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Abstract

For high-dimensional small sample size data, Hotelling’s T2 test is not appli-
cable for testing mean vectors due to the singularity problem in the sample
covariance matrix. To overcome the problem, there are three main approaches
in the literature. Note, however, that each of the existing approaches may
have serious limitations and only works well in certain situations. Inspired
by this, we propose a pairwise Hotelling method for testing high-dimensional
mean vectors, which, in essence, provides a good balance between the existing
approaches. To effectively utilize the correlation information, we construct
the new test statistics as the summation of Hotelling’s test statistics for the
covariate pairs with strong correlations and the squared ¢ statistics for the
individual covariates that have little correlation with others. We further de-
rive the asymptotic null distributions and power functions for the proposed
Hotelling tests under some regularity conditions. Numerical results show that
our new tests are able to control the type I error rates, and can achieve a higher
statistical power compared to existing methods, especially when the covariates
are highly correlated. Two real data examples are also analyzed and they both

demonstrate the efficacy of our pairwise Hotelling tests.
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1 Introduction

A fundamental problem in multivariate statistics is to test whether a mean vector is
equal to a given vector for the one-sample test, or to test whether two mean vectors
are equal for the two-sample test. To start with, let g and ¥ be the mean vector
and covariance matrix of a random vector X, respectively. For the one-sample case,

we are interested in testing the hypothesis

Hy:p=pog versus  Hy:p # uo, (1.1)
where po = (o1, - - -, flop)” is a given vector, p is the dimension, and the superscript
T denotes the transpose of a vector or a matrix. Assume that X = (X1, . .. ,ka)T
for k =1,...,n are independent copies of X = (X1,..., X,)?, where n is the sample

size. Then for testing hypothesis (ILIl), under the assumption of data normality, the
classical Hotelling’s T? test (Hotelling, 1931) is given as

T2 = n(X — o)’ S~ (X — o),

where X = Y_, Xj/n is the sample mean vector, and S = >7_ (X} — X)(X; —
X)T/(n — 1) is the sample covariance matrix.

In the era of big data, high-dimensional data are increasingly collected from
various fields with a wide range of applications. For high-dimensional data, the
dimension is usually larger or much larger than the sample size, and the resulting
“large p small n” paradigm poses new challenges for the testing problem (I.I]). As
an example, when testing whether two gene sets, or pathways, have equal expression
levels under two experimental conditions, one may encounter the scenario in which
the number of genes (p) is much larger than the number of samples (n). For high-
dimensional small sample size data, as pointed out by Bai and Saranadasa (1996),
Hotelling’s T2 test will not be applicable due to the singularity problem in the sample
covariance matrix.

To overcome the singularity problem in high-dimensional settings, a number of
methods have been developed in recent literature for remedying Hotelling’s 72 test.
In view of the different approaches in handling the non-invertible sample covariance

matrix S, there are three main categories of testing methods as follows:

(1) In the first category, researchers substituted the sample covariance matrix S
with the p x p identity matrix /,. This leads to the unscaled Hotelling’s tests
(UHT) with the test statistic as

Teur = (X — o) (X — po).

For references, see, for example, Bai and Saranadasa (1996), IChen and Qin
(2010), lAhmad (2014) and |Ayyala et al) (2017). In addition, Xu et al. (2016)
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considered an adaptive testing procedure with the test statistic as T'(y) =
?Zl()_(j — f10;)”, and He et all (2019) also follows the idea of UHT and pro-
posed a unified U-statistic for testing mean vectors, covariance matrices and

regression coefficients.

(2) In the second category, researchers replaced the sample covariance matrix by a
diagonal or block diagonal covariance matrix, and for which we refer to them
as the diagonal Hotelling’s tests (DHT). Specifically, by letting D = diag(S) be

the diagonal covariance matrix, [Wu et al. (2006) introduced the test statistic
TR = (X — po) " D™HX — po).

Srivastava and Du (2008) studied the limiting behaviors of this test statistic
under data normality. |Cai et all (2014) considered a test based on the maxi-
mum of the squared marginal ¢ statistics. [Hu et all (2019) proposed a likelihood
ratio test based on a diagonal covariance matrix structure. [Feng et all (2017)
grouped the covariates into many small blocks, and then under the assumption
that there is little correlation between these blocks, they constructed their test
statistic as the summation of Hotelling’s T statistics within each small block.
More studies on DHT include, for example, [Srivastaval (2009), Park and Ayyala
(2013), |Srivastava et all (2013), [Feng et all (2015), |Gregory et al. (2015), and
Dong et al! (2016).

(3) In the third category, researchers applied regularization methods for estimating
the covariance matrix to overcome the singularity problem in the sample co-
variance matrix. We refer to these methods as the reqularized Hotelling’s tests
(RHT). To name a few, |Chen et al. (2011) proposed a ridge-type regularization

with the test statistic as
T, = (X — o) (S + M) 71X — po).

This test statistic was also considered by ILi et al. (2019) for the two-sample
testing problem. [Lopes et al. (2011) proposed another regularized test statistic

based on the random projection technique,
Tinrs = (X — po)" Pg(PrSPR) ™ Pr(X — po),

where Ppr is a random matrix of size k£ x p. Further developments on the
projection-based techniques include, for example, Thulin (2014), Srivastava et al.
(2016), and |Zoh et al. (2018).

The UHT and DHT tests in the first two categories do not account for the cor-

relations among the covariates. When there are highly correlated covariates in the
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data, neither of the two methods may provide a valid test with a controlled type
I error rate and/or an acceptable statistical power. In contrast, RHT in the third
category is a universal way that attempts to account for all the correlations within
the covariance matrix. In other words, the ridge-type and projection-based statistics
did not take into account the sparsity of the covariance matrix. Consequently, RHT
may not be able to provide a satisfactory performance when the sample size n is
relatively small compared to the dimension p (Dong et all, [2016). Besides, [Li (2017)
considered a composite Hotelling’s test (CHT) to account for the correlations. The
author extracted the 2-dimensional pairs (X;, X;)* with i < j from the p-dimensional
vector X, and then took the average of the classical Hotelling’s test statistics for all
the bivariate sub-vectors. Similarly to others, when the covariance matrix is sparse
and the sample size is small, CHT may not provide a satisfactory performance ei-
ther. This phenomenon was also reported in Bickel and Levina (2004), where, if the
estimated correlations are very noisy due to the small sample size, it is probably
better not to estimate them at all.

To overcome the drawbacks in the aforementioned tests, we propose a new cat-
egory of testing methods to further advance the existing literature on testing high-
dimensional mean vectors. Our main idea is to take the advantages of the second
and third categories and provide a good balance between them. Specifically, to effec-
tively utilize the correlation information, we first construct the classical Hotelling’s
statistics for the covariate pairs with strong correlations, whereas, for the individual
covariates that have little correlation with others, we apply the squared t statistics
to account for their respective contributions to the multivariate testing problem.
Our new test statistics are the summation over all the Hotelling’s statistics and the
squared t statistics. Consequently, they are able to capture sufficient dependence
information among the components and, at the same time, account for the spar-
sity of covariance matrices. We further derive the asymptotic null distributions and
power functions of the new statistics, and investigate the regularity conditions that
are needed for establishing the asymptotic results of the proposed test statistics.
Simulation studies and real data analyses show that our proposed tests outperform
the existing methods in a wide range of settings.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we propose the pairwise
Hotelling’s testing method for the one-sample test. The asymptotic distributions of
the test statistic are also derived under, respectively, the null and local alternative
hypotheses. In Section 3, we propose the pairwise Hotelling’s testing method for
the two-sample test, and derive the asymptotic results including the asymptotic null
distribution and power function. In Section 4, we conduct simulation studies to
evaluate the proposed tests and compare them with the existing methods. We then

apply the proposed tests to two real data examples in Section 5, and conclude the



paper in Section 6 with a brief summary and some future work. The technical details

are provided in the Appendices.

2  One-Sample Test

In this section, we consider the one-sample testing problem (I]) under the “large
p small n” paradigm. Recall that Hotelling’s T2 test is not applicable when the
dimension is larger than the sample size. To overcome the singularity problem, one
possible approach is to downsize the dimension of the sample covariance matrix.

To achieve this, we decompose the p-dimensional vector X into a series of bivari-
ate sub-vectors (X;, X;)7 with i < j. We then apply the bivariate Hotelling’s test
statistic to account for their pairwise correlation as

Sii Sij

-1
TZ = (Xi - MOi’Xj - ,UOJ') ( ) (Xi - M0i>Xj - ,UOj)T

Sji - Sjj

= (X — po)" PJ(P;SPE) ' Py(X — o),

where X, = ZZ:1 Xyi/n is the sample mean of the ith covariate, s;; is the sample
0 -+ 1 -+ 0 --- 0
0 -+ 0 -+ 1 --- 0
is a 2 x p matrix with the (1,7) and (2, 7) components being 1 and all others being

covariance of the i¢th and jth covariates, and F;; =

0. Finally, the following U-type test statistic can be applied to accumulate all the

pairwise correlations among the covariates:

p j—1 p j—1
Wi=n)_ n(X — o) <ZZPT (P;SPY) IPM) (X — o). (2.1)
j=2 i=1 j=2 i=1

The pairwise idea in the test statistic W; can be traced back to the pairwise
likelihood methods. For likelihood-based inference involving distributions with high-
dimensional dependencies, it can be a powerful approach to apply the approxi-
mate likelihoods based on the bivariate marginal distributions (Cox and Reid, 2004,
Varin et al., 2011, [Li, [2017). It is also worth noting that, as long as n > 3, the pair-
wise method in (2.1]) is always applicable and so it resolves the singularity problem

in the original Hotelling’s T test.

2.1 Pairwise Hotelling’s test statistic

For high-dimensional data, it is often the case that the covariance matrix is sparse, in
which only a small proportion of the correlations will be non-zero. In such settings,

the U-type test statistic Wi will involve many noisy terms. Consequently, the test



may not provide a sufficiently large power, in particular when n is relatively small
compared to p.

To further improve the test statistic (2.1I), we propose a thresholding method
by shrinking the small estimates of correlations to zero to reduce the noise level in
Wi. To be more specific, we consider a screening procedure based on Kendall’s tau
correlation matrix. Let R = (7;)1<i j<p € RP*? be Kendall’s tau correlation matrix,
and I' = (73;)1<i j<p € RP*P with 7;; = |ryj|, where | - | is the absolute value function.

Let also
Ay ={(i,j) :mj>mand i < j} and Ay ={i:7; <7 for all j #i}

be two sets of indices, where 75 € [0,1] is a pre-specified threshold. Clearly, the
covariate pairs with strong correlations fall into Ay, and the individual covariates
with little correlation with others fall into A,. In practice, R, A; and A, are all
unknown and need to be estimated from the sample data.

Assume that R is Kendall’s tau sample correlation matrix. Then with a given 7y,

the sample estimates of A; and A, are, respectively,
Ay ={(i,§) : 7; > o and i < j} and Ay = {i: 7;; < 7o for all j # i},

where 7;; = |f;;|. In addition, let X, = (X, Xi;)T € R? be the kth sample of
(X, X;)7T, X{i,j} be the sample mean vector, and Sy j; be the sample covariance
matrix of Xj;.z. Then for testing hypothesis (II]), the thresholding test statistic can

be represented as

T
_ — p1oi)?
Wi (7'0) =n Z (X{i,j} - /1'07{2}]'}) S{z Jt (X{W} ~ Ho, {Z’]}) o Z 7’

(i.4) €A i€Asy

where po iy = (fois o;)T- The test statistic Wi (7p) has fully taken into account
the pairwise correlations among the covariates. Specifically, we apply Hotelling’s
test statistics to account for the contributions from the covariate pairs with strong
correlations (i.e., for all (i,7) € Al), and apply the squared ¢ statistics to account for
the contributions from the individual covariates with little correlation with others
(ie., for all i € A,).

Let P, = (0,...,1,...,0), where the ith component is 1 and all others are 0.
Let also Po = Y2, 4, PE(P;SPE) Py + Y04, PE(PSPT) ™ P,. With the new

notations, we can rewrite Wy (1) as
Wi(ro) = (X — po)" Po(X — po)-

For simplicity, we also let Po = >_, ) e PL(PyXPE) T P+ 34, PH(PEPT) P,

be the unknown population value of Pp. Note that W (7o) involves the terms (X, —
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uO)T}A’o(XS — o), s = 1,...,n, and they will introduce higher order moments in
the centering and scaling parameters when establishing the limiting distributions.
Hence to stabilize the test statistic, we apply the leave-one-out method and propose

the new test statistic as

Ti(r0) = gy 30 S0 — o) PG (X = o), 2.2)
s=1 t#s

where PG =33 4, B (PyS©VPE) ™ Py + Xy a, BT (PSSO PT) TP, and 69
is the sample covariance matrix without observations X, and X;. We refer to our new
test statistic in (2.2]) as the pairwise Hotelling’s test statistic, or, for short, the PHT
statistic. As a special case, if we set 70 = 1, then A; = 0 and Ay = {1,...,p} so that
the PHT statistic reduces to the diagonal Hotelling’s test in|Park and Ayyala (2013).
On the other hand, if we set 7, = 0, then 4; = {(i,j) i< j}fori,j=1,...,pand
Ay = (); that is, the PHT statistic accounts for all the correlations in the covariance
matrix so that it is the same as the test statistic Wy in (2.1]).

2.2 Asymptotic results

Following the assumptions in (Chen and Qin (2010), we assume that the random

vector X = (Xi,..., X,)T follows the linear model:

where C; € RP*? with ¢ > p such that ¥ = C,CT, p = (p1,...,1,)7, and the
random vector Z satisfies that E(Z) = 0 and Var(Z) = I,. In addition for Z =
(Z1,...,2Z,)", we assume that the following moment conditions hold: E(Z}) = 3+

A1 < oo where A is a positive constant, and
E(Z 207 - Zp%) = B(Z0 ) E(Z)7) - E(ZF),

where k is a positive integer such that a; + -+ a < 8, and Iy # Iy # - -+ # .

We further assume that {(X;, X;) : 4,7 = 1,2,...,pwithi # j} is a two-
dimensional random field, and define the p-mixing coefficient for X = {X,,j =
1,2,...,p} as

p(s) = sup {|COTT(91,92)| 191 € L2(X(A3z)), 92 € L2(X(Ay)), dist(As, Ag) > 5}

over any possible sets Az, Ay C {1,2,...,p} with card(As) < 2 and card(A,) < 2,
where card(-) is the operator that counts the number of elements in a given set,
dist(As, Ay) = minea, jea, |¢ — j| is the distance between Az and A4, Corr(gs, g2)

is the correlation between ¢g; and go, and Lo(X(E)) is the set of all measurable



functions defined on the o-algebra generated by X over £ C {1,2,...,p} with the
existence of the second moment.
To establish the asymptotic null and alternative distributions of the proposed

test statistic, we also need the following conditions:

(C1) There exists a finite positive number K; such that 1/K; < \,(%) <

< - <
M (2) < Ky, where \(X) is the ith largest eigenvalue of ¥.

(C2) Assume that {Xj : j > 1} is a p-mixing sequence such that p(s) < wgexp (—s),

where @y > 0 is a constant.

(C3) There exists an oracle constant 7* € (0, 1) such that, for a finite positive integer
Ko, sup;.,card(A4}) < Ko, where Af = {j : 7;; > 7*}. In addition, we assume

that hmllnf {7i;|7i; > 7} > 7* and limsup{7;;|m; < 7%} < 7*
%)= 7.7 17 -P

(C4) There exists a positive integer my > 4 such that the higher order moments,
E(X{™*?), ..., E(X}m™+2)  are bounded uniformly, which indicates that there
exists a constant w; > 0, such that E(X4m0+2) < wj holds for j =1,...,p. In
addition, we assume that EHS{ }H for (4,7) € Ay and E(sj, ) for j € A2 are

bounded uniformly, where H H is the Frobenius norm.

(C5) Assume that pu?Pop = o(+/p/n). There exists a constant w, > 0 such that
ki — pos|* < w2/ /.

Condition (C1) assumes that the eigenvalues are bounded uniformly away from
0 and oo, which is the same condition as in |Cai et al/ (2014) and Xu et al) (2016).
Condition (C2) is the so-called p-mixing condition, which follows from [Lin and Lu
(1997) that implies a weak dependence structure of the data. The weak dependence
structure is commonly assumed in many genome-wide association studies. As an
example, single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) have a local dependence structure
in which the correlations between SNPs often decay rapidly as the distances between
gene locus increase. Condition (C3) assumes that our PHT statistic allows the num-
ber of covariate pairs with strong correlations to increase at the same order of p.
Conditions (C4) and (C5) are two technical conditions that are needed for deriving

the asymptotic results of the proposed test statistic.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that 7y satisfies hmllnf {7|Ti; > 10} > 70 andlimsup{7;;|7;; <
b= 4yeP i,j=1,...,p

To} < To. Let A1 and A2 be the two sets based on the threshold 1y in the screening

procedure. Then for any given positive integer my, if p = O(n™), we have

P(AQZAQ)EP(A:[:Al)—)]. as n — oQ.



The proof of Theorem [2.1] is given in Appendix [B.Il This theorem shows that,
when the sample size becomes large, the selected sets Ay and A, based on the sample

data are consistent estimates of A; and A,, respectively.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that 79 > 7%, hmlmf {7j|Tij; > 10} > 70, and limsup{r;;|7;; <
BI=4ye0P t,5=1,....p

70} < To. Then under conditions (C1)-(C5) and if p = o(n™ 1) with mq defined in

(C4), we have

ST
i) — 9i Fod N N(0,1) as n — oo,
2n—2tr(A2?)

where 8, = p — po, Ay = SY2PoXY2, tr(-) is the trace function, and -2 denotes

convergence in distribution.

The proof of Theorem is given in Appendix [B.2l This theorem shows that,
despite the exact threshold 7% being unknown, we can select a larger threshold 7y >

7%, such that if 7y satisfies hmllnf {7j|Ti; > 10} > 10 and hmllnf {mj|mi; < 10} < 70,
7.]_ 7'7.] i 7

then the test statistic 77 (79) still converges to the standard normal distribution after
proper centering and scaling.

To apply Theorem for practical use, we need a ratio consistent estimator for
the unknown tr(A?). For this purpose, we establish the following lemma, with the
proof in Appendix [B.3l

Lemma 1. Assume that p = o(n?®), and 7y satisfies the assumptions in Theorem [Z2.
Then under conditions (C1)-(C5),

— 1 n

BAD = gy DX = XOOTEEIX (X, - X RGOX,
s#t

is a ratio consistent estimator of tr(A}), where X1 is the sample mean vector

without observations X, and X,;. Consequently, under the null hypothesis in (1.1),
T

_ Blm) i>N(0,1) as n — 0.

—

2n—2tr(A2?)

Also by Theorem 2.2 the power function of the PHT statistic for the one-sample

test is given as

T
01 Podi ) (2.4)

on=2tr(A2)/’

where ®(z) is the cumulative distribution function of the standard normal distri-

Power(d;) = <I>< — 2o +

bution. The performance of the new test depends on the quantities 67 Pod; and

tr(A?). Theoretically, a reasonable choice of the threshold 7y can be to maximize



Power(d;) so that the PHT statistic achieves the highest asymptotic power. How-
ever, this maximization procedure is infeasible in practice, since 87 Ppd1/+/tr(A?)
involves unknown quantities including §; and . We further the practical choice of

To in Section 4.3.

3 Two-Sample Test

This section considers the two-sample test for mean vectors with equal covariance ma-
trices. Let { X, = (X1, ..., Xgp)T 02, and {Y; = (Ya, ..., Y,) 172, be two groups
of independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random vectors from two indepen-
dent multivariate populations. Let also F(X,) = py = (f11, - . -, ft1,)” be the mean
vector of the first population, F(Y;) = pa = (a1, . - -, f2,)” be the mean vector of the
second population, and ¥ be the common covariance matrix for both populations.

For the two-sample test, we are interested in testing the hypothesis

Hy: p1 = po versus Hy: py # po. (3.1)

3.1 Pairwise Hotelling’s test statistic

Following the similar notations as those for the one-sample test, we let Kendall’s
tau correlation matrix be R = (7ij)1<ij<p € RP*P, and I' = (735)1<4j<p € RP*P with

Tij = ‘Tij‘- Let also
Alz{(l,j) 1T > To al’ldl<j} and AQI{iITij <79 fOI'&Hj;é’L}

be two sets of indices, where 7, € [0, 1] is a pre-specified threshold, and denote
Po =34 iyea g?ggjng)—lpij + D iea, PZ.T(P,-ZR.T)*E.

Assume that By = (Fiji)icijop € RPP and Ry = (fy2)i<ijep € RPP are
Kendall’s tau sample correlation matrices of the two groups, respectively. For sim-
plicity, let N = nj + ny, and assume that n;/N — ¢y € (0,1) as N — oo. Then

with a given 7y, the sample estimates of A; and A, are, respectively,
Ay ={(i,§) :7; > o and i < j} and Ay = {i : 7;; < 7o for all j # i},

where 7;; = (n17i;1 + natij2) /N, Tij1 = |Fii1| and 7,50 = |7452]. In addition, we need

the following notations related to the sample covariance matrices:

(1) Let Sy (or S3) be the sample covariance matrix of group 1 (or group 2), S}S)
(or Sés)) be the sample covariance matrix of group 1 (or group 2) without
observation X (or Y;), and st’t) (or Sés’t)) be the sample covariance matrix

of group 1 (or group 2) without observations X, and X, (or Y; and Y).
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(2) Let s1,5; (or s55;) be the sample variance of Xj; (or Y ), and Sy ;51 and S (53
be the sample covariance matrix of (X, Xi;)? and (Yis, Yi;)7, respectively. Let

also sg ¥ ]) (or 32 i ) be the sample variance of X; (or Yj;) without observations

X,; and Xyj (or Yy, and Yj,).

3) Let S®Y = [(ny — 2)S™ 4 1ySs] /(N — 2) be the pooled sample covariance
1% 1

matrix without observations X, and X, in group 1, and Séi’t) = [n1S1 + (ng —

2)S§s’t)] /(N —2) be the pooled sample covariance matrix without observations

Y, and Y; in group 2.

(4) Let Sip = [(n1 — 1)S1 + (ng — 1)53]/(N — 2) be the pooled sample covariance
matrix of the two groups, and SS? = [(n1 — 1S + (ny — 1)SP] /(N = 2) be
the pooled sample covariance matrix without X in group 1 and Y; in group 2.

Following the similar arguments as in (2.]), we can propose the U-type test

statistic for the two-sample test as

p j—1
Wy = (% < S PI(P;S1P) p,.j) X-¥), (2
1762 -
,7: =1

where X and Y are the sample mean vectors of the two groups. Further by the
screening procedure and the leave-one-out method, our PHT statistic for the two-

sample test can be proposed as

ny ni n2  n2

Ln) = w2 XA Ki+ s 3 ) YRR,
s=1 t+#s s=1 t#s
ny n2
e ;;XTPIS oY, (3.3)

where Pl(sot), P(fg and Pl(s o) are three sample-based estimates of Pp with
Pl = Y PI(PS"PYT P+ Y PRSP TP,
(i,j)EAl ZEAQ

A~

Piy = " PIPSSURD) P+ Y P (PSS PR,

(i,j)EAl ZEAQ
PGB =S PIPSEUPE P+ Y PI(PSE) PI) P,
(i,j)€A1 iEAQ

When 7o = 1, we have A; = () and Ay = {1.....p} so that the PHT statistic reduces
to the diagonal Hotelling’s test in [Park and Ayyala (2013). In contrast, when 75 = 0,
we have A; = {(i,j) i< j}fori,j=1,...,pand Ay = 0, and so the PHT statistic
is indeed the U-type test statistic ([3.2) for the two-sample test.
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3.2 Asymptotic results

For ease of notation, we assume that the random vectors X = (Xi,...,X,)T and
Y = (V1,...,Y,)7T follow the following two models:

X = CQZ(I) + M1 and 'Y = CQZ(z) + M2, (34)

where Cy € RPX? with ¢ > p such that ¥ = C,CT, and the random vector Z®
satisfies that E(Z®) = 0 and Var(Z®) = I, for i = 1,2. In addition, we assume
that the following moment conditions hold: E(Z }“)4 =3+ Ay < 00 where Ay is a

positive constant, and
B ((Zl(f))al(zl(;)>a2 . (Zl(:))ak) — E((Zl(li))m)E((Zl(zi))az) .. 'E<(Zl(:))ak)v (3'5)

where k a positive integer such that a; +--- 4+ ap < 8, and Iy # Iy # - -+ # ;.

We further assume that {(X;, X;) : 4,7 = 1,2,...,p with ¢ # j} and {(Y;,Y]) :
i, =1,2,...,pwith i # j} are two random fields. To derive the asymptotic null
and alternative distributions of the proposed two-sample PHT statistic, we need the

following conditions:

(C1') There exists a finite positive number K, such that 1/K, < \(3%) < -+ <
M () < K.

(C2') Assume that {X; : 7 > 1} and {Y; : j > 1} are two p-mixing sequences,
with the corresponding p-mixing coefficients px(s) and py(s), respectively.
There exists a constant ws > 0 such that px(s) < wsexp (—s) and py(s) <

w3 exp (—s).

(C3’) There exists an oracle constant 7% > 0 such that, for a finite positive integer
Ko, sup,c,card(A]) < Ko, where Af = {j : 7;; > 7°}. In addition, we assume
that li,mlinf {7ij|m; > 7} > 7" and limsup{7;|m; < 7"} < 7"
1,j= .

7777 p 5,j=1,...,p

(C4’) There exists a positive integer my > 4 such that the higher order moments,
E(X;lm‘)”) and E(Y;-4m0+2), are bounded uniformly for 7 = 1,...,p. In addi-
tion, we assume that E HSl_ %,-j}HS and E HS2_ %,-j}HS are bounded uniformly for
(i,j) € Ay, and E(sﬁj) and E(sﬁj) are bounded uniformly for j € A,.

(C5') Assume that (p; — po)? Po(p1 — p2) = o(y/p/N) and pu! Popy = o(+y/p/N).
There exists a constant w, > 0 such that ,u%j + ,ugj < @4/VN.

It is noteworthy that conditions (C1’)-(C5’) are analogous to conditions (C1)-
(C5), respectively. Condition (C1’) assumes that the eigenvalues are bounded uni-
formly away from 0 and co. Condition (C2') implies a weak dependence structure

among the data. Condition (C3') assumes that our PHT statistic allows the number
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of covariate pairs with strong correlations to increase at the same order of p. Con-
ditions (C4’) and (C5’) are two technical conditions that are needed for deriving the

asymptotic results of the proposed test statistic.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that 1 satisfies hmllnf {7]7:; > 10} > 70 andlim sup{7;;|7;; <
bI=5P 5,j=1,...,p

To} < To. Let A1 and Ag be the two sets based on the threshold o in the screening

procedure. Then for any given positive integer myg, if p = O(N™0), we have

P(AQZAQ)ZP(Alel)—)l as N — oc.

The proof of Theorem Bl is given in Appendix This theorem shows that,
the selected sets A; and A, based on the sample data will converge to A; and A,

respectively, when the sample sizes tend to infinity.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that 79 > 7%, hmllnf {7j|Ti; > 10} > 70, and lim sup{r;;|7;; <
6,J=1,...,p 4,j=1,....p

70} < To. Then under conditions (C1')—(C5) and if p = o( N™ 1) with mq defined
in (C4'), we have

TQ(T(]) — (52TP(962 D
Vé(n1,ng)tr(A7)

where 8o = o — py and ¢(ny,ny) = 2/{ni(ny — 1)} + 2/{ns(ny — 1)} +4/(nins).

N(0,1) as N — oo,

The proof of Theorem [B.2]is given in Appendix[C.2l This theorem shows that, for
alarger threshold 79 > 7%, if 7 satisfies ljr_nllnf {mij|m; > 10} > 10 and I;mlmf {mijlm; <
To} < To, then the test statistic T5(7p) still converges to the standard normal dis-
tribution after proper centering and scaling. Hence, despite the exact threshold 7x
that satisfies condition (C3") being unknown in practice, we can always select a larger
threshold when performing the test.

To apply Theorem for practical use, we have the following lemma for deriving

a ratio consistent estimator for tr(A?), where the proof is given in Appendix [C.3|

Lemma 2. Assume that p = o(N?), and 7y satisfies the assumptions in Theorem[3.2.
Then under conditions (C1')-(C5 ),

oy 1 T s v (s
(A} = s Y > (X~ XENTPIX (X, — XCO)TPI X,
277,1(711 - 1 s=1 t+#s 7
1 ny  no R
Y Y(s t) TP 5,t) Y Y Y(s,t) TP(Svt)l/;

is a ratio consistent estimator of tr(A2), where X (or Y51 ) is the sample mean

vector of group 1 (or group 2) without observations Xy and X, (or Yy and Y;).
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Consequently, under the null hypothesis of (31),
T2 (’7'0)
Vol ng)ir(A)

i>N(0,1) as N — oo.

By Theorem B.2], the power function of the PHT statistic for the two-sample test

is given as
81 Poé,

Vé(na, nz)tf(/\%))‘

The performance of the new test depends on the quantities 2 Pody and tr(A?).

Power(d,) = @( — 24+ (3.6)

Theoretically, to achieve the highest asymptotic power for the PHT statistic, a rea-
sonable choice for the threshold 75 can be to maximize Power(dz). However, this
maximization procedure may not be feasible in practice, since 62 Pods/ \/W in-
volves unknown quantities including d, and . In Section 4.3, we provide a data
driven procedure for the selection of 7y when there is no prior information available

for the signals and the structure of the covariance matrix.

4 Monte Carlo Simulation Studies

The purpose of this section is to assess the finite sample performance of our proposed
testing method. For ease of presentation, we conduct simulation studies for the two-
sample test only. We also consider seven other tests for comparison: the unscaled
Hotelling’s tests including CQ from (Chen and Qin (2010) and aSUP from Xu et al.
(2016); the diagonal Hotelling’s tests including PA from [Park and Ayyala (2013),
GCT from |Gregory et all (2015), and DLRT from Hu et al| (2019); the composite
Hotelling’s test CHT from [Li (2017); and the regularized Hotelling’s test RMPBT
from |Zoh et all (2018).

For each simulation, we generate observations X, for s = 1,...,n; and Y; for
t =1,...,ng, respectively, from model ([B:4]). Without loss of generality, we let p; = 0
and ¥ € RP*P be the common covariance matrix. Then, X, = ¥%/2Z" and Y; =
21/2Zt(2) + w2, where all the components of Z" and Zt@) are i.i.d. random variables
with zero mean and unit variance. Under the null hypothesis, we set s = 0. Under
the alternative hypothesis, we set po = (a1, - - ., fapg, 0, - .., 0)7, where py = |8p]
with 5 € [0, 1] being a tuning parameter that controls the degree of sparsity in the

signals, and |z ] is the largest integer that is equal to or less than x.

4.1 Normal data

In the first simulation, Zgl) and Zt(z) are generated from the p-dimensional mul-
tivariate normal distribution N,(0,I,). Let D, = diag(d?,,...,d?) be a diagonal

? 7'pp
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matrix with d;; randomly sampled from the uniform distribution on [0.5,1.5]. For

the common covariance matrix Y, we consider four different structures as follows.
(1) Sy = Dy’ R D%, where Ry = (0.9/]),,,,,
(2) B» = Dy*RyDy/?, where Ry = ((—0.9)1791) .

(3) X3 = D,l,/ 2R3D;,1,/ 2, where Rj is a block diagonal matrix with the same block as
B = (0.97079))5 5 and I(-) is the identity function.

(4) X4 = D,l,/2R4D;,1,/2, where Ry = I, is the identity matrix.

Table [Il summarizes the empirical sizes for the eight tests over 2000 simulations
with the given covariance matrices. The threshold for PHT is set as 1y = 0.8. As
shown in Table [I, PHT is able to provide a more stable test statistic with a better
controlled type I error rate under most settings. When the dimension is large and
the correlations among the covariates are strong, DLRT, GCT and RMPBT suffer
from significantly inflated type I error rates compared to those for PA, aSUP and
CQ. When the covariates are weakly correlated, e.g. the diagonal structure, most
tests have a reasonable type I error rate except for CHT. To be more specific, CHT
often has an unacceptably large type I error rate compared to the nominal level at
a = 0.05, and hence it does not provide a valid test.

To assess the power performance of the eight tests, we set the jth nonzero com-
ponent in py as pio; = kd; where k controls the signal strength, and 6; ~ N(1.5,1)
for j = 1,...,po. The other parameters are n; = 30,n, = 25, (k = 0.1,p = 100) or
(k = 0.075,p = 500), respectively. We then randomly generate 1000 data sets under

each scenario, and plot the simulation results in Figures [Il and 2l

According to the figures, when the true covariance matrix has a complex structure
(inclduing %, 35 and 33), our proposed PHT has a significant improvement for the
power performance. Specifically, as long as the signals are not too sparse, PHT
always has a higher power compared to the other tests. When the covariates are
independent of each other, aSUP achieves the highest power when the dimension
is large. Meanwhile, PHT also exhibits a high power for detection which is nearly
as good as PA. RMPBT has a good power performance when the dimension is not
large. However, if the dimension becomes large, RMPBT suffers from a low power,
especially when the covariance matrix follows a diagonal structure. DLRT, GCT and
CQ also suffer from a low power for detection especially when some covariates are

highly correlated.
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Figure 1: Power comparison between PHT, DLRT, GCT, PA, RMPBT, aSUP, CQ
and CHT with ny = 30,no = 25, and p = 100. The horizontal dashed lines represent
the nominal level of @ = 0.05, and the results are based on normal data with 1000

simulations.
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Table 1: Type I error rates for PHT, DLRT, GCT, PA, RMPBT, aSUP, CQ and
CHT with normal data, where the sample sizes are n; = 30 and ny = 25, respectively,

and the nominal level is v = 0.05.

p | PHT | DLRT | GCT | PA | RMPBT | aSUP | CQ | CHT
5, 100 | 0.066 | 0.134 | 0.231 | 0.072 | 0.083 0.047 | 0.057 | 0.289
500 | 0.061 | 0.142 | 0.170 | 0.060 | 0.162 0.056 | 0.062 | 0.376
5, 100 | 0.065 | 0.127 | 0.257 | 0.068 | 0.095 0.055 | 0.086 | 0.296
500 | 0.058 | 0.148 | 0.160 | 0.067 | 0.163 0.070 | 0.067 | 0.369
5, 100 | 0.052 | 0.077 | 0.172 | 0.076 | 0.116 0.056 | 0.074 | 0.342
500 | 0.045 | 0.093 | 0.068 | 0.059 | 0.181 0.054 | 0.053 | 0.408
5, 100 | 0.056 | 0.073 | 0.107 | 0.056 | 0.057 0.079 | 0.072 | 0.375
500 | 0.057 | 0.045 | 0.068 | 0.048 | 0.072 0.078 | 0.053 | 0.373

4.2 Heavy-tailed data

In the second simulation, Zgl) and Zt(z) are generated from a heavy-tailed distribution
to examine the robustness of the proposed tests. Following |Gregory et all (2015) and
Hu et al! (2019), we consider a “double” Pareto distribution with parameters a > 0
and b > 0. The detailed algorithm is as follows:

Step 1: Generate two independent random variables U and V', where U is from
the Pareto distribution with the cumulative distribution function F'(z) =1 —
(1+x/b)~ for x > 0, and V is a binary random variable with P(V = 1) =
P(V = —1) =0.5. Then Z = UV follows the double Pareto distribution with

parameters a and b.

Step 2: Generate random vectors Z{" = (ZS), Zg), ce 5§,1,))T for s =1,...,ny and

Zt@) = (21512), 2§22), . Zt(f,))T for t =1,...,ny, where all the components of zV
and Zt(2) are sampled independently from the double Pareto distribution with

parameters a = 16.5 and b = 8.

Step 3: Let Z{" = Z{" /¢y and Z® = Z® /¢y where c2 = 512/899 is the variance
of the double Pareto distribution with parameters a = 16.5 and b = 8.

Once Z" and Zt(z) are given, we adopt all other settings the same as those in Section
4.1 to generate the observations of X, and Y; for each simulation.

Table [2] and Figures [3] and (] present the empirical sizes and power for the eight
tests with heavy-tailed data at the nominal level of a = 0.05. The simulations for
computing the empirical sizes and power are over 2000 and 1000 simulations, re-

spectively. In particular, when the dimension is large and the correlations among
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the covariates are strong, our PHT is able to control the type I error rate, and can
achieve a higher power for detection. RMPBT exhibits a good power performance
when the dimension is not large and the covariance matrix has a complex struc-
ture, but it suffers from a slightly inflated type I error rate. When the dimension
is large and the covariance matrix has a complex structure (including ¥;, ¥y and
Y3), RMPBT exhibits a substantially inflated type I error rate, and suffers from a
low power. In addition, aSUP also exhibits a well controlled type I error rate in
most settings; however, its power performance may be sensitive to the structure of
covariance matrix, e.g., aSUP suffers from a low power under ¥; and >3 but has a
good power performance under Y,. DLRT has a well controlled type I error rate
under the diagonal covariance matrix, but suffers from a low power. Finally, GCT

and CHT always suffer from a significantly inflated type I error rate.

Table 2: Type I error rates for PHT, DLRT, GCT, PA, RMPBT, aSUP, CQ and
CHT with heavy-tailed data, where the sample sizes are n; = 30 and ny, = 25,

respectively, and the nominal level is a = 0.05.

p | PHT | DLRT | GCT | PA | RMPBT | aSUP | CQ | CHT

100 | 0.064 | 0.145 | 0.257 | 0.067 | 0.105 0.062 | 0.071 | 0.305
500 | 0.051 | 0.153 | 0.145 | 0.061 0.189 0.057 | 0.069 | 0.364
100 | 0.071 | 0.116 | 0.254 | 0.074 | 0.080 0.050 | 0.069 | 0.308
500 | 0.061 | 0.139 | 0.176 | 0.069 | 0.180 0.048 | 0.053 | 0.363
100 | 0.060 | 0.082 | 0.180 | 0.079 | 0.093 0.050 | 0.070 | 0.382
500 | 0.051 | 0.076 | 0.096 | 0.054 | 0.137 0.048 | 0.046 | 0.390
100 | 0.056 | 0.058 | 0.141 | 0.077 | 0.052 0.051 | 0.057 | 0.383
500 | 0.055 | 0.050 | 0.113 | 0.051 0.085 0.051 | 0.059 | 0.356

4.3 A data-driven choice of the threshold 7,

In this section, we provide a data-driven method for selecting the threshold 75. When
there is no prior information on the covariance matrix structure, a reasonable choice
for the threshold 7 can be to maximize the empirical estimator for the signal-to-
noise ratio that determines the power for the PHT statistic. According to (2.4))
and (38), we have SNRy(79) = (1 — po)T Po(pt — to)/+/tr(A?) and SNRy (1) =
(2 — 1) " Po(pa — p1)/+/tr(A3) for the one- and two-sample tests, respectively.
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We then estimate the two ratios by

S/N?{l(m) = L/Ti and S/N?Q(TO) = Lﬂ.
tr(A) tr(A)

According to Lemmas [Il and 2, we have SNR, (70) L5 SNR, (10) as n — oo, and
S/].\I\RQ(TO) AN SNRy(79) as N — oo, where L denotes convergence in probability.
For simplicity, we present the selection procedure of the threshold 7y for the two-
sample test only, whereas the same procedure can be readily adapted to the one-

sample test as well.

Step 1: Randomly generate two subsets Sety = {Xy,k = 1,...,n}} and Setj =
{Y,,l = 1,...,n5}, where nj < ny and nj < ng; X, and Y;* are randomly
selected without replacement from {Xj,..., X, } and {Y7,...,Y,,}, respec-
tively.

Step 2: Given the grid points T, = {701, - - ., Ton }, for each point 7o, € T,,, compute
SNR2 (7o) using Sety and Sety and then select 7y = argmax,, 7. SNRa(7on)-

Step 3: Repeat Steps 1-2 for B times, and denote the selected 7y as féb) for the bth
(B)}

time. The optimal 7y is defined as the median of {%0(1)’ cey T
In addition, to balance the computation time and the detection ability of our PHT
statistic, we recommend to take nj = |2n,/3|, n5 = [2ny/3], B = 10, and T, =
{0.7,0.8,0.9,1}.

To assess the usefulness of the selection procedure for 7y, we compare PHT with
the other seven tests. For the common covariance matrix, we also consider the four
structures, X, s, 23 and X4, and remain the other parameters the same as in the
previous simulations. Figures [l and [@] display the power performance for the eight
tests with normal data at the nominal level o = 0.05. Specifically, if the covariance
matrix has a complex structure (including >, 3y and 33), PHT always possesses a
higher power compared to all other methods as long as the signals are not too sparse.
When the covariance matrix follows a diagonal structure, aSUP achieves the highest
power as the dimension becomes large, whereas PHT also exhibits a high power for
detection which is nearly the same as PA. We also note that PMPBT suffers from a
low power, especially when the dimension is large. In addition, when the correlations
among the covariates are strong, DLRT, GCT and CQ usually also from a low power

for detection.
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5 Applications

5.1 Small round blue cell tumors data

We apply our proposed PHT to analyze two microarray data sets. The first data set is
the small round blue cell tumors (SRBCTs) from [Khan et al.! (2001), which contains
the expression of 2308 genes for four types of childhood tumors. The data set can be
downloaded from the link: http://www.biolab.si/supp/bi-cancer/projections/info/
SRBCT.html. As in [Zoh et al. (2018), we are also interested in testing the differ-
ential expression of genes between the Burkitt lymphoma (BL) tumor and the neu-
roblastoma (NB) tumor. The sample sizes of the BL and NB tumors are 11 and 18,
respectively. We compare our PHT with the other seven tests as DLRT, GCT, PA,
RMPBT, aSUP, CQ and CHT. The p-values of the eight tests are all smaller than
0.0001, which indicates that all eight tests significantly reject the null hypothesis of

the two-sample test at the nominal level of o = 0.05.

5.2 Leukemia data

The second data set contains the leukemia data from two different groups of patients:
one is the acute lymphoblastic leukemia (ALL), and the other is the acute myeloid
leukemia (AML). The data set contains 7,129 genes and 72 samples with 47 ALL
patients and 25 AML patients, which is publicly available in the R package “golubE-
sets”. To compare the performance of the tests, we first perform the two-sample ¢
tests to screen the top 250 significant genes. We then apply the eight tests to the
selected gene set, respectively. The p-values of the eight tests are all smaller than
0.0001. This indicates that the mean expression levels of the gene set between the
ALL and AML groups are significantly different.

To further compare the performance of the eight tests, we select the top 50
significant genes and the last 200 nonsignificant genes to form a new gene set. In such
a way, the signal strength of the new gene set will be weaker than that with the top
250 significant genes. We then apply the permutation method to create two artificial
groups for the new gene set to mimic the null and alternative hypotheses, respectively.
Specifically, we randomly sample two distinct subclasses without replacement from
the pooled data with the sample sizes 30 and 17, respectively. Since both classes
are partitioned from the pooled data, the null hypothesis can be regarded as to be
true. Finally, we repeat the procedure 1000 times, and perform the eight tests at the
nominal level of 0.05. The rejection rate is computed to represent the false positive
rate. Similarly, to mimic the alternative hypothesis, we randomly sample one class
from the ALL group with the sample size 30 and another class from the AML group

with the sample size 17. Then, with 1000 simulations for each test method, we
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compute the rejection rates at the nominal level of 0.05. For each test method, the
rejection rate is computed to represent the true positive rate.

Table[3lshows that DLRT, RMPBT, aSUP, GCT and CHT all suffer from inflated
false positive rates, in particular for GCT and CHT. In contrast, PHT, PA and CQ
provide a reasonable type I error rate and can serve as valid tests. Finally, PHT is

nearly as high as PA, and provides a higher true positive rate than CQ.

Table 3: False and true positive rates of the eight tests with PHT, DLRT, GCT,
PA, RMPBT, aSUP, CQ and CHT. The nominal level is 0.05.

PHT | DLRT | GCT | PA | RMPBT | aSUP | CQ | CHT

false positive rate | 0.081 | 0.229 | 0.587 | 0.082 | 0.101 0.221 | 0.078 | 0.573

true positive rate | 0.811 | 0.968 | 0.027 | 0.841 0.998 0.972 | 0.773 | 1.000

6 Conclusion

We provide a pairwise Hotelling method for testing whether a mean vector is equal
to a given vector for the one-sample test, or testing whether two mean vectors are
equal for the two-sample test in the high-dimensional low-sample size setting. Our
proposed pairwise Hotelling’ test (PHT) statistics are different from the existing tests,
including the unscaled Hotelling’s tests (UHT), the diagonal Hotelling’s tests (DHT)
and the regularized Hotelling’s tests (RHT). Specifically, UHT and DHT both ignore
the correlation information among the covariates. When some covariates exhibit
strong correlations in the data, neither of the two methods can provide a satisfactory
performance. On the contrary, RHT does account for the correlations, yet it involves
a regularized covariance matrix. When the sample size is relatively small compared to
the dimension, the regularized covariance matrix can be very noisy, especially when
the covariance matrix is sparse. Consequently, the test statistics involving the sample
covariance matrix may lead to inflated type I error rates and/or suffer from low
statistical power. Our proposed pairwise Hotelling method overcomes the drawbacks
of DHT and RHT. Specifically, we first perform a screening procedure and pick
up the covariate pairs that exhibit strong correlations, then construct the classical
Hotelling’s test statistics for those covariate pairs. For the remaining covariates
that are weakly correlated with others, we construct the squares of componentwise ¢
statistics for each of the individual covariates. Our proposed PHT statistics are then
the summation over all the Hotelling’s test statistics and the squared ¢ statistics.
Simulation results show that our new tests can significantly improve the statistical

power when some covariates are highly correlated; and even for the settings when

26



most covariates are weakly correlated, our proposed tests are still able to maintain

a high power compared to the existing tests in the literature.
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Appendix A: Some preliminary results

Lemma 3. Under the assumptions of model (2.3), let Zy and Zy be independent
copies of Z. Then for any symmetric matrices I'y, 'y € R4 we have
q

E{(Z{T12,)"} = 3tr*(I7) +6tx(I}) + 6Atr(IT 0 TF) + A% Y (I)}

ij
ii=1

< 3tr3(03) + 6tr(T)) + 6Atr(I]) + A%tr*(T'9), (A1)

where © is the Hadamard product, and (I'y);; is the (i,7)th element of I'y. Further-
more,

E{(ZIT1Z))(Z]T,Z))} = tr(T'))tr(Ty) + 2tr(T,Ty) + Atr(T; © I'y). (A.2)

Proof. Note that tr(If ©T'?) < tr(I'}) and Y7 ., (T4 < (Xf_,(T1)3)? = tr*(I)?).

ij=1 ij = 2 j=1
Hence, the inequality in (ALl holds. The rest of the proof follows the same as that
for Proposition A.1 in [Chen et al. (2010). O

Lemma 4. Under conditions (C1), (C5) and (C5 ), we have

(1) the eigenvalues of Po are bounded away from 0 and oo, which indicates that
1/A(E) £ A(Po) < Mi(Po) < Ko/A(S);

(i1) tr(A%)/tr?(A2) = o(1) and tr(A2) = O(p), where A} = LV/2Pp¥1/2;

(ii) p" PoXPop/tr(A}) = o(n™") and (p1—pa2)" PoXPo(p1—p2) /tr(A]) = o(N71).

Proof. We first show (7). For any ¢ = ((1,...,¢,)T € RP with [[¢]| = 1, we have

CTPo¢ = Y (PRSP Py¢+ > ¢RI (PR PG
(i,5)€A1 i€Ay
- Z C?{Fivj}z{_i,lj}c{i,j} + Z Cf/Uu‘,
(,5)€A1 i€ As

where (i 5y = (G Cj)T-
Note that A\,(X) < 'IIlliIl oy < max oy < A(X) and A () < M(Bpsy) <
i=1,..., » i=1,...,

M (Sgi1) < Ai(X), where Xy 5y = P;XPE. Hence, 0;;' are bounded uniformly, and
for any (i,7) € A,

1/M(E) € Ma(S5) < MR, < 1/0(E). (A.3)

Consequently, 1/\(2) < ¢TPo¢ < Ky/\,(X). This shows that the eigenvalues of
Pp are also bounded uniformly by 1/A;(3) and Ky/\,(X).

To show (ii), we note that A\j(A1) < A\ (Po)Ai(2) and A,(Ay) > A(Po) A (2).
This indicates that tr(A}) = O(p), and

tr(AT) = O(p). (A.4)
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Hence, tr(A7])/tr?*(A?) = o(1).

Note also that A\i(PoXPo) < A(Po)M(X) and A\ (PoXPo) > A(Po)\ (%),
which are bounded away from 0 and oo. Therefore, (p — o) PoXPo(pt — po)/[(10 —
o)t (1 — po)] = O(1). Finally, by ([Ad]) and condition (C5'), we obtain (#7). O

Lemma 5. For the one-sample test, let pi; = Pijp = (11, 11)7 5 Xijus E{Z?}(Xij;s_

Nij) = (invij>T7 and ﬁij = 2{@9}/1'2] Let S
without observations Xj.; and XW Under conditions (C3)-(C5), we have

t .
(s be the sample covariance matrix

(1) E(Xif(s)t): 0 and Var(X ;) = Ir. In addition, Sf]t} Z{ZQJ}S{ZS;}Z{Z?}, and
E(S{Z:j}) — _[2;

(ii) for any positive integer myq satisfying condition (CJ), the higher order moments
E(X ™02 and E(X;»‘mo”) are bounded uniformly over (i,j) € A, where

- ~ ~ _1 ., s 8
X = (X, X;))T = X (X — pij). In addition, E||( ng;} )| c4w’e bounded
uniformly over (i,j) € Ay, and consequently, EH( S;)}) — ]2) H = O0(n7?)

hold uniformly over (i,7) € A;.

Proof. By direct calculation for the mean, covariance matrix and sample covariance
matrix of X ., it is easy to verify that (i) holds.
To show (ii), we note that

~ ~ 4mo+2
By = B(|0.0) « X,[) " < B L0050 (Xy — )]

4mo+2 % E(‘XZ B ui‘>4mo+2.

Then by (A.3) and condition (C4), we can conclude that £ (Xmo+2) are bounded
uniformly. Similarly, £ (X dmo+2) are also bounded uniformly

— HZ{ZJ}H

Besides, F||( S;} lH EH {m} 12{21}“ < EH {m} 1” HZ{U}HS By
condition (C4) EH {”} IH are bounded uniformly over (7, j) € A;. In addition,
H {2]} I2H {H {2]} 1” HI2 Ef]t}H }

-1 ) 1/2
Note also that for (i,j) € Ay, E||I> — {”}HS are finite combination of higher order

moments and the highest order terms are E(X}¢) and E(X}%) for k # s,¢. Then by
condition (C4), we can see that

(s, 8 _
E|L - SA|° = om™) (A.5)
hold uniformly over (i,j) € A;. Together with the fact that El|( Sf]t} 1H8 are
bounded uniformly, we complete the proof of (ii). O
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Lemma 6. For the two sample test, let py;; = Pijpr = (pai, paj)? K Poi; = Pijpa =
(2is )" XU 5 = Z{ZQJ}(XU,S Pij) = (kaij) g YZJ 5 = Z{;?}(Kj;s — M2ij) =
(Yii, Y )T, forij = Z{”}Ilfl iy and fig ;= Z{ i Ma,i;- Let Slsi 5y be the pooled sample
covariance matriz for the observations { X ;. K} e and (Y2, and S;{t jy be the
pooled sample covariance matriz for the observations { X ju }r, and {Y ;. K} hze e M

addition, let 512 i) —PZ-JSSin and 512 t{”} — 1/2SS t{”} 2]1/2. Under conditions

(C3)-(CF), we have

(4) E(X” ) = E(Y” k) = 0 and Var(X ;. o) = Var(Y i) = L. In addition,
alst) S(s,t) (58) w—3 t) S(s.0)
fl o = S ST B0 = Tehy STy, and BGUY,) = BES,) =
25

(ii) for any positive integer mq satisfying condition (C4'), the higher order moments
E(X;0F?), B(X;™*?), B(Y; ™), E(Y4m°+2) are bounded uniformly over
(i,7) € Ay, where X5 = (X;, X;)T = E{ZJ}(X — 1) and Y = (Y, ;)T =

_1
i (Yi — pag;);

(i) B||( 1{”}) EH 2{”} 1H and EH 12{”} 1H8 are bounded uniformly

over (i,7) € Aj. Furthermore EH( ) {”} 12)H =O(N7?), EH( Sés{ij})_l—

[2)H = O(N7?) and EH( 12 {”}) - fz)H = O(N—2) hold uniformly over
(7’7]) € Al-

Proof. The proof is similar as that for Lemma [Bl and so we omit it. O

Appendix B: Proofs of Theorem 2.1, Theorem
2.2 and Lemma 1

B.1 Proof of Theorem [2.1]
By the definition of event A;, the following events are equivalent:
{Al =A}= (ﬁle ﬁ§:i+1{ﬁj < ro}rij < 7‘0}> N (ﬂp 1 ﬁ] 11T > 7‘0}7'” > 7'0}>

Therefore,
P({Al =+ A1}> < P( ., UJ 117 > TolTij < 7‘0}) + P( . U§:i+1{ri]— < 1o|Ti5 > 7‘0}>

p
Z Z <{Tw > 7| < 7'0}> + Z Z ({f'ij < To|Ti; > 7'0}).
= i+1 =1 j=i+1

=1 j=

(B.1)
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Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1], we have li'mlinf {’Tij‘ﬁj >T0b=¢1 > T
Z?]: 7777 p
and 'li'mlinf {Tij‘ﬁj < To} = o < 79. Let g = min{c; — 79,70 — 2}, then
Z?]: 7777 p

{755 > molmy < 10} S {7 — 751 > €olmi; < 70} S {|7s; — 35| > €olTi; < 10},

{7A'Z'j < 7-0|7_ij > 7'()} - {|7A'Z] — Tij| > €O|Tij > ’7'0} C {|’fA’U — Tij| > €O|Tij > ’7'0}.

Further by Hoeffding’s inequality (see, e.g., Lemma 1 in|Li et al. (2012)) for Kendall’s
tau statistics,

2
A ) ne
P<{Tij > 70|73 < 7'0}) < P<{|Tij =1y > eolmy < TO}) < 2exp ( N TO>’
nea

P<{7A—ZJ < T0|Tij > T(]}) < P<{|’f’w — Tij| > €0|Tij > T(]}) < 2€Xp ( —

)

~

Plugging them into (B.I)), we have

2

o 7’L€0
< _ _ 70
P({Al 4 Al}) < 2p(p — 1) exp ( . ) 0. (B.2)
Next, by the definition of event Ay, we have
(Ay # Ay} =P, ({i ¢ Asli€ Ay Ufic Asi ¢ AQ}). (B.3)

Accordingly,
{ig Asli € Ay} U{i€ Ayli ¢ Ao}
C <U§.’# {I7ij — 7;] > 60}7'2-]- < T(]}) U (U;ﬁi {175 — 7] > 60}7'2']' > 7'0}) (B.4)

This indicates that, as n — oo,

2

P({A2 £ Ag}) < 2p(p — 1) exp ( . %) 0. (B.5)

Combining (B.2) and (B.3]), we complete the proof of Theorem 2.1l O

B.2 Proof of Theorem

Without loss of generality, we assume pg = 0. Let

1 n n
U = oo >N XxIPoX,,

s=1 t#s
L NSNS (B
Ups = n(n—n;;"s (PS" — Po) X,
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Then to show Theorem [2.2], it suffices to show that

Un1 — HTPOH D

— N(0,1) as n — oo, (B.6)
2n—2tr(A2?)

and

#LO as n — 0o. (B.7)
2n—2tr(A?)

Part I: Proof of (B.6)

Let Ui = 320y S0 (Xo— ) Po(Xe—p)/[n(n—1)) and Uyea = 2370, 47 Po( X
w)/n, then Uy — p? Popr = Uyiy + Unio. Note that E(U,2) = 0, and also by (iii)
in Lemma M we have Var(U,12) = O(p? PoXPop/n) = o(tr(A?)/n?). Therefore,
U2/ /20 2tr(AZ) - 0.
Next, we show that

_Ym N N(0,1) as n — 0. (B.8)
2n—2tr(A?)

Without loss of generality, let g = 0. Define the sequence Vi = Zi;ll XTPoX;/[n(n—
D] and U, = >0, Vi, m = 2,...,n. Let F,,,(Xy,...,X,,) be the o algebra gener-
ated by X4,..., X, form=2,...,n. Consequently, =250 o Vit

For applying the central limit theorem in Corollary 3.1 of Hall and Heyde (1980),
we need to verify three statements as follows:

(1) For each n, {VU,,, F:n}r_, is the sequence of zero mean and a square integrable
martingale;

(i1) n, /02 LN 1/4, where n,, = > "y E(V.2|Fpi—1) and 02 = Var(Up,1);
(i11) Sy o E{VZI(|Viu| > €0,)| Frio1}/0? 0.

For (i), it is easy to verify that V,,; is zero mean and square integrable. Conse-
quently, ¥,, is also zero mean and square integrable. Thus, we only need to show
that W,, is a martingale. Note that for [ > m,

MN

E(W|Fy) = E(Viu| Fm)

t

||
N

l
= U+ Y E(VilFn)

t=m-+1
— W, 4 i (iXTPO\]—" JE(X) = .
t=m+1 s=1
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This completes the proof of (7).
For (i), we have

s

E(Vft|fn,t—1) = ¥E<<Z X;[POXt>2|fn,t—1)
( X7 PpX, X POXS\]-"mt_l)

1
+ _E< XSTPOXtXtTPoXﬂfn,t—l)

S$F#£lL
1 t—1 t—1
- = (S XTPynP,X, XTP,5P, X),
nz(n_l)Q(; s Fo2lo +Sz#; s follpoX,
and
o2 = ¥Var(ZXTP@Xt) -y (B.9)
" n?(n—1)2 = * n(n —1)
Let
n 1 n t—1 t—1
=3BV = (3 X PoxPoX,+ Y X! PoSPoX)
t=2 t=2 s=1 s#l
n—1 n t—1
1 T T
_ m( (n— )X PoSPoX,+ Y Y X! POEP@XI)
s=1 t=2 s#l
n—1 n t—1
1 1
- — )XTP,YP XS> 7( XTPoyP X)
nz(n_1)2(821(n $) X, FoXFo +n2(n—1)2 ;; s 1 OTT O
=Tl + Mn2,
Since E(XIPoYPoX,) = tr(PoXPoY) = tr(A?), we have
M1 1 T 1
gy — 7E<X PoXP, Xs) S B.10
(an ) 4tr(A2) s 10700 4 ( )

By the linear model (2.3) and (A.2)), we have

E(X!PoXPoX,)’) = E((ZIT3Z,)?)

tr(Ts)tr(Ts) + 2tr(T3) + Atr(T3 © I's)

tr(I') + 2tr(I'3) + Atr(I'3)

tr2(A?) 4 2tr(A}) + Atr(A}), (B.11)

IA

where I's = CT PoX.PoC. In what follows, we show that Var(n,;/02) — 0 asn — oo.
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Note that

Var (%) _ %mVar<§(n—s)X3PoZPoXs)
- A v (xrosrox.)')
- 7 o 7 Zm o B[(xTRozpox.) ] - wad)
O (Gaa)

By (éi) in Lemma [l we have

Var (Z—E) - O(Httl;gﬁ%) 0. (B.12)

In addition, we can show that E(7,2) = 0. Then similar to the proof for (B.12),

B(12)" - i e (iszpomxl))

t=2 s#l

_ %ﬁ t 3 E((XSTP@EPoXl>2)

_ 0( tr(A7) )

ntr?(A?)

Combining (B.10), (B.12) and (-) we complete the proof of (ii).

For (iii), since >, E{V}2 |Vm| > €0p) | Frio1}/02 < Sy E(Vih | Fi1)/(€207),
it suffices to show that thz (VA Fio1)/(€%05) = 0,(1). By simple algebra, we can
show that

E(ZZ;E(Vém_l)) - m EZ;E((EXZPOXX) —3Q+P,

where P = O(n™®) Y1, 3.2} E(XT Po X))  and Q = O(n™®) 1L, i E(XT PoX;)
(X PoX,)(X!PoX;)(XTPoX,)). Note that

4

(B.13)

Q=0n"Y z_: B((X] PoX.) (X] PoX,) (X] PoX;) (X[ PoXy) )
t=3 itj

= 0 ) B((X] PoSPoX,)").
By , as n — oo we can show that

0—% = %—” (tZQ(_A?) ©_ 0(%{1 + tr(Ad)/2(AD)}) — 0.
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In addition, under model (B3.4]) we have

n t—1 n t—

[aary

1
n%) ZZE(X P@Xt) = O(n) E(Z;f CTPOC’Zt) .
t=2 s=1 t=2 s=1
Then by (A, we have P/op = O(n™') + O(nY)tr(A})/tr*(A}) — 0 as n — oo.

This completes the proof of (4i7), and hence holds.

Part II: Proof of (B.7)

In the following, we show that U,s/+/2n=2tr(A?) L5 0asn— 0o. Let

Unz1 = ZZXT( > PI(PySSOPN IR~ > PI(RySCOPT)TIR) X,
s=1 t#s (4,§)€A; (i,5)€ A1
_ T T (s,t) pT\—1 T (s,t) pTy—1
Un22—n( ZZX <ZP (RSCOPT)TIR " PI(RSCIPT) ™ R) X,
5= lt;zés icAq i€ Az
Unzs = > PI(PSCOPD Ry~ > PI(PEPL) TR X,
s=1 t#s (4,5)€A1 (1,5)€A1
_ 1 T T (s,t) pT\—1 T T\—1
Un24—mzzxs (> PF(RSEOPT)'R = Y PI(REPT)T'R) X,
s=1 t+#s 1€A2 1€A2

By direct calculation, we have

Un2 = oy 1 Z ZXT - PO)Xt = Una1 + Un22 + Unaz + Upau.

s=1 t+#s

Note that for any €; > 0, {|Un21| > 61\/271_2131'(/\%)} C {/11 =+ Al}. Then

-1 ne
Lexp(-"2)

P(\Ungl\ > e 2n—2tr(A%)) < P(Al + Al) < 5
where the second inequality is based on (B.2). Hence, P(|Up,21| > €14/2n2tr(A2)) —
0 as n — oo. Similarly, we can prove that P(|Upnz| > €14/2n=2tr(A2)) — 0 as n —
oo. This implies that Uy21/+/2n=2tr(A3) = 0,(1) and Upaz/+/2n~2tr(A2) = 0,(1) as
n — oo. It remains to prove that U,as/+/2n=2tr(A%) = 0,(1) and Upeq/+/2n~2tr(A3) =
0,(1) as n — oo. By (AA), it is equivalent to verifying that U,as = 0,(p*/?n~1) and
Unas = 0,(p'/?n=1) as n — oo.

Part II-1: Proof of U,z = o,(p'/?n™!)
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For simplicity, we omit the subscript n hereafter. Note that

= I E R - e R

s=1 t#s (4,7)€A1L

1 _1
= Z ZZXZ@{@}( NG 12{223} 1) ¥%) X

(u)eAl s=1 ts

= Z Z Z Xijis + fij) ((SEH)}) - 12) (Xijie + fuig)-

(7, j)EAL s=1 t#s

Let Eg?} = (I, —§S;)}) + (1 Sg;}) +-+ (L _gg;)})mo By Taylor expansioE for
matrix functions (see, e.g., Theorem 4.8 in [Higham (2008)) and the fact that SS;)}

is a y/n-consistent estimator of I, we have

-0 ( —(mo+1)/2>.

a(s)t) —(s,t)
H ((SG) ™ = B) —E

Together with condition (C4) that E(X,"*?),..., E(X2m*2) are bounded uni-
formly, we have

U23— Z szgs:gz} 2jt+ Z ZZXZI;SE{jz}~U

(i,j)€A; s=1 t;ﬁs (7, j)EAL s=1 t#s

n—l Z ZZ w( {zg} —[2)112-]-+card(A1)Op(n—(mo+1)/2)

(2] YeA; s=1 t#s
= Ups1 + Ussp + Uszz + Card(Al)Op(n—(mOJrl)/?)'

By (A.4]), we obtain tr(A?) = O(p). Under condition (C3), we have card(4;) < Kyp,
and hence if my > 4, card(A4,)0,(n=(m0+D/2) = O, (pn=(m+V/2) = o (p'/2n71) as
n — oo. Therefore, we only need to show that Uy, = 0,(p'/?n™1), Ussy = 0,(p'/*n~1)
and Ussz = 0,(p'/?n™1) as n — oo.

Part I1-1.1: Proof of Uy = 0,(p*/?n™!)

Since E(Us3) = 0, we only need to show that E(UZ;,) = o(pn™2) as n — oo.
Noting that

E(U2231) = Z ( Z Z Z Z lel s‘—‘{i i} 11]1§t) (ngz l“F{zZ?Xizjz;m))

(i1,51)€A1 s=1 t#s I=1 m#l
(i2,42)€A1
_ (st ¥ —(l,m)
= E COV( n — 1 E E X21J1 S‘_‘{zl ]1} Z1J1;t> § : 2 :X22J2 1= {i2,52} ’2]2"”)'
(i1,51)€AL s=1 t#s I=1 m#l
(i2,52)€A1

Following the p-mixing inequality (see, e.g., Theorem 1.1.2 in |Lin and Lu (1997))
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and condition (C2), we have

‘COV< n _ 1 Z Z Xlljl S“{jl J1} 21)1;157 Z Z X2232 l:fllmmh} szz;m) ’

s=1 t#s =1 m;él

<w0p<d1st({zl,]1} {12,]2})> max Var( (n—1) ZZXZ}:EZ} ij; t)

J)EAL
. .. .. T —.(st
< wp exp ( — dist({i1, j1}, {Zz,h})) Jnax Val"( Y p— Zl ; X5 X t>,
(B.14)

where diSt({il,jl}, {ig,jQ}) = Il’llIl{‘Zl — i2|, |’Ll — j2|, |j1 — i2|, |j1 — jg‘} Then by
condition (C3), we have

) T .—.(st
) ) &3 ( X200 X ).
(U231) ( + 1 _ exp(_1> p (Zlgl)%il Val” n — 1 ; #Zs 17;8 {2 ]} 75t

If we can show that
Var( n(n—1) Z ngs:gﬁ} i t) =0(n?) (B.15)
s=1 t#s

hold uniformly for (i,5) € A, then E(UZ,) = O(pn=3) = o(pn2).
We now show that hold uniformly for (i,j) € A;. Note that

e D D IEHE

s=1 t+#s
1 - T a(s1,t1) a(s1,t1)\mo | v
- FoTE S0 B{XE [ = S5 e (1= 8™ X,

s1=1,s0=1
t17#s1,t27#s2

XD (= S + o+ (= BE5)™ | K

Then by letting

n E(XZTS (I — S(z ))”1X, . )(Z e S(fz t2) )I/QXZ . )
Jip(v ) = Z 581 {ig} Jit1“Ligiso {ig} Jit2

2 _ 2 )
s1=1,s0=1 n (n 1)
t17#81,t27#S2
(B.16)
we have
mo Mo
— s t
Var( n(n —1) Z ZXZ S“{w} Xij, t) - Z Z J{i,j}(Vla va). (B.17)
s=1 t#s vi=1v9=1
To verify (B.13)), it suffices to show that for any given mg > 4,
Ty (vi,12) = O(n™?) (B.18)
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hold uniformly over (i,j) € A;. To prove it, we let

G(C1,C) = ! [ S>3 (12 Xijur — Xijaa) Ko, XW2)T)] .

(TL N 2) l1€Cy l2€Cy 2

(B.19)

In addition, for C; NCy = 0, let

5 5 (- Tl Kol

l1€Cy 12€C2

G(Cy,Co) =

(B.20)

Let Jagi (v1,10/{i, j}) = E{X]] 5(51 1 X, X (T2 — gggf))wxij;m}- In

what follows, we decompose Joz1 (11, 1/2|{z ]}) into three exclusive sets.

iJ; sl(

(I) Let 81 = {(Sl,tl, Sg,tz)‘sl % tl, S92 §£ tQ} such that {Sl,tl} N {SQ,tQ} = (Z)

For easy of presentation, we assume that C;; = {t,$2}, Cio = {t1,s1}, and
Ciz = {1,...,n}/{t1, 51,12, s2}. Noting that Sgslﬁl can be rewritten as U-statistics,
we have

I, — gglj}t,l) = é(cll,cn) + é(cllacl?)) + 6(613,013), (B.21)
I — S5 = G(Cia, Crz) + G(Ciz, Ci) + G(Ciz, Cis), (B.22)
and hence,

Jasi (v, val{i, 7}, 81) = B{ XL, |G(Cu,Cu) + G(Cur, Cig) + GCus, Cus)| Ko
x X1 [G(C12,C12) + 5(612,(313) + é(cl3ucl3)i| ZX—Z-I;@}

17552

1% v — 1 v Vo — 1
= Z ( 1)( 1 11)( 2)( 2 21)<]{Z.7j}(1/,l1,l2|,31),
lll llg l21 l22

l11+12<11
l21+l22<v2

where v = (V1> V2), l, = (l11>521)> l, = (l12>522)> and

vi—lii—li2 ~

111~ lia 1 ~
Ju (v, L 1|S1) = {XZ; 5 {G(Cn,cn)} {G(Cn,cm)} {G(C13,C13)} Xijity
lo1 1~ loo [~ va—la1—l22 .
x X[ [G(Clmcm)] [G(Cl27613)] [G(Cl?ncls)] Xij;tg}-
Note that for { = 1,2, G(Cll, Cll) = Op(n_z), G(Cll, Clg) = Op(n_l) and G(Clg, Clg) =
O,(n=2). We have

T (0,1, 1|8)) = O (n~ v +8lntla+hatle)/2)
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On one hand, if (1/1 + 1/2) + 3([11 + l21) (llg + lgg) 2 6
?).

J{i,j}(uvl17l2‘81> ( (B.23)
On the other hand, if (11 + v2) + 3(l11 + lo1) + (Liz + l22) < 5, we show that
J{L]’}(V, ll, l2|31) = 0. (B24)

Note also that vy,v9 > 1, l13 + l12 < 14 and gy + los < vy, Hence, (11 + 15) +
3(l11 4 lo1) + (12 4 la2) < 5 can be decomposed into the following five scenarios:
(a.l) vy + 10 =2,111 + o1 =0, l1g + l22 < 2;
(a.2) vy + v =2,1l11 + o1 =1, l13 = lp2 = 0;
(a.3) i +ve =3, l11 +1la =0, l1g + l9o < 2
(ad) i+ =4, 111+ 11 =0, l1g+ 1 < 1;
(a.b) 1+ 19 =5, l1g+ 1o =0, l15 + o2 = 0.

We now show that (B:24)) holds under (a.1). Following the similar procedure, we
can prove that (B.24) holds under (a.2)—(a.5). Firstly, if l15 = lyp = 0, we have

Tl 1|S)) = {Xg . [G(clg, clg)] X X5 [G(clg, clg)] ” tg}

:E|:E(X581)G(Cl3>cl3) ( thl)E(XZ;SQ)G(Clg7613) ( Z]tz)]
=0,

where the last equality comes from the fact that G (C13,C13) is independent with X,-j;l,

l e {Sla tl> 52, t2}
Secondly, if ;5 = 1 and ly3 = 0, then

T w1, L|S) = {X;jq . [G(cn, clg)] Xy XD [G(clg, clg)] ” tg}

= E{E(XZ o) [G(Cu, C13)] ( ijit1) XZ s2 [G(Cl?n C13)] Xij;tz}
-0,

where the second equality comes from that XU s, and X .1, are independent with
é(CH,Clg) G(Clg,clg) ijsso and XU 4, Similarly, if ;5 = 0 and Iy, = 1, we have
J{M} (V, l1, l2|81) =0.

Thirdly, if 15 = lys = 1, we have

J{i,j}(u7l17l2‘81 E{X G(CII7C13)]XZj it X [G(6127C13)]Xij;t2}'

17381 17;82

Noting that G(C11,Cr3) = G({s2},Ci3)+G({t2}, Cr3), and G(Ciz, C13) = G({51}, Cs)+
G({t1},Ci3), we have

Jijy (v, 0, |S)) = Z E{ngsl[ ({t1}, Ci3)] Xijun X5, [G({E2}, Cus)] ljtz}'

1§1 €{s2,t2}
tac{s1,t1}
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Note that for any t~1 € Cy; and t~2 € Clg,

E{X] [G({1}, Ci3)| X, X5, [G({E2}, C13)| Xy } = 0.

For example, when #; = s, and fy = t1, we have

B(XT [G{E}, Ca) X XZSQ[ ({f2}, C13)| Xt )
ZE(E(XZSJ ({52}, C3) Xijo, X, G({t1},C13) E(Xiju,) ) = 0.

This indicates that Jy; j3(v, 1, 15|S1) = 0. Thus, we complete the proof for (B.24).
Finally, by (B:23)) and (B:24)), we have Jy; j1(v, 11, 15|S1) = O(n™?). And consequently,

. v vy —1 1% vy —1
naonliansy = 5 (0)(" () (0L ) et s)

) ) l
hi+lha<u 11 12 21 22
l21+l22<v2

= O(n™?). (B.25)

(IT) Let Sy = {(s1,t1, S2,t2)|$1 # t1,S2 # ta} such that there is only one common
element in {sy,t1} N {sq,t2}.

Since {s1,t1}, {s2,t2} are symmetric, for simplicity, we only consider ¢; = so. Let
Co1 = {ta}, Coo = {1}, and Co3 = {1,2,...,n}/{s1,t1,t2}. Consequently,

J231(V17V2|{i j} 32)
= E{XU 51 [G(Cgl, ng) + G(ng, 623)} VlXZ] th

J{i7j}(1/|82 N {tl = 82}).

Note that J{i7j}(l/|82 N {tl = 82}) lel -0 121 0']{2 ]}(V 1117121‘82 N {tl = 82})
where

[G(ng, Ca3) + G(Cas, Cos)| " X7}

17552

Ty sl 1182 N {ty = s9}) = E{X‘U o [G(Car, Ca)] " [G(Cas, Cos) ] T Xy
X ng - [G(Cz2,C23)] = [6(023,C23)]V2_121Xij;t2}-
Since G(Car, Cag) = Op(n™Y) and G(Cas, Cas) = O,(n~2) for I = 1,2, we have
T Wl 1| So 0 {t = s2}) = O(n~tvethnthn/z),
On the one hand, if v; + vy + 111 + 121 > 4,
Jiin (W, b, 1 |Se N {t = s2}) = O(n7?). (B.26)
On the other hand, if 1y + v5 + l11 + l91 < 3, we will show that
Ju (Wl IS N {t = s2}) = 0. (B.27)
We then decompose 11 + v5 + [17 + l31 < 3 into three scenarios as follows:
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(b.1) 1+ vy =3, 11+ 1y =0;
(b.2) 1+ =217 =0,lp =1
(b.3) 1+ =211 =1,ly =0.
For simplicity, we only demonstrate that (B.27) holds under the second scenario.
Accordmg to (b.2), we have v; = 1p =1, l;; = 0 and Iy, = 1. Noting that Xj;.,,

XWI and X Tt are independent with G(Cag, Ca3), we have

Jun (Wl 1| Se N {t = s2}) = (X G(ng,ng)X” ity X} G(sz,czza) ijsta )

17;81 17561
- E(X G(C237 623) (XZ] tl"le_; tl)G(C227 623) ( iJ; t2> )

17381
=0.

Similarly, for scenarios (b.1) and (b.3), we can obtain J; jy (v, l1, Io|SaN{t; = s2}) = 0

and hence prove (B.:27). Then, by (B:26) and (B:27), we have
Ty (v, s 1| So N {1 = s0}) = O(n™?),
and

Ju Wil 121182) = Jyi 3y (v, i, lo1|S2 N {s1 = s2}) + g jy (vl 121]S2 N {s1 = t2})
+ gy W s 12 [Se N {t = s2}) + Jgi jy (v, 111, 121]S2 N {2 = t2})

= 0(n7?).
Finally, we obtain that
V1 v2
Jaz1 (v, val{i, j}, S2) = Z Z iy, his 1| Se) = O(n_2). (B.28)
111=0121=0

(III) Let 83 = {(Sl,tl, 82,t2)‘81 % tl, S9 % tQ} such that {Sl,tl} = {SQ,tQ}.
Note that v1, 5 < 1, we have
Tan (1,3l 31,89) = B((T = G0y (1= §y) = o). (B.29)
Together with (B.23]), (m and (B.29)), we have

Jaz1 (1, v2[{1,7}) = 2 =12 Z Z Z Z JiujyW|(s1,t1, 52, 12) € S1)

s1=1t1#s1 s2=11ta#s2
+ J{i,j}(V|(31>t1> $2,t2) € Sa) + Jiijy(V|(51, 11, 52, 12) € S3)]
= Ju Wl(s1,t1, 89, t2) € S1) + O(n™ 1) Ty (V| (51,11, 52, 12) € So)

+ O(n_2)¢]{i’j}(l/|($1, tl, S9, tg) € 33) = O(n_?’). (BBO)
In addition, let M}’ (k) = E[(1,0)X;]*, M{, (k) = E[(0,1)X;;]* and M (11, 0) =
1

E{[(1,0)X,,] (0, 1) X"}, where X7 = [(X,, X;) — (i 1)]E57, (0,1) and (1,0)

() ?
are two dimensional row vectors. Let

2mg N h(l) 2mo (2) h(ys;)u2
My (Y, h® h®) = T [M{(”}(kl)] 11 [ {”}(k;z)] 11 |:M{(2)]}(1/1,1/2) ,
ki=1 ko=1 v1412<2mo
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where AV , A , h(l ., are nonnegative integers, and h) = h(l), .. h . h® =
" 3) 3) 3) 3) e
2) 3) 3 3) 3
(hl P h/ ) h - (hl’l’ ey h172m0_1’ h2,17 Tty h272m0_27 ey h2m0_171) SllCh that

2m0
m m 3
S k;l S0 oY 437 como (V1 Vo), < dmg + 4.
By (B.16), (m and (B.30), we can show that

T =(st) ¥ _ ~p(1 2 3 i 2 3
Var( T ZZXW_{”} m)_ ST ERY RO RO (Y, RO, BO)

s=1 t#s (A (2 h(3))eD

where the summation is over the set D = {h), A® A®)| 37" kerh! b +Zi’:’°1 kah! © )+
> v tva<ome (V1 F o) h$D,, < dmg+ 4}, and (A, R, h®) is the coefficient that is
not related to the index {7, j}, and only determined by A", b h®)

Note that M;;(hY, A® h®) are finite combination of higher order moments of
X, and X;. By condition (C4), M;;(hM h® h®) are bounded uniformly. And
consequently, for any (i,7) € A;,

2
Var( D) ZZXES:S% Z]t> =0(n™?%

s=1 t#s

hold uniformly. We complete the proof that E(U,) = o(pn™2) as n — oo.
Part I1-1.2: Proof of Uy, = 0,(p'/?n=1)

Note that

(o >3 KL= ) <0

s=1 t#s

By condition (C2) and following the same procedure as in (B.14]), we have

U232 Z COV( n — 1 Z Z Xﬂ]l Su{jl ]1}“21J1>

(i1,41)€A1 s=1 tss
(i2,j2)€A1
—.(l m ~
n _ 1 Z Z Xlzjz l“{zz 32} 22)2)
I=1 m#l
@o T r— (s,t) ~

o =B o g ol S0
a ( * 1 —exp(—1) p(f?)gl ar n(n —1) Z Z ij5s =i, ]}l’l’J

s=1 t#s

Consequently, by (i7) in Lemma []

E(U}2)/ (™) = O(n?) ma Var (2 oy SN XL ).

A
(27])6 1 s—1 t;ﬁs

If we can show that

()€1 n—1;t§ S i ( )(”EA g, (B.31)
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then
E(U2232) = O(pn_2) max I’l’ml‘l’l] = O(pn_2) max I’I’UZ{U}I‘LU

(4,4)€A1 (i.4)€AL
As shown in the proof of Lemma [ the eigenvalues of ¥ {Z.;.} € R**? are bounded
uniformly over (i,7) € A;. Then by condition (C5) we have

1, _ ~1/2
(Zr?)%)j uzjz{ij}l'l’lj =0(n~7%),

and consequently, Usss = 0,(pn~2) as n — oo.
In the following, we show the result in (B.31]). Noting that

Var( nin = 1) ZZng:gz}~Z]>

s=1 t;és

(3 3 S 3 S e K

s1=1t1#s1 s2=1ta#s2

we then decompose (s1, 11, 2, t2) into the following four cases:
(c.1) s1 = s9;

(c.2) s1 # s9 and s1 = to;

(c.3) s1 # 89, 81 # ta, 11 = S5 or t1 = to;

(c.4) s1 # 89, 81 # ta, t1 # sy and t; # to.

Under case (c.1), by the fact that Egt}) = O(n™/?), we have

hiE ( TSP IPIP I FLINE A vHLS

s51= 1t17581 s9= 1t27582

_ =(s1,t1) T =(s1,t2)
- n2(n— Q’J'UE(Z Z Z ~{1}1 Xijioi X i 203y )"’”’

s1=11t1#s1 taF#s2

= O(n™?)faj; fui. (B.32)
Under cases (c 2) and (c.3),
iLE ( Z Z S X X0 ) iy = Ol sy (B.33)
s1=1 so=1

t1#£s1 taF#s2
Under case (c.4), by (B.19) and (B.20) we have
I'LZJE<:$1]§1 ij 31XT ’_‘(82 t2))/~l/zj

ijss2{i,j}

= Z Z H,j Clla Ci1) + é(cll, Ci3) + é(cl?,, 613)]V1Xij;51

v1=1rv9=1
X XZ s [G(Clz, Ci2) + G(Cr2,Cus) + G(Cus, Ci3)]" } i
= Z Nm { (C11,Ci1) + 5(611, Ci3) + é(C137 613)]V1Xij;sl
v1+12<3

X XL [G(Cray Cra) + G(Cia, Cig) + G(Cag, Cra)]™2 iy + O(n™2) Bl ;.
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The second term in the last equahty is obtained by using that G (C11, Cll)+G (C11,C13)+
G(Clg, 613) O ( 1/2) and G(Clg, Clg) + G(Clg, Clg) + G(Clg, Clg) O ( 1/2) (see
(B.21) and (B.22)).
To verify ﬂg;E(_gjljil)XZ] WXL 82‘_‘5523?)) fi; = O(n=?) i) a5, it suffices to show
that
e E{[G(Cy1,Cn) + G(Ci1,Cr3) + G (Cis, C13)) X,
XX@) 52 [G(Clz, Ci2) + G(Ci2,Cr3) + G(Ci3, Cas)] } fui
= O(n™*) iy, (B.34)

ll’zg { [ Clla Cll) + G(Cn, 613) + G(Clg, C13)] ij;s1
XX,] - [G(Cm, Ci2) + G(Cm, Ci3) + G(Cm, C13) ]}Mij
= O(n~ )u’ijﬂ'ija (B.35)

and

Nm { [ (Ci1,Cn1) + G(Cn, Ci3) + G(Cm, C13)] ijis1
XX@) 5 [G(612,C12) + G(C12,C13) + G(Cl37C13 ] }Mij
= O(n” )u’ijﬂ'ij' (B.36)

Consequently, under the case (c.4), we have

ALE < 0SS X XD

s1=1 t17é81 so=11to7#sg

- Z SN A B(E K XD 2

s1=1t1#s1 s2=1toa#s1

= O(n_ )I]’iju’ij (B.37)

Note that Cll = {Sg,tz}, 6,12 = {Sl,tl} and 613 = {1,;. . ,n}/{Sl,tl,Sg,tQ}. By

(B19) and (B20), we have G(Cy;,Cy) = Op(n~?) and G(Cy,Ci3) = O,(n~t) for
[ =1,2. Then,

{[ (C11,Ci1) + G(Cll,cl?,) + G(Cli’,acl?))} ijis1
X Xf; 5 [G(Clg, C12) + G(Ci2, Ci3) + G(Cus, Ci3)] }
= { [ (C11,C1) + G(Cn, C13)] ng 31X,:§ so [G(Cm, Ci2) + 5(612, C13)] }
= O(n™?).
This shows (B.34]). The proofs of (B.35) and (B.36) are similar and hence are omitted.
Finally, by (B.32), (B.33)) and (B.37), it yields (B.31l).

Part 11-1.3: Proof of Uy = 0,(p'/?n=1)

46



Since E{|AL (S ) =R} < E(I(SE0) " =Ll x @l fui; = O(n=12) iy,
as n — oo we have

E(|Usss]) < ZZZE{‘“U {m} = L) g }

(7,] YEA s=1 t#s
-1 2 ~T ~
O~ Z FrijHbig
(i,5)€A1

=0 > my"S ey

(i,5)€A1

The last equality is from condition (C5).

To summarize, from the conclusions of Parts II-1.1, I1-1.2 and II-1.3, we complete
the proof of Part II-1.

Part II-2: Proof of U, 54 = op(pl/Qn_l)

Let )Z'sj = (XSJ ,uj)/a” = ,uj/ajj, A{St) = /U”, and ”(St =(1- Ag“;t))#—
s,t s,t s,t m
(1=359)2+ -+ (1 =35m0 Since |<<~§j ) > =50 = Opln=tm*1/2) e
have
1 n n
Uzt = ﬁ SN XI(Y PI(RSEOPT) IR = Y PI(REPT) 'R X,
nin s=1 t;ﬁs 1€Ag iEAz
= n_l D) IP IR A=t n_l DD DD IR A=
s=1 t;és jEAQ s=1 t#s jEA2

n(n—1) Z Z Z — 1) + card(A2)O0, (n —m0/2)

s=1 t;éS jEAQ
= U1 + Uggz + Unyz + card(As)O, (n—(mo+1)/2).

Note that for mg > 4, card(A)O, (n=(motV/2) = O, (pn=(motD/2) = o, (p'/2n71)
as n — oo. We now show that Usy = 0,(p'/?n71), Ussy = 0,(p"/?n~1) and Usyy =
0,(p*?n!) as n — oo in Part I1-2.1, Part 11-2.2 and Part I1-2.3, respectively.

Part 11-2.1: Proof of Uy = 0,(p'/?n=1)

Noting that E(Usy) = 0, and following the p-mixing inequality and condition
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(C2), we have

E(U2241) Z Z COV( n—l ZZijlXthHﬁjtl’ n—l ZZXSJthjz ]232>

J1€EA2 jo€A2 s=1 t#s s=1 t#s
< Z Z exp(—|7 —j2\)max\/'ar< ZZXSJXU“ )
J1€A2 j2€A2 s=1 t#s
Wop —.(st
< TP haxVi ( X, X )
~ 1—exp(—1) Gedy ; ; J =

Following the similar proof for , it can be shown that

Var( =) ZZXSJXtJH(St> =O0(n™)

s=1 t#s

hold uniformly for j € Ay. Thus, E(UZ,,) = O(pn=3) as n — oco. This implies that
U241 = Op(pl/zn_l).

Part 11-2.2: Proof of Uy, = 0,(p'/?n=1)

Note that

P 2 2 K ) =0

s=1 t#s

By the p-mixing inequality and condition (C2), we have

U2242 Z COV( Z Z Xj; S:]fjtl Mo Z Z Xq; SHEZJtz J2>

J1EA2 s=1 t#s s=1 t#s
J2€A2
“op T —=(s,t) ~ )
<— maxVar( X
T 1 —exp(—1) jea (n—1) ;#ZS gis=jj M

Then,

B(Ufa)/(on™?) = O(?) mae Var (s SO ELE).

jcds s=1 t#s
If we can show that
2
eV (s D0 G2 ) — O i (B

s=1 t#s
then

E(Usyy) = O(pn™) max fij = O(pn™?) max i} 0.
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As in the proof of Lemma[], we have shown that o;; for j =1,...,p are bounded
uniformly, then by condition (C5) we have max;jea, t?/0;; = O(n~"/?). And conse-
quently, Uz = 0,(p'/*n™!) as n — oc.

Following the similar proof for , we can show also hold.

Part 11-2.3: Proof of Uy = 0,(p*/?n™!)

By condition (C5), E |(“{St )t =1]=0(n"Y?) for j =1,...,p. Then, as n — oo

() < X (|2 330 (557 - )

JEA2 s=1 t#s

<237 (\ &0 -1))
JEA2
=0 " 13 /oj
JEA2
= O(H_l/Q)( PNHETEES l‘l’ijTZi_jlu’ij>
JEAs (i,7)€AL

= O(n™ ")’ Pop
=o(p"*n™")

The last equality is based on condition (C5).
As a summary, from the conclusions of Parts II-2.1, 11-2.2 and II-2.3, we show
that Uz = 0,(p'/?n~1) as n — oo. This completes the proof of (B.7). O

B.3 Proof of Lemma (1]

Let

Z PT P Sst PT) lf)ij + ZPiT(PiS(S’t)PiT)_IPi’

(4,5)€AL i€As

L11 = W Z Z X X (st) )TP(st Xt (X X(S’t))TP((gs’t)Xs,
s=1 t#s

Since ({A; = Ay} N {Ay = Ay}) € {PSY = PSDY C {Ly, = tr(A2)}, then for any
€, > 0, as n — oo we have

P(|Liy — tr(A3)] > etr(A2)) < P({A; # Ar}) + P({As # A3}) — 0.

This indicates that tr(A2)/tr(A2) — Li1/tr(A2) - 0 as n — oco. Hence to prove
Lemma [Tl it is equivalent to verifying that

L 51 as n— oo (B.39)
tr(A7)

49



For simplicity, let Li; = By + By + B3, where

B, = n—l ZZ (X, — XCNTPr X, (X, — XN T P X,
s=1 t;és

By= o) Z Z (X, — XENT(PSY — Po)X; (X; — XN T(PSY — Po) X,

where X, = Pé/ °X, and X (1) — Pé/ *X (9, By Lemmaldl, Pp is a positive definite
matrix with eigenvalues bounded uniformly away from 0 and oo. Then, under the
linear model (B.4)), we have X, = Pé/zCZs—i—ﬁ, where i = Pé/zu and Var(X'S) =A;.
Together with (33) and (i) in Lemma H we can see that (X, ..., X,,) satisfies the
conditions of Theorem 2 in |(Chen and Qin (2010). Hence,

By

P
— 1 as n — . (B.40)
tr(Af)

It remains to show that By/tr(A}) = 0,(1), and Bs/tr(A?) = 0,(1) as n — oo. By
(A), it is equivalent to verifying that By = o0,(p) and Bz = 0,(p).

Part-I: Proof of By = Op(p)

For s # t, let
B = > (Xije— X ((555}) — I)(Xiju + fj),
(1,5)€A1
BT = (X — X)) (/350 = 1)(Xy + i),
JEAs

where )_(Z.(js’t) = ZZ#M i/ (n—2), X (St Zk#thj/(n —2) and s ) is the
sample variance for {Xk]}k?g&t. Then,

E(|By)) < ZZE( (X = X0 P X, [(X, = XY (RS — Po)X,|)

s=1 t#s

= 2E<‘(X1 _ X(1,2 )TP(QXQ‘ ‘(Xz _ X(1,2))T(P((91,2) _ P(Q)Xl})

n(n—l
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Note that X&) = X®5) and P((Qs’t) = Pg’s). This leads to

(X5 = XU (PG = Po) X,

_ & (2,1)\T 21)y-1 (21 1 1

= D X — X)) ((S{m ) {u}> gty (X = X] ( e 7) Xy
(4,5)€A1 jEAs S i3

B - @\Ty—1/2 ($31/2 ( g(2.1)y~1371/2 —1/2 5

= Y (X — X785 ( i gy )™ B — I?) Sy Xia
(i,5)€A1

(X35 — X(21 )T [ oy Xy
+ Z 1/2 2D -1 Ve

JEA2 Tjj JJ JJ

— B&Y + BV, (B.41)

The last equality is based on the facts that §(S’t) =y M2glets oL/ X’U 4= 2_1/2(Xij;t—

- {ig} “H{id} T{id} o {ij}
Hij), Xij = (Xij — :UJ)/U” and s N(St (St /UJJ
Note also that E((X, — X t))TPoXt) 0 and Var((X, — X®NTPyX,) =
B((X, — XY PoX,)? = (n — 2)tx(A2)/(n — 1) = O(p). Then,

E(|Bg|)§2E<‘(X XEN TPy X ( | \B }+}B(21 ) )
<2[Elo6 - XU ol {[E(BE)) + (B(55")))
= 00" {[B(BEY)"] + [B(B5Y)"]H}.
Next, we show that E(B(S t)) = o(p) for any s # t. By letting

Byt = Y (X = X5 (ST = B) X
(ivj)eAl
B = N (Xije = X5NT((SED) T — ) gy,
(ivj)eAl
we have E(B(s t)) = E(BED)? + B(BEP)?. In the following, we show E(BSi)? =

o(p) and E(BSi? = o(p) as n — 0o, respectlvely
Noting that E[(X;;.s — X (DT ((S( )~! — I,) Xyj4] = 0, we have

{i.5}
Béilt Z COV( i1j1is — 7,(1]1 ) ((ng t]1}>—1 _ [2)Xi1j1;t7
(i1,J1)€A1
(i2,j2)€A1
(Xizjz ;8 Xz(;]?) ((SS;; })_1 - 12)Xi2j2't>
wWo (s,t) (s o
< (2 T )y, Ver( (R = X5 (S ) Ko

where the last inequality is based on the p-mixing inequality, and the upper bound
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can be obtained by following the same procedure as (B.14). Note also that
Var (X~ X5 (S5 — 1) %)
= E((Xij-s - X] V(SN = B)* (X — X57))
< E(H {2]} — L) (X5 — Xi(;t)) H2>
< (B35 —W)%(Euxm—xﬂu)

By (i7) in Lemma B, E||( — L|I" = O(n~?) hold uniformly over (i, ) € A;.
{w}

In addition, E HX” 5 — X (,8) H are finite combinations of higher order moments,
where the highest terms are E(X}!) and E(X »;) for k # s,t, and hence are bounded
uniformly over (i,j) € A;. Consequently, we have

Var((Xij;s - X( ) ((SS;}) - ]2))2@#) = O(n_l),

v

which also hold uniformly over (i,j) € A;. This shows that F (Béi’lt))2 = o(p).
In addition,

B < 3 0 ARl E(IGEN T — Rl x| K — X

(21 J1)€AL (iz,52) €A1
X | Kiagas = XS < 1B = Bl e
By (47) in Lemma [0
E(SE0)™ = Bl % || Ky - X553 quxims X IS - )
< [BUGE) = BP R - X2 )] [(HXW XEOPIE ) - B
<[ (I, ~ )] [ (e - X)) (215G - 1Y)

< [B (K — X2

=0

INE.
INE.

hold uniformly for any (i1, j1) and (2, jo) € A;. Thus, there exists a constant Ky > 0
such that

BB < (D Manal) (D [wsll) Ko/n

(i1,51)€A1 (i2,j2)€A1
1/2 3 1/2
Card(Al)( Z HﬂmlH2> card(Al)( Z Hl‘l’iszH2> Koi/n
(11,41)€AL (i2,42)€AL
=0 ) (Y A’
(i1,51)€A1

= O(pn~")u" Pop,
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where the second inequality is based on the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the last
o ~ 2 _

equality is based on the fact that 3°; ;. 4, | 2is]|” = D (id)e p,iTjZ{i;.}uij < uTPop.

By condition (C5) and the assumption that p/n® = o(1), we have E(BS1)?/p =

O(n Hu"Pop = o(p'/?n™%?) = o(1) as n — oo. This indicates that E(BSDY? =

o(p). Consequently, we have E(BS™)2 = o(p) as n — oco. Following the similar
s,t

procedure, we can prove that E(Bs, )% = o(p) as n — oo for s # t.

Part-II1: Proof of B; = Op(p)

By (B.41), we have
E(|Bg|) — E(}(Xl _ X(172))T(P((9172) _ Po)Xz‘ }(X2 — X(1’2))T(P((91’2) . P@)Xlo
(7 + 5718527 + B
1 1 1 1
< [Be?) ] [BER) ] + [BEa)] [Be)]
1 1 1 1

+ BB BBV + [B657)) [BBEY)] Ba)
Note that E(Bg’2))2 = E(Bg’l))2 and E(B§§’2))2 = E(Bg’l))Q. Also in the proof of
Part-I, we have shown that E(Bétl’s))2 = o(p) and E(ng’s))2 = o(p) as n — oo for

any t # s. Thus, E(Bs) = o(p) as n — oo and so we complete the proof of Lemma [I]
U
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Appendix C: Proofs of Theorem 3.1, Theorem
3.2 and Lemma 2

C.1 Proof of Theorem [3.1]

Noting that

{%Z-j < To‘n-j > 7'0}
C {|7°,-j — 7| > EO‘TU > 7‘0}
C {|7A'ij,1 — Tij| > nieo/(n1 + ng)}Tij > 7'0} U {|7A'ij,2 — Tij| > noeo/(n1 + ng)‘Tij > 7'0}
C {|f’,-j,1 — 1| > nieo/(ng + ng)‘ﬁj > 7‘0} U {|fij72 — 145 > naeg/(ng + ng)}nj > 7'0},

we have

P({ﬁ] < TO|Tij > T(]})
< P({|fij71 — 15| > nieg/(ng + ng)|m; > 7‘0}) + P({|fij72 — 145 > na€g/(ng + ng) | > 7‘0})

3 2 3 2
n1€

< 2<exp<—m) —i—eXp(—ﬁ)).

Similarly, we can show that

ndel 32

P ({7 > molmj < mo}) < 2<exp<_ m) +exp<_ ﬁ»

Then according to the same decomposition of {A; # A;} and {4, # Ay} in (B),
and (B.4]), we have

3.2
1€y

P({Al # Al}) < 2p(p — 1)(GXP(— m) +exp(— ﬁ))
and

3 2
n1€

P<{A2 # A2}> < 2p(p — 1)<exp ( - W> +exp ( - ﬁ))

Consequently, as N — oo we have P({fll # A1}) — 0 and P({Ag # As}) — 0.
U
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C.2 Proof of Theorem 3.2
Let T21 = T211 + 2T212 + ([,Ll — [,IIQ)TP@([J,l — [,l,g) Where

niy ni
Ton = ZZ (Xs — )" Po(X; — 1)
s=1 t+#s
n2 ng
Y, — o) Po(Y, —
n2 g — 1) ZZ p2)" Po( o)
s=1 t#s
ni n9
ZZ (X — H1) Po(Y; — p2),
mny s=1 t=1
1 ni n2
Top = — D (11— ) Po (X, — ) + - > (1 — p12) " Po (Y, — o).
L=t 2 =1
Let also ng = T221 + T222 — 2T223 where
ni ni
- T st
T = = Y S xI(PY - Po) X,
s=1 t#s
Ty = _ i i Y?! (13(8’” — P@)Y;
na(ny — 1) o1 i P20 7
ni ng
Tho3 = xXT(P Y.
223 nins ; ; 12 o ) t

Then T5(79) = To1 + Tae. Hence to show Theorem [3.2] it suffices to show that

Tor — (1 — p2)" Po(p1 — p2)

N(O 1) as N — oo, (C.1)
\/¢(”17 ng)tr(A7)
and
T
2 L50 as N> . (C.2)
Vé(n1,ng)tr(A7)
Part I: Proof of (C.))
First of all, we show that
T
212 50 as N > . (C.3)

Vé(n1, na)tr(A?)

Since n1 /N — ¢y € (0,1) and ¢(n1,ne) = O(N2), then by (A4, we only need to
show Th1o = 0,(p*/?N~1). Note that E(Ty2) = 0 and E(T12)? = (ny' +n5") (p1 —
o) PoXPo(py — po). By (i) in Lemma M, we have E(Th15)? = o(pN~2). This
indicates that Th1o = 0,(p"/?N71).
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Secondly, we show that

o1 D
Vo(n1, na)tr(A?) — N(0,1) as N — oo. (C.4)

Let stPé/2(XS—u1) fors=1,...,nq, and Y, = 1/ (Y, —po) fort =1,... no.
Then,

ny ni n2  n2 ny n2
T T~ T~
Ty = Zlgx X, + n2_1 Zng Y, - anl;X Y.

Note that Var(X,) = Var(Y;) = Pé/QZPé/Q and Var(Ty11) = ¢(ng, ng)tr(A2). After
direct verification, we can see that the random samples X Tyeoes X'm, lu’l, e }vfm and
the common covariance matrix satisfies the conditions in Theorem 1 in|Chen and Qin
(2010). Consequently, T511/+/Var(Tsy) N N(0,1) as N — oo and this completes

the proof of (C4).

Part II: Proof of (C.2)

Under conditions (C1) and (C2')—(C5), to show (C.2)), it suffices to verify that

Tooi/ v/ d(ny1, m)tr(A?) L5 0as N = oo for [ = 1,2,3. To save space, we only prove
the result for the case with [ = 3. The proofs for [ = 1,2 are nearly the same as
in Section B.2] and hence are omitted. Let

ni1 N2

Toya = — ZZXT< > PEPSEIP Ry - > PE(P Sy PE)” P>YZ>
2 =1 =1 (i,5)€Aq (,7)€AL
ni  n9
Toya=—— 3% XI( Y PIRSEIRN R = > PI(RSEIPI) R Y,
niny “— — - =
(st) _
Txys = "y PT P; 512*PT) 1Pij - Z Pig(ﬂjzﬂﬁ) 1PiJ'>Y;f>

n2
> XI( Y

s=1 t=1 (i,7)€A1L (1,5)€AL

1 n1 na

o 2 S (S s n - X s n)y,
1742

s=1 t=1 1€A2 1€A2

Then, we have Ths = T'xy1 + Txy2 + Txys + Txya. Note also that for any ¢; > 0,
{|Txy1| > e1/D(n1, na)tr(A2)} C {A; # A;}. By Theorem B} we have P(|Txy.| >
e1/0(n1,n)tr(A2)) < P(A; # A)) — 0 as N — oo. Similarly, P(|Txya| >
e1/0(n1,n2)tr(A2)) < P(Ay # Ay) — 0 as N — co. This indicates that as N — oo,
Txy1/\/¢(n1,na)tr(A2) = 0,(1) and Txya/+r/d(ny, n2)tr(A?) = 0,(1). It remains to
show that Tys/\/¢(n1,n2)tr(A?) = 0,(1) and Txya/+/¢(n1, no)tr(A2) = 0,(1) as
N — oo. By (AZ) and the fact that ¢(ni,ne) = O(N~2), we only need to verify
Parts II-1 and II-2, respectively.

Part II-1: Proof of Tyys = o,(p"/?N71!)

56



First of all, we have

niy n2

_ (st -1 -1
Txvs = n17s Z ZZXZJS 12.4i7) _E{i,j})Yw
(i,7)€A; s=1 t=1
ni n9
_ —1/2 $1/2 (glsd) 1wl/2 “1/2y,
= Z DD XG5S (S (950, S0 — )20 Y
(2,] )eA; s=1 t=1
niy  no
- Z ZZ (Xijis + P145) ((sz {)z,j}) ' — L) (Yijie + faig).

n1n2 (7’7])6141 s=1 t=1

st st s,t) als,t m .
Let “gz {)zg} (I — S§2,{)i,j}) + (12 S£2 {”})2 ot (L — S§2,{)i,j}) ’. Noting that

SS’?”} is a y/n-consistent estimator of I54o, hence by Taylor expansion for matrix

(st — —=(s,t) (mi
functions, ||((S! 5 {)m}) L) - HEH}H = O, (N—(mo+D/2) et also
n1  ne

o T =(st) C
Txvar = — Y Y > X = i Yisits
1 (7])6A1 s=1 t=1

ny N2

—_ t ~
Txyss = > NS XEESD e
’ ning T

(i.)€AL s=1 t=1

ny n2

Txyss = s Z Z Z ngTtHgt{z,j}ﬁl,ija

JeAls 1 t=1

ny n2

Txysa = . Z ZZH’I@; SS%{”}) b= L) fa 5.

Then, under conditions (C4’) and (C5’), we have
Txys =Txyaz +Txyz +Txyss+ Txyz + Cal"d(A1)Op(N_(m°+1)/2)-

By condition (C3'), we have card(4;) < Kop. Thus for mg > 4, card(A;)O, (N~ (mo+1/2) =
O,(pN~mo+D/2y = o (p'/2N~1) as N — oo.

Part II-1.1: Proof of Txyz = 0,(p/2N7!)

Since E(Txys1) = 0, we only need to show E(T%y3,) = o(pN~?) as N — oo.
Note that

2
E(Txys1)
ni no ni n2
_ E E (85t z : 2 : —(l,m) ¥
= COV(anLQ X21j1, _12 {217]1} z1j1,t7 nins XZ2J2JH12 {Z27j2}Y;2j2’ )
(i1,51)€A1 s=1 t=1
(i2,j2)€A1
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By the p-mixing inequality and following the same procedure as in (B.14]), we have

ni1  n2 ni n2

E § : —(lm)
’COV( ZZ ijuss H12 {Zldl} Yoger n1No 22)2,1“{22 Jj2} 12]27”)’
=1 t=1
ni  n9 (
T — s,t) Y,
Swwxp( dist({71, 71}, {zzdz})) mgl Var(n1n2 E E XU LES {”} Y, t)

where diSt({il,jl}, {ig,jg}) = m1n{|ll — i2|, |21 — ]2|, |j1 — ZQ|, |j1 — j2|} Then by
condition (C3'), we have

ny  ng

wo 2 T —=(st) C
Py < (24— )i (LSS %7200 7).
( XY31) + 1= exp(—1) op(ll?)%}il Var s Z;tz; ijis—12,{i,j} Y
To show E(T%y.3) = o(pN~?), it suffices to verify that
ni n9
—=(s,t) ¥ . —
Val'<n1n2 Z Z ng —12,{i,5} ZJ t) - O(N 3) (C5)
=1 t=1

hold uniformly over (i, 5) € A;. For ease of notation, we let

Jﬁ;;(yl’yz 2 ZZ {Zj} Sl7t17V17827t27V2>7 (C6)

81 1t1=1
so=1to=1

where

Mﬁ%(slatb V1, 82,9, o) = E(XT (IQ—SS{’?J})” i t1><XZ] 52(12_§S?{?}})V2 ~,~j;t2>.

17381

Then,

niy n2

2
T =ty _ T =ty
> R0 Vo) = (i 2 X Yo
s=1

s1=1t1=1 t=1

- Z Z {w} (1, v2). (C.7)

v1=1rv2=1

Var (

ning

We further decompose .J; i ]}(Vl, 5) into three exclusive sets:
(I) 81 = {(s1,t1, 82, t2) |51 = S92, 1 = ta};
(I1) Sy = {(s1,1t1, S2,t2)|$1 = S1, 82 # ta} U{ (51,11, S2,t2)|$1 # t1, 82 = ta};
(III) S3 = {(s1,1t1, S2,t2)|s1 # S2,t1 # ta}.
Let also
Jﬁﬁ(m’w“gl) = 21 D Z M{”}(SlatlaV1,82,t2,V2),

nin
172 (s1,t1,52,t2)€81
XY 1
Ty v vl S2) = 22 § : M{,]}(517t1,V1,82,t27Vz)a
1713

(s1,t1,82,t2)ES2

1
J§7’;;(V1,V2|33) =53 Z Mﬁ%(slatlal/lasbtbljﬁ'

(s1,t1,52,t2)€S3
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Then, J{Z]}(l/l,l/g) = J{Z;;(Vl,l/2|81) Jff;;(l/l,l/2|82) Jg;;(l/l,l/ﬂSg). Following

the similar proof for (B.18), we can show that if mg > 4, J{”}(Vl, 19|Sk) = O(N73)
hold uniformly over (i,7) € Ay for k = 1,2, 3, respectively. To save space, we only
prove the case for k = 1. Note that

XY
J{z' 7

= Z Z { B[E(Xij0, X1, ) (I = S50 E(Yi, Yol ) (B = S0 )

81 So= 1t1 to=1

= 2 2ZZtI{E I2 Sgl{ilg})yﬁw}}'

81 1t1=1

(V1> V2|31)

By (ii4) of Lemma [, we have in’;;(l/l,l/ﬂSl) = O(N~-1H12)/2) /(niny) = O(N73)
hold uniformly over (i, j) € A;.

Part II-1.2: Proof of Txyz = 0,(p'/2N71)

Noting that E(Txys:) = 0, we only need to show E(Tgy3,) = o(pN7?) as N —
00. By condition (C2') and following the similar procedure as in (B.14]), we have

ny no
2 — —=(s,t)
E(TXYv?’?) - Z COV(nln Z Z Z sz 15—12,{i1 31}11'2 11>
(il,j1)€A1 (21 ,71 GAl s=1 t=1

(i2,j2)€A1
ny  na

Z Z Z XZ1J2 S:gt{m 32}“2 22]2)

(7,2 ]2)€A1 s=1 t=1

@ N o —h) -
o g )
- ( - 1 —exp(—1) Op(lr?)zgh ar nino ZZ ij;s=12,{i,jy H2:id

Consequently, by (i7) in Lemma []

ny n2
B(T? N=2) = O(N? Var ( X0 ).
(Tvaa)/ (PN %) = O(N?) max Var MZZ FRSI Y

Following the similar procedure as the proof for (B.31l), we can show that

ny ng

\ ( X7 gl ~Z>:ON‘2 G (C8
(2%1)2}%{11 ar n1ns ZZ 1535 —12,{4,5} He2,ij ( )(ZI?)%}IE‘ I’l’2 7,]“’2 g ( )

Consequently, E(T%y.3,) = O(pPN~?) max jiea, fii;fti; = O(pN~2) max; jyea, ng{_i;}liz’j
as N — oo. As shown in the proof of Lemma [, the eigenvalues of Z_i;.} €
R?**? are bounded uniformly over (i,5) € A;. Then by condition (C5'), we have
max( j)ea, uz;Z{_i;}uij = O(N~*/%). This shows that E(T%y3,) = o(pN7?) as N —

0.

Part II-1.3: Proof of Txyas = 0,(p'/?N71)
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The proof is nearly the same as that for T'xy 32 in Part 1I-1.2 and is hence omitted.
Part II-1.4: Proof of Txyzs = 0,(p/2N71)

Note that

E(|p, ((Sgt{u})_l — ) fin5]) < E(||( Sgt{w} T Bf|) < Bl < (|
=O(N N—1/2 HNl Z]H X H““JH

and
Z 21,5 2,551 < ( Z K Z]TZZJ K1 l])1/2( Z k2 Z]TZZ_] k2 Z])1/2
(ivj)eAl (ivj)eAl (i7j)6A1
We have
- 1/2 - 1/2
E(|TXY,34|) = O(N_l/2)< Z “1,ijTZijll‘l'l,ij) ( Z u2,ijTZij1u2,ij>

(i,)€A1 (1,) €A1

_ O(N_l/z)(lhTPolh) (uzTP o )1/2

By condition (C5), and noting that pyT Pops = o(p/? N=1/2), we have E(|Txy34]) =
o(p/2N1) as N — 0o, and hence Ty 34 = 0,(p'/2N~1) as N — oc.

Part II-2: Proof of Tyy, = o,(p"/?N~1!)

y gﬁt X = (Xoj = 1) 055, Yo = (Vs IU’2J)A/'(UJJ)7 fnj = Mlj/Ujja%ﬁzt% = 12/ Tjj,
$12,jj = S12; jj/ajj and = ~12 g = (L= 519 ]j) (1 - Sy j])2 + o4 (1= 535,5;)™, where
sgz;])j is the jth diagonal component of 512 " Since |((§{182?J)‘1 —1) — Eg‘;tj)]| =

O, (N~(mo+1)/2) by Taylor expansion we have
Txyva = Txva + Txvae + Txvas + Txyaa + Cal"d(Az)Op(N_(mOH)/z),

where

niy n2

n1MN9 Z Z Z XSJXtJ~12 jg0

s=1 t=1 jeAs

Txyu =

niy n2

—. st
3 Rl
n1No g% sg jj,

Sltl]GAz

Txya2 =

niy n2

—‘st
—3 ) Y dfiE
nqne jtitg 12]j7

s=1 t= 1]6142

Txya3 =

ny ng

ning ZZ Z Fin iy (313 j] 1.

s=1 t= 1]6142

Txyaq =

Note that card(A)O,(N~(mT1/2) = O, (pN~(mt1/2) as N — co. Thus for mg
4, card(Ay)O0,(N~motD/2) = o (pN~2). In what follows, we show that Txy.

v
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0p(P2NTY), Txyae = 0p(p/2N71), Txyas = 0p(p/*N71), and Txyus = 0,(p"/2N ")
as N — oo, respectively.

Part II-2.1: Proof of Txy4 = 0,(p'/2N71)

Note that E(Txy41) = 0. By the p-mixing inequality and condition (C2'),

ni n2 niy n2

z : 2 : § :§ : —=(s,t) 2 :2 : —(s,t)
TXY41 COV(,n n ijl}/;.fl —12;5151° nin XS]ZKJQ'_'IQ ;7202
J1E€A2 j2€EAs 221 =1 2 =1 t=1
ni no
—=(s,t)
< w E E exp(—|Jj1 —jg|)max\/ar<n - E E XSJY}JHHM
J1€A2 jo€As 192 51 =1
Top niy no
0 —(s,t)
< —————max Var( E E XS‘]}/;‘]'—‘:([SQ j]>
1 —exp(—1) jeAs ning <= = ’

Following the similar proof for (C.5]), we can show that

ni  n2

o 2 2 K Vuiz;) = 0

=1 t=1

Var (

hold uniformly over j € A,. This indicates that E(T%y.4) = O(pN~?) as N — oo,
and hence Txy.1 = 0,(p'/2N~!) as N — oo.

Part I1-2.2: Proof of Txys = 0,(p'/2N71)

Note that (3", 372, X245 fia;/(nin2)) = 0. Then, E(Txy,12) = 0. By the
p-mixing inequality and condition (C2'),

ni no ni n2
2 _ —(s,t ~
E(TXY,42) = E COV(n n E E Xsal~12,mllu231a nan E § :Xspﬂz 3232,U2]2>
J1EA R 2621 =1

Jo€A2

wop —.(s t) ~
< — —max Var ( = )

1 —exp(—1) jeas

Further by (ii) in Lemma [l we have

E(T;(Y,42) B O(N2) V. ii =(st) ~
7]9]\7_2 = 5%%2( ar niny 2 2 sj~12yjlu2j

Following the similar proof for (C.§]), we can show that

ni no
Xs = ) — O(N-2 02 .
gnez}‘?\/ar(nlw Zl ; gl ]J i) = O( )1;%%2(#2] (C.9)

Consequently, E(T)z(y,z;z) = O(pN~?) max;eq, ﬁ%j = O(pN~?) max;ea, M%j/ajj as
N — oo. Also in the proof of Lemma [l we have shown that o;; are bounded
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uniformly for j = 1,...,p. Then by condition (C5'), we have maxjea, p13;/0;; =
O(N~'/2). This indicates that E(T%y 4) = o(pN~?) as N — oo, and hence Txy s =
0,(p'/2N71) as N — oo.

Part I1-2.3: Proof of Txy3 = 0,(p'/2N71)
The proof is similar as that for T'xy 42 in Part I1I-2.2 and is hence omitted.

Part II-2.4: Proof of Ty = 0,(p'/?N~1)

Note that E|( S’{ég] — 1| =O(N"*%) for j =1,...,p. We have
ny no
s,t)
|TXY44| Z |M1g||M2J|E<‘—Z N(12]j )D
JEA2 s=1 t=1

_ oy (S M Ty,
=O(N )(Z —+ Z K 2 NLZJ)

JEAy 9ji (i,7)EAL
2
_ Ha; To—
jeds I (ij)eA
= O(NY2)(u, " Popuy + po” Popsy).

Note also that pf Popr = o(p'/>N~"?) and (p1 — p2)" Po(p1 — p2) = o(p'/>N~/?)
by condition (C5'). We have ul Popy = o(p'/2N~1/2), and consequently,

E(|Txy,4l)

pI2N-T O(N'2p 1) (1" Popy + pa" Popa) = o(1) as N — oo.

This indicates that Ty 44 = 0,(p"/?N71) as N — oo.

C.3 Proof of Lemma
Let

ni ni
Lxl - Z Z X X St TPl(sOt Xt(Xt - X(&t))TPl(,S(’Qt)st
s=1 t#£s

ny ni
b= s 33K - XX (X - X RX,

s=1 t#s

Py = Z (PSP Py + Y P(RSE PP
( ) 1€Ao

Note that ({A; = A} N {A; = A}) € {P(%) = P} € {Lu1 = Ly»}. Then for
any €; > 0, we have

P(|Lyy — Lys| > ertr(A2)) < P({A; # Ay }) + P({Ay # Ay}) = 0 as N — oc.
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This shows that Ly /tr(A2)— Lys /tr(A2) - 0 as N — co. Hence to prove Lemma 2]
it is equivalent to verifying that L, /tr(A?) L5 1as N = oo
Note that L,s = B, + By + B.3, where

ny N

B = Z (X, - XENTPo X (X, — XN TPy X,
s=1 t+#s
ny ni

_ v (s,1) T v v (s,0\T 'y
= n1—1 ZZ — XX (X, — XX,
s=1 t#s
ni ni

By = ZZ (X, — XONTPo X, (X, — XN (PEY — Po) X,
s=1 t+#s
ni ni

B 1 (s,8) (s,t) (s;t)\T [ p(st)
Bm—W;; (X, — XENT(Py) — Po) X, (X, — XENT(PY) — Po) X,
where X, = Pé/ ’X, and X0 — Pé/ >X (D, Following the similar proof as that

r (BAQ), we can show that By /tr(A2) - 1 as N — oco. In what follows, we

show that B,o/tr(A}) = 0,(1) and B,3/tr(A}) = 0,(1) as N — oco. By (A4, it is
equivalent to showing that B, = 0,(p) and B,s = 0,(p).

Part-I: Proof of B, = 0,(p)
For s # t, let
BSY = BSY) + B,
s,t st st < ~
BYY =3 (Xy — XP)(1/50%) — D(Xy + finy),

JEA2

s,t) $,t) \— > s,t <
where Bm211 2(” eAl( ij;s X( )* ((Si {w}> '—1) Xij, Bfm% = Z(z])GAl (Xijis—
XSy i) =T, XG0 = o Kigoe/ (m=2), X[ = S0 K/ (m -
2), and §§-§’t) is the sample variance of {Xk]}k¢s7t. Then,

niy ni

B(Bal) € s 3 B(| (X = X R X (X, = X0 (Pl = o)X,

s=1 t#s

= 25(|(X, - XY PoXs| | (X, — XU (RS — Po) X).

Note that X = X2 and Pl(,sg) = Pl(tos) This leads to

(X = XU(PL = Po)Xi = Y (Xijo — X2 ((S50) ™ = Sty X
(3,7)€AL
+ 3 (KXo — XENT(1/s35) = 1/055) X3,
JEA2
= B3+ B%Y, (C.10)
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where the last equality is obtained by a direct calculation as (B.41)).
Note also that E((X, — X®))"PyX,) = 0 and E((X, — X®))TPyX,)? =
tr(A?)(n; —2)/(ny — 1) = O(p) as N — oco. Then,

B(|B.al) < 2B (](X1 - X2 PoXs| (|BE| + B )
<2[B((X - X0 Pox)'* {[B(BED))F + [B(BS)']*
= o) {[E(BEY))* + [B(BE)*) ),
where the last equality is based on the fact that E (Bg(m))2 = F (Bg(fz’ll))2 and
B(BS) - E(B3)"
Next, we show that E(B:E,Ql))2 = o(p) as N — oo for s # t. Note that
E(ch‘;f)) = E(BY)2 + E(B%Y)2. In what follows, we show that E(B'5))2 = o(p)

and F(B 9(621;) = o(p) as N — oo, respectively.

Noting that E[(Xij.s — X (DT ((Sff{g})_ — 1) X,;4] = 0, we have

st v (s,tN\T /1, S(st _ S
BB = Y Cov((Kigs = X)) (S50, = B) X

(i1,51)€A1
(iZ,jZ)EAl
¥ s,t (st — iyl
(Xijors — X7 ((Sf,{i)m}) 1_[2)Xi2j2;t)
wWo 2 S (s, ONT //a(st) \—1 ~
< (2 —)K Vi (XH—X.. St =1 X)
_< + 1—exp(—1) p(f?)%’jl ar ( 73 tj ) (( 1,{2;}) 2) Jst

where the last inequality is based on the p-mixing inequality, and the upper bound
can be obtained by following the same procedure as (B.14). Note also that

Var (X = X5) (P07 = 1) X
— E((Xus X(st )T( SE) T = L) E(X X5 (ST ™ = B) (X — i28§7t>))
B E<(X” i X(St ) (( SF{Z} = Ig)z(Xij;s _ Xi(;’t)))
< B(|[(St5) ™ = £) (X — X5) H)

3
(EH i) =D )

where the second equality is based on the fact that F(X;. tXZ] ;) = Is. By (ii1)
in Lemma [0 EH 1{”} - IQH4 = O(n;?) hold uniformly over (i,5) € A;. In

Vi (el

addition, F HXZ-]-;S Xf;t H4 for (i,j) € Ay are finite combinations of higher order
moments with the highest terms E(X};) and E(X};) for k =1,2,...,n,, and hence
are bounded uniformly. Consequently, we have

% s (StNT 7, S(st) \— ~ _
Var<(X“;s - X70) (S - 12)Xij;t) =O0(n; ")
hold uniformly over (i,j) € A;. This shows that E(Bg(c‘;ﬂ)2 = o(p).
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In addition,

2
s,t) \— ~
E(B :(:212 = ( ws_ i' )((Sﬁ{w}) 1_12)“172'3')
(ZJ)EAl

Z Z Hl‘l’l 11 HE(H is{;]l}) b [2” X ||Xi1j1;5 - ):(Z(lsj’?n

(21 J1)EAL (i2,j2)€A1

X Kigs = XS < IG5 ™ = Bl e

Also by (ii7) in Lemma [6],
By ™ = Tl % 1 Kisge = X5 | | Ko = XN < (810,07 — )

<[B(I6E0,) - ol )]i[EO’Xm;s— SO (16 - 2]
(X - X501
= O(n;")

hold uniformly for any (i1, j1) and (g, jo) € A;. Thus, there exists a constant Kpy > 0
such that

EEE < (X Jaoal)( X Ineal) 52

(i1,J1)€A1 (i2,j2)€A1
) 12 ) 12K,
card(A)( 3 ) Verd@ (X i) TE
(i1,j1)€AL (i2,j2)EAL !
:O(pnf1)< Z Hﬂl,ille2>
(i1,51)€A1
= O(pny "pi Pops,

where the second inequality is based on the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the last
equality is based on the fact that 7, .4 H;],Linz = D (ij)ed ufijzi}ij}u17ij <
1T Popy. By condition (C5') and noting that ny/N — ¢y € (0,1) as N — oo,
we have E(BS)2/p = O(ni )T Popy = O(p1/2n1—3/2) = 0(1) as N — oo. Conse-
quently, we have E(B:E,Ql))2 = o(p) as N — oo. Following the similar procedure, we
can show that E(BSY)2 = o(p) as N — oo for s # t.

Part-II: Proof of B,; = Op(p)

By (C.10), we have
M&m—OW—X“VWW—%WMWrXWUWW Po)Xi)

< [Ew;;?)?} : [E<B;zf>>2] (e [
+ (B8] [ReE)] + ()] [eE) ] cn
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Note that E(Bg’f))z = E(Bg’ll))2 and E(Bg’g))z = E(Bg’zl))2. Also in the proof
s 2 $,0)\ 2
of Part-I, we have E(B;éf)) = o(p) and E(Bfﬂz’;)) =0
that Bz = 0,(p) as N — 0.
Following the similar procedure as that for L,;, we can show that

(p) as N — oo. This shows

ng N9
SN (¥ - YOO TR Y(Y, — YOO BLY,

1
Ly=—
. n2(n2 - 1) s=1 t#s

is a ratio consistent estimator of tr(A?) as N — oo. This completes the proof of
Lemma 0J
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