transform. To be clear, by '/ we will always mean F{f'/2}.

Now, in many ways, the G-transform behaves similarly to the characteristic
function (Fourier transform of a density), but it has unique features. First,
Plancherel’s theorem yields that

J [Y(T)| dT = J [!2(T)[? dT
55 (R) 55 ()

—f|f1/2(X)|2dX—JIf(X)IdX—l- (34)
Sp(R) Sp(R)

Thus |¢] is itself a density, which we will call the G-conjugate of f. (In par-
ticular, ¥'/? is much like a quantum-mechanical wavefunction.) We will also
use an asterisk notation, so that the G-conjugate of a N(0,1) distribution
will be denoted N(0, 1)*. For example, straightforward computations yield that
N(0,1)* = N(0,1/8), x2* = \/%tnp (where x2 and ¢, are the univariate x? and
t distributions with v degrees of freedom, respectively) and (aF + b)* = a=LF*
for any distribution F' and scalars a £ 0, b € R. Studying the G-conjugate of the
Wishart distribution will play a key part in deriving results about the Wishart
distribution itself. We should note that, in general, the double G-conjugate F**
is not the same as F. For example, x2** is a density involving modified Bessel
functions of the first kind, not a x?2.

A second feature that distinguishes G-transforms from characteristic func-
tions is that they are easy to relate to the Hellinger distance between probability
measures. Consider two densities fi, fo with G-transforms 1, 1,. By analogy,
we could define the “total variation” and “Hellinger” distances of ; and
by

drv (Y1, 2) = J |91 (T) — b2(T)| dT, (3.5)
Sp(R)
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and  H(un, 1) = ( f Ty — oy @R ar) (3.6)
Sp(R)

Since the modulus of the G-transforms integrate to one, their total variation and

Hellinger distances are related to each other in the same way as in Equation 2.1

for densities, namely

%dTv(iﬁl,wz) < H(¢r,v2) < d¥3(¢17¢2)~ (3.7)

Thus drv(¢1,12) — 0 if and only if H(t1,%2) — 0. But the Hellinger distance
between G-transforms is much more useful. Indeed, by the Plancherel theorem,
for any two densities fi, fo with G-transforms )1, s, their Hellinger distance
satisfies

HQ(fhf2>—ff11/2( ) — (X)) dx
Sp(R)

f (1) = (1) P AT =2 (o, 40n). (38)
Sp(R)

Thus to compute the Hellinger distance H2(fy, f2) between two densities, we
can instead compute the Hellinger distance H?(1/1,%2) of their G-transforms.
In contrast, there is no explicit way to express the Hellinger distance in terms
of characteristic functions. And no such connection exists between the total
variation distances of densities and G-transforms.

The G-transform does have some disadvantages compared to the Fourier
transform. It is a non-linear transformation (and therefore not a true transform),
and it does not behave well with respect to convolution. For our purposes,
however, the advantages listed above outweigh these problems.

In practice, it is not aways easy to control the Hellinger distance directly, and
one often focuses on the Kullback-Leibler divergence instead. The two quantities
are related through the well known inequality

H2(f1,f2) < E[log QE;{;

For G-transforms, the following analog holds, which clarifies our interest in G-
conjugates:

] for X ~ fi.

2 i (T) oo (1)
) < B|RLos 2 | 28] Los 2
where Log stands for the principal branch of the complex logarithm. In fact, in
this article we will need a further generalization, where 12 does not need to be
a G-transform of a density.

2
] for T ~ F},

Proposition 1 (Kullback-Leibler inequality for G-transforms). Let ¢; be the
G-transform of an absolutely continuous distribution Fi on S,(R), and let o
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be an integrable function S,(R) — C. Then

H? (41, 10) < U

Sp(R)

(o) (T) dT — 1] . E[mog zgi]

¥u(T) r
a(T)

for T ~ F}f, where Log stands for the principal branch of the complex logarithm.

+2‘[|w2ﬂﬁdT5-EHSI@g
Sp(R)

Proof. We can write

H2 (1, ) = | [n|(T) + |02)(T)| — b1 23> — 91?0/ dT

Sp(R)
. ’ (1) | B(T)
= | (T)] = 1| +2 - [w%%T)+w®%T)thde
Js,(®) ) ! !
Sp(R)
e 1 " 1/2
= | Jwelcrn - 1] + 21 - ére{ i/z(?}wl(T)dT]
Js,(®) ) Js, @) ! )
[ ] 1 T
= o |(T)| — 1 +2[1— (xp{—2%L0gZTT§}
s, (R) ) JIs, (®) ’
T
- cos (;%Log Z;ET;)W1|(T) dT].

Now using the inequality — cos(z) < —1 + 4/2|z| that holds for any x € R. The
last quantity is bounded as

Y1(T)
¥2(T)

1
< [ w2|(T)—1] —I—Q[l— exp{—QﬁﬁLog
Sp(R) Sp(R)

Y1 (T)
V2(T)

Honlimyar |

2o

1
+2 Jexp {—2%Log
Sp(R)

In the second term, use 1 —z < —log(x) for > 0, while in the third term, use
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain

Y1 (T)
Y2(T)

1
< [ | |(T)| — 1] —2log |exp {28‘%L0g
Sp(R) Sp(R)

Honliryar
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Y1 (T)
Yo (T)

+2 fexp {?RLog Z;Eg o1 |[(T) dT>.

Sp(R)

}¢uufvd1é SLog

Now use Jensen’s inequality in the second term and the algebraic identity
exp{—RLog 1 (T)/P2(T)} = |¢2|(T)/|¢1|(T) in the third term to obtain

1 (T)
Yo(T)

<[wmﬂ+%mg | () dT

Sp(R) Sp(R)

H|M®M%SM%£%wmﬂa

Sp(R) Sp(R)
as desired. O

Let us now compute the G-transform of the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble
and the normalized Wishart distribution, which will be needed in our proofs.
The density of a GOE(p) matrix over S,(R) is

1 1 9
Jaor(X) = gy e { - Tt X }- (3.9)
271 g1
To compute its G-transform, we will make use of the fact that the elements

of a GOE(p) matrix are independent to reduce the expression to a product of
characteristic functions.

Proposition 2. The G-transform of the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble density
on Sp(R) is
2p(3p+1)

Yaor(T) = —5r exp{ — 4trT2}.
Y

Proof. From Equation (3.9), fé/gE is proportional to the density of the v/2 GOE(p)
distribution, so it is integrable. Therefore, we can apply Equation (3.3) to find
that

r‘
1/2 1 . 1/2
Yae(T) = e exp { — i tr(TX) }E5p(X) dX
2 4
i Js,®)
r\
1 , 1.
= — T G exp { —itr(TX)— -tr X } dX
278 w8 8
Js, (r)
r‘
1 < 1S,
= D sGiD exp{ — 2 Z T Xp — 1 Z X1
2751 s e k<l k<l

p 1 p p
—1 Z Ty Xk — 3 Z X;zk} Hkaz
k=1 k=1

k<l
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exp {—1 X7

= —or 1_[ exp{ — QiTlekl} l} dX

R

47

£ exp {_lXI%k}
: exp{ — (T Xik (————— d Xy

pBBp+1l) p

= % 1_[ E[exp { - \/giTklZ}] ﬁ E[exp{ - 2iTka}]
T 8 k<l k=1

for Z ~ N(0,1). The characteristic function of a N(0, 1) is exp(—t2/2), so
p(Bp+1) p

2 p
= i nexp { — 4T,§l} exp { — 2T,§k}
T™ 8 k< 1

k=
p(3p+1)
s 2
AiigiTT'GXI){ —2trT }.
T 8
Squaring this result yields the desired expression for ¥goxg. O

In particular, we see that |)gog| is the density of a GOE(p)/4 distribution,
or in other words that GOE(p)* = GOE(p)/4. In particular the Gaussian or-
thogonal ensemble is its own G-conjugate, up to a constant factor.

Let us now compute the G-transform of the normalized Wishart distribution.
Unlike the GOE(p) case, the elements of the matrix are not independent, but
the elements of its Cholesky decomposition are. By being careful about complex
changes of variables, we can reduce the computation of the G-transform to the
computation of characteristic functions of the Cholesky elements.

Proposition 3. Letn = p—2. Then the G-transform of the normalized Wishart
distribution v/n[ Wy(n, I,/n) — I,] density on S,(R) is given by
n+p+1
4T 2
I, +i—

n

Ynw(T) = Cy, pexp {22\/5 tr T}
with
Cpp =

2p('rL;r2P) I—\IQJ (n+i7+1) .
Ty (3)
Proof. Recall the notation m = n — p — 1 used throughout this article. The
density of a Y ~ W, (n, I,/n) distribution is
n 1Y >0
fw(Y) = #

2%T,(3)

2
If we do a change of variables X = 4/n(Y — I,,), so that Y = I, + X/4/n and

p 1 p
Ild”j:;gﬁggIIdXﬁ’

1<) 1<)

we see that the normalized Wishart distribution 1/n[Wy(n, I,/n) — I,] has den-

p(p+1) p(p+1)
T 2 I

exp{ - EtrY}|Y|%.
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sity
p(nt+m)
n X
fw(X) = ooy 1[1 +>0]
251, (3) | Vn
n X X |7
-exp{ - Etr [Ip—l—T]} v (3.10)
. 1/2 . . 1 ntptl_ptl .
Notice that fy,~ is proportional to exp{—tr([2L,]7'Y)}|Y|"% T, 80 it
must be proportional to the density of a matrix gamma distribution G, (%pﬂ, %Ip)

when %pﬂ > p—;l, i.e. n = p— 2. In particular, it must be integrable. As fyw

was obtained by a linear change of variables from fy, f;/VZV must be integrable
too, that is

W (X)dX < oo, (3.11)
Sp(R)
Therefore, we can apply Equation (3.3) to obtain

1
N (@) = — | oo {=i0@x) ARG (0 ax
29— 1
5, (®)
771 E ir(TX) el (X
— ——aer Bl {- it(0x) F ()

227
p(n— 2)F2 (ﬂ) n X X m
= WE[eXp {—ztr(TX) + Ztr I:Ip+\/ﬁ:|} Ip+

ZL
)
If we rewrite the expectation in terms of Y = I, + X/4/n, this last expression
equals
p(n=2)

= %Mexp (z\ftr T) [etr{(—i\/ﬁT +ZIP)Y}|Y|_T] . (3.12)
m™T 4 n

Since T is real symmetric, there must be a spectral decomposition T = ODO?
with O real orthogonal and D real diagonal. As OY O has the same distribution
as Y, namely W, (n, I,/n), we can rewrite Equation (3.12) as

p(n—2)
ry (% "
= Wz(sz exp (ivntrT)E [etr{(—i\/ﬁD +ZIP>Y}|Y|_4] . (3.13)

Now, since Y is positive-definite it has a Cholesky decomposition Y = U'U
with U upper-triangular. According to Bartlett’s theorem [see Muirhead, 1982,
Theorem 3.2.14], all the elements of U are independent, the diagonal elements
have the distribution U7, ~ x2_, 41/n and the upper diagonal elements have
Ui ~ N(0,1/n) for k < I. Since
I L n
tr [( —i/nD + :)Y] -y (— ivnD + Z.rp)ij,’dUlj

Jiksl
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& n
= 2 (— i\/ﬁDkk + Z)Ufk
I<k
and |Y| = []¢_, UR., we have by independence and Equation (3.13) that
(n—2) 1
25T TR (2 P
= WMQXP ivntrT HE[exp { ( —i/nDyy, + n)Ufk}]
T4 nos I<k 4
P

11 E[exp { (= ivaDu, + Z)U,fk}(U,fk)‘T] . (3.14)
k=1

We will now compute these expected values in several steps. For a given 1 <
kE<p,let

OF E[@XP { (= iviDik + Z)T,fk}:rk‘,f] . (3.15)

- 2 2 -
Since Tj;;, ~ X _p41/n and m = n —p — 1, we have

n—k+1

o0
= —iv/nD 7) —m
@ 27171;“11(“75“) Lexp{( inv/nDyy + 1 a:}x i
LpE el exp { — gx}dx

n—k+1 @0
R —— exp{—(z +\/ﬁDkkz‘)x}x”‘2’“ﬁ”—1dx (3.16)
)

Consider the truncated integrands

n—2k+p+3

ha(z) = exp {— (% + \/ﬁDkki>x}x41]l[O <x < M].

Clearly this sequence is dominated by the integrable positive function h,

|har ()] < h(z) = exp{ _ nx}xH1

4
[ o - (1)

r <n—2k+p+3> “ o
Therefore, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem and Equation (3.16),

n—2k+p+3
1

4

n—k+1 M
n 2 n n—2k 3
@ = — e ]Vl[im exp { (Z + \/ﬁDkki>x}x TR gy
9= F(ﬂ;) —0
2 0

By the change of variables z = (% + \/ﬁDkki)x, this can be rewritten
2M 4 /Dy Mi

ekl n—2k+p+3

2> (2 4 /nDpi) ° P
(i—k+?/7 ) lim | e 2z Tty (3.17)
2#F(nfk+1) M—o0
2 0
To compute this integral, we use a contour argument. Consider the closed path

C = Cy + Cy + C3 given by C; a path from 0 to "TM, Cs a path from % to
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Y
oM\ \/RDyy Mi

Cs

4 C2
C1

N

>
0 ni\l T

Fic 2. Contour C = C1 + Co + C3 when Dy = 0. The diagram is mirrored around the x axis
when Dy < 0.

% + v/nDyMi and finally C3 a path from % + A/nDyiMi to 0. A diagram
is provided as Figure 2.
. n—2k,4+p+371

Ask<p,z—e”
Therefore

z is entire and its integral over C' must be zero.

oM 4 /nDyk Mi

lim e_zzn—2k4+p+3_1dz_r <n—2k+p+3>
M- 4

(2 ++/nDr Mi oAl
. ., n—2k+p+3 . n—2k+p+3
= lim e *z g Ydz — e " E: Ldx
M—o0
Jo 0
r M +/nDyy M
. _ n—2k+p+3 _ . _ n—2k+p+3
= lim e Fz 1 ldz| = lim ez 14 ldz
M—wo M—0
Je, ag

_nM
Do a change of variables z = % +y+/nDyMi, so that y = m is real on

the path. It yields

1
n—2k+p+3
£

M |\ nM
= \/n|Dyi| lim o | | e VDM [ +y\/ﬁDkkMi] dy
M—0 ¢ 1 4
0
1
n %,1 no2kipt3
<VnD| | |+ yVnDexi dy - Hm ———.
M—0 e 4

0
This last integral is finite, since it is continuous on a bounded interval. Therefore
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the limit is zero and by Equation (3.17) and the previous expression,

k
n +1]_"(% _ n—2k+p+3

e T

Going back to (3.14), let us now consider the expectations in the second
products. For fixed 1 <1 < k < p, let

=E[GXP{(—i\/ﬁDkk+ Z)Tfk}] (3.19)

Since Tj2, ~ x3/n,

© -2 [or{(- e )
0
_ @Lexp {_ (% + i\/ﬁDkk>x}\}Edaﬂ. (3.20)

Consider the truncated integrands

har(z) = exp {— (% + i\/ﬁDkk)x}\;E]l[Al/[ << M] . (3.21)

We see that they are dominated by a positive, integrable function h(x),

|hM(yc)|<h(;v)=e\/§, Joh( )dx—2\/;<oo

Therefore, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem and Equation (3.20), we
conclude that

(®)= \/;]Vlllgloojexp +szkk) }\F

A complex change of variables z = (Z + z\/ﬁDkk)x yields
oM 4 \/nDy Mi

\/;( HID’C’O %Miﬁloo e FNzdz (3.22)

\/ﬁDkk
i+

Let’s compute this integral again using a contour mtegration argument Consider
the contour C' = C7 + Cq + C3 + Cy given by C1 a line from 77 to * 4 , C5 aline

from ”M to ”M +/nDgrMi, C3 a line from ”M +/nDyMi to 357 + ‘fD’“’“

and C4 a line from VivaRs f]\?”‘z to 137- A dlagram is provided as Figure 3.
Since z — e~ #/4/z is holomorphic away from zero,

2M 4 /nDy Mi oM 4 /nDppMi (M2
lim e ?/zdz — /7| = lim e ?/zdz— | e/ rdx
M—o0 M —o0
n , Dy . n , Dy . .
T+t T+t T
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TN
oM | /nDy Mi
Cs
n A Co
4M
Dy
M
Cy
N
0 n 4 M
I 1 "4 T

Fic 3. Contour C = C1 + C2 + C3 + C4 when Dy = 0. The diagram is mirrored around the
z axis when Dy < 0.

r‘
= lim e ?/Nzdz+ | e 7/ zdz
M—o0
Jo, Ca
(22t +v/nDik M P
< Nl{im e/ zdz |+ e/ zdz
—00
Juu i+ Lk

By changes of variables z = % + yv/nDyMi and z = 57 + y%i on the
two respective integrals, we get
1

. M ey’\/ﬁDkkMi
= \/E|Dkk‘ J\}lmoo M %dy
— 1 .
¢ [% + y\/ﬁDkkMz]
1 VD
yYDkk ;
+ \/ﬁ|Dkk| lim —5 ¢ 1 dy
M—o Meam n Nk
0 [m YT Z]
1
1 . vV M
< v/n| Dy dy - lim —

N|=

MﬁOOe 4

0 ‘% + y\/ﬁDka’
1

1

T+ yv/nDyyi

. 1
+ /1| Dy N}lgloo et

dy

1
2

0
_1
Since |§ +yy/nDyyi = (T—Z + anD,%k) " is continuous on [0, 1], a bounded

_1
‘ 2
interval, we conclude that the integrals are finite and that the limits are zero.
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Therefore, by Equation (3.22),

_ \/E (%+ MDM)*? (3.23)

Recall the definitions of @ and at Equations (3.15) and (3.19). Combining

both Equations (3.18) and (3.23) into the expression for 1?11\1/\?\/ at Equation (3.14)
provides

p(n—2)

1_‘2 n n n 1
1/2 ) 3
N (T) = Wp(n(m{ exp {Z\ftrT} I \E(4 + z\/ﬁDkk)
<k
P %F("Qki*g n _n-2kip+s
4
— nD z)
U n— k+1 (TL k+1) (4+\/> kk
p(w 2)F2 n P n— k+1+k 1 op F(%
5 .
= ety p( +m) H 71 k+1 H T n—k+1 €xXp {Z\/E‘BI"T}
T 5 k=1 k=1 (=)
p n—2k+p+3  k—1
2
H (* - \ﬁDkkO
p<2n+p+1> P (n 2k+p+3  ntptl
p(2ntp+1) . . | ;
- 2P<n+2) £E D) n n k+1) exp {Z\/ﬁtrT}’4Ip + z\/ﬁT‘
= 2

But by Muirhead [1982 Theorem 2.1.12],
) (M) p(z7 1) IEI r (7L+])+1 + %)
1:[ n k+1) - p(p 1 1_[ F( ) - Fp( ) )

so by taking a n/4 factor out of the determinant, we find that

p(n+2p) n+p+1 _ntptl
1/2 25T T, (M) { } 4T |7
T) = — expivntrT p|I, +i—
NW( ) 7Tp(p4+1)771p<p8+1) le;/Q (g) \f
Squaring this result yields the desired expression for {nw. O

By Proposition 3, when n > p — 2 the G-conjugate of a normalized Wishart
distribution must have a density on S,(R) given by

g 2 (ntptly 1672

onw (1) = o0 L2, +
T(;l)n(zl) Fp( ) :

(3.24)

2
As mentioned in the paragraph following Equation (3.4), the G-conjugate of
a x2/n distribution is a scaled tn/2- Thus, by analogy, Equation (3.24) should
be represent some kind of generalization of the t distribution to the real sym-
metric matrices. Matrix-variate generalizations of the ¢ distribution have been
investigated in the past, but not for symmetric matrices. Hence it appears the

concept is new.
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This motivates us to propose in Section 4 a candidate for a symmetric matrix
variate t distribution. Using that definition, the G-conjugate to the normalized
Wishart could then be regarded as the ¢ distribution with n/2 degrees of freedom
and scale matrix I,,/8, which we denote T;,/5(,/8). But regardless of its name,
this distribution will play a key role in our results about the middle-scale regime
asymptotics of Wishart matrices, and will be investigated in depth in Section
4.

4. The symmetric matrix variate t distribution

In Section 3, Equation (3.24), we proved that when n > p — 2, the G-conjugate
of the normalized Wishart distribution /n[W,(n, I,/n) — I,] has density on
Sp(R) given by

p(nt2p) Fg (%PH) 1672 -
() = e Ty [ "

Two remarks are in order. First, we are unaware of any matrix calculus tools
that could let us integrate this expression directly. Thus, the mere fact that
this expression integrates to unity, a consequence of being the G-conjugate of
another distribution, seems remarkable.

Second, when p = 1, this is the ¢,/ /8 distribution. Thus, as we mentioned
while discussing Equation (3.24), it is natural to interpret this distribution as the
parametrization of some generalization of the ¢ distribution to S,(R), the space
of real-valued symmetric matrices. The purpose of this section is to propose
a candidate definition for such generalization, as well as prove several results
concerning the normalized Wishart G-conjugate.

To the best of our knowledge, no extension of the ¢ distribution to symmetric
matrices has ever been proposed. However, a non-symmetric matrix variate ¢
distribution has been thoroughly investigated in the literature — see Gupta and
Nagar [1999, Chapter 4] for a thorough summary. Several definitions exist. For
our purposes, we say that a p x ¢ real-valued random matrix 7' has the matrix
variate t distribution with v degrees of freedom and ¢ x ¢ positive-definite scale
matrix € if it has density

]_—\p(u+p-£q—1> i TQ*th 71/4»1’3‘171
Q78| + —— .

14

It is not exactly clear what should be the proper analog of this distribution
for symmetric matrices. But it would be elegant if the degrees of freedom of
Equation (4.1) were to be exactly n/2, as in the univariate case. Thus, the
following definition seems natural.

Definition 2 (Symmetric matrix variate ¢ distribution). We say a real sym-
metric p x p matrix T has the symmetric matrix variate ¢ distribution with
v = p/2 — 1 degrees of freedom and p x p positive-definite scale matrix €,
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denoted T, (), if it has density

v+(p+1)/2
2

an(Q) (T) o« Ip +

v

TQlT’

With this definition, the G-conjugate to the normalized Wishart distribution,
whose density is given by Equation (4.1), is the T3, 5(1,,/8) distribution on Sp,(R).

In fact, since Equation (4.1) integrates to one, we can deduce the normaliza-
tion constant of Definition 2. For an arbitrary degrees of freedom parameter v,
imagine the density |[¢)nw| of the G-conjugate of a normalized Wishart distribu-
tion with n = 2v > p— 2. By virtue of being a G-conjugate, it must integrate to
unity. Then from the change of variables T' = Q1501 /+/8 which has Jacobian

dT = S_WM\_%IdS, we see that

—
Il

1 Q-i8Q7
Inwl(T)dT = — e —— |1¥ ()dS
lonw](T) Y e lonwl 75

4
Sp(R) Sp(R)

v—1)12 [ v+(p+1)/2
= T 200 priD €
2

voa Iy (v)

v+(p+1)/2
2

ds.

I, +

SQ_lS‘_

Sp(R)
Thus we must have
21,(,,,1)F}2) <y+(p2+1)/2> o TO1T _ vty
fr, @) (T) = —5 e Q7% |1, + ’
oz voa I, (v)
It would be interesting to see if this distribution satisfies the properties we would
expect of a t distribution, to ensure our guess is the “correct” one. However, this
would take us too far away from the topic of this article. Instead, we will focus
in the rest of this section on proving results about T}, 5(1,/8), the G-conjugate
to the normalized Wishart distribution.
Our first result will concern the asymptotic expansion of its normalization
constant. We mention that this constant is the same as the C, j, term appearing

in the expression of the G-transform of the normalized Wishart in Proposition
3.

(4.2)

Lemma 1. The normalization constant of the T, 5(1,/8) distribution

p(n+2p) 2 (n+p+l
C _ 2 2 FP (n Z ) (4 3)
P T p(p+l)  p(p+l) T (ﬁ) :
Tz on o4 p\2
has, for every K € N, the asymptotic expansion

p(3p+1) 1K+1 k42

_ 1 1[keven] p
Cno = —557m eXp{ 5,; k(k+1)(k+2) nF

K+1 k+1 K+3

1 1421k

1 [keven] p +0(p ) .
4 Z k(k+1) nk

k=1
as n — o with p/n — 0.
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Proof. By Stirling’s approximation applied to logT', as well as Muirhead [1982,
Theorem 2.1.12], we find that

i—1

-1 p
logT'p(z) = % log T + 2 10gI‘<x — 2)
i=1

S0 D iggr s 3 (o= G e (o 15

i=1
i—1 1 1
—( -5 )+210g27r+0(x)]

1 -1
Lp—’— )10g7r+§10g27px+Lp4 )

p . .
) 1—1 p
+i; (x 2> og (x 2 > + -
as ¢ — o0. Thus

1 1
2logT, (TH—ZH_ ) —logI', (g) = ngﬂ—l— glogQ

p(p+3) & (m+p+l n+p+1 i—1
_ —il1 _
1 +i:21 2 Yoy 2

as n — o with p/n — 0, and so by Equation (4.3),

3p+1 1 3
log Cyp — p(3p + )logz_p(p+ )logﬂ_p(p+ )
' 4 4
1< ‘ 2i—p—3
+ 3 ;(n — 22—p—1]) log<1 - n)
18 ) i—1
5; n —1i)log 1—7 +o(1). (4.4)
Let us now focus on the two sums in this expression. Recall that for any k > 1,
2 3
—log(l—aﬁ)=$+%+§+---+%+O(Jck+l) as ¢ — 0, (4.5)
even for negative x. Therefore,

1

1
72 n—1i log(1—>
i=1

l\D
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liiK‘f‘l (Z—l)k L0 pK+4
24/ knk nk+2

18, 1S fim-1 0\ (i—1)* pE+3 p
- 52(2_1)+§Z Z <k:—1_k) nk +O<’FLK+1 )

plp—1) 1 iK“ i-1 1\ (i=DF R
= —  — 3 - o

4 2 k(k+1) k nk ni+1

—1 K+1 K+3
p(p—l) 1 1 K k41
ZT—a;WZf "Z nkZ”O e
-1 i=

Now let By denote the Bernoulli numbers, with the convention By = 5. Faul-
haber’s formula provides
(p— 1) 1 KAl 1 1 k2

A E . E Biio i (p—1)!
4 Lk(krnF ke A t(p=1)
K+1 k+1 K+3
1 1 1 »
oY == Bia(p-1)! ).
2 kzlknk k+1 = k1 (p—1) +O(nK+1>

But by the binomial theorem, % = ”Z—Zz —(k+ 2)%—:1 +o(1), (p;# =
k+1

P—— +o(1) and (p;ikl)’ =0(1) for any 1 <! < k. Thus

_ pp—1) 1 I (k+2 By pFt2 — (k+2)pht!
EEEP) [<k+2> e+ 1) (k+2) nF

4 2 =
k+2 Bl pk+1
k+1) k(k+1)(k+2) nk

1 KAl k+1 K+3
k+1 B
- - Z * 0o P4 o(l)| +o P .
k+1) k(k+1) nk ni+1

Using that BO =1and B; = %, we obtain

+ 0(1)]

_plp-1) }Kil 1 prt?
4 2 A k(k+1)(k+2) n*

K41 k+1 K+3
1 1 p P
- ;1 REET) oF +o<nK+1). (4.6)
The analysis of the other sum of Equation (4.4) is similar but more involved,

as we must distinguish the cases where p is even and where p is odd. We find,
from Equation (4.5) again, that

1L . 2i—p—3
2Z(n—[21—p—1])10g<1—n>
1L p—3 1< 2i—p—3
75; 2i—p— 1)10g<1n ) 2§n10g< Y >



Chételat and Wells/Mid-scale Wishart asymptotics 23

1& Kl 2i—p—3)F 1 & "F(2i—p—3)k pE+4
—QQ(QZ‘p‘U;W‘zZ”ZWW(w)
= =1 =1 k=1
1 1 & & 2i-p—1 2i—p—3\ (2i—p—3)*
=— 2i—p—3) + = _
2;1“19 Hzék_l( k ] ) 2

I
=
+

1 & & 20— L 2) @2i—p-3)* pK+s
22 Z k—i—l % nk to nk+1

k=1

| K+ 1 . ) )
1 +1 1 +1 +1
p+ Z k(k+1)n* [( —p—1) + (—p+ +§ p—3) ]
&1 & X Lo . pK+3
+ % [(—P—l) + (—p+1)F + ) (2i-p-3) }Jro(nml). (4.7)
k=1 i=3

At this point, it is simpler to analyze the cases where p is even and odd sepa-
rately. If p is odd, define ¢ = (p—3)/2 and observe that by Faulhaber’s formula,

q
(2i—p—3)! = [1 (-1) l] 3 (23!
=1
I+

1[l even] I+
= Z ( )Bl+1—s 214175 (2¢)°.

I+l =

8

3

3

k+1

o(1), @ p

nk T~ nk

By the binorrllial theorem, % = pnT —3(k+2) PZ:
o(1) and (iqk) = o(1) for 1 <1 < k. Moreover,
(=p=D*  (—p+1)FTL (—p)Ft!

e e - +0(1) (4.8)
and
(—p—1"* _ (=p+1)*
Sl = SR — o), (4.9
Thus, for odd p, Equation 4.7 equals
1 K

1 k+2\ By pFt? —3(k+2)pkt!
—p+= Y | 4 1[kodd
PT3 ,;1 k(k+1)[+ L ]<k+2> kt2 nF

]{3+2) 2B, pk+1 (_p)k+1

1[kodd] <k+1 k+2 nk +2 n
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1 K+1 1 k+1 By pk+1 pK+3
= — | 1[k even — D|+o| ==
T3 g k[ ]<k+1 k+1 nk @ nk+1
Moreover,

2(—p)F 1 — 31[k odd] p* ! + 1[k odd] p*** + 1[k even] p*+!

= —1[keven] p*+t.
Thus,
L1 KZJT 1[k odd] p’“r 17 1k even] ph+1 pi+3 (4.10)
-r (k1) (k+2) nk ) nk \nkr1 )

When p is even, let ¢ = (p — 2)/2 and observe that by Faulhaber’s formula,

i(%—p—i’))l = [H—(—l)l] Zq:(Qi — 1)t = 21[leven] (Z 7 — Z )

i=3 i=1 i=1
1[leven] O /141 s s
= % Z ( s )Bl+1—s (2- 2!+t ) (29)°.
s=1
. . 2q)F+2 k+ 9g)k+1
But by the binomial theorem, ‘Qk = pn— — 2(k+2) (1), % =

Pf;l + 0o(1) and (%)L = o(1) for 1 <1 < k. If we apply Equatlons (4.8)—(4.9),
then Equation (4.7) becomes

K+1 k+2 k+1
1 1 k+2\ (2 — 1)By pF+2 — 2(k + 2)ph+
—p+=> ———|1
PF3 k; k(k+1)[ [k odd] (k+2> ki+2 nk
k+2\ (2 — 2) By pFt?
1[k =2l 1
[ odd] <k+1) k+2 nk +o(l)

K
1 1 E+1Y\ (2 —1)Bg pFtt pl+3
sz[ [keven] <k+1)k+1 e o) | +ol Ui )
Moreover,

2(—p)**t — 21[kodd] p" ! + 1[keven] p* ! = —1[keven] p" 1.
Thus again,
1K+

k dd k+2 K""l k k+1 K+3
Zkk ° r__- even] +0<p ) (4.11)

+1)(k+2) nk kzk:—i—l nk nki+1

which is the exact same result as in the odd p case (see Equation 4.10). Plugging
Equations (4.6) and (4.10)—(4.11) in Equation (4.4), we obtain

1 K+ k42
p(3p+1) plp+1) 1[keven] p
logCpp= 2P ¥ ) 1009 PPT D 1o =
08 Hnop L % 2 Z k(k+1)(k+2) nk
1A+ 21[keven] pF+! pi+3
4 Z k(k+1) nk T O\nET1

as desired. 0O
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Thus the constant C, ,, is closely related to the normalization constant of the
GOE(p) distribution 2PGr+1)/4 /7p(p+1)/2,

We now turn our attention to the study of the asymptotic moments of a
T, /2(I,/8) distribution. We first remind the reader of some classic results. For a
Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble matrix Z ~ GOE(p), a moment-based approach
to Wigner’s theorem states that for any k € N, its k" moment satisfy

k
lim E[l tr (i) ] = Cy2l[keven],

p—o | p AP
where Cp = %H(Qkk) is the k' Catalan number. In fact, Anderson et al.

[2010, section 2.1.4 on p.17] show that the variance of the k" moment satisfies
: 1 k] —
pll)nolC Var[; tr(Z/\/p)¥] = 0, so we really have
1 Z \Fk L2
—tr (—) — Cyalkeven
» /P k2 1[ ]
as p — .

Now, what do we know about the moments of T,/5(1,/8)7 By symmetry,
E[tr Tk'] = 0 for odd k, but it is much less clear what happens for even k. It
turns out that in many ways, if T' ~ T}, 5(1,/8) then 4T ~ T}, 5(21;,) mimics the
Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble results outlined above, especially when p/n — 0
as n — 00. We have the following result.

Theorem 2. Let ke N and T ~ T,,5(1,/8). If p/n — c € [0,1), the moments of
T satisfy the asymptotic bounds E[tr T?*] = O(p**1) and E[tr? T*| = O(p**+?)
as n — oo. In fact, for any k € N,

1 4T \F 12
—tr (—) L, Cpj21[k even]
P \\P
as n,p — o0 with p/n — 0, where Cj, = k%rl(zkk) is the k' Catalan number.

Although our proof will rely on the close relationship between the Wishart
and the ¢ distribution, it is worthwhile to step back and think why a T}, 5(21})
should behave like a GOE(p) when p/n — 0. One good reason might be the
classic result that as n — oo, the density of a ¢ distribution converges pointwise
to a standard normal density. Thus, we might think that as long as p does not
grow too fast, in some aspects the symmetric ¢ distribution should behave like
a GOE(p).

In the context of the proof, it will prove useful to use the notion of power sum
symmetric polynomials. For any integer partition k = (k1,...,Kq) in decreasing
order k1 = -+ = Ky > 0, define its associated power sum polynomial to be

r(Z) =ﬁtrZ’”. (4.12)

The norm of the partition x is |k| = K1 + -+ 4+ Kg > 0, which should not be
confused with its length ¢(x) = ¢ (number of elements).

By convention, we will assume there also exists an empty partition @ = ()
with length ¢(@) = 0, norm |@] = 0 and power sum polynomial r4(Z) = 1.
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Let’s now turn to the proof of the theorem. The odd moments of the T,, ;5(1,,/8)
moments are zero by symmetry, so it makes sense to focus on the even moments
E[tr T%] and the square moments E[tr2 Tk]. Our first step in the proof is to
express these in terms of expectations of power sum polynomials of an inverse
Wishart Y~ ~ W (n, I,/n), where by power sum polynomials we mean ex-
pressions like at Equation (4.12). Recall the useful shorthand m =n —p — 1.

Lemma 2. LetT ~ T, /5(I,/8). Then for any k € N, whenever n is large enough
s0 that n = p + 16k + 6, we can compute the 2k™ moment of T by

—1 k = m
E[trT%] = ( k) Wn ’ exp {fﬁtrY}‘Y‘ 4
n 27T, (5) 4
p Y>0
(?s &s (75 n m
: exp {fftr(YJrX)} Y+X|% ‘ dy
il 1~2~77;2k aSXiliQk aSXigiQ aSXizil 4 } | X=0
(=1)* 1) 1
== >3 b (n,m, p) E[re(Y )] (4.13)
|k|<2k
and its squared k™ moment by
_1)k n% n m
B2 7+] = . -5y}
[tr ] > 5% (%) exp 1 tr | |
Y>0
P
(95 (95 as as aS a8
0T 05X 05X ey 05X jag 0sXivin 05 Xigin 0sXiniy
J1s--dk
ep {7 u(V+X)jy+x[T]  ay
X=0
(-1 .
= Z b,(f)(n,m,p)E[r,g(Y Y], (4.14)
|k|<2k+1
forY =1 ~ ng(n,Ip/n) and some b,(gl), b,(f). These b,(.gl), b,(f) are polynomials in

n, m,p, indexed by integer partitions k, whose degrees satisfy deg b,(.gl) <2k+1-
q(k) and deg b < 2%k +2— q(k). The sums are taken over all partitions of the
integers K satisfying |k| < 2k and || < 2k + 1 respectively, including the empty
partition.

Proof. Let fnyw and ¥nw stand for the density and the G-transform of a nor-
malized Wishart matrix 4/n[W,(n, I,/n) —I,,]. In the proof of Proposition 3, we

concluded at Equation (3.11) that fé/vzv had to be integrable when n > p—2, as
its integral was proportional to a multivariate gamma function. Let R(X) = —X

be the flip operator. Since f;/vzv is integrable, fﬁr/\?v o R must be integrable as well,
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and so their convolution fyy 12 ( 12 R) is well-defined and integrable.

At Equation (3.1) at the start of Section 3, we defined our notion of Fourier
transform for integrable functions on S,(R). Define the map ¢ : S,(R) —
RP(P+1)/2 that maps a symmetric matrix to its vectorized upper triangle, and
let 7:S,(R) — Sp(R) be the map

ox i
T
jj if¢=1.

Then in terms of the usual Fourier transform on RP(P+1)/2

FUNT) =257 F{f o7 } (1o m(T)).
This close relatlonbhlp transfer properties to our Fourier transform on S,(R).
We will need three.

1. For any integrable function f, we have F{f o R} = F{f}.

2. (Convolution) For any two integrable functions f; and fo, we have F{f *

p  pp+1)
fo} = 2875 F{f L F{fa)

3. (Fourier inversion) For any continuous integrable f with integrable Fourier
transform ¢, we have

p(p

FX) = — | v TNTy aT = FioH(-X),

2zm
Sp(R)
for all X € Sp(R).

These properties are important for the following. Since fxw is real-valued, prop-
erties 1 and 2 provide

27%7771»@:1)}_{ 111/\}2\] ( 1/2 oR)} { 1/2} { 1/2 oR}

= FUGIFURY = o¥aoi = [l

But then, since |¢nw| is integrable (in fact, to unity), the Fourier inversion
formula yields that

Vs (filn o R)(X) = | €T (T)| dT. (4.15)
Sp(R)
Thus we might say the characteristic function of the T, /5(1,/8) distribution is
given by fliI/V2V * ( 111/\231 o R). It is well known that the derivatives of the character-
istic function of a distribution evaluated at zero provide its moments, up to a
constant. This suggests we should try to repeatedly differentiate f\jy 12 ( 12 oR)
at zero to compute E[tr 7%*] and E[tr? T*], our ultimate goal.

Unfortunately, the convolution is given by an integral whose domain makes
it difficult to directly interchange the differentiation and integration symbols.
Because the integrand is orthogonally invariant, we found it easier to compute
the derivatives at zero by taking a limit over a sequence of decreasing positive-
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definite matrices at both sides instead. In this spirit, define on the open set
{0<X<I } cSp(R ) the real-valued functions

as as 1/2 1/2
Hi(X Z 2 6 R) (vnX)
a XZIZZk 7/37/2 a XZQZI NW ( )
and
H = Z as as aS aS as
2 ”k Z 5 ka 0 Xy 05X gy 0 Xy 0sXigin 0sXini,
1.
J15e 7.7k

1/2 1/2
N (4o R) (Vi X)
for fixed k, p and n. Here ”;; - stands for the symmetric differentiation operator
Us N ij

‘;;U = 1+26” %, as defined in Section 2. The 4/n scaling in the argument
helps link the convolution to an expectation with respect to an inverse Wishart
distribution.

Let’s first relate these functions to the moments of the T),/5(I,/8) distri-

bution. The symmetric differentation operator has the pleasant property that

S tr(XT) = Tj; for any two symmetric matrices X, 7. Thus, for any 1 <
l < 2k and 1ndlces 1 i1,...,199; < p, we find that
Os Os Os ,
s s S Vat(TX)|y, T ‘
e e NW
aSXigli2171 aSXi4i3 aSXigil | |( )
= nl Tizzim—l . 2423 1211 ”@[JNW‘ 4 16)

for all X € S,(R).

We now show that the right hand side (4.15) is integrable. This is not a mere
formality: when p = 1, asking if this expression is integrable is the same as
asking if the ¢ distribution with n/2 degrees of freedom has an [*" moment, and
it is well-known that the ¢ distribution only possesses moments of order smaller
than its degrees of freedom. So the answer is most likely to be positive, but only
for n large enough.

Let us see why. For any symmetric matrix 7',

P
Tl < VAT < TT (14 2(T2) = /11, + 72
i=1
where A1 (T?) = --+ = A\,(T?) = 0 are the ordered eigenvalues of the positive-

definite matrix 72. Thus

nl Ti21i2171 T Ti2i1 W}NW‘(T) ar
Sp(R)
31 _ntp+1
2 4T, 4T;.; 1672 4
_ gcnyp ’ 2021—-1 . 2?1 Ip + dT
4 Vn Vn n

Sp(R)
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%l 1672 _%
n
<7 Cop | 11, + dT
Sp(R)
Lo p(pt1) Lo |-

n 2 n
< a2 Coopnll, + —— dT. 4.17

AC, o, <n - 2l> 2|t Ty (4.17)

Sp(R)

When n — 2] > p — 2, the last integrand is the density of a Tj,/5_;(I,/8)
distribution, so integrates to unity. Thus, when n > p + 4k — 2, the right
hand side of Equation (4.16) is an integrable function for all 1 < I < 2k and
1 <i1,...,i9 < p. By Equation (4.15), and repeated differentiation under the
integral sign justified by the integrability bounds given by Equations (4.16) and
(4.17), we find that

Os Os ,
Hy( Z .. s s ivntr(TX) AT
1 (} Xlllzk ain;;iz (}SXigil € |’L/)NW( )|
ot Sp(R)
= | eV () dT (4.18)
Sp(R)
and
(=1)* p 0 o
2( ) nk: ‘ ' aszljk E) ijjl
Zl:"'vllk
J1s5--50k
0 0
s s s lftr (TX) T
0 Xt 0 Xinty 0 Xinir Meoww (T)]
Sp (R)
= tr2 Tk givntr(TX) W)NW (T) |dT. (4.19)

Sp(R)
for any X € S,(R) and any n > p + 4k — 2.
Now let’s relate H; and Hs to the definition of f1/2 (f1/2 ) as a convolution.

This is where restricting H; and Hs to small positive-definite matrices becomes
useful. By Equation (3.10), the expression is

12 p1/2 1/2 1/2
Nw* (e R)(ViX) = | N (2) (2 = VinX)dz
Sp(R)
Tlnél n m n m
— e [ {- L+ )}y x| T exp - v}y Fay
2% T (%) 4 4
Y+X>0,Y>0
using the change of variables Y = I, + Z/\/n — X with dZ = n"% dY. For
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X > 0, we have 1 Y+X>O Y > 0] = 1[Y > 0], and thus H;, Hy satisty

(9 0 n
Hq( Z 2 : exp {*ftr Y+X }
1 a Xlllzk 1312 0 Xlzll 4 ( )
11 eenyd np Y >0
nz n m
Jyax|® {——tY Y|%ay 4.20
| + ‘ QTFP(%) exp 4 r }’ } ( )
and
8 0
o
0 X]l]k J3J2 asz2j1
Q1,0
.717 7]k
Os Os Os n m
X X X exp {—Ztr(Y+X)}|Y+X|
Y>0
nTp n m
el uvlyfay. 4.21
7, 2

We would now like to interchange the integral and differentiation Signs To do

m

so, we must understand what the repeated derivatives of exp{—7% tr Y}|Y| 4

look like. Differentiating once, we see that:

s n =z
ax exp {—Ztr(Y+X)}|Y+X| g

1911
[ (Y+X)7}, — Z(Ip)ml] exp =7 tr(v+X) f[y+x |
Differentiating twice, we see that:
Os 0Os
0sXiyi

a 1211
TYJFX) (Y+X)7! —

’L3’L

(Y+X); b (Y+X); 1}

1214 22 13 ’L4'Ll

exp {—%tr (Y+X) }|Y+X ¥
m
8

2

+ TG(Y+X) (Y+X)1211 - ﬁ(y—i_X)lus (Ip);il

2
mn n _

- T6<I )2423(Y+X)Z2“ + Tﬁ(lp) :

So in general, it is clear that the repeated derivatives are given by some poly-
nomial in entries of (Y + X)~!, times exp{—% tr(Y + X)}|Y + X|%. We won’t

investigate further the nature of these polynomials beyond remarking that for

’L47.3

(Jp)ml} exp {— 7 r(Y+X) }|Y+X|

1413

any indices 1 < I < 2k and 1 < 41,...,i3 < p, and any symmetric matrices
X,Y € Sp(R), we must have some crude bound
Os 0Os 0s

exp {—Ztr(Y—f—X)}}Y—i—Xﬁ

aSXi21i2171 aSXi4i3 aSXizil
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l
< Z Z ‘a‘js n,m ‘ H | J2t]2t 1|H| Y+X ]2f]2’f 1!
s=0

Je t=s+1
{1,....p}%

- exp {—4tr(Y+X)}‘Y+X|T

for some polynomials a ;s that do not depend on X or Y. We relegate a proof
of this result as Lemma 3 in Section 8. This can be uniformly bounded for all
0< X <I,by

mp

< Cy(n,m,p) Z tr°( )exp{ — %trY}[l +trY] * (4.22)

for some constant Cy (n,m,p) that does not depend on X or Y. But for any
n=p—2andl >0,

mp
4

1
1(n,m,p) Z exp{—ftrY}l—f—trY]

Y >0 np
Lt {—ﬁ Y}|Y|%dY
27T,(3) U4 "

n2 Ci(n,m,p) N +ey] et

27Th(5) S
Y>0 ntptl_ ptl
eXp{—EtrY}|Y| > dYy
n)"ffp(wfl) [ me syl
_(n LB+ ) (|
<2 Ly (5)

for a Y with a matrix gamma distribution G,, ("+£+1 , 21,,). The Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality then entails the bound

< (%) o W E[(l +1trY) z]% E[tr2s(y_1)]% . (4.23)

The first expectation is always finite when n > p — 2. Since tr?*(Y ') can be
written as a sum of zonal polynomials indexed by partitions of the integer 2s, the
results of Muirhead [1982, Theorem 7.2.13] imply that the second expectation
is finite whenever %”H > 2s+ % < n = p+8s—2. Thus, in Equation (4.20)
with [ < k and (4.21) with [ < 2k, whenever n > p + 16k — 2 we are justified
in repeatedly differentiating under the integral sign by the integrability bounds
given by Equations (4.22) and (4.23), and obtain in that case

(=D Z 05 d,
Hy(X) = ~— aX CIX AR (4.24)

112k 1312 1271
Y>0 T15eey8
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n m TL% n m
exp {fztr(Y+X)}|Y+X| R =T (o) P {*ZUY}W’ tdy

Ip(3)
(4.25)
and
(—1)k - 0 0 0
—1
Hy(X) = Z s %o
n* . Z,aszljk 05 Xjsjs s Xjoj
150052k
Y>Oj17---7jk
0Os 0Os Os

n m
exp{——tr(Y+X }Y+X 4
0sXiyi,  O0sXigiy 0sXigi, p{ 4 ( )’ ‘
ey exp {4 wY jy] Tay.

27T,(5)
(4.26)

Let us now look at how H;(X) and Ha(X) behave as X — 0. On one hand,
for any symmetric matrix 7' we have |tr 7% < \/ptr 2% < /p|I, + T%*/2, so
we must have the bounds

N3

(n—4k)+p+1
, kC 16T2 - 4
tr T2k giv/mtr(TX) Il < MCH, I
rT%e [onw (T)| 16°Cy_g1 ak,p|dp +
and

Ak 1672 ,%

tr2Tkei\/ﬁtr(TX)‘wNw(T)‘ gpkin’pcnfélk,p I, +

16 Cn—4k,p

holding uniformly in X. When n —4k > p—2 < n = p + 4k — 2, the right hand
sides are proportional to the density of the G-conjugates of the normalized
Wishart distributions with n — 4k degrees of freedom, so are integrable. Thus,
by the dominated convergence theorem and Equations (4.18) and (4.19),

r\
A (X) = | e B VAT (1) |dT = B[t 7] (4.27)
0<X<I, 0<X<I,
JS,(R)
and
r‘
A Hy(X) = | a2 Tk B VT (1) T = B[n? T (4.28)
0<X<I, 0<X<I,
Js, @)

for T ~ Tn/Q(I/g)
On the other hand, the integrands at Equations (4.25) and (4.26) take a
particularly simple form. Lemma 4 establishes by induction that there must be

polynomials b and 8P in n, m and p with degrees deg b\ <2k +1— q(k)
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and deg b <2 +2— q(k) such that

H{(X) = (-D* Z b (n,m, p)re([Y + X]71) exp {—Ztr(Y—l—X)}

k| <2k
Y>0 np
m n— n m
and
(=D* (2) -1 n
Hy(X) = 25 b2 (m, p)re([Y + X7 exp {5 (Y + X)
n i <2k+1 4
Y>0 'n.p
n m

for any 0 < X < I, and n > p+ 16k — 2. The sums are taken over all partitions
of the integers x satisfying |x| < 2k and |k| < 2k + 1 respectively, including the
empty partition. But for any integer partition x, the bound

re([YV + X e 5500y 4 x [T < wlsl(y1)es Z“Y[1+trY]¥

holds uniformly in 0 < X < I,. Thus for |k| < 2k + 1, the right hand side is
integrable for n > p + 16k + 6, by the same argument as for Equation (4.23).
Thus for such n, by the dominated convergence theorem and Equations (4.29)
and (4.30), we obtain that

lim (—1)* lim B
0<XX_’<011,H1(X>= Y 0<XX_’<OIP Zb,&l)(n,m,p)rﬁ([}/_yx] h
k| <2k
Y>0
n z ns n m
’ Doy + XY+ X|T o e - uy v fay
exp{ 1 tr(Y + }| +X| %L, (2) exp = tr Y|
(_1)k (1) -1
= ) b mp) Blr (YY) (4.31)
|k|<2k
and
lim (—1)k lim
oSt Ho(X) == | xgn D b2 nmpyra([Y + X17)

<2k+1
Y>0 |l <2k+

np

’/l o n-:z n m

1)k -1
Zb (n,m,p)E[r.(Y )], (4.32)

|k|<2k+1
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where Y follows a W, (n, I,,/n) distribution. Combining Equations (4.27)—(4.28)
with Equations (4.31)—(4.32) and Lemma 4 concludes the proof. O

Something remarkable about Lemma 2 is that it provides us with an algo-
rithm to compute the moments of a symmetric ¢ distribution in terms of the
moments of an inverse Wishart matrix. For example, when k£ = 1, repeated
differentiation yields that

P
aS as n m
2 O Xon X, P {—Ztr(Y+X)}|Y+X| 1

1,12

m(m — 2) _o  mn -1, np
=|——tr (Y + X ——tr(Y + X —_—
[ G 1Y + X) 5 r(Y +X)7 + 16

—% tr2(Y + X)_l] exp {—gtr(Y+X)}\Y+X}%. (4.33)

We can recognize tr(Y + X)~2 and tr*(Y + X) as the power sum polynomials
reoy([Y + X]7) and r11)([Y + X]7') in the sense of Equation (4.12), so we
must have bgg = m(m—2)/16, bﬁ)l) =—m/8, bg; = mn/8 and bg) = n?p/16 in
the result of Lemma 4. Hence Lemma 2 really tells us that whenever n > p+ 22,
E[tr T?] for T ~ T,,/5(I,/8) can be expressed as

m(m — 2)

E[trT?%] = — o

— m —
E[trY 2]+8—nE[tr2Y '
np

m -1]
+ SE[trY ] T

(4.34)

where Y ~ W (n, I,/n).

Of course, this also works with square moments and higher k. For example,
the same strategy for, say, square moments with k£ = 2 yields that whenever
n=p+ 38, E[tr?T?] for T ~ T, /5(I,/8) can be expressed as

m (m? — 5m + 10)
16n2
m (m3 —4m? + 20m — 32)
256n2
2
_m(m ;4;” +16) E[trY 2t? Y] + W E[trY %)
m (m2 —2m + 16)
a 64n
m (mp — 2p — 8)
128

m(m — 2)

E[tr* T?] = — ™

E[trY "] + E[trY 2 tr Y]

2
E[tr? Y 2] + —

S E[tr!Y ']

B[y =ty =]+ 7 Bty ]

Tr I 390 I

m (—m + p)
64

_mnp

—1

+ E[trY 2] — E[tr?* Y]

n2p2

256

(4.35)

again where Y ~ W, (n, I,/n).
Unfortunately, as we consider larger orders, the repeated differentiation of
exp{—§trZ}|Z \m/ 4 quickly becomes too cumbersome to perform by hand. But
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at least in theory, we can compute expressions like (4.34) and (4.35) for any
E[tr Tzk] and E[tr2 Tk], and Lemma 2 summarize that fact. That is, using the
Fourier inversion theorem we have reduced the problem of computing moments
of the ¢-distribution 7, 5(I,/8) to that of computing expected power sum poly-
nomials of the inverse Wishart distribution W, Y(n, I,/n), for large enough n.

How can we compute expected power sum polynomials of an inverse Wishart?
There are two approaches in the literature. Letac and Massam [2004] found an
expression in terms of a different basis, the zonal polynomials, which behave
particularly nicely with respect to the inverse Wishart distribution, and whose
expectations have a simple closed form. From this, they provided an algorithm
for computing expected power sum polynomials to arbitrary order. Matsumoto
[2012] found expressions of coordinate-wise moments in terms of modified Wien-
garten orthogonal functions, from which expectations of power sum polynomials
can be computed. We follow the idea of Letac and Massam [2004] in our asymp-
totic analysis.

For any integer partition s, there exist coefficients ¢, » (which depend solely
on x and \) such that

TN(Y_l) = Z C)\C)\(Y_l)
[Al=]x]
for C) the so-called zonal polynomials. For an overview of the topic with a focus
on random matrix theory, see Muirhead [1982, Chapter 7]. The coefficients ¢ x
are explicitly computable. If we follow the normalization of zonal polynomials
of Muirhead [1982], for example, we find that

[re] =1Ca). [7"(2)]_ [1 é] [C@)]_ (4.36)

[r] = [Cwl, ran) 1 1] [Cany

As mentioned, expectations of zonal polynomials with respect to a Wishart or
inverse Wishart distribution take a particularly simple form. From Muirhead
[1982, Theorem 7.2.13 and Equation (18) on p.237], the expected zonal polyno-
mials for Y1 ~ W;l(n,fp/n) are

nlAl

- A) m—i
2P TIILY gt

E[Cy(Y™h)] Cx(Ip)

_ AT (20 — 2X; — i+ j)nw a() Aﬁl pr(—ita) .
O @x; +g(A) — i) L I S )

for A # @, and E[Cy(Y )] = 1. For example, the first few expected zonal
polynomials are

E[C@(Y_l)] =1, E[C(l)(y_l)] = %,
1 2n? -1 1 n? 2

From this, we can exactly compute E[TH(Y_I)] and thus E[tr T%] and E[tr2 Tk],
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as a function of p and n (or m). For example, by Equation (4.36) we find that

Blra(Y ] =1, Efr( )] = 7

n?p (mp —p + 2) Efra (Y] n*p (m + p)

Blra.n (] = m(m—2)(m+1) “m(m=2)(m+1)

and thus, by Equation (4.34), whenever n > p + 38
np (mp +m + 2)

E[trT?] = 6(m—2) (m 1 1) (4.38)

In a similar way, we can compute the expected zonal polynomials and hence,
the expected power sum polynomials of Y ~! for || = 3,4. So from Equation

(4.35), we obtain for n > p + 38 that
2
E[tr? T?| = np (33 932
[0 7] 256 (m —6) (m—2) (m—1) (m+ 1) (m 3\ P TP
+ 5m3p + 4m3 — 3m?p3 + 6m2p? + Im3p + 24m? — 12mp>

— 36mp? + 36mp — 36p>. (4.39)

Of course, this reasoning also works for other k’s. In particular, we essen-
tially derived a (potentially inefficient) algorithm to compute the moments of a
T,/2(I,/8) distribution to arbitrary order on our path to proving this theorem.

At this point, it is worthwhile to realize that Equations (4.38) and (4.39) are
already enough to prove the theorem for small moments. For example, when
n — oo such that p/n — c € [0,1), then m ~ (1 — ¢)n and

m? np? np n 1
E[trT?] = + n N 2
[0 77] (m—2)(m+1) (16m 16m 8m2> 16(1—0o)”

which proves that E[tr 72| = O(p?). In fact,

1 /4T\2 m? 1 p 2 3 2 2
Eftr(—) 1=t ot =t 5+ =
P \\D (m=2)(m+1)\p m m mp m? m2p

Moreover, when n,p — oo such that p/n — 0, then m ~ n and

L 4TN2 \2| 256, o, 32 0 oo
E[<ptr(\/;5) —1) ]_ Bl 7] = SB[ T

mP 5 4 2 22
" (m—6) (m—2) (m—1) (m+1) (m=+3) <p2 TETL T
27 32 p? 6p 33 60 115 52
mp? mip?’ m2 ' m2  m2 m2p  m2p? + m2p3
2 11 24 12p2
m3 + :jf; % m?i + m%’?;ﬁ + m3p3 ml; ?Sf
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48 84 36 144 144 36
ms  mPp  mdp?

m mip  mip
) 2 p?

Thus

1 4T\ 2
*131‘(7) L—2>1201
PP

and the theorem is proven for the second moment.

In theory, we could proceed in the same way for any moment of interest, but
naturally we could never conclude that the theorem holds for all moments that
way. Nonetheless, the calculations give us some hints about how to argue in the
general case.

The idea is to express the moments of the symmetric ¢ distribution as poly-
nomials of p and p/m. There are two regimes where random matrix theory is
well understood: the classical regime where p is held fixed as n — o0, and the
linear, high-dimensional regime where p grows linearly with n. From this, we
can therefore conclude a few facts regarding the behavior of symmetric ¢ mo-
ments in these regimes. But these moments are polynomials, and a polynomial
is a very rigid object: results from the two extreme cases where p is fixed and
p grows linearly will be enough to prove results for every regime in between,
yielding the first part of the theorem. Proving the second part will then be the
simple matter of applying the GOE approximation of Jiang and Li [2015] and
Bubeck et al. [2016] to the specific shape found for the symmetric ¢ moments
while proving the first part, namely Equations (4.54) and (4.55).

Proof of Theorem 2. Recall the expected zonal polynomial of an inverse Wishart
W;l(n,fp/n) is given by Equation (4.37). Based on the previous calculations,
it is tempting to define

o 2RI Hq )20 — 2X; —i + ) 2 X1 m
C\ = o) B ) Rk(m) = :
[T (20 + () —4)! ot =g M (L—i20)
q(A) A;—1
1-— 21

and Py(m,p) = 1_[ (p + 't > (4.42)
i=1 =0 \ m

so that

E[CA\(Y Y] = AnM Ry (m) Py (m, p).
With these expressions the expected power sum polynomials can be written as

E[r (Y )] = ), CmC’W'“'( [T Buem) [T 2 )PA(m p)

A=l |ual=] s |al=] s
HEA
nlsl "
- [T R dlewach ] Ry (m)Pa(m,p).
|a|=] s A=l |a|=] s

J75 P\
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In other words, if we define

Tul - H Ry (m

| =|%]
Py (m,p) m!*l Z CroACh H R m)Py(m, p) (4.43)
(A=~ ll=|r]
BEX
then
I#
_ n
Bl (v )] = R (m) Bl (). (149
But R_l( ) qu‘ ; '0 (1—1=£E2L) §s a polynomial in 1/m, while Py (m, p) =

qu‘ ]_[ ‘ (p + 1=i420) g a polynomial in p/m and 1/m, both of degree at
most |u| = |)\| |/-€| Thus

B (m,p) N eendh [ Ry (m)Pa(m,p)
[Al=|x] |l=]xl|
HEX
|| =]
Y b”( ) — (4.45)
=0 35=0

for some coefficients b;; that don’t depend on m, p (or n). Define the polynomials
Fila) =V bisa, so that

P| ((m, p) = ml~l Z f( ) (4.46)

Let us show that for all 0 < j < || —q(k), the polynomial f; must be identically
zero over the interval o € (0,1/max(|s| — 2,0)). Indeed, say this was not the
case, and let 0 < jo < |k| — ¢(k) be the smallest j with the property that
fjo(ag) # 0 for some oy € (0, m) As f;, is a polynomial, by continuity
it must be non-zero in a neighborhood of «g, so we may as well assume «g is
rational without loss of generality. Now look at what happens to E[r,.(Y )] as
p grows to infinity at the very specific linear rate p = l1+0/0 (n—1)]. Since g is
rational, there must be a subsequence n; such that p; is exactly an integer (for
example if g = a/b with a, b integers, we can take n; = (a + b)l + 1). Then for
D= 1+ao (n; — 1), we have exactly p; = agm;.

Since ap < m then ‘li| <1+ (1+o¢ ) 1. Thus by Holder’s inequality
and Lemma 5,
1 1 -1 1 o
fim [kl—a(k)—jo _a(x) E[r.(Y™")] <0 lim —E[trY ] =0.
l—w m, q Jo p;; 1> py

On the other hand, by Equations (4.44) and (4.46), the definition of jo and the
fact that R, /(m) — 1 as m — oo,

1 1
lim e E[r.(Y™h)]
b

150 m\fil a(k)—jo
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|| q(r) |xl
lim (nl> Tml(ml) <7le> Z fi (ao)mgo J

l—o0 \ Ty =3
=Jjo

= (1+ a0)"lag "™ £, (a).
As ag > 0, fj,(ap) must therefore equal zero, a contradiction. Hence, as claimed,
the polynomials f;(a) for 0 < j < |&| — ¢(k) all vanish over the interval
(0, Sastrz07)-

But a polynomial can have an infinite number of zeros only if all its coefficients
are zero, so we conclude that

bi; =0 for 0<yj<|k|—q(K).
Thus, from Equations (4.44) and (4.45) we have

I
Blre(r =] = (35) 7 m R ()P p)
where
I
1
!
Pi(m.p) = 2, Z bii (*) mi—IFa(R)
=0 j=|x|—q(x)
Going back to equations (4.13) and (4.14) and plugging in the above yields
that as long as n > p + 16k + 6,

m2k+1

B[] = " Ry (m)@0 (m. ) (4.47)
, m2k+2
E[tr® TF] = o e (M)QP (m, p) (4.48)
where

o By (m) )
(1) — (—_1)k P i %] || (n mp) i
Q' (m,p) = ( 1)‘ Z<:2k(1+m+m) R/%(m) m2k+1—q(x) P (m, p),

1y Isl R (m) b(2)(n m,p)
2) _(_1)k 1 p L || P P’
Q7 (m,p) = ( )|n|<22;€+1( +m+m) Rl (m) m2k+2-a(x) (m. p).

Now, for any a < b, we can associate a partition p of norm || = a with the
partition p* = (p1 +b —a,p42,. .., fig() of norm |u*| = b, which satisfies

a(r) 1—[ ( —’L+2j) ﬁ”ﬁl ( —Z+2]> Bllll—t[zi < Qj)
1——=.
=1 = 1=1 j5=0 Jj=p1 m

By deﬁmtlon for the R, (m)’s at Equation (4.42), this means that every factor
that appears in R;l(m) appears in R;,,} (m), so by definition of the R, (m)’s

at Equation (4.43), R,(m)R~"(m) is a polynomial in --. Moreover, as b and
b are polynomials of degrees dyi(k) =2k +1—q(k) and da(k) = 2k + 2 — q(k)



Chételat and Wells/Mid-scale Wishart asymptotics 40

respectively, there exists coefficients c(Jl) and cgl) such that
d1 (k) d1 (k)
b (n, m, p) lo) i
K

m2k+1 q(k) _mdl Z Z Z Z(JIZ)m nj

=0 j5=0 (=0

dl(n) di(k)
i —imj 1

o |
P, 1N\ipy
Z Z Z Gt (o) ()

and
d2 (Ii) d2 (K)

@
) S iy

i=0 j=0 1=0
k) da2(k
da(r) 20 2

j !
- 3 Y e (2 Y (2),
=0 j=0 1[=0
As di(—i—j—1=>0),5,l = 0 in the first case and da(k) — i —j —1,5,1 = 0
in the second case, we conclude that these two expressions are polynomials
in £ and L. Therefore, lookmg back at (4.47) and (4.48), we conclude that

the Q(l)(m p)’s and QK (m,p)’s are polynomials in 2 and % Therefore, if

> p + 16k + 6 there must be coefficients agj), ag) and large enough integers
Dl, Dy such that

m2k+1 Dy j
E[tr 72| = Roi(m Z Z Ej)%
- (@) Ror(m ZgU) mbH1-i (4.49)
2k+2 Dy i
E[tr2 Tk] _m k Rop+1(m) Z Z az(-?)ﬁi
n i=05=0 m b
k. 2
= (@) Ragy1(m) 2952)@) k2 (4.50)
i=0

for polynomials ggl)(p) = j;o agjl-)p] and gi(z) (p) = Z ag-)pj

We will now proceed to show that ggl) and ¢g;”’ must vanish on N for 0 <
10 < k+1and 0 < iy < k + 2 respectively. Our argument relies on the analysis
of the asymptotic behavior of the moments of T" in the classical regime where p
is held fixed while n grows to infinity.

Observe first that E[tr T%] and E[tr2 T’“] must have a finite limit as n —
with p held fixed. Indeed, since 167%/n is positive definite, |I, + 1672/n| is
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greater than one and so we have the bound

_ ntp+l
1

167

E[trT?] = Cpyp | tr T2 |1, + ar

Sp(R)

—_
4

1672
0 drT.

< Cup | 0TI, +

Sp(R)

p(3p+1) p(p+1)
7 /m— 1 by Lemma 1. Moreover,

-4 P (AT2)\ T4

0 <1 Lt ))
i=1 n/4

for A1 (47?) = -+ = X\, (4T?) > 0 the eigenvalues of 472, and (1 + x/n)~" is

monotone decreasing towards exp(z). Therefore, for a fixed dimension p we can

apply the monotone convergence theorem to obtain that

When p is held fixed, lirr;O Chp=2
1672

I, +

P
p(3p+1)
2
lim B[tr T%%] < ———= |t T?*e "7 dT = E[tr Z*"] < (4.51)
n—oo ﬂ.f
Js,®)
for Z ~ GOE(p)/4. Repeating the argument with tr? T* yields similarly
r\
p(31i+1)
lim E[tr? TF] < “—— |0 TFe™*" 7 dT = E[tr® ZF] < . (4.52)
n—aoo T Py
Js,(R)

Thus indeed E[tr T%] and E[tr2 Tk] have finite limits when p is held fixed.

We can use this to show that 91(1) and g§2) must vanish on N for 0 < iy < k+1

and 0 < ip < k + 2 as follows. Say the first statement wasn’t true, and let
0 < ig < k + 1 be the smallest i such that for some pg € N, g(l)(po) # 0. Then

0
by Equation (4.49) and the definition of ig, the limit of E[tr T%] as n —
with p fixed at pg satisfies
. E[trT%* = . a
7}5}3@% =151 Tim ) gt (po)m™ =" = g1 (o).
i=1ig
But m = n—p—1 tends to infinity as n tends to infinity, and since k+1—1ig > 0,

Equation (4.51) means that E[tr 7%*] /m**1~% must tend to zero. Thus gi(j) (po)
has to equal zero, which contradicts our assumption. Thus for every 0 < 7 < k+1,
(1)

the polynomial g; ’ must vanish on N.

Similarly, for 0 < ¢ < k + 2, the polynomial g§2) must vanish on N, because

if it wasn’t the case, we could take 0 < ig < k + 2 as the smallest ¢ with the
property that for some pg € N, g(2) (po) # 0, and then by Equation (4.50) with

)
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p fixed at pg as n — o we would get

BT A @ @)
Jim, e = 11 T 3 07 (o)m ™ = g, (po).
1=10
But then by Equation (4.52), as m tends to infinity and k + 2 — ip = 1 the
ratio E[tr? T*] /m**2~% must tend to zero. Thus we must have g( )( o) =0, a

contradiction. Hence indeed for 0 < i < k + 2, the polynomial g( ) must vanish
on N.
But of course, a polynomial can only have an infinite number of zeroes if its
coefficients are all zero, so we must have
oD
z] =0

a@ —0

ZJ

for 0<i<k+1,
(4.53)
for 0<i<k+2.

Now say that p varies with n in such a way that lim, o p/n = a < 1. Then
for large enough n, n = p + 16k + 6 so by Equations (4.49) and (4.53),

1 2k . m (1) P~
nlglgo PR E[tr %] = nlglgo (g) Rop(m Z Z Yij = (k1)
i=k+1j=0

(1)
— J— k . . 1
=(1l-a)" 1 nlglc}cl Z Z mi— (k+1 p(k+1) J

i=k+1j=0 R
IO R

i=k+1j=k+1

¢ a’l(cl-zl & (1) a \THD

i=k+1

(k+1)

p—)f@
and by Equatlons (4.50) and (4.53),

(k+2)

1 2 ok . m 2)P]
Ji g Bl 1) i (%) o) 3 S 2

Dy
Qg4
(1—&) T}E{%[ Z Z mi—(k+2) k+2) —j
i=k+2 75=0
i—(k+2) 1
P33 ()]

z k42 j=k+2

. k+1 a](f)z i—(k+2)
jgo (;}LHglop)(kJrQ) J Z 1 -«

1=k+2

Although we might not know what a;; coeflicients are, this shows at least that
the limits are finite. In particular, from Equations (4.54) and (4.55) we can
conclude that E[tr T%¥] = O(p**!) and E[tr? T*] = O(p**?), which shows the
first claim of the theorem.

For the second claim, let n,p — o with p/n — « = 0. Then Equations (4.54)
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and (4.55) specialize to

1 "
lim —— E[tr Tzk] = a(
A | E4+1)(k+1)°
= 2 ;) (k1) (456)
,Lh_r,%o P2 E[tr® T*] = O (1 42)(k+2)"

What is interesting about this result is that these limits must be the same

regardless of the way p grows! As long as p — o0 with p/n — 0, the limits are
1

A1) (k1)

other growth.

Now, Bubeck et al. [2016, Theorem 7] and Jiang and Li [2015, Theorem 1]
have shown that when p — oo with p3/n — 0, the total variation distance
between a normalized Wishart /n(W,(n,I,/n) — I,) matrix and a Gaussian
Orthogonal Ensemble GOE(p) matrix tends to zero as n — co. Therefore, the
Hellinger distance satisfies also H?(vxnw, Ycor) = H?(fxw, faor) — 0 as n —
0.

But convergence in Hellinger distance has strong implications for real-valued
statistics. Indeed, for Ty ~ T,,/2(1,/8) = [txw], T2 ~ GOE(p)/4 = |¢cor| and
any function g : S,(R) — R such that g(71), g(T2) are square-integrable,

and agk)w)(kw) regardless of whether p ~ logn or p ~ 4/n or some

[BLo(T2)) ~ Elo(T2)] \-—‘ 7)o (T) = el (7 )]dT’
o (R)
< J W2 ) 11\1/\?V (T) — é/éE(T)] dT‘
S, (R)
J‘ T)0coe(T) [1QUW—3£ﬂTﬂﬂw
S, (B)
< 9(T)?[onw|(T)dTs + g(T)2|¢GOE|(T)dT§]

Sp(R) Sp(R)

1/2 1/2 2 1
‘1/’N/W(T) - G/OE(T)‘ dr=
Sp(R)

]HWNW, Ycor) (4.57)

=

[MMEVF+Ewaﬂ

by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

Let’s consider applying this result to g(T') = tr T2* /p¥*1 and ¢(T) = tr2 T* /p*+2.
What do we know about these statistics? In the case where To ~ GOE(p)/4,
results of Anderson et al. [2010, Lemma 2.1.6 and the equation above Equation
(2.1.21)] provide that
|:t1" ngk ] Ch

lim E —=
e 42k
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. tr2 T4 . tr T 7\ 2 Ch/2 2
,}E&E{W - 1520(E[pm+1 ) = (S tkeven)
_ tr T2k 2] _ tr T2k ]2 Cr\’
t Bl (S20)°] - (2[5 ]) - () <=
. tr2 T\ 2] . tr Tk Cor
JEEOERW) < ,}E%OE[W =gk <

because these expressions only depend on p, and since p — o as n — o0, taking
a limit as n — oo is the same as taking a limit as p — 0. Moreover, in the
Ty ~ T, )2(Ip/8) case, using Jensen’s inequality and Equations (4.54)(4.55) we
can at least see that

T2k 2 T4k
lim E[(trl) ] < lim E[trl] <o

n—o0 pk+1 n—o0 p2k+1

tr2 TP\ 2 tr2 T2k
lim B| () | < Jim Bt | <o
n—0o pht2 n—m pk+2

Therefore, using Equation (4.57) with g(T) = tr T?* /p**1 and g(T') = tr? T* /pk+2
we find that when n,p — oo with p®/n — 0,

1
. tI‘lek Ck . tI‘T12k 212 Cgk
IE;OE[W]M < (JmE|(Grr) | +5r) 00
tr2 T C 2
lim E[ T -1 ] — (%k/z]l[kevenn
1
) tr2 TRy 22 Czl,éz
< <££I30E[(W) ] e ) =0

Since p3/n — 0 implies p/n — 0, we conclude from Equation (4.56) that
2

(1) _ Ck (2) . k/2 2
Uk+1)(k+1) T 42k Uty (kt2) = W]l[k‘even] .

But then, by that same equation, we conclude that when n,p — o0, not only
when p3/n — 0 but for all p such that p/n — 0, we have

Ck
: 2k _
Jn e Bltr 7] = 5.
. 2kl 2
nh_{%oWE[tr T ] = ﬁl[keven]

for T ~ T, /5(I,/8). To finish the proof, use Equation (4.58) with the fact that
E[trT%] = 0 for odd k to find that

. tr Tk . tr2 Tk tr Tk 2
sl el ] o

Ciz Cry2 2
= 4T{g]l[keven]2 - (Tk/]l[keven]) =0.

2
Thus trT%/pt+! L5 ) /4%% as desired. This proves the second claim and
concludes the proof. O
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A pleasant consequence of this result is that when n, p — oo with p/n — 0, we
can conclude a version of the semicircle law holds for the T,, 5(21,) distribution.
This is interesting because the T, j5(21,) distribution has dependent entries with
heavy tails, whose distribution varies with n, p.

Let 4T /\/p ~ 4T}, )2(1,/8)//p, with eigenvalues A\ (4T'/\/p) = -+ = A\, (4T /\/P)-

Then define its empirical spectral measure to be
P

1
i=1
Since Ly7, 5 depends on the random matrix T', it is a random measure on R.
Corollary 1 (Semicircle law for the ¢ distribution). The empirical spectral

measure Lyt /5 of a 4T, 5(I,/8)/\/p random matriz converges weakly, in square
mean, to the semicircle distribution
VA — 72
= J 7"%]1[\x| < 2]dz.
A 2

Proof. Let f be any continuous function R — R that vanishes at infinity. By

the Stone-Weierstrass theorem, there exists a sequence f1, fo, ... of polynomials
such that for any € > 0, sup,cg |f(z) — fi(z)| < e. To fix some notation, write
degfi

= 2 alkxk.
k=1

Then since Ly7), 5 and L are both probability measures,

o (s s |

< E[(JR [f(z)— fl(x)]dL4T/\/5($)>2r

+E[(Jﬁ PLagy3lo) [ FoL )]

n E[( [ Lo - f(w)]dL(rv))2 :
< e+deifl |alkEl( (f/g)k—Ck/gll[keven]>2r+e.

By Theorem 2, the expectation tends to zero as n,p — o0 with p/n — 0. Thus

(N )

But this is true for every € > 0, so the limit must be zero. Hence for every con-
tinuous f that vanishes at infinity, the integral S fdLyr) /5 converges in square

1
2

N

2€.
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mean to § fdL. By Chung [2001, Theorem 4.4.1 and 4.4.2], this implies that for
every bounded continuous f, the integral § fdLyr) /F converges in square mean
to § fdL. Thus the empirical spectral distribution Lyt /5 converges weakly, in
square mean, to the semicircle distribution L, as desired. O

5. Wishart asymptotics: the G-transform point-of-view

We now turn our attention to the main objective of this paper, namely studying
the behavior of Wishart matrices in the various middle-scale regimes. To do
this, we exploit the close connection between the Wishart and the symmetric
t distributions and make use of the results found Section 4. The main result
of this section, Theorem 3, states that we can approximate for every middle-
scale regime the G-transform ¥nw of a normalized Wishart by a degree-specific
function 9. This can be seen as an analogue of Theorem 1 in the G-transform
domain.

The reasoning behind the approximations is as follows. We could imagine
writing ¥nw from Proposition 3 in exponential form, and expanding the terms
as a Taylor series would yield

b))

NG

. k

_ n+p+1 - (=) /p\5 4T

= Cppexp {21\/ﬁtrT + (f) tr [ — )
2 ];1 k n AP
Now imagine that the 7"s appearing in the expression follow a T, /5(1,/8) dis-
4T \k

v
an L? sense. When k is odd, the theorem merely proves that tr (%)k = o(p),

n+p+1

]
5 %%

Unw(T) = Ch,pexp {Qi\/ﬁtI‘T —

tribution. By Theorem 2, we know that tr ( = O(p) when k is even, in

but for a GOE(p) matrix Z, we know that tr %k is asymptotically normal

for odd k by Anderson et al. [2010, Theorem 2.1.31]. This would suggest that

tr (%)k = O(1) when k is odd. Thus we would have, in some sense,

0 pk/2+1 0 pk/Q
YNw(T) = Cnp eXp{ Z © (nk/21> + Z © <nk/21) }
k=2 =

even odd

o k+2 * (2k—1)+2
p p
_ n,pexp{ Z@( — )+ Z@( T ) }

k=0 k=1

In other words, terms in the power series would be associated with some degree
K, such that they would be non-negligible in any middle-scale regime of degree
up to K, and negligible in higher degrees. In fact, a similar phenomenon occurs
with C,, ,, by Lemma 1. This suggests we should try truncating these power
series to derive degree-specific approximations.

Definition 3 (G-transform approximations). For any K € N, define the K™
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degree approximation ¥k : S,(R) — C as

2K+3+
1[K odd]

2 k

Jn

2K 42—

1[K odd]
v (D) = O expy 2 N YT p LN Ay T

k
k=1

o) _ o PO _1%1 1[keven] pk+2
petl) 2 & k(k+1)(k+2) nk

llil 1+21[keven] pF+! }

44 k(k+1) nk

Just like the G-transform of a normalized Wishart matrix, these functions
implicitly depend on n. The first three are

DR 32 p+1 ptl
T)="— "+ —4trT? —i———tr T° +2i tr T —4 tr 724,
1/)0() 7Tp(pzl)exp{ T zgﬁr z\/ﬁr - T
¢(T)—ﬁ —ﬁ—4t 72 i 2 a1t 2t i 22
1 = G exp 3 r Z3\F r 0 r 15 32 %
1024 e ptl g pHl 32(p+1) s
—f———trT
3 \/> n 3n 3/2
and p(312+1) p4 pg 32 32
_ 2 . 3 4
Yo (T) = G0 exp{—48n2 —%—MrT —ngtrT —i—;trT
512 s 1024 o 8192 o op]
Fim g 17— ot T —i st T 4-2i \F trT
prlope 3204 1) 1
42 - tr T 3372 tr T +32 t T
512(p + 1 1024(p + 1
P20+ s Mt rol.
5n5/2 3Tl

These functions have the pleasant property that their modulus is bounded, up
to a constant, by the G-conjugate density [¢x|. Indeed, on one hand we can
rewrite Definition 3 into

K+1+
1[K odd] o
_ (K) EZ _qye T/
Y (T) = exp { log Cp, +2 (-1) o
k=1
Ry
U odd] K+l 2k+1
p+1 Z ktr 4T/f) iﬁZ(_l)ktr(ZlT/\/ﬁ)
2 2k +1

k=1
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p+12 ktr (4T /+/n)*F ! (5.1

2k +1 '
On the other hand, for any « € R, we can write 1 +iz = v/1 + 22 exp (i atan(z))
with the arctangent function taking values in (—m/2,7/2). Thus by Proposition
3 we can rewrite YNw as

n+p+1 1672
Unw(T') = exp { log C, p — + log |1, +
1 4T
- z% tr atan <\f> + QthrT} (5.2)

with the understanding that the matrix-variate arctangent function operates on
eigenvalues by functional calculus. Now, for any x € R and odd integer L, there
is an elementary inequality

L 21

V't < —%1og(1+x2).

= 21

Notice that K + 1 + 1[K odd] is always an odd integer. Thus, from the above
inequality and Equations (5.1) and (5.2), we can derive the bound

+1 167
(1) < ) exp{ — (§ + =) tog | + ——|}
iy
= C’ [onw | (T). (5.3)
n,p

In particular, since ¥nw is integrable whenever n > p — 2 by Proposition 3,
Equation (5.3) implies that every 1k must also be integrable whenever n > p—2.
In particular, for large enough n it makes sense to talk about the asymptotic
total variation or Hellinger distance between ¥nw and 9.

We now state the main result, which is that each function ¥ approximates
the G-transform of a normalized Wishart for all middle-scale regimes of degree
K or lower, but no other.

Theorem 3.Let hm logn <1 asn — . For any K € N, the total varia-

tion distance between the G-transform of the normalized Wishart distribution
[ Wy(n, I,/n) — I,] and the K approzimating function 1k satisfies

dev(¥nw, vk) = | [Unw(T) — ¥k (T)|dT — 0 asn — o
Sp(R)

if and only if pX+3 /nE+1 - 0.

Proof. If statement. For the first part of the theorem, remark that by Equation
(3.7) it is equivalent to show that the Hellinger distance tends to zero, i.e. that

2
H? (Ynw, ¥k ) = ‘1/11/2 —M3(T)| dT -0 as n — o0

Sp(R)
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when p&+3/nE+1 — 0. To control this quantity, we use the Kullback-Leibler
inequality for G-transforms. Notice that for any z € R and L € N,

1 ) L-1 lez 22L
— log(1 +a7) — D=1 57l < 5 (5.4)
=1
p20+1 2L
atan(x Z - < T (5.5)

Let Log stand for the principal branch of the complex logarithm, and let us
study Log ¥nw/® k. Its real part can be bounded by

n+p+1 2

Unw (T) 16T K
‘%Logw = logCn’p— 1 ]Og ]p+ _lOgCr(L,p)
K+1+ EL-
1[K odd] 1[K odd]
n Z( 1)ktr(4T/f p+1 Z e (A7) ™ 4T/\f)
2 2k
k=1
K+1+
1[K odd] .
1672 tr (4T ’
< IOgCn,p_IOgcr(L{; “!‘5 —*10g I + Z(_l)k%
k=1
K+1-—
1[K odd] o
p+1| 1 1672 Z W T (4T /4/n)
— |—=log|I, + —| — B Y el Sl A
+ o= | 5log |1 + (-1
k=1

By Equation (5.4), this can be bounded by
n tI’(4T/\/ﬁ)2K+4+2]l[K odd]
2 2K + 4+ 21[K odd]
p+1 tr(4T/\/ﬁ)2K+472]1[K odd]
2 2K 4+ 4 — 21[K odd]
42K +3+421[K 0dd] ¢, 72K +4+21[K odd]

K +2+ L[K odd] nK+1+1K odd]
42K+3—2]1[K odd] (p + 1) tr T2K+4—2]1[K odd]

< |log Cp, p—log C,(L{;)

= |log C, ,—log C,(L{;) +

5.6

+ K +2—1[K odd] nEK+2—1[K odd] (5.6)

We can bound the imaginary part of Logi¥nw/®¥k in a similar way. Define
Pz : R — (=7, 7] to be the projection mapping P(_r 7 = = — 27[ 5= — %]

A plot is given as Figure 4.
It satisfies S Logz = P, »Slogz for all branches of log z, as well as the
inequality |P_r ~jz| < |z|. Using this mapping, we can see that the imaginary
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(7
™

P a4

FIG 4. Plot of P(_r ry on (=5m,57].

part of Log ¥)nw/®k can be bounded as

¢NW(T)' n+p+ <4T>
SLog ——=| = |P_r x| — tratan | — | + 24/ntrT
‘ ® ey | T 2 W) TR
K+l 2k+1 K 2k+1
’JZ( )ktr(4T/\/ﬁ) * p+12( )ktr(4T/ﬁ) *
2 2%k + 1 2 2%k + 1
k=1 k=1
< aten (AT 2vA0T KH( 1)ktr(4T/\/ﬁ)2k+1
ECN Rl W/ n/2 2% + 1
k=1
K 2k+1
Pl Z ktr (4T //n)*"*
2 2%k + 1
k=1

By Equation (5.5), this can be bounded by
o tr(4T/y/n)HE+4 L + 1 tr(4T/y/n)?K+2

) 2K + 4 2 2K + 2
42K+3 tr T2K+4 42K+1 (p + 1) tr T2K+4
S K +2 npk+l K+1 nk+1 (5.7)

Recall that the G-conjugate of the normalized Wishart distribution is the ¢ dis-
tribution with n/2 degrees of freedom and scale matrix I,,/8, denoted T}, 5(1,/8)
— see Equation (3.24) and Section 4 for details. Let us bound the expectations of
these absolute real and imaginary parts under this distribution. By Equations
(5.10), (5.6), (5.7) and Theorem 2, we find that for 7' ~ [t)xw| = Ty, /2(1,/8),
42K +3+21[K 0dd] [ty T2(K+2+1[K odd])
R Log LYW Ynw (T) [tr |
Vi (T) K+ 2+ 1[K odd] pK+1+1K odd]
42K +3=21Kodd] (p 4 1)E[trT2(K+2—]l[Kodd])] pi+3
T K T2 1[Kodd] K2 1[K odd] * O(nKH)

K+2+1[K odd]+1 LK +2—1[K odd]+1 K+3
< O( i ) +O( 22 +o(2
= nE+1+1[K odd] nK+2—1[K odd] nK+1
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K+3

p
- O(nK+1) (5.8)
and
lls 1o (D[] _ 4219 B[ T2 42851 (p B[t 7202
g wK(T) = K +2 nK+1 K +1 nK+1
K+2+1 K+2+1 K43
p p-p P
- O<TLK“> +O(nK+2> = O(rmr) (69

as n — oo with p/n — 0.
Moreover, from Lemma 1, we see that
) pi+3 p
Cnp=C, ) exp {0 (W)} as n — oo with i 0. (5.10)
Thus, from Equations (5.3) and (5.10), we see that when p&+3/nf+1 — 0, the
asymptotic L' norm of 1 is bounded by

K+3
i [jere(D)]dr < i exp{—o(Zrg )| [lonw(D]dT = 1. (5.11)
Sp(R) Sp(R)
In fact, at the end of this proof we will see that this bound is sharp and the
limit must be exactly 1.
Using Equations (5.8), (5.9) and (5.11) with Proposition (1) implies that
when p&+3/nE+1 — 0,

0 < nlgrolo H? (wNw7 'l/)K)

< lim |¢K|(T)dT—1]+O+21ingo i |(T)dT? - 02

n—0o0

Sy (R) Sp(R)
< [1-1]+0+2-12.02 =0.

Thus H? (Q/JNWJPK) — 0, hence by Equation (3.7) we must have the limit
drv (z/JNW, wK) — 0, as desired.

Only if statement. For the second part of the theorem, assume that the total
variation distance satisfies drv(¢¥nw,¥x) — 0, hence H(¢nw, k) — 0 by
Equation (3.7), as n — o0. We will show by contradiction this implies that
PR3 K+ 0,

Assume this wasn’t the case. Since lim,,_, llggg < 1, there must be an L € N
such that pi*3/nf*tl — 0, and since p®+3/nE+! —» 0, we must have K < L.
By Equation (5.8), we must have for 7' ~ [¢)xw| = T,,/2(1,/8) that

. Unw(T) . pht3y
Jn, B[ s S5 | < o 0(57) -0
S0
1 Ynw(T) 1t
3 RLog S 0. (5.12)
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Now write, by Equation (5.1) and Definition 3,

L+1+
@) 1[L odd] i ok
1 o(T) 1. O n Z (—1) AT
R(T)= -RL = -1 : — tr| —
()= gRLos 2y = 3198 5o T 3 % "\ Vn
P K424
1[K odd]
L+1-
1[L odd]
p+1 Z (-1 (4T
I
4 2k Jn
o K+2—
=1[K odd]
L+1 k42 L+1 k+1
l[keven| p"™ 1 Z 1+21[keven] p
4, K+2k k+1)(k+2) n* 8, %o k(k+1) nk
L+1+ L+1—
1[L odd] o 1[L odd] . o
—1)k k (AT +1 -1 k(AT
a0 S @ e(E) XS0
4 2k n D 4 2k n /P
oo B2+ oo B2
1[K odd] 1[K odd]

2
But as pP*3 /nt+1 we must have p/n — 0, so by Theorem 2, we have % tr(%)% L

C'.. Moreover, as we assumed that pKH/nKJrl - 0, we must have p — c0. Thus
nK“ Bl 1[keven] ph—E-1
K+3 k—K—1
P 4, 2 Lh(k+1)(k+2) n
L+1+
1[L odd]
1 Lil 1+21[keven] 1 pF~ K1 1 Z ()PP (4T)2’“
_Z - - T 2=
k—K— k—K—
8, Fo k(k+1) pn g e~ 2k n 2p NG
k=
1[K odd]
L+1—
1[L odd] .
1 1 (=1)k pF=K=11  /47\?
+— 1+ - ot —=
4 D 2k n p AP
o F2—
1[K odd]
040 1[K even] 1[K odd]

—C —C
TRE 12 KT RE 1)K
CK+1+]1[K even] -0
8(K + 1+ 1[K even])

Then by the reverse triangle inequality,

(5.13)

2
0= lim H*(ynw, ¢x) = lim f‘zpm VA1) dT
n—
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2
< lim | (ol V@) s dT

n—0o0
Sp(R)
o 1 () )
- J%E[exp{ﬁ“gmm} 1

for a T' ~ [thnw| = T, 2(1p/8), that is

1 Vi (T) } L2
exp{ -RLog———~ ¢ — 1
{ 2 Unw (T)
Since LP convergence implies convergence in probability, by the continuous map-

ping theorem we must have

1 vr(T) P,
29?L0g I (D) 0
as n — o0, so by Equation (5.12)
1 Yr(T) 1 nw(T) P
T)= —-RLog K/ “Riog PXWV) P g =y,
RT) = =g Rbos 3 @) ~ 2" 208 1) 0-0=0

But then, from Equation (5.13) and Slutsky’s lemma [van der Vaart, 2000,
Lemma 2.8 (iii)],
pK+3 _ <,',LK+1

K + 1+ 1[K even])
nE+1 — \ pK+3 '

0=0.
CK+1+]1[K even]|

R(T)) ) = 8

as n — 0. As pE+3/pE+1 is deterministic, this implies that pX+3/nf+1 — 0

as n — o0, a contradiction. Thus whenever H? (¢Nw, wK) — 0 as n — oo with

lim llogﬁ < 1, we must have p®+3/nf+1 — 0, as desired. This concludes the
n—0o0
proof. U

Although Theorem 3 states that the functions g approximate Ynw, there
is no guarantee that they are G-transforms of a probability density. In other
words, nothing guarantees that their inverse G-transforms fx = G Hapx} are
real-valued, non-negative and integrate to unity. However, the reverse triangle
inequality applied to the L2-norm provides that

[Unw (D) dT* — | [$x(T)|dT*
Sp(R) Sp(R)
so Theorem 3 and the Plancherel theorem implies that

< H(wNW>1/)K)a

lim |fx(T)|dT = lim | |yx(X)]dX =1 (5.14)
Sp(R) Sp(R)
when p&+3/pK+1 _ 0. That is, the theorem at least guarantees that |fx| is

asymptotically a density in its associated regime. We discuss this further in
Section 6.
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We independently know, by the results of Jiang and Li [2015] and Bubeck
et al. [2016], that a Gaussian orthogonal ensemble approximation holds in the
classical regime. Although vy is not the G-transform of a GOE(p), a simple
Kullback-Leibler argument is sufficient to prove that it approximates ¢gog for
0" degree regimes.

Proposition 4. The total variation distance between the 0" degree G-transform
approximation g and the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble G-transform Vgog
satisfies d v (1o, Yeor) — 0 as n — o0 with p*/n — 0.

Proof. We use a similar strategy to Theorem 3: namely, by Equation (3.7) is it
equivalent to prove that H(1g, ¥ cor) — 0 as n — oo with p3/n — 0, and to con-
trol that quantity we can use the Kullback-Leibler inequality for G-transforms.

Let T ~ |$cor| = GOE(p)/4. Since the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble has
been extensively studied, we understand well its empirical moments. For exam-
ple, according to Anderson et al. [2010, Lemma 2.2.2], we have E[tr T?] = O(p?),
while from Equation (2.1.45) of the same book we have E[| tr T'|] = O(p*/?) and
E[| tr7%|] = O(p*?). Then from Definition 3 and Proposition 2, and using the
projection map P(_r r) as in the proof of Theorem 3, we find that

and

= i) = ol | s -S|
3

2 p+1 p3
< =B T?|] +2i—=E[[tr T[] = O(7/=— ).
el 2 Eljer) - ofy%)
Since ¢ ®) |1o|(T)dT — 0 when n — oo with p3/n — 0 by Equation (5.14), if
we apply Proposition 1 we find thatt

lim H?(v0,Ygor) < 0+0+2- 12.02 =0
n—o0
for p3/n — 0. By Equation (3.7), this concludes the proof. O

As a consequence, H (fxw, faor) = H(¢Ynw, Ycor) < H(Ynw, Yo)+H (Yo, Ycor) —
0 when n — o with p®/n — 0 by Theorem 3 and Proposition 4. Hence
drv(fxw, feor) — 0 by Equation (2.1) in the classical setting. This provides an
alternative proof of the results of Jiang and Li [2015] and Bubeck et al. [2016].

6. Wishart asymptotics: the density point-of-view

In Section 5, we studied the asymptotic behavior of the normalized Wishart
distribution /n[W,(n, I,/n) — I,] using its G-transform ¢nw. In particular,
we derived an approximation to ¢¥nw for every middle-scale regime of a given
degree. But although it is equivalent to study a probability distribution from a
density or a G-transform point of view, it is still natural to wonder if we can find
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approximations to the density of a normalized Wishart for every middle-scale
regime of a given degree.

Recall from Theorem 3 that drv(¢¥xw,%x) — 0 when pE3/mE+L 0.
Define fx = G~ '{¢i}. In general, there is no guarantee that these should be
real-valued. On the other hand, we know from Equation (5.3) that whenever
n = p — 2, Yx must be integrable, and since the G-transform maps integrable
functions to integrable functions, fK must also be integrable. In fact, accord-
ing to Equation (5.14), we know | fK| must be asymptotically a density when
pE+L/nK+1 0. This suggests we define the following densities.

Definition 4 (Density approximations). For any K € N and n > p — 2, define
the K" degree density approximation as

|Ficl (X)
§s, ) |k (V)]dY

where fx = Gk} and ¢k is as in Definition 3. The distribution on the real
symmetric matrices with density fx will be denoted Fi .

fr(X) =

The main interest is that we can asymptotically approximate the density fxw
of a normalized Wishart by the bona fide densities fx. This was the content
of Theorem 1 from Section 1, which we now prove as a simple corollary of its
G-transform analogue Theorem 3 from Section 5.

Proof of Theorem 1. As in the rest of this paper, we write the density of the
normalized Wishart distribution /n[W,(n,I,/n) — I,] by fxw, and by Def-
inition 4 the density of Fx is fx. Notice that by Equation (2.1), to prove
drv(fxyw, fx) — 0 it is equivalent to prove that H(fxw, fx) — 0. From the
triangle inequality, the reverse triangle inequality, Theorem 3 and Equation
(5.14),

nli_IgoH(wa,fK> < nli_r)I;OH(wa’ |fK|> +nh_I)I;OH<|]EK|7fK>

_ 2 )
= 1im | AR - 1R[] ax?
Sp(R)
71/2 2
- X
|70 - B0
S, (R) SS,,(]R) ‘fK|(Y)dY

N

~ 2
tim || () = F200)| ax
Sp(R)

|fr|(X)dX 2

Sp(R)

+ lim |1 —

n—0o0

1
fo ) [Tl (V)dY 12
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1

_ ol L

— 0 +’1 11/2’ 12 — .
when p&+3/nK+1 — 0. Thus H(fxw, fx), hence drv(fxw, fx), tends to zero
when n — o0 with p&+3/nf+1 — 0, as desired. O

We defined fg in terms of the inverse G-transform of the i functions given
by Definition 3. How can we express this explicitely? By Equation (5.3), we see
that [ |(T) is asymptotically bounded by the T, 5(1,/8) density |[¢Ynw|(T),
which is integrable whenever n — p + 2 > 0. But |[¢nw|"?(T) is proportional
to a T, /4(7% Ip) density in the sense of Definition 2, which is integrable for
m/4 > p/2—1, that is whenever n—3p+3 > 0. Thus |[¢nw]|/2(T) and therefore
|xc|Y2(T) is integrable whenever n — 3p + 3 = 0. Hence we can use the Fourer
inversion theorem to conclude that fx is proportional to the integral

fre(X) o |g7 o H(X)

2K+3+
1[K odd] .
n 4i \"tr TF
o)+ 3 ) {(7)
o exp {z r(XT) + 1 N
Sp(R) k=2

2K +2—
1[K odd]

2
N p+1 Z(ﬁ)’“trT’“ T
4 NV
k=1

whenever n—3p+ 3 > 0. In particular, if we do a change of variables Z = /8T,
we obtain Equation (1.3) from Section 1 whenever n > 3p — 3, from which we
can derive Equations (1.1) and (1.2).

It would be quite pleasant if there was a way to solve the integral in Equation
(6.1) or (1.3) and obtain a (potentially quite complicated) closed form expression
for fx up to its normalization constant. So far, our efforts have been unfruitful.

We close our discussion with a final remark. At the end of Section 5, we
showed that 1y approximates 1)gor in 0" degree middle-scale regimes, from
which the classical asymptotic normality follows. It is natural to wonder if fj
approximates fgog in the same context. An argument similar to that of Theo-
rem 1 shows this is the case.

(6.1)

Proposition 5. The total variation distance between the 0™ degree density ap-
prozimation fy and the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble G-transform fgog satis-
fies drv(fo, faor) — 0 as n — o with p?/n — 0.

Proof. The Hellinger distance between fy and fgog satisfies
lim H(fo,fGOE) < lim H(fo, |fo|) + lim H(\fo|,fG0E)
n—o0 n—o0 n—0o0

1
o ) ol (V)Y 172

fol(X)dX % + lim H(anfGOE)
n—0o0
Sp(R)

< lim ’1 -
n—o0
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1 2 o1
:‘1—m"1 +7}1_r)%OH(¢OawGOE) = 0.
By Equation (2.1), the result follows. O

Of course, we could conclude from this that H(fxw, feor) < H(fNw, fo) +
H(fo, faor) — 0 when n — oo with p®/n — 0, offering yet again another
proof that a Gaussian orthogonal ensemble approximation holds in the classical
setting.

7. The effect of phase transitions

Although we have established the existence of phase transitions, it does not shed
much light on how the behavior of a normalized Wishart distribution might differ
across phase transitions. To do this, it can be very illuminating to study the
asymptotics of some of its statistics. For example, we could study its empirical
moments.

For a normalized Wishart matrix X ~ /n[W,(n,I,/8) — I,], a direct com-
putation yields

E[(lt(x)‘z 1)1 5+4+8+20+20 5+ (1)
T () _ 2, 2,8 &L AN _0 (2
P \{p p? p> np  np? npd  p? p?

so in every middle-scale regime, that is whenever n,p — o0 with p/n — 0,

1 X \2
L (K)o
P \yP
Thus we have L? convergence of the second empirical moment to 1, but other-
wise nothing very interesting. There doesn’t seem to be any change of behavior
across the different middle-scale regimes. In contrast, the situation with the
symmetric ¢ distribution is striking, and illustrates yet again that middle-scale
regime behavior becomes clearer under a G-transform. Indeed, we know from

Theorem 2 that for a T' ~ T, /5(1,/8), the quantity %tr(‘l—\/j%))2 also converges to

1, but we know more. At Equation (4.41), we computed the exact L? distance

between %tr(f/—ig)2 and 1, and found that

\/g (all middle—scale)

2 p regimes

1 4T md

oG (H )] - e e e
[Z+2+ o542+ 5]

Thus the L? distance must have middle-scale asymptotics

e ()

L2
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r \/5 zi -0 (classical or first )

? for n degree

1
Vb +2a + -
b

- = \/mL for P — « (second degree)
7 "

=+vba=2 +2a- 1 + 12
n

p for N © (second or h1gher)
n n degree

(7.1)

AT )2
P
when p grows like y/n, and despite the symmetric ¢ distribution satisfying a
semicircle law according to Corollary 1, it must ultimately behave differently
than a Gaussian orthogonal ensemble matrix. The first-order asymptotics look
the same: it is rather in the rate of this convergence that they differ.

This matters for both the symmetric ¢ and the Wishart distribution because
rates of convergence can be distinguished in the strong topology. As a simple
example, consider the sequence of one-dimensional distributions

F, =N(0,1/p), and G, = N(0, l/pz).

In the weak topology, these are asymptotically the same, since they converge to
the same distribution — namely F},, G, = dg as p — o0, for g the Dirac measure
at 0. In other words, in a metric that induces the weak topology such as the
Lévy metric,

dLéVy(Fp, Gp> — 0.

as n,p — o with p/n — 0. Thus there is a sharp change in behavior of % tr(

Yet, by a direct computation of the Hellinger distance, which induces the strong
topology,

4p 1/4
dHellinger(Fp7 G;D) = H(FP7 GP) = \/5\/1 o (m)

—>\/§>0

as p — oo0. Thus it is clear that the strong topology captures rates of con-
vergence in a way that the weak topology can’t. But then, we should expect
a phase transition when p grows like v/n for the T, 5(1,/8) distribution. And
since the symmetric t is the G-conjugate of the Wishart, this should imply a
phase transition when p grows like 4/n for the Wishart distribution as well. This
is consistent with Theorem 3, and provides an alternative explanation for the
existence of the second phase transition.

A natural question then is to ask whether we can find symmetric ¢ statistics
that exemplify all the middle-scale regime phase transitions. It is tempting to
look at the L? error of the other empirical moments of the symmetric ¢ distri-
bution, because we can use the methodology developed in Section 4 to compute
their asymptotics to arbitrary order. As a reference, we compiled a table of the
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Normalized empirical moment Limit Asymptotics of its squared L? error
1 AT 2
—tr (—) 0 -
p /P p
1 4T \2 5 2 2
7tr(—) =1 2242
P \\/P p?  m  m?
1 AT\ 3 24
—tr (—) 0 —
p \/P p
1 AT \4 97 50  25p?
*tf(*) 02:2 72+7+7I;
p D p m . m

TABLE 1
Asymptotics of small normalized empirical moments of T ~ Ty, 2(Ip/8).

few first few moments as Table 1.

As can be seen from the table, the odd moments seem to have uniform be-
havior across all middle-scale regimes. In contrast, the even moments seem to
all change asymptotics at the second phase transition p = O(4/n), but nowhere
else. Hence finding statistics that “flag” the other phase transitions remain an
open question.

8. Auxiliary results

This section compiles several lemmas used elsewhere in the article.

Lemma 3 (First derivatives lemma).For any indices 1 < iy, ...,i9 < p and real
symmetric matriz Z, there exist polynomials ajs(n,m) inn and m =n—p—1,
indexed by 0 < s <l and J = (j1,...,J21), such that

as as ag { n
- . - — expy——tr Z} Z
aSZ’iniQL_l aSZi4i3 aSZiQil 4 |

l l s
= Z aJ,s(nvm) H (Ip)thj2t—1 Zj;tljgt_l exp {—ZU‘Z}}Z|4.
1

s=0 Je t=s+1 t=

m
4

Proof. To simplify notation, let
l s
_ n m
MJ,S(Z) = H (Ip)thj2t—1 1_[ Zj;,}j%,l €xXp {_4 tr Z}|Z‘ Y,
t=s+1 t=1
and let M; = {M;,|J € {1,...,p}?,s < I} be the set of all such terms “on 2I
indices”. Let (M;) denote the linear span of M, that is, the space of all linear
combinations of elements of M;, with as coeflicients real polynomials in n and
m. Then we are really claiming that

2, & &
0sZ; 05 Zigiy 05Ziyiy

exp {—ZtrZ}|Z|T e (M)). (8.1)

21921 —1
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To see this, let J = (j1,...,J21-2) € {1,...,p}*=2 and define the extension
Jg’b = (J1seeer 11050, Ggi1s - - s j2u—2) € {1,...,p}* to be J with indices a, b
inserted (in this order) at the ¢*® position. Then using that

0Os L 1 . X B
7. = |Gl 2 2]
and
0Os { n m
=5 expy{— - tr Z} Zl4
GSZ@@?I 4 | |

m n n m
= I:ZZimin—l - Z(Ip)izﬂzza] exp {4 tI‘Z}|Z’ ! ’

we conclude that

Os 1 1
05754 MJ’S(Z) B 75 M 122TN2Z 1 s+ 2 M 122Tz 1921’ s+l
s191121—1 7«71 r=1
+ M 2541 M 2541 X e (Mp).
4 L21121 1 s+l 4 ‘2l12l 1° < >

Thus, by linearity, ds/0sZi,;ip_, maps (M;_1) to (M;). But naturally we have
exp{—2tr Z}|Z|™/* € (My), so by induction Equation (8.1) must then hold, as
desired. O

Lemma 4 (Second derivatives lemma)For any k € N and any Z € S,(R),

Z arae T

(3 thzk aSZisiQ asZigil

Zlu Y

= 4trZ’Z’ Z b nmprn(z—l)
and |k|<2k
p

Z % . % e % .. s Os e iuZ|z|%

i s aSZjljk aSZijz aSZijl BSZiliZk asZi3i2 aSZiQil

1.5k

Jl?"'vjk

=e" 4“Z|Z’ Z b2 (n,m, p)re(Z71)
|k|<2k+1
for some polynomials b,(gl)(n, m,p) and bg) (n,m,p) with degrees deg bg) < 2k +
1—q(k) and deg b < 2k +2 —q(K). The sums at the right hand sides are taken
over all integer partitions k of norm at most 2k and 2k + 1, including the empty
partition.

Proof. We give a spectral proof. Let OLO! be the spectral decomposition of Z,
with eigenvalues Ay > --- > A, and notice that

sOn Oha OhoO a] OAn
asZij B Z Z Olla 2 Zij = OzhO]h

for any 1 < ¢ ],h I < p. As a consequence, for any differentiable real-valued
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functions Fy (L), ..., F,(L), we have

P P P
Os 1 Fy
'aFa L) == a
Os Zn;j (aZl O Om) 2 % Oray
b

F, . < 0F,
om.+;0haa—&o

This suggests we define a new operator Dy, that would map the space of diagonal
matrices F'(L) = diag(Fy(L),..., F,(L)) that differentially depends on L, to
itself, by

1 oF, 20
Di{F}. =< so that OFOj; = OFOy,.
2 el VAY
j=1
In particular
Z e

a Zhl% aSZig’iQ aSZizil

Zl’ -2
Os Os [ —2tr Z| |
y EVE I]
Z e Z 0Tyt 0Zigin L 21 ).
117 -2
— tr D%k{e_?trZ‘Z‘%Ip}, (8.2)
and similarly
Z (7 Os Os Os 0Os n
e

Os Zjljk Jsjz aSZijl aSZilik aSZi3i2 aSZZ'21'1
U1yelg
J1senke

— tr Df{ D {e 2] 2) T, ] (8.3)

Let us look more closely at this operator Dy . It satisfies the following.

(i) Dy, is linear, in the sense that for diagonals F'(L), G(L) and constants a,
b with respect to L,
DL{GF + bG} = aDL{F} + bDL{G}
(ii) Dy, satisfies a restricted product rule, in the sense that for a diagonal
F(L) of the form F(L) = f(L)I, for some function f(L), and any diagonal
G(L),

Moreover, from the deﬁnition of Dy,

Dpfe 5"iL,} = 4@ ivhr,, DL{|L

nL

1]

Y22

m
T p}_f

Dp{tr(L™)I,} = —sL™*D),

and Dy {L~ }—— L=+ Ztr(L—[S“—t])L—t
t=1
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Now define the spaces

degree at most | — ¢(k), and &

M; = {b(n, m,p)e_%trL|L|%rn(L_1)L_s
and s satisfy |k| <1 —s.

b(n,m,p) is a polynomial with}

for I = 1,...,2k, and let (M;) denote the linear span of M;, i.e. the space of
all real linear combinations of elements of M;. Moreover, for a partition , let
k t i denote x with the integer 7 added or removed, respectively. For example,
(3,1,1,1)+2 = (3,2,1,1,1) and (3,2,1,1,1)— 1 = (3,2, 1,1). Note that | +i| =
|| £ 4. Then, for any F' € M;,

Dy{F} = Dp{bn,m,p)e# "H|L| Tro(L )L}
= b(n,m,p) Dy {e” L L[ T (L)L
+ b(n,m, p)e” % “LDL{|L|%I,,}T,€(L*1)L*S
+ b(n,m,p)e_%trL|L|%DL{rN(L_1)Ip L
+ b(n,m,p)e—%“LyLy%m(L—l)DL{L—S}

= [ - Eb(n,m,p)]ef%trL|L|%r,§(L71)L78

4
+ [%b(n,m,p)]e*%trL|L’%r,{(L*1)L75
a(x) .
+ 3 | = mblnomop) [ | L (2L
i=1
+ [f %b(n,m,p)]e*%trL|L’%rn(L*1)Lf(SH)

s 1 g m _ _
+2 [_ §b(n7m,p)]e TOLLI 1 g1 (LT LT
t=1

Thus D{F} € (M;;1). It follows by linearity that Dy, maps (M;) to {M;11).
Now, e_%trL|L}TIp € My, so by induction D%k{e_%trL|L|TIp} € (May).

Hence, for some polynomials b,(.il?s(m m, p) of degree at most 2k — ¢(k),

trD%k{e_%trL|L|%Ip}= Z b,&{l(n,m,p)e_%trL}L|%rK(L_1)tr(L_S)

|k|+s<2k
= Z b,(,il,)(n,m,p)e_%trL|L|%7“K/(L_1) (8.4)
|k!/|<2k

for ¥ = Kk + s, bfﬁl,) = b,(il,?q when s # 0, while ¥’ = k, bg,) = pb,({lg when

s = 0. Notice that when s # 0, the degree of the b,/’s is at most 2k — ¢(k) =
2k — (q(x") — 1), while when s = 0 it is at most 2k — g(k) + 1 = 2k — ¢(x') + L.
Thus in both cases, deg b,(:,) < 2k — q(x') + 1, which by Equation (8.2) shows
the first statement of the lemma.

For the second statement of the lemma, by an argument analoguous to Equa-
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tion (8.4) we find that ter{e_ﬂ“L|L|mI } € {(Mg41). Thus by induction
again, we must have D% {tr D% {e_’“L}L| I,}} € (Mag41). Hence for some

polynomials b2 Z(n m, p) of degree at most 2k + 1 — ¢(k),

Di{wDp{e L ¥, )}

= Z b(2) (n,m,p)e” 4trL|L| re (L7 tr(L7°)

|n|+s<2k+1
= Z bg)(n,m,p)e*%trL|L|%rK/(L*1)
|| <2k+1
for again k' = Kk + s, b(2) = b,(f)s when s # 0, while &’ = &, b( ) — b(QZ when

= (. By the same argument as before, deg bl({/) < 2k — q(K') + 2, which by
Equation (8.3) shows the second statement of the lemma. This concludes the
proof. O

We will also need in our proof a result about the asymptotics of inverse
moments of the Wishart distribution. Because we couldn’t find anything like it
in the literature, we think it is worthwhile to provide some context.

Let f : (0,4) — R be the restriction to the positive reals of a complex
function analytic in a neighborhood of (0,4). We are often interested in the
linear spectral statistic %tr fY) for Y ~ W,(n, I,/n). Much is known about
its distributional properties in the high-dimensional regime where p — o0 such
that lim 2 = o < 1. For example, if 0 < o < 1, there must be an € > 0 such

n—oo
that p/n € [e,1—€] for all n large enough, so Bai and Silverstein [2010, Theorem
9.10] and the dominated convergence theorem yield that

[p/n]+
1 P V([p/n]+ = 8)(t = [p/n]-)
p trf(¥Y) — nh—r»%o 1) 27 [p/n]t dt
[p/n]-
- | ro Vias ;;l(tt —) g (8.5)

o

as n — o0. Here, > stands for convergence in probability and z for (1+ /)2
In fact, the theorem states more, namely a central limit theorem, but what we
want to draw to attention is the class of functions for which this result was
proven.

This is sometimes enough, but often we would like to understand the ex-
pectation of this linear spectral statistic. If f is bounded, then Equation (8.5)
implies that

a4

1 Vi =t —a)
J%EE[trf(Y)]: (j(t) S TTY dt. (8.6)

This is nice for a function f(z) like e* or sinz that happens to be bounded
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on a neighborhood of (0,4), but it unfortunately excludes many interesting
unbounded functions, such as logz or 1/z. In fact, for unbounded f, it is in
general not even clear if lim %E[tr f(Y)] will be finite!

n—oo

The following result shows that, at least in the case f(z) = 1/2° for s € N,
we can use Stein’s lemma to obtain Equation (8.6) and its o = 0 analogue.

Lemma 5. Let for Y ~ W »(n, Iy/n) and s be any integer s = 1. Then as long
asn = p+4s + 2, the s™ inverse moment satisfies the recursive bound

<1 — (p—f—nl)s> E[trYﬁS] < E[trY*(S*U] .

In particular, as p — © such that lim 2 =a <1, if s < a~ ! —1 then

n—oo
Qo
Viay =)t —a) .
hrn 1E‘/|:t]:'}/v75:| = 27Tat5+1 dt Zf OD<a< 1,
n—w p o

1 if a=0.
for ax = (1 +£/a)?.

Proof. The classical Stein’s lemma states that for any differentiable functior; I
R — R such that EU(% — 2)f(Z)|] < oo for Z ~ N(0,1) and liI_P f(z)e=* /2 =
Z—> 1T 00

0, we must have
) b

| (55 -

Let Z ~ Ny p(0, 1 I,

e an n X p matrix of i.i.d. standard normal random

variables, and let Y = 1Z'Z ~ Wy(n,I,/n). For any 1 < o < n and 1 <
B1,7 < p,
0 2 & Os 0sYg® 1 ( 1+1) —(s—1+1
—IN 7z 5 and - - [ = y—ly - (s—t+ )]’
(?Zag n 1:21 a asyw an i 2 l=21 + BB " ij

so for § the Kronecker delta,

a —s
(aZaB _Zaﬁ) (ZY )aﬁ
> 0s
- Z [553Y + = 2 ZajZoiz+— ¥ Y - ZaﬁZQjYB—jS]

—v; _% ; (ZYl)aﬂ (zy-G-iny L 2 Zy -+ gty

ac

~Zap(ZY S)aﬁ (8.7)
Let us first show that this expression is integrable. For any matrix X, |X;;| <
IX]2 = |XtX |52 Thus by Equation (8.7),

o ety =70t
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5 1 1
Y72 + DY F Y2t 2
=1

<E

° 1 1 1 1
+ 2 WYY 3RS Y] ||Y_25+151
=1

As Y is positive definite, |[Y |y < tr Y£® for any a € N, so by the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality,

5 1
< E[tr Y—s:| + Z E[tr Y—2l+1] 2 E[tr Y—25+2l—1]
=1

1
2

1
2

b

5 o3 o 3 3 o
+;E[trY 21] E[try 2 *21] +nE[trY] E[trY 2 +1]

which is finite for n > p + 4s + 2.
Moreover, (ZY ~%),p can be expressed using minors and determinants as a
rational function of the entries of Z, so

lim  (ZY ~%)age Zas/? = 0.

Za5—>i00

So all conditions are fulfilled to apply Stein’s lemma to Equation 8.7 and obtain

0= Eliai i (aZiﬂ - ZaB) (ZY™") .5

=1p8=1

=E

s 1<
trY ™ = eV = =D (Y ) (YD) — ey 7Y
r —tr - l; (Y ) tr( ) —tr
Astr(Y O tr(Y~C—D) < ptrY—* forany 1 < I < s, and every term is integrable
asn = p+ 4s + 2, this means that

<1 - Wnl)s) E[tr Y*S] < E[tr Y*<8*1>] . (8.8)

This shows the first part of the proof.

For the second part, let S € N. If we let n — o0 such that lim 2 = o < 1,
n—o0

then any S < a~! we will have n > p +4S + 2 and n > (p + 1)S for n large
enough. So by repeatedly applying Equation (8.8) for s = S,...,1 and dividing
by p, we obtain

s
1)i 1 1
I1 <1 - (p+)> B[y < SB[y ] -1
=1 " p p
Taking a limit in the above yields

5 1

(1—al) lim fE[trY’S] < 1.
1 n—0 p
Thus for any S < a~!, we have
S

1 B 1
T}grgl@;E[trY S] < gl—al < o (8.9)
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In the case 0 < a < 1, if s4+1 < o~ ! then by Jensen’s inequality and Equation
(8.9) applied to S = s + 1, we have

lim lE[(try—S)”%] < 1im1E[try—<s+1>] <

n—0o0 p

n—o0 p

Thus %tr Y ~* is uniformly integrable, and by Equation (8.5),

at

lim lE[trT*S] _ | Mo 0 -an)

n—o0 p

2motstl

o

for ag = (1 + /)2
In contrast, by applying Jensen’s inequality twice,

- E[ltry]_s < E[(ltrY>s] < E[ltrY_s]

p p p

so when o = 0, by applying Equation (8.9) with S = s, we obtain that

lim
n—ao0

%E[tr Y %] = 1, as desired. O

9. Conclusion

The results of this paper raise more questions than they answer. We enumerate
some that we found particularly interesting.

(1)

The univariate t distribution with v degrees of freedom is often defined as
the distribution of Z/y/s, for Z ~ N(0,1) and s ~ x2/v independent. In
the real symmetric matrix case, we could imagine studying the distribution
of SY4ZSV4 for Z ~ GOE(p) and S ~ W, (v, I,/v) independent. Is this
the T),(21,) distribution in the sense of Section 47

By Theorem 2 and Corollary 1, it is clear the empirical moments of a
symmetric ¢ distribution are quite similar to those of a Gaussian orthog-
onal ensemble matrix, except perhaps in their rates of convergence. From
Anderson et al. [2010, Theorem 2.1.31], we know the empirical moments
of a Gaussian orthogonal ensemble are asymptotically normal. Are the
empirical moments of the symmetric ¢ distribution also asymptotically
normal?

In Section 4, we showed that the rate of convergence of the even normalized
empirical moments of a symmetric ¢ distribution change when p grows like
4/n. Can we find analogue symmetric ¢ statistics that change their rates of
convergence when p grows like n(5K+1/(K+3) for every K € N? This would
establish phase transitions for the symmetric ¢ distribution. If so, can we
find approximating densities between every two transitions, just like in the
Wishart case?

As a counterpart of Theorem 1, could we prove that drv(fxw, fx) = 0
whenever pX+3/pf+1 > 0 as n — 0? This is delicate because we have no
guarantee that the L' norm of i is asymptotically bounded for regimes
of degree K + 1 or higher.



Chételat and Wells/Mid-scale Wishart asymptotics 67

(5) Can we find the normalization constant or, better, solve the expectation
of Equation (1.3) in closed form?

(6) What asymptotics hold for the symmetric ¢ or the Wishart distribution in
a middle-scale regime of infinite degree? How do these asymptotics differ
from the other middle-scale regimes, or the high-dimensional regime?

(7) The symmetric ¢ distribution was discovered as the G-conjugate of the
Wishart distribution. What other distributions can be realized as the G-
conjugate of some well-known distribution?

(8) In Lemma 2, we expressed the characteristic function of the G-conjugate
F* of a distribution F as f/2x(f/20R), for f the density of F' and R the
flip operator. To obtain the moments, we then repeatedly differentiated
under the convolution integral at zero, and obtained an expression of the
moments as an expectation with respect to f. The argument worked when
F* was the symmetric ¢ distribution. Can this argument be generalized to
other F*7 If F'* is a well-known distribution, does this give rise to novel
and nontrivial expressions for its moments?

(9) The G-transform of a distribution encodes all the information relative to
that distribution. However, taking a modulus removes some information,
and so in some sense the G-conjugate distribution is “less informative”
than the original distribution. What happens when we repeatedly apply
the G-conjugation operator, destroying information every time? For ex-
ample, is there an attractor distribution G that is the limit of this process
regardless of the initial distribution?

(10) Can we find distinct random operators which can be regarded, in some
sense, as the total variation limit of a normalized Wishart matrix between
every two phase transitions?

It appears to us that some of these questions might be very difficult to answer.
We would be pleased if future work were able to shed light on any of them.
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