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Abstract

We propose a new estimation method for the blind source separation model of
. The new estimation is based on an eigenanalysis of a positive definite matrix
defined in terms of multiple normalized spatial local covariance matrices, and, therefore,
can handle moderately high-dimensional random fields. The consistency of the estimated
mixing matrix is established with explicit error rates even when the eigen-gap decays to zero

slowly. The proposed method is illustrated via both simulation and a real data example.

Some key words: Eigen-analysis; Eigen-gap; High-dimensional random field; Mixing matrix;

Spatial local covariance matrix.

1 Introduction

Blind source separation is an effective way to reduce the complexity in modelling p-variant

spatial data (Nordhausen et al., |2015; Bachoc et all [2020). The approach can be viewed as

a version of independent component analysis (Hyvérinen et al., [2001) for multivariate spatial

random fields. Though only the second moment properties are concerned, the challenge is to
decorrelate p spatial random fields at the same location as well as across different locations.

Note that the standard principal component analysis does not capture spatial correlations, as
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it only diagonalizes the covariance matrix (at the same location). Nordhausen et al. (2015
introduced a so-called local covariance matrix to represent the dependence across different
locations. Furthermore, it proposed to estimate the mixing matrix in the blind source separation
decomposition based on a generalized eigenanalysis, which can be viewed as an extension of
the principal component analysis as it diagonalizes a local covariance matrix in addition to the
standard covariance matrix. To overcome the drawback of using the information from only one
local covariance matrix, Bachoc et al.| (2020)) proposed to use multiple local covariance matrices
in the estimation. The method of Bachoc et al.| (2020]) has a clear advantage in incorporating
the spatial dependence information over different ranges. However, the estimation is based on
a nonlinear optimization with p? parameters. Hence it is compute-intensive and cannot cope
with very large p.

Inspired by |Bachoc et al.| (2020), we propose a new method also based on multiple (nor-
malized) local covariance matrices for estimating the mixing matrix. Different from [Bachoc
et al| (2020)), the new method is computationally efficient as it boils down to an eigenanalysis
of a positive definite matrix which is a matrix function of multiple normalized spatial local
covariance matrices. Therefore it can handle the cases with the dimension of random fields in
the order of a few thousands on an ordinary personal computer. While the basic idea resembles
that of |Chang, Guo and Yao| (2018) which dealt with multiple time series, the spatial random
fields concerned are sampled irregularly and non-unilaterally, and the spatial correlations spread
in all directions. Furthermore, we incorporate the pre-whitening in our search for the mixing
matrix. This implies estimating the covariance matrix of the process, which is assumed to be an
identity matrix in /Chang, Guo and Yao, (2018). The normalized spatial local covariance matrix
is a modified version of the spatial local covariance matrix in Nordhausen et al. (2015), and
is introduced to facilitate the effect of the pre-whitening. All these entail completely different
theoretical exploration; leading to the asymptotic results under the similar setting of [Bachoc et
al. (2020)) but allowing the dimension of the random field to diverge together with the number
of the observed locations, which is assumed to be fixed in |Bachoc et al. (2020).

Another new contribution of the paper concerns the eigen-gap in the eigenanalysis for esti-
mating the mixing matrix. In order to identify a consistent estimator for the mixing matrix,
the standard condition is to assume that the minimum pairwise absolute difference among the
eigenvalues remains positive. See Assumptions 8 and 9 of Bachoc et al. (2020). The similar

conditions have been imposed in the literature in order to identify factor loading spaces in factor



models (Lam and Yaol |2012). However this condition is invalid under the setting concerned in
this paper when the dimension of random field p diverges to infinity, as the maximum order of
the eigen-gap is p~!. We show that the identification of the mixing matrix is still possible when
p — 00 at the rate p = o(n'/3). See Theorem [2| and Remark 1 in Section

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. We present the spatial blind source separation
model and the new estimation method in Section [2 The asymptotic properties are developed
in Section [3] Numerical illustration with both simulated data and a real data set is presented

in Section [d All the technical proofs are given in Section

2 Setting and Methodology

2.1 Model

We adopt the spatial blind source separation model of Bachoc et al.| (2020). More precisely,
let X(s) = {X1(s), -+, X,(s)}" be a p-variate random field defined on s € S C R?, and X (s)

admits the representation
X(s) = QZ(s) = U Zi(s), -+, Zy(s)} (2.1)

where Zi(s),--,Zp(s) are p independent latent random fields, and Q is a p x p invertible
constant matrix and is called the mixing matrix. Furthermore, Bachoc et al.| (2020) assumes

that for any s,u € S,
EZ(s) =po, Var{Z(s)}=1, Cov{Z(s),Z(u)} =H(s—u), (2.2)

where 1 is an unknown constant vector, I, denotes the p x p identity matrix, H(-) isap x p
diagonal matrix

H(s —u) =diag{Ki(s —u), -, Kp(s —u)},

ie. Cov{Z(s),Zj(u)} = K;(s —u) if i = j, and 0 otherwise. Let u = Quo. Under (2.1)) and
(2.2), X (-) is a weakly stationary process as

EX(s)=p, Var{X(s)} =097, Cov{X(s),X(u)}=QH(s—u)Q". (2.3)



2.2 Estimation method

Let X(s1),---,X(sp) be available observations. Put

n n

(s = Xls0) = - 3 Xlsj), Zlsi) = Z(s) =~ D Z(sy), i=1wm.

=1 =1

Then the spatial local covariance matrix of Nordhausen et al. (2015)) is defined as

Z Flsi— )X (s0) X (s5) " (2.4)

i,j=1
where f(-) is a kernel function such as f(s) = 1(hy < ||s|| < ha) for some constants 0 < hy <
he < oo, and 1(-) denotes the indicator function. To recover the mixing matrix 2, Bachoc

et al.| (2020) propose to estimate the unmixing matrix (i.e. the inverse of the mixing matrix)

F:Q_l = (717"' 77]7)—'— by

Peas om0 P
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where fo(s) = I(s =0), and fi,---, fr are appropriately specified kernels. This is a nonlinear
optimization problems with p? variables, which Bachoc et al| (2020) adopted the algorithm
of (Clarkson| (1988) to solve. When k£ = 1, the objective function contains only one kernel
function. Then the above optimization can be solved based on a generalized eigenanalysis; see
Nordhausen et al| (2015 and Bachoc et al.| (2020), though the estimation based on a single
kernel requires the prior knowledge on which kernel to use for a given problem.

We now propose a new method to estimate the mixing matrix using multiple kernels

but based on a single eigenanalysis. To this end, we define, for any given k kernel function
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where ¥ = Var{X(s)} = QQ'. Then N and W are p x p non-negative definite matrices.
Furthermore, N is a diagonal matrix, as its (4, 7)-th element, for i # j, is
k P n
1 - - . -
Y D s — $i) fu(sin — $5)E{ Zi(s1,) Zu(55,) Z;(505) Zu(s5,) } = O,

n2 L
h=1 (=1 i1,i2,j1,j2=1

which is guaranteed by the fact that the components of Z(-) are the p independent random
fields. Since 2 is a p x p full rank matrix, we can rewrite Q = VoAqUq, where Vo and Ug
are two p X p orthogonal matrices, and Aq is a diagonal matrix. Then X ~1/2 = VQA(_)IVQT .

Combining this and (2.1]), we have
W = VoUoNUG Vq (2.6)

i.e. the columns of Uy = VpUq are the p orthonormal eigenvectors of matrix W with the
diagonal elements of N as the corresponding eigenvalues. As »i/ Uw = VQAQVQT VaoUqg = Q,
this paves the way to identifying mixing matrix 2. We summarize the finding in the proposition

below.

Proposition 1. Under the condition , the mixzing matriz Q) defined in is of the form
S12Uy,, where the columns of Uy are the p orthonormal eigenvectors of matriz W. Moreover,
those p eigenvectors are identifiable, upto the sign changes, if the p diagonal elements of N are

distinct from each other.

Note that the sign changes of any columns of Uy will not change the independence of the
components of Z(-) in , as Z(s) = U, 272X (s). By Proposition we define an estimator
for the mixing matrix as

Q= S120y, (2.7)

where 3 = n~! Y i<j<n X(s7)X(s;)", and the columns of Uy are the p orthonormal eigenvec-

tors of matrix

k
—~ 1 —~~
W= > M(fa)M(fa)" (2.8)
h=1
In the above expression, M (frn) is a normalized local covariance matrix defined as
— 1 & ~ - - ~
M(f) = - D flsi—s) S PX (s1) X () TS, (2.9)
ij=1

In comparison to the local covariance matrix (2.4)), we replace X (-) by its standardized version

S-2x (-). This effectively pre-whitens the data in our search for the mixing matrix.
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To end this section, we note that the proposed new method makes use of the normalized
4th moments of the observations while the methods of Bachoc et al.| (2020) and Nordhausen et

al. (2015) only depend on the 2nd moments.

3 Asymptotic properties

We consider the asymptotic behaviour of the estimator Q) when n — oo and p either remaining
fixed or p = o(n). Since Q71X (s) = Q7107 (s), we will focus on T'q = Q1. We introduce

some regularity conditions first.

A1l. In model (2.1), Zi(-),- -+, Zp(-) are p independent and strictly stationary random fields on
R4, and condition (2.2) holds. Furthermore, Z(-) is sub-Gaussian in the sense that there

exists a constant Cy > 0 independent of p for which

sup  BTYV{E|Zi(s)]P}VP < Cp. (3.1)
B>1,1<i<p
Moreover, for any unit vector (aj,---,a,)" € R" and 1 < ¢ < p, 3%, a;Zi(s;) is sub-

Gaussian.

A2. There exist positive constants A,a and A (independent of n and p) such that for any
1<i#j<mnandn>2,|s; —s;j]|>A, and for s,u € R, 1<¢<pand 1< h <k (kis
fixed),

|Cov{Zu(s +u), Ze(s)}| < A/(1+ [[ul|*F9), (3.2)

|[fu(s)] < A/(L+ ||s]| 7). (3-3)

A3. Let A\; > --- > )\, > 0 be the diagonal elements of matrix N defined in (2.5)), arranged in
the descending order. There exist integers 0 = py < p1 < -+ < ppy = p for which

limsup max |y, ,+1 — Ap,| =0, and (3.4)
n—oo 1<i<m

liminf min |\, — Ap,41] = C1 > 0, (3.5)

n—oo 1<i<m

where m > 2 is a fixed integer, and C] is a constant independent of p.

Conditions A1l and A2 are essentially the same as Assumptions 1-7 of Bachoc et al.| (2020),
though we impose only the sub-Gaussianality instead of requiring Z(:) to be normally dis-

tributed. In addition, our setting allows p to diverge together with n. Condition A3 is required
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for distinguishing the columns of the mixing matrix 2 from each other. Those p columns are
completely identifiable when p is fixed and m = p. Then condition vanishes, and
ensures that the p diagonal elements of matrix N are distinct from each other (see Proposition
1). The similar conditions (i.e. with p fixed) were imposed in |[Bachoc et al.| (2020)): see As-
sumptions 8 and 9 therein. Note that condition cannot hold when m = p — co. When
p — oo together with n, 1D and ensure that the estimated mixing matrix O transforms
X (+) into m independent subvectors; see Theorem [1| below.

Without the loss of generality, we assume that the p components of Z(-) are arranged in the
order such that the diagonal elements of matrix N in are in the descending order. This
simplifies the presentation of Theorem |1| substantially. Write W= ﬁwl/iwﬁ;, as its spectral
decomposition, i.e.

Aw = diag(XW,l, e 7XW,p)a

where XWJ > 0 > pr > 0 are the eigenvalues of W, and the columns of the orthogonal

matrix UW are the corresponding eigenvectors. Consequently,
To=0"'0=0U,%"1%q. (3.6)

Corollary [1| below shows that 010 = fg £, I,, when p is finite and m = p in Condition A3.

To state a more general result first, put ¢; = p; —p;—1 fori = 1,--- ;m (see Condition A3), and
'oin -+ Taoim

ﬁilngﬂz PR PR LY 3 (3-7)
I_‘Q,ml te I‘Q,mm

where submatrix I'q ;; is of the size ¢; X g;.

Theorem 1. Let Conditions A1-A3 hold. Asn — oo and p = o(n), it holds that

Tl =1+ O0p{n "2}, |Tauillmin = 1+ Op{n?p!/?} 1 <i<m, (3.8)
Tl = Op{n~"?p"?}, 1<i#j<m, and (3.9)
Ay — Al = O,(n~?p!/?), (3.10)

where A = diag(A\1,- -+, \p), and \; are specified in Condition AS.



Theorem 1 implies that fQU P50 for any i # j. Hence the transformed process Olx ()=
fQZ () can only be divided into the m asymptotically independent random fields of dimensions
q1," - ,qm respectively. This is due to the lack of separation of the corresponding eigenvalues
within each of those m groups; see . On the other hand, Theorem 1 still holds, under some
additional conditions, if the components of Z(-) within each of those m groups are not indepen-
dent with each other. Then this is in the spirit of the so-called multidimensional independent
component analysis of (Cardoso (1998). In practice, one needs to identify the m latent groups
among the p components of 01X (), which can be carried out by adapting the procedures in
Section 2.2 of |Chang, Guo and Yao| (2018]). By , Aw will indicate how those eigenvalues
are different from each other; see Condition A3.

Note that Theorem (1| holds when either p is fixed and finite, or p/n — 0 as n — co. When
p is fixed and m = p in Condition A3, all fQ” reduces to a scale and ¢; = 1. Then Corollary

below follows from Theorem 1 immediately.

Corollary 1. Let Conditions A1-A3 hold with m = p, and p be a fixed integer. Then asn — 0o,
|1, = 2710 = Oy(n~1/2).

A key condition in Corollary [1] for identifying all the columns of the mixing matrix is that
the eigengap defined as

’Ugap = lﬁrz'n;éi?Sp ‘)\z — )\j’ (3.11)

remains bounded away from 0, which is implied by when p = m is fixed. This condition
cannot be fulfilled when p diverges (together with n). To appreciate the performance of the
proposed procedure when p is large in relation to n, we present Theorem [2|below which indicates
that the mixing matrix can still be estimated consistently but at much slower rates when the

eigengap vgap decays to 0 provided p diverges to oo not too fast; see Remark 1 below.

A4. limsup,,_, ., vgaén*1/2p1/2 =0.

Theorem 2. Let conditions A1, A2 and A4 hold. Denote by Yaj the (i,j)-th entry of matrix
fg. Then as n,p — 00, it holds that

J,j = Op(n™ 2! 2o L5 —i|™h) for 1<i#j<p, and (3.12)
i = 1+ Op(n~pogh, + 07 ?p!?) for i=1,--- p. (3.13)

Moreover, still holds.



Remark 1. Note that Ay — A, > (p — 1)vgap, and, therefore, vgap, = O(p~t). Thus it follows
from condition A4 that p = o(n'/3), i.e. in order to fully identify the mixing matrix, p cannot

1/3

be too large in the sense that p/n'/> — 0.

4 Numerical illustration

4.1 Simulation

We illustrate the finite sample properties of the proposed method by simulation. We set the
dimension of random fields at p =3 and 50, and the sample size n (i.e. the number of locations)
between 100 to 2000. The coordinates of those n locations are drawn independently from
U(0,50)2. Both Gaussian and non-Gaussian random fields are used. Also included in the
simulation is the method of |[Bachoc et al.| (2020). For each setting, we replicate the simulation
1000 times.

The p-variate random fields X (-) are generated according to in which Z(-), -+, Z,(+)
are p independent random fields with either N (0, 1) or ¢5 marginal distributions, and the Matern

correlation function
p(s) =27 T (k) (s/¢)"Bu(s/9),

where k > 0 is the shape parameter, ¢ > 0 is the range parameter, I'(-) is the Gamma function,
and B, is the modified Bessel function of the second kind of order k. We set different values
of (k,¢) for different Z;. More precisely ’s are drawn independently from U(0,6), and ¢’s are
drawn independently from U(0,2). The mixing matrix €2 in is set to be the p x p identity
matrix.

To measure the accuracy of the estimation for €2, we define

)2

P Zl<z<p 123)1/ (Zl<1,<p d]z
D 2\ ’

D(Q,Q —2},
(.0) = ) i b maxicicp |dij| - maxi<i<y |dji)

where d;; is the (7, j)-th element of matrix Q-1Q. As

_1/2< 1/2
1I2a<)§n’d”|/ Z d

1<i<p

p

it holds that D(Q,Q) € [0, 1], and D(£2, Q) = 0 if Q is a column permutation and/or column
sign changes of €.



We set k£ =10 in (2.8)), and
fh(S) = 1(0}171 < HSH S Ch), h = 17 e 7107 (41)

where 0 = ¢y < ¢1 < -+ < ¢19 = 0o are specified such that for each h =1,--- 10, {(s;,s5) : 1 <
i <j<m, ch—1 <|s;i — sj|| < cp} contains the 10% of the total pairs (s;,s5), 1 <i < j < n.

The boxplots of D(Q,(AZ) obtained in the 1000 replications are presented in Figures
Estimations by the method of Bachoc et al| (2020) are computed using the R-function
sbss, provided in R-package SpatialBSS. In addition to the multiple kernel estimation, we also
compute the estimates with a single kernel, using each of the 10 kernels in , For computing
the multiple kernel method of Bachoc et al.| (2020), we set the maximum number of iterations
at 2000. By using a single kernel, the method of Bachoc et al.| (2020)) leads to almost identical
estimates as those obtained by the proposed method (with the same single kernel). Therefore
we omit the detailed results.

Figures [1|— 4| indicate clearly that both the methods with multiple kernels outperform most
of those with a single kernel, and the proposed method outperforms the multiple kernel method
of Bachoc et al.| (2020) especially when p is large (i.e. p = 50). The proposed method with
multiple kernels performs about the same as that with the best single kernel (i.e. Kernel 1
f1(+)). The accuracy of estimation improves with the increase in the number of observations n,
which can be seen as a decrease in D((2, (AZ) in Figures Among all single kernel methods,
those using kernel f7 perform the best, as those estimations include the 10% nearest locations.
Indeed the Matern correlation is the strongest at the smallest distance. On the other hand, the
performances for the Gaussian and the non-Gaussian random fields are about the same. See
Figures [1] & [2 and Figures [3] & [}

The iterative algorithm for implementing the multiple kernel method of Bachoc et al.| (2020))
is to solve a nonlinear optimization problem with p? parameters. When p = 50, it failed to
converge within the 2000 iterations in some of the 1000 simulation replications. The numbers
of failures with n =100, 500, 1000 and 2000 are, respectively, 3,1,2 and 1 for the Gaussian
random fields, and 6, 3,3 and 1 for the non-Gaussian random fields. We only include the results

from the converged replications in the figures.
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Figure 1: Boxplots of D(2, ﬁ) for the proposed method using the 10 kernels (new) in ,
or each of those 10 kernels (Kernel 1, ---, Kernel 10), and the method of [Bachoc et al.| (2020)

using the 10 kernels (original) in a simulation with 1000 replications for the Gaussian random
fields. The number of observations n is 100, 500, 1000 or 2000 (from top to bottom), and the

dimension of random fields is p = 3.
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Figure 2: Boxplots of D(2, ﬁ) for the proposed method using the 10 kernels (new) in (4.1), or
each of those 10 kernels (Kernel 1, - - -, Kernel 10), and the method of Bachoc et al.| (2020) using

the 10 kernels (original) in a simulation with 1000 replications for the non-Gaussian random
fields. The number of observations n is 100, 500, 1000 or 2000 (from top to bottom), and the

dimension of random fields is p = 3.
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Figure 3: Boxplots of D(£2,Q) for the proposed method using the 10 kernels (new) in ,
or each of those 10 kernels (Kernel 1, ---, Kernel 10), and the method of [Bachoc et al.| (2020)

using the 10 kernels (original) in a simulation with 1000 replications for the Gaussian random
fields. The number of observations n is 100, 500, 1000 or 2000 (from top to bottom), and the

dimension of random fields is p = 50.
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Figure 4: Boxplots of D(€2, ﬁ) for the proposed method using the 10 kernels (new) in , or
each of those 10 kernels (Kernel 1, - - -, Kernel 10), and the method of Bachoc et al.| (2020) using

the 10 kernels (original) in a simulation with 1000 replications for the non-Gaussian random
fields. The number of observations n is 100, 500, 1000 or 2000 (from top to bottom), and the

dimension of random fields is p = 50.
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The estimated eigengaps for the proposed method for the Gaussian random fields are pre-
sented in Figures [fland [} As n increases, the eigengap also increases. Under low-dimensional
setting p = 3, the estimates based on single kernel f; entail the largest eigengaps and the small-
est estimation errors D(Q,€) (see also Theorem . However when p = 50, using the multiple
kernels leads to the largest eigengaps and the smallest estimation errors. The patterns with the

non-Gaussian random fields are similar and not reported here to save space.

Kernel 1 Kernel 2 Kernel 3 Kernel 4 Kernel 5 Kernel 6

N i
0__!_-L O_L_Li UL.Llé L_L-Lé D_.__L-LJ_;I OL.L-L T

Kernel 7 Kernel 8 Kernel 9 Kernel 10 Multiple Kernel 1000

eigen_gap

4 4 .
120- 120- £3 2000
100~

200-
00-
80- 80~ l
160 500 1000 2000 160 s 500 1000 2000

0-
0 2000

 Seample_atzs

Figure 5: Boxplots of the estimated eigengaps of the proposed method using the 10 kernels
(Multiple kernels) in (4.1]), or each of those 10 kernels (Kernel 1, - - -, Kernel 10) for the Gaussian
random fields. Number of observations n is set at 100, 500, 1000 and 2000, the dimension of
random fields is p = 3.
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Figure 6: Boxplots of the estimated eigengaps of the proposed method using the 10 kernels
(Multiple kernels) in (4.1]), or each of those 10 kernels (Kernel 1, - - -, Kernel 10) for the Gaussian
random fields. Number of observations n is set at 100, 500, 1000 and 2000, the dimension of

random fields is p = 50.

4.2 A real data example

We apply the proposed method to the moss data from the Kola project in the R package StatDa

(See [Filzmoser| (2015)). The data consists of chemical elements discovered in terrestrial moss

at the 594 locations in northern Europe; see the map in Fig.D.1 of Bachoc et al.| (2020). More
information on the data is presented in|Reimann et al.| (2008)). Following the lead of
et al.| (2015)) and Bachoc et al.| (2020), we apply the so-called isometric-log-ratio transformation

to the 31 compositional chemical elements in the data. The transformed data are used in our
analysis with n = 594 and p = 30. We standardize the data first such that the sample mean is
0 and the sample variance is I3g.

We apply the proposed estimation method with 10 kernels specified as in . The scores
of the first six independent components (IC), corresponding to the six largest eigenvalues of w
(see table (1)), are plotted in Figure m; showing some interesting spatial patterns. For example,
the 1st IC can be viewed as a contrast between the locations in the west and those in the
east, and the 2nd IC is that between the north and the south. Figure |8] displays the absolute
correlation coefficients between the first twelve ICs and those obtained in [Nordhausen et al.l
(2015) which was referred as ‘gold standard’ by Bachoc et al.| (2020)). While the ICs derived

14



Table 1: The six largest eigenvalues of W (with & = 10) for the real data example.
i 1 2 3 4 5 6

/)\\2- 1136.50 877.59 444.21 161.34 126.16 81.13

from the two methods differ from each other, the two sets of ICs correlate with each other
significantly. For example the correlation between the 1st IC derived from our new method
and the 2nd IC obtained in Nordhausen et al.| (2015]) is 0.92. Note that the ‘gold standard’
estimation was obtained using the kernel specified with the relevant subject knowledge. In
contrast our estimation is based on the multiple kernels defined generically in (4.1)).

The six largest eigenvalues of W are listed in Table The eigengaps A; = Xi,l — X, for
i = 7,---,30 are plotted in Figure [0] It is clear that the eigengaps among the 13 largest

eigenvalues are large. Based on Theorem (1, we have

FQ,aa FQ,ab

Q0 =Tq= (4.2)

Fope Lo
where fgﬂa is a 12 x 12 matrix satisfying HfQ,(m —I1a| = Op(n=1/2p'/2). Theoremalso shows
that [Tl = Op(n/2p112), [Fapll = Op(n=/2p1/2) and [Faul = 1+0,(n~2p!/?). Thus,
we are reasonably confident that the estimated first 12 ICs are reliable. Moreover, we rewrite
Q7TQ as

e i Qe ©

UL S0y =0T0= [ (4.3)
7

~ )

a b

where Qgq is a 12 x 12 matrix. We gain tr(Qqq) = 6.62 and tr(Q7Q) = 8.89 by calculating.
Thus, the major variation of the 30 variables are largely reflected by the 12 largest ICs.

5 Proofs

5.1 Some useful lemmas

Cy which is defined in Condition A1 and A which is defined in Condition A2 are two important

notations in our proofs. Without loss of generality, we assume that Cy < A. It means that

sup  BTHYAHE|Zi(s)|P}P < A (5.1)

B>1,1<i<p

Thus, any fixed moment of Z,(s) can be bounded by a constant only depending on A.
15
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Figure 7: The scores of the first six independent components over the 594 observation locations.

Let Z be the p x n matrix with (Z;(s1), -, Zi(sn)) = Z° as its i-th row.

Lemma 1. Let conditions A1 and A2 hold, and p = o(n)

Then there exists Apmar depending
only on A such that

max A\g < Apae < 0. (5.2)
1<g<p

16
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Figure 8: The absolute correlation coefficients between the first 12 independent components

derived from the proposed method (New) and those obtained in |[Nordhausen et al. (2015)
(Original).
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Figure 9: The estimated eigengaps A; = Xi,l — XZ fori=7,---,30 on real data example from
proposed method with multiple kernel.

17



Proof. For any g =1,---,p, (2.5) implies that

kK p n
do = TN B S Sl — ) Zgls) Zuls) (5.3
h=1u=1 ij=1
1 k 1 n ~ ~ 2 1 b 1 = > ~ 2
= 7 Z E[- Z Ju(si = 85)Zg(si) Zu(s5)]” + 7 ZE[* Z In(si = 55)Zg(51) Zg(s5)]
h=1u#g i,j=1 h=1 J=1

We consider the first part u # g for each h,

ZE th si— 1) Zy(50) Zuls)))?

u#g ,5=1
= an Z Jn(si = 55) fu(s; _3)E[ZQ(SZ)Zu(sj)Zg(si)ZU(Sj)]
u#g ,],'L,j 1
= Z Z Fu(si = ) fuls; = 53) B Z(50) Zg(57)| E[Zu(s5§) Zul(s5)]
U?ég ,j,z,j 1
A A A
<
- §n Z T+ s, —sj||d+a1+||s~—sud+a1+||sz—s~||d+a1+||sj—s~ud+a
U 7]7,‘77

The last inequality is from (3.2) and (3.3). This, together with p = o(n) and ||s; — s;|| > A for
alln > 2 and 1 <i# j < n, implies that

k
%Z > 8l Z u(si = 51) Zg(s1) Zu(s5))* = O(A*'n""p) = o(1). (5.4)

h=1u#g i,j=1

Thus we only need to consider E[1 > =1 Fr(si—587)Z4(5i) Zy(57)]?. Since Z9 = (Zy(51),- - , Zy(sn))

and

(Zg(sl)ﬂ T 7Zg(3n)) = Zg[In - nillan]‘ (5.5)

We can rewrite it as E(%Zg[ln s T[T — 2 xn](Z29) T)2, where T), is a n X n matrix
with the (7,7)th entry fn(s;i — s;)/2 + fn(sj — si)/2. Note that %Zg[ln — ] Thl I —
] (Z9)7 is a quadratic form and Z,(s) is a sub-Gaussian process. implies that
|75l < C, where C only depends on A. These, together with , imply that there exists a

positive constant C; depending only on A such that

k n
I B S fulsi - ) Zy(s0) 25 < G
h=1

,j=1
This, together with 1 - 1 , implies that A\, < 201, for any 1 < g < p. We complete the

proof. O
18



Lemma 2. Let conditions A1 and A2 hold. For any n X n non-random symmetric matriz Q)

with bounded ||Q||, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on A and Apaz for which

max  var[— Z Qi Z4(51) Zu(s;)] < C|Q|1*n~ (5.6)

1<g,u<p )
Here Qjj; is the (i, j)—th entry of Q.

Proof. When g # u, from the independence between Z,(s;) and Z,(s;) we have

var[— Z Qi Zg (s5)]

,Jl

= 0 Y QuaQunBlZy(sn) Zulsi) Z(sin) Zulsi)]

11,J1,82,J2=1

= n~? Z Qivj Qi2j2E[Zg(5i1)Zg(siz)]E[Zu(sjl)ZU(sz)]

i17j1,i2,j2—1

A A
< §: Qirjy Quny
11,41 ,42,J2=1 L+ [E Si2||d+a L+ Hsjl - 3]'2Hd+a
< CHQHQn_l.

The first inequality is from and (3.3). The second inequality is from ||s; — s;]| > A for all
n>2and 1 <i#j <n. When g = u, we note that * w2 =1 QijZg(8:)Z4(s5) is a quadratic

form and Z,(s) is a sub-Gaussian process. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3. Let conditions A1 and A2 hold, and p = o(n). Then there exists a positive constant

Ca depending only on A such that

lim Pn Y Z|? < Cq) = 1. (5.7)
Proof. For any fixed 1xn unit vector = (1, ,x,), we denote zZ " by z(z) = <21 (), ,Zp(l‘)>.

Since Zi(-),-- -, Zp(-) are independent, the elements of z(x) are independent. (3.2 implies that
maxi<j<p Ez?(a:) < C4 where C4 only depends on A.

P

22" ZxT = Z[z?(:c) - Ezf(a:)] + ZEZJQ Z ()] + pCa.

j=1 j=1 j=1
By the sub-Gaussian property of Z(s), we can conclude that for any fixed 1 x p unit vector z

and any ¢ > 0 there exists C' ‘A1 depending only on A and ¢ such that

P27 I > Cax(n+p)) < cexp(=5(n+p)). (5.8)
19



As we know, the unit Euclidean sphere S"~! consists of all n-dimensional unit vectors z.
Unfortunately the cardinality of S™~! is uncountable cardinal number. We can’t use (/5.8))
to derive an upper bound of ||Z|? directly. Thus we introduce a method based on nets to
control ||Z||2. The basic idea is as follows. We define a subset of S~ as S. satisfying
max,egn-1 mingegs, |z — y|| < e. S. is a so-called net of S"~! and the cardinality of S. is
bounded by (1 + 2¢7!)". Thus we can control maxyes, |Zy || in probability by . Finally,
we can control the difference between maxyes. || Zy " || and max,cgn—1 || Zz ||

Let S. be a subset of S"~!. For any x € S"~!, there exists # € S. such that |7 — x| < e.
This, together with and |S:| < (1 + 271", implies that

P( nax 1Z&7)? > Cas(n +p)> < ¢|S1 /2] exp(—5n — 5p) < c5" exp(—5n — 5p). (5.9)
TEO 2

Then if | Zz || = ||Z||, there exists & € S. such that
1ZzT|| = (|22l = 1 2@ — )| > 1Z]| -l Z]| = (1 — ) | Z]I.
Let e =1/2,
1Z]* < 4 e 1Zz" .

This, together with (5.9)), implies that

P(HZH? > 4C a1 (n +p)) < ¢|Sy 5| exp(—5n — 5p) < ¢5" exp(—5n — 5p). (5.10)
Then (5.7) is implied by (5.10) and p = o(n). O

Definition 5.1.

k
%Z Z fu(si — 5))Z(s1)Z(s5) }{ Z fu(si— )2 sl)Z(SJ)T}T. (5.11)
h=1 ij=1

Lemma 4. Let conditions A1 and A2 hold, and p = o(n). Let Mg, be the (g,u)-th entry of
N — N. There exists a positive constant Cy depending only on A such that

max EM < Cinh (5.12)
1<g,u<p

Proof. Since N is diagonal, when g # u,



Divide the term on the RHS of the above equation into three terms: (i)a = g, (ii)a = v and

(iii) a4 # g,u. We control each term as follows. When @ = g,

B2 3 il =) Zys) 25 3 ulsi = 5 Zuls)Z4(s))) = .

1,j=1 ,Jl

var( th —s]Z Z (5)] th s; — 8j)2Z (3i>Zg(5j>])

,Jl »Jl

- ~ - ~ 2
_ ( Z Fu(si = 57) Zg(50) Z Z In(si = 5)Zu(5i) Z4(55)))
i,j=1 i,j=1
n
= E(TL—4 Z fn(si, — sjl)fh(siz - SjQ)fh(Sis - Sjs)fh(5i4 - Sj4)
11,12,13,14,J1,52,73,J4=1

Zg(si1)Zg(3i1)Zg(Si1)Z (811)2 (Sjl)Z <3J3)Z (3j2)ZU(5j4)>

n 4
A A
< nt y 11 ] EZ5(s)
- e, ||d+ el |ld+ g
i1,i2,i3,04,01,j2,j3,j4a=1 v=1 1+ [|ss, Sjv [+ 1 + Hsm 3]4” @

S éln_lv

where C; only depends on A. The first inequality is from — and the independence
between Zg(-) and Z,(-). The second inequality is from (3.1, Co < A and |[|s; — s5]| > A for
alln>2and 1 <i#j<n.

Thus we can control

Z In(si —s5)Zg(s4) Z (55)) Z fn(si —s;) Z (sz)Z (s5))-

,Jl t,j=1

When @ = u, we can repeat the above method to control

th 57)Z(5:) Zu(s5)) th ) Zu(8i) Zu(55))-

,Jl ,Jl

Let’s consider the third term
- - 1 - N
d (= Z Fulsi = 55)Zg(si) Za(s))(= D fulsi — 5) Zulsi) Zals;))-
u#tgu  ij=1 iy=1

We can rewrite it as

n2 > Z Fu(si = s3)fu(s; = 57)Z(50) Zu(57) Za(s§) Za(s5)

UF£g,u ©,7,% ,] 1

= %Z ( Z Jn(si = 55) fn(s; = 55) Z Za(s5) ~ﬁ(sj))Zg(si)Zu(sf)'
ii=1  jj=1 o
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Let H be a n x n symmetric matrix with (¢,7)th entry

% Z fn(si = s5) fn(s; — s3) Z Za(s7) Za(s;)-

Gu=1 UFg,u

Recalling (5.5) and (5.6), we define Q = (I, — n™  yun)H (I, — 7 '1,xy,). Although Q is

random, we can find that @ is independent of Z,(s) and Z,(s). It’s easy to see

IN

<

1 n
EE Z QZ’J‘ZQ(SZ‘)ZU(S]‘) = 0.

4,j=1

W[% " QuiZy(50) Zu(s)] = E% " QuZy(50) Zu(s))?

i,j=1 ij=1

1 n
= Y BQuiQi))ElZy(s) 2 (s7) Bl Zu(5)) Zu(sy)]

i,diyg=1
1 - 2 \1/2 2 \1/2 A A
n2 ij%:I(EQi,j) (BQ5;) "1 T+ (si— )T T+ (5, — 5;)070
C~'2 a ég
2 > EQI; = ﬁEHQH%,

4,7=1

where Cy only depends on A and the first inequality is from 1) The second inequality is

from ||s; — 5| > A for all m > 2 and 1 < ¢ # j < n. Recalling the definition of @, we can

rewrite it as

1 _ _ _ _
Q = ;(In —-n 11nxn)vh(In —n 11n><n)Z;rg77uZ—g,—u<In —n 11n><n)VhT<In —n 11n><n)a

where V3, has the (i, j)th entry fy(s; —s;) and Z_4 _, is a (p — 2) x n matrix without Z9 and

Z%. Then

1 . 1
IQUF < VAl =224 —uZ g —ulF < Csl -2 Z|,

—9g,—u

22



where C3 only depends on A and the last inequality is from lb Moreover,
B> 27 213 = Bl - 277}
n F n F

= B Y[ Zy(si) Zu(si)?
=1

g,u=1

= B Y Y 20 Zus)P + EY Y Z2(s)?
g=1 =1

1<g#u<p i=1 i=
n p n

= X Y ElZ(s) Zy(s) Bl Zu(s) Zu(s)) + Yo Y B2 (i) Z5(s))

1<g#u<p 2,7=1 g=1 ,5=1
D S D D D L0
- 1+ ||s; — s4]]9+e g

1<g#u<p ij=1 v g=1
S 64]77

where Cy only depends on A. The first inequality is from (3.2). The second equation is from
(3.1), Co < A, p = o(n) and ||s; — sj|| > A foralln > 2and 1 < i # j < n. Then we can

conclude that

E|QIIF < Csp,

where Cs only depends on A. From p = o(n),

varl- 3" QuiZy(s) Zulss)) < 250 = ofn ™).

n2

ij=1
Thus we control the third term and prove (5.12)) for g # w. When g = u, the proof is similar. [J
Definition 5.2. Let J; and Jy be two subsets of {1,--- ,p}. Let NJML]Q be the sub-matriz of

N consisting of the rows with the indices in Ji1 and the columns with the indices in Jo. Write

NJ1 = NJ17J1’

Lemma 5. Under the conditions of Lemma @ and Jy N Jy = 0, we define the event By =
{n~Y|Z||? < Ca}. Then there exists a positive constant Co depending only on A, ¢ and v such
that

PN 5.2 > Con™ o] + |12]) | Bz ) < (51 + 512 exp(~5|.h v = 5| Jofv).  (5.13)

Here v > 0 can be finite or tending to infinite.

23



Proof. Since k is finite, it’s sufficient to prove (5.13]) on
225 (In — 0 axn) Va(In — 7 oxn) 2T Z (I — 0 ) Vi (In — 0 ) 2,

where Zj, is a sub-matrix of Z with ith row if and only if « € J;. V}, is a n X n matrix with the

(4, 7)th entry fr(s; — s;j). We define V, = (In — 1 ) V(I — 27 Myxen).

ARYAPATVAR
= ZJ1 f/hZ:]l;ZJI VhTZ}; + ZJI VhZ};ZJQf/hTZL
+  ZyViZ]Z,V, Z},, (5.14)

where J is the complementary set of J; U Jy. At first we deal with Z;, VhZ}l Zy, f/hTZ;Q.

1 Z1 V2, 21,V Z ), |
= NZnpViZ} Z1Vy Z} 21, ViZ), Z5, V3 Z), |
= || ZpHn1Z},|,

where

Hy g =2 23V 2] Z3,ViiZ) Z5, V)

is a n X n symmetric matrix with rank |J;| at most. Since J; N Jo = 0, Hj 5, and ZL are

independent. Moreover, under the event Bz = {n~!||Z||? < C4},
1Hp, | < VAl Z5 Zo P < IVallH1ZT 21 < Vil *n®C3.
It follows that
T P(|Hy | < nCalBz) = 1. (5.15)

where C4 only depends on A. Now we recall the rank of H h,J, is not larger than |J;|. For given

Hj, 5, we can do eigen-decomposition on it as follows.
T
Hy g, = Un gy A U gy s (5.16)

where Uy, is a n x |Ji]| matrix and Ay j, is a [Ji| x |J1| diagonal matrix. UhTJthJ1 = Iz
Then

HZJI VhZ};ZJl VhTZ(}rz ||2 < ||ZJ2Uh,J1 ||2||Ah,J1 H
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Since ||Ap, .z, || can be controlled by , we only need to consider ||Z;,Up s, ||?. Let Y =
Z5,Up, g, be a |Jo| x |Ji| matrix with the (4, j)th entry Y;;. The independence between the rows
of Z;, implies the independence between the rows of Y.

For any fixed 1x|J;| unit vector z = (1, ,7,|), we define YT asY(x) = (y1(x),- - s Y)gs|(T))-
Then the elements of Y (z) are independent.

|J2| |J2|

2y Ya! :Z[y?( — By (= +ZEyJ
=1

Yo' = Z;,Up o7 and Uy s,z is an unit vector independent of Z,,. By the sub-Gaussian
property of Z(s), we have

[J2]
Y Yz < [y (x) — Byj (@) + |2 Cag,
=1

where C4 9 only depends on A. Moreover, we can also deal with Z‘ _1[yj( x) — By (r)] with
the sub-Gaussian property of Z(s). Thus, for any fixed 1 x |Ji| unit vector z, any ¢ > 0 and

v > 0, there exists U4 3 depending only on A, ¢ and v such that

P(IaYTI? > Cago( | +|12])| Bz) < cexp(=5lhlv = 5| TaJv). (5.17)

As we know, the unit Euclidean sphere SI71I=1 consists of all |.J;|-dimensional unit vectors z.
Unfortunately, the cardinality of S”11=1 are uncountable cardinal number. We can’t use (5.17)
to conclude the upper bound of ||Y||? directly. Thus we use the method based on Nets to
control ||Y||2. Let S. be a subset of SI/tI=1. For any z € SI”1l=1, there exists & € S. such that
|Z — x| <e. Then if |Ya || = ||Y]|, there exists & € S such that

Yz > [Ya' | =Y @E =) | > Y] -eY] = Q=Y.
Let e =1/2,
IY)* < 4 mex. 1Yz "2,
This, together with and |S.| < (1 + 2~ Yl implies that
P(HYHZ > 4Ca3v(|J1| + ugy))BZ) < c5M exp(=5|J1|v — 5|2 |v). (5.18)
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Recalling (5.15]), one can conclude that for any ¢ > 0, there exists C'4 4 only depending on A
and c such that

P(In=225, 25, 20,V Z] | > ACaavn™ (11| + |2]) | Bz )
< 51l exp(=5|J1|v — 5| Ja|v). (5.19)

Others term in (5.14)) can be controlled by the same method. This completes the proof. O
Lemma 6. Under conditions A1-A3 and p = o(n),
HNJ—L - Az” = Op(n,1/2q3/2)7 (520)

where J; = {j € Z : pim1 < j < pi}, Ay = diag(Ap,_ 41, -, Ap,), and \; are specified in
Condition AS3.

Proof. We divide N, J; into two terms: (i) the diagonal term N Ji,d and (ii) the off-diagonal
term ]\Ale.,o. Lemma [4| ensures HNJi’d — Nl = Op(n_l/zqil/2). Thus we only need to show

o _1/2 1/2
INsoll = Opn=*/2g;

.'7). If ¢; is finite, Lemma {4| can also ensure it. So we only need to

consider the case ¢; tends to infinity.
We can rewrite N Ji,0 and control IN. Ji.0ll with the following idea.
~ Vii Vig Vi 0 0 Vg
NJio: = + :D1+V071.
Vor Vao 0 Vo Vor 0

Each block is a ¢;/2 X ¢;/2 matrix. Note that Vo = Vﬂ and the norm of the second term V1
(off-diagonal block) can be controlled by ||Vi2||. Moreover, we can control ||Vi2|| by Lemmas
and [pl In details, Lemma, [5] implies that

P([Vorl? > Coon™'q

BZ> < (5972 4 5%/2) exp(—5g0). (5.21)

For the first term, we can repeat the step on Vi; and Voo to get a new matrix with off-

diagonal blocks as follows:

0 V; 0 \Z
Vyo = dmg[ 11,12 , 22,12 ]
Vi1 0 Va2.21 0
Lemma [5| implies that
P(HVO,QH? > Cgvn_lqi/Z‘Bz) < 26(5%/4 4 5%/4) exp(—5gsv/2). (5.22)
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Repeat the steps, we can find that V, ; has 27~1 diagonal blocks and each diagonal block has
two 277¢; x 277 ¢; off-diagonal blocks. Lemma |5| implies that

P<||V0,j||2 > 2170 Chun L, BZ> < 2j_lc(527jq" + 527]“11')exp(—5qiv x 2179, (5.23)

We divide it into jp matrices: ]/\}Ji70 = Zgozl Vo.js 27071 < g; and jo = O(log ;). For different
4, we choose different v to control ([5.23). When log ¢; = 0(2'~7¢;), we choose v = 1. Tt follows
that

2 > 21_j02n_1qi

P(||VO,J-| BZ) < 217 1¢(52 770 4 52770 exp(—5g; x 279) = o(log™! ¢;). (5.24)

Otherwise, we choose v = qf/ b log ! ¢g;. It follows that

P(|!Vaj||2 > Con”'g;log ™2 ¢

BZ) (5.25)
By)
< 2915279 4 5270 exp(—5¢) P log ! g; x 2'77) = o(log ™! ¢y).

(5.24)-(5.25) and [|N, ol < Y22, [|Vo, ;]| imply that

P(HNJZ.,OH > 5021/2n_1/2qi1/2’BZ> = o(1). (5.26)

—j 4/5 — —
P(|[VoylP > 27 Caq*n " gilog™ g,

IN

Lemma [3| implies that lim,_,, P(Bz) = 1. This, together with 1) and ||]/\\]Ji7d — A\ =
Op(n_1/2qi1/2), completes the proof.

O

Lemma 7. Under conditions A1-A2 and p = o(n),

JQTS1 — 1| = Op(n~ /2112, (5.27)
Proof. Since X (s;) = QZ(s;),

Q'S0 -L,= QT Y X(s)X(sp) "I — 1
1<i<n
= [t ) Z(sp)Z(s) "1 — I
1<j<n
It suffices to prove
In™" > Z(s))Z(sy)" = Ll = Op(n~'/p!/2).
1<j<n

Following the proof of Lemma [6] one can verify the above equation. O
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5.2 Proofs of Theorems
Recalling 1' write N = TAT | as its spectral decomposition, i.e.
A= diag(/)\\l, e ,Xp),

where Xl >0 > Xp > 0 are the eigenvalues of N , and the columns of the orthogonal matrix
T are the corresponding eigenvectors. Recalling the definition of W in ||1 , we can find
that

n =
i,7=1
- WQZ{ Z Fulsi — 55)Z(s:)Z(s) T QTS0
t,j=1
- S filsi — s 260 2s5) T} TQTE2
,j=1
- U?QZ{ Z fulsi—s))Z(s)Z(s;) " HQTETIQ — 1)
i,j=1
{ Z Fulsi—55)Z(s1)Z(s;) T} QT2 L S-120NQTS1/2,
t,j=1

Let 5—1/20 = ?QKQ[?Q where VQVQT = ﬁQﬁg = I, and KQ is a diagonal matrix. Then

k n

— e 1~ 1 - -

W= VoUol ATTUS Vg + EE_I/QQE j{ﬁ > fulsi—55)Z(s)Z(s;) T}
h=1 ' ij=1

Ug (A2 — UQ{ th si—s))Z2(s1)2(s)) T} QTS
1] 1

+VQ(KQ — Ip)f]\QfoTﬁg‘/}J =+ VQKQﬁQfoTﬁg(KQ — Ip)‘/}g.
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It follows that

(75‘7{;—/“7‘79(79 = TATT +- U AQUQZ{ Z fu(si —s5)Z sl)Z(sJ)T}
i,j=1

~ T/\ ~ A~
Ug (Ag — UQ{ Z fn(si—s))Z(s0)Z(s;) "} Ugq AaUq
1,j=1
—I—[//\?)—(Kg — Ip)UQfoT -+ UQKQﬁQfoTﬁg(KQ — Ip)ﬁQ.
Then

1T Vg WVoUg — TAT || = O{||Aq — L[| |A] (1 + [[Aa])®}. (5.28)

(5.27) implies that |Aq — I,|| = Op(n~?p"/?) and |Aq| = O,(1).
Recalling $-1/20 = YA/QZA\QﬁQ,

10w E7120 - Ui Valall < 104V (R — I,)Ual| = Op(n~"?p'?). (5.29)

implies that the leading term of fg = ﬁ;‘—/f_l/QQ is ﬁ;‘r/f}QﬁQ implies that
ﬁ;‘r,i_l/QQ is close to I'T.

Thus, the asymptotic properties of T is the key point. We will prove the following theorem
for T and A.

Put ¢; = p; — pi—1 for i = 1,--- ;m (see Condition A3), and

' - T'im
T=|... ... ... |, A=dag@, .7, (5.30)

where submatrix fij is of the size ¢; x g;, and ]\\Z is a g; X g; diagonal matrix.
Theorem 3. Let Conditions A1-A3 hold. Asn — oo and p = o(n), it holds that
ITsl = Op{n (@i +a)"* +n'p}, 1<i#j<m, and (5.31)
IA; — Al = Op(n 2 7 1p), 1<i<m, (5.32)
where A; = diag(Ap, 41, ,Ap,), and X\; are specified in Condition A3.

(5-28), (5.29), (5.27) and Theorem [3| can conclude Theorem [l Thus, we now need to prove
Theorem [3l
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Proof of Theorem[3. (3.5) and (5.2) show that m is bounded. Let J; = {j € Z : p;_1 < j < p;}.
At first we prove (5.32]). We only need to prove it when 7 = 1 and other cases can be concluded by
a permutation. Define J{ be the complementary set of J, then we can rewrite det(A\l, ~-N )=0

as follows.

~ )‘Ipl — NJI —NJLJIC

0 =det(A\, — N) = det N L (5.33)
—Nyen  Mp—p, — Nyg

Lemmas 3| and |5| conclude HZ/\}ch,Jl | = Op(n=1/?p/2) = 0,(1). Lemmas and the condition
A3 imply that there exists a positive constant C'y such that

T PNy — Noglnin > Cv) = 1 (5.34)
for any 1 <[ < p;. Lemma[f] also implies that

lim P (A, = Cn/2 < 1Ny lbmin < 1N ]| < A + O /2) =1, (5.35)

n—oo -

If A€ (A, — COn/2,\1 + Cn/2) is a solution of (5.33), it is also (with probability 1) a

solution of
0 = det (Mpl — Ny = Njy e M, — NJf)—lﬁJf,Jl>. (5.36)
Lemma |5 and imply that
1N 75y = Nug) 7 Noe g, || = Op(n"p). (5.37)
Let 5\1 >0 > S\I,l be the eigenvalues of j\\fjl, — conclude that
A — A = Op(n~'p) (5.38)

for any 1 < < p;. This, together with (5.20]), concludes ([5.32]).
Now we consider (5.31). We only need to prove it when j = 1 and i > 1. Other cases can

be concluded by a permutation. From N =TAT'T and li we can find that

Z;’il NJl,Jif’il fll f112{1
N ... |=] ... |. (5.39)
Z?Ll ]/\\TJm,Jifil fml fmlxl



~ ~ ~ ~ L ~ T
Define U11 = NJl’]l, U12 = NJthC, U21 = NJ107L]1 and U22 = Nchrch' Slmllarly, define F21 =

T, ,f;l)—r. Then we can rewrite ((5.39) as

U1 + Upol T A
11A11 12~21 _ ~11A1 ‘ (5.40)
U111 + Ugal'gy o1 Aq

To1A = Doy (A — MIp) + M.
Then the second line of is equivalent to
(Uag — MIpp, )Ta1 = f21(K1 S Up L1y
Recalling , Uzz — A11,_p, is invertible with probability 1 as n tends to infinity.
To1 = (Upg — Allpfpl)_lfbl(//il = Aidp,) — (U2 — Al—’p—pl)_lelfn-

(3.4)-(3.5) and Lemmas [36] imply that [|A; — AL, || = 0,(1) and [|(Usy — A Tp_p,) "1 = Op(1).
Then (Ailp—p, — Ugg)_lUglfll is the leading term of T'y;. Moreover, Hf11|| = O(1). Thus we
only need to consider (Ai1,—p, — Usz) 1Us;. We rewrite (AMdp—p, — Up) ™! as

~ ~ —1
Mlp, = Nyygy oo —Nyy g Voo oor Vo

=Alpp, —Un) ' =

—Nyj,..Js o Mdp, — Ny Vine = Vium

(3.4)-(3.5) and Lemma@ensure |(A11p, — ]/\\TJZ.JI.)*IH =0p(1) for 2 <i < m. Lemmaensures
HJ/\}Ji,JtH = 0,(n~12pl/2) = 0,(1) for 2 < i # t < m. Since m is finite, we can find ||Vi;|| = O,(1)
and ||[Vit| = Op(n=2p"/2) for 2 < i # t < m. Recall that |Ny, 5, || = Op(n=2(q1 + ¢;)/?) for

2 <i<m and

Vo - Vam\ [ Npa
(AMLp—p, — U22)71U21 =
Vm2 ce me J/\}Jm,Jl

It follows that H‘/ZZZ/\\TJZJ1H = O0p(n~Y2(q1 + ¢;)'/?) and [Py Vit]thJIH = Op(n~'p). We

complete the proof of (5.31)).
O

Now we prove Theorem [2 By the same idea, we give the following result for N.

31



Theorem 4. Let conditions A1, A2 and A4 hold. Denote by 7;; the (i,j)-th entry of matriz r
m . Then as n,p — 0o, it holds that

Fij = Op(n~Y2ughlj—il™) for 1<i#j<p, and (5.41)
2 . _
Vi = 14+ Op(n~ gap) for i=1,---,p. (5.42)
Moreover,
IR = All = Op(n1/2pH2), (5.43)

Proof of Theorem [} Following the proof of Lemma@ one can verify that HK—NH = 0,(n~1/2p1/2).

This, together with A4, implies (5.43)).
From NT = f[A\, we can find that

A — NT = (N — N)IL. (5.44)
(5.44) implies that

i ( )\ - \i) ZMZS%J’ (5.45)

where M is defined in Lemma The condition A4 and ||1AX — N|| = Op(n~'/?p/?) can control
(Xj — A;). Then we can divide the right hand of the above equation into two part.

P
> Mids = Y Misj + MifAj;. (5.46)
s=1 s#£j
(5.12)) implies that E|M;;7;;|* < E|M;j|*> < Cin~!. Thus we only need to consider the order of

ZS# M;s7s;. Define v = max;<j<p max;; | ZS# M;7s;|. Then for any j # 1, 1’ implies
that
[Fij] < (| = Glvgap = 1A = N[~ o + [ M)

and

| ZMis'/y\sﬂ S Z |Mzs|‘f/7\sg|

s#] s#j

<Y M |(Is = Glvgap — 1A = NI (v + [ M)
s#j

< 0 IMigl(Is = Glvgap — IIA = NIDTH Y (Ml [Maj|(Is = lvgap — 1A = N7
s#j s#j
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The condition A4, |A — N| = 0,(n=2p'/2) and 1' conclude that

> | Misl(Is = jlvgap = A = NI = O(vgap log p max [Mis]) = op(1)
s#i -

and

S (Mgl [Mag (|5 = lvgap — IR = N~ = 0p(n1/2).
-y

This, together with the definition of v, implies that v = op(n_l/ 3.
[Fisl < (1 = jlvgap — 1A = N Hop(n™'/2) + [Mi)).
This, together with (5.12)), concludes (5.41)).

T =1=> 5= 1=3 (i = jlvgap — A = NI) 720 +|Mi5])* = 1+ Op(n " vg).
J#i J#i

We complete the proof. O
(23 and (5:27) imply that
ITT Ugy Vg WVaUqL — Al = Op(n~12p!/?).

This and Theorem |4| can conclude the asymptotic properties of ﬁ;‘r/f/gﬁgf Then we can
prove Theorem [2| by (5.29) and Theorem
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