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Consider an N x n random matrix Y, = (Y}
are given by Y} = L\/(;)X?j, the X, being independent and iden-
tically distributed, centered with unit variance and satisfying some
mild moment assumption. Consider now a deterministic N X n matrix
A,, whose columns and rows are uniformly bounded in the Euclidean
norm. Let X,, =Y, + A,,. We prove in this article that there exists a
deterministic N x N matrix-valued function 7}, (z) analytic in C —R*
such that, almost surely,

) where the entries

nﬁ+£{%/nﬁc(% Trace(X, S — zIn) " — % Trace Tn(z)) =0.
Otherwise stated, there exists a deterministic equivalent to the empir-
ical Stieltjes transform of the distribution of the eigenvalues of ¥, X% .
For each n, the entries of matrix T, (z) are defined as the unique solu-
tions of a certain system of nonlinear functional equations. It is also
proved that % Trace T (z) is the Stieltjes transform of a probability
measure 7, (dA), and that for every bounded continuous function f,
the following convergence holds almost surely

N oo
1
¥ o100 = [ rm@n o
k=1 0
where the (Ax)i<k<n are the eigenvalues of 2,37 This work is
motivated by the context of performance evaluation of multiple in-
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puts/multiple output (MIMO) wireless digital communication chan-
nels. As an application, we derive a deterministic equivalent to the
mutual information:

2,57 )

o2

Cn(O'Q) = %Elogdet (IN +

where o2 is a known parameter.

1. Introduction.

The model. Consider an N x n random matrix Y,, where the entries are
given by

g;4i(T
(11) ¥ = j/(ﬁ)X;;,
where (0(n),1 <i < N,1<j<n)is a bounded sequence of real num-
bers (i.e., sup, max; ;) |0i;j(n)| = omax < +00) called a variance profile and
the real random variables X are centered, independent and identically dis-
tributed (i.i.d.) with finite 4+ moment. Consider a real deterministic N x n
matrix A, = (Af;) whose columns (a})1<k<n and rows (a})i1<e<y satisfy

(1.2) sup max(||a |, [|az[|) < +oo,

where || - || stands for the Euclidean norm. Denote by ¥, =Y, + A,,. This
model has two interesting features: the random variables are independent
but not i.i.d. since the variance may vary and A,,, the centering perturbation
of Y}, can have a very general form. Denote by Tr(C') the trace of matrix
C. The purpose of this article is to study the behavior of

1
v Te(2, 27 — 2Iy)"!,  2z€C-—RT,

that is, the Stieltjes transform of the empirical eigenvalue distribution of
Y, X when n — 400 and N — +o0 in such a way that % —c, 0<c<+o0.
Under Condition (1.2), the convergence of the empirical distribution of the
eigenvalues of ¥, X7 may fail to happen (see, e.g., Section 3.1). We shall
prove that there exists a deterministic matrix-valued function 7),(z), whose
entries are defined by a system of equations, such that

1 1
NTT(EnEZ—zIN)I—NTrTn(z) — 0, z€C-R".

n—oo,N/n—c

It is also proved that %Tr T,.(z) is the Stieltjes transform of a probability
measure 7, (d\) and that the following convergence holds true:

1Y o0
(13) 5 20w = [ FOma(an) = 0.
k=1
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where f is a continuous and bounded function and where the (Ax)i<rp<n
are the eigenvalues of ¥,%7". The advantage of considering %Tr Th(z) as
a deterministic approximation instead of E% Tr(2,21 — 2In)~! (which is
deterministic as well) lies in the fact that 7),(z) is in general far easier to com-
pute than E% Tr(32, 5T — 2Iy)~! whose computation relies on Monte Carlo
simulations. These Monte Carlo simulations become increasingly heavy as
the size of matrix ¥J,, increases.

Motivations. This problem is mainly motivated by the context of perfor-
mance analysis of multiple input/multiple output (MIMO) digital communi-
cation systems. The performance of these systems depends on the so-called
channel matrix H,, whose entries (Hgfj, 1<i< N,1<j<n) represent the
gains between transmit antenna j and receive antenna i. Matrix H, is of-
ten modeled as a realization of a random matrix. In certain contexts, the
Gram matrix H, H is unitarily equivalent to a matrix (A4, +Y,)(4, +Y,)*
where Y,, is a random matrix given by (1.1) and A, is a possibly full rank
deterministic matrix satisfying (1.2). A fundamental result in information
theory (see [26]) states that the mutual information C,, which is a basic
performance index of the channel, can be expressed in terms of the singular
values of the channel matrix H,:

Cp(c?) = %E {logdet <IN + %)},

where o2 represents the variance of an additive noise corrupting the received
signals. We shall show in Section 4 how to approximate such a mutual in-
formation with the help of the deterministic equivalent 7),(z). Related work
can be found in [7, 22, 26].

About the literature. 1If Z, is a zero-mean N X n random matrix, the
asymptotics of the spectrum of the N x N Gram random matrices Z, 27
have been widely studied: Mar¢enko and Pastur [19], Yin [28], Silverstein et
al. [5, 24, 25] for i.i.d. entries, Girko [9], Khorunzhy, Khorunzhenko and Pas-
tur [17], Boutet de Monvel, Khorunzhy and Vasilchuk [4] (see also Shlyakht-
enko [23]) for non-i.i.d. entries. In the centered case, it turns out that very
often the empirical distribution of the eigenvalues converges toward a limit-
ing distribution.

The case where matrix Z,, has nonzero mean has been comparatively less
studied. Among the related works, we first mention [5] which studies the
eigenvalue asymptotics of the matrix (R, + Y;,) (R, +Y,)T in the case where
the matrices Y,, and R, are independent random matrices, Y;, has i.i.d.
entries and the empirical distribution of R, RL converges to a nonrandom
distribution. It is shown there that the eigenvalue distribution converges
almost surely toward a deterministic distribution whose Stieltjes transform



4 W. HACHEM, P. LOUBATON AND J. NAJIM

is uniquely defined by a certain functional equation. The case (Y, +A,) (Y, +
A,)T where Y, is given by (1.1) and A, is deterministic pseudo-diagonal
has been studied in [13] where it is shown that under suitable assumptions
the eigenvalue distribution converges. In the general case ¥,, =Y,, + A,,, the
convergence of the empirical distribution of the eigenvalues of ¥,%7" may fail
to happen even if the variance profile exists in some limit and the spectral
distribution of A, Al converges (see, e.g., Section 3.1).

Girko proposed in [10], Chapter 7, to study a deterministic equivalent of
some functionals of the eigenvalues of ¥, X7 in the case where the following
condition holds for A,,:

n N
(1.4) S%pmzaxz |A7 ;| < +oo and sgpmjaxz |A7 ;] < +oo.
j=1 i=1

Girko showed that the entries of the resolvent (3,%% — 2I)~! have the same
asymptotic behavior as the entries of a certain deterministic holomorphic
N x N matrix-valued function T),(z) characterized by a nonlinear system
of (n+ N) coupled functional equations. Condition (1.4) is however rather
restrictive. In particular, it does not hold in the context of wireless MIMO
system in which (1.2) is actually much more relevant. In this paper, we thus
extend some of the results of Girko [10] to the case where A,, satisfies (1.2).
For this, we do not follow the approach of Girko [10] based on the use of
Cramér’s rule but rather take the approach of Dozier and Silverstein [5] as
a starting point. This approach not only allows to extend the result of [10]
to deterministic matrices satisfying (1.2), but also provides a simpler proof.
It also enables us to prove that the deterministic equivalent % TrT,(z) of
the Stieltjes transform % Tr(2, 5T — 2I)~1 is itself the Stieltjes transform
of a probability measure, which is a result of interest from a practical point
of view [see (1.3), e.g.].

Outline of the paper. The main results of the paper are Theorem 2.4
[existence of the deterministic matrix-valued function 7),(z)], Theorem 2.5
(deterministic approximation of the Stieltjes transform) and Theorem 4.1
(deterministic approximation of the mutual information of a wireless chan-
nel). Theorems 2.4 and 2.5 are stated in Section 2. Section 3 is devoted
to some examples and remarks while Section 4 is devoted to applications
to digital communication; in particular, Theorem 4.1 is stated in Section 4.
Proof of Theorem 2.4 is established in Section 5 while Theorem 2.5 is proved
to the main extent in Section 6. Technical results and some of the proofs are
collected in the Appendix.
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2. The deterministic equivalent: main results.

2.1. Notation, assumptions and preliminary results. Let N = N(n) be a
sequence of integers such that lim,, ., % =c € (0,00). We denote by i the
complex number /—1 and by Im(z) the imaginary part of z € C. Consider
an N x n random matrix Y,, where the entries are given by

n_ 0ij(n) o

where X7 and (0yj(n)) are defined below.

ASSUMPTION A-1. The random variables (XZ-”]-; 1<i<N,1<j<n,n>
1) are real, independent and identically distributed. They are centered with
IE(XZ-"J»)2 = 1. Moreover, there exists € > 0 such that

E|X7** < oo,

where E denotes expectation.

REMARK 2.1.  We can (and will) assume in the proofs that ¢ < 4 without
lack of generality.

AssSUMPTION A-2. There exists a nonnegative finite real number o ax
such that the family of real numbers (0;;(n),1 <i < N,1<j<n,n>1)
satisfies

Sup e |03 (n)] < Omax-

n>11<i<
T 1<j<n

Denote by var(Z) the variance of the random variable Z. Since var(Y;}) =
agj(n) /n, the family (o;;(n)) will be called a variance profile.

Let A, = (A};) be an N x n real deterministic matrix. We introduce the
N x n matrix

Y=Y, + An.

For every matrix M, we will denote by M7T (resp. M™) its transpose (resp. its
Hermitian adjoint), by Tr(M) [resp. det(M)] its trace (resp. its determinant
if M is square) and by FMM T, the empirical distribution function of the
eigenvalues of MM7T. The matrix I,, will always refer to the n x n identity.

Let A be an n X n matrix with complex entries. If A is Hermitian and
positive semi-definite (i.e., z*Az >0 for every z € C"), we write A >0. If A

and B are Hermitian matrices, A > B means A — B > 0.



6 W. HACHEM, P. LOUBATON AND J. NAJIM
We define the matrix Im(A) by
1
Im(A) = —(A— A").
m(A) = (A~ 4°)

Let B be the Borel o-field on R. An n x n matrix-valued measure M on B is
a matrix-valued function on B, the entries of which are complex measures.
A positive matrix-valued measure M is such that for every A € B, M(A) >0
[i.e., M(A) is a Hermitian and positive semi-definite matrix]. In this case,
the diagonal entries are nonnegative measures and for every z € C"*, z*M z is
a scalar nonnegative measure. For more details on matrix-valued measures,
the reader is referred to the standard textbook [20].

In this article, we shall deal with several norms. Denote by | - || the Eu-
clidean norm for vectors. In the case of matrices, the norm || - [|sp will refer
to the spectral norm and if Z is a complex-valued random variable, denote
by | Z|, = (E|Z[P)!/P for p> 0. If X is a topological space, we endow it
with its Borel o-algebra B(X) and we denote by P(X’) the set of probability
measures over X.

We denote by C~ = {z € C,Im(z) < 0} and by C* ={z € C,Im(z) > 0}.

ASSUMPTION A-3. Denote by aj the kth column of A,, by aj its /th
row and by
amax,n = max(||ag]], [|a7([;1 <k <n,1 <L<N).
We assume that

Amax = SUP &max,n < 0.
n>1

We will frequently drop n and simply write 0;;, A, Y, a;, and so on.
If (o, ..., ag) is a finite sequence of real numbers, we denote by diag(asq, ...,
ay) the k x k diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are the «;’s. Let

(2.1) D; = diag(afj(n); 1<i<N) and D;= diag(afj(n); 1<j5<n).

We will denote by Djl-/2 = diag(0yj,1 < N) and Dil/2 = diag(oi;,7 <n). Let
1 be a probability measure over R. Its Stieltjes transform f is defined by

f(z)z/ﬂ@%, zeCT.

We list below the main properties of the Stieltjes transforms that will be
needed in the sequel.

PrOPOSITION 2.2.  The following properties hold true:
1. Let f be the Stieltjes transform of u, then
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— the function f is analytic over CT,

— if 2€C™T then f(2)eCT,

— the function f satisfies: |f(z)] < Im(z) and Im(ﬁ) < —Im(z) over Ct,

— if p(—00,0) =0 then its Stieltjes transform f is analytic over C — R™T.
Moreover, z € CT implies zf(z) € CT, and the following controls hold:

| Im(2)|7! if z€ C—R,
(2.2) If() <o [, if z € (—00,0),
(dist(z,R*))~1, if z€ C—RT,
where dist stands for the Fuclidean distance.

2. Conversely, let f be a function analytic over C* such that f(z) € C*
if z€ Ct. If limy_ oo —iyf(iy) = 1, then f is the Stieltjes transform of a
probability measure v and the following inversion formula holds:

p ) = tim = [t p(e 4 i) e,

whenever a and b are continuity points of w. If moreover zf(z) € Ct for z
in Ct then, u(R™) =0. In particular, f is given by

- [

and has an analytic continuation on C —R™.
3. Let F be an n x n matriz-valued function over CT such that

— the function F is analytic,
— the matrices Im F(z) and Im zF(z) satisfy

ImF(2)>0 and ImzF(z)>0 for ze C™.

Then there exists an n x n matriz C > 0 and a positive n X n matriz-valued
measure (1 over RT such that

_ p(dX) , p(dA)
F(Z)_C+/R+—)\—z wzthTrR+—1+/\<oo.

4. Let P, and P be probability measures over R and denote by f, and f
their Stieltjes transforms. Then

(eeChn@) —2f() = PR
where D stands for convergence in distribution.

As item 3 is perhaps less standard than the other items, we give a proof
in Appendix A. These results can be found in several papers without proof
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(see, e.g., [3], pages 64-65).

In the sequel we shall denote by S(R™) the set of Stieltjes transforms of
probability measures over R™. Proposition 2.2 part 2 gives necessary and
sufficient conditions for f to be in S(R™).

We list below some useful properties of matrices that will be of constant
use later:

PROPOSITION 2.3. 1. Let B be an N x n matriz and let C be an n x k
matrix, then

I1BCllsp < | Bllspl|Cllsp-

2. Let B be an N x n matriz, let y and x be respectively N x 1 and n x 1
vectors, then

I1Bllsp = sup{|y” Bx[, [ly | = [Ix[| = 1}.
In particular,
| Bij| < [|Bllsp-
3. If B and C' are square and invertible matrices, then
B'-cl'=-BY(B-0C)C.

If B and C are resolvents (see below), then this identity is known as the
resolvent identity.

4. Let X be an N x n matriz and denote by Q(z) = (Q4j(2)) the resolvent
of XXT, that is, Q(z) = (XXT — 2I)~ 1.
(a) We have ||Q(2)||lsp < |Im(2)|7! and in particular |Q:;(z)] < |Im(z)|7t.
(b) If D is an N x N diagonal matriz with nonnegative diagonal elements,

then

1

~2(1+(1/n) Tr DQ(z))

b(z) = e S(RT).

Although very simple, the identity in Proposition 2.3 part 3 is extremely
useful and will be of constant use in the sequel.

2.2. The deterministic equivalent: existence and asymptotic behavior. Let
us introduce the following resolvents:
Qn(z) = (Enzg —z2Iy) " = (gij(2))1<ij<n, z€C—R",
Qn(z) = (Zz;gn - ZIn)_l = (Gij(2))1<i,j<n; z€C—R*.
The function f,(2) = + TrQ,(z) is the Stieltjes transform of the empirical
distribution of the eigenvalues of ¥,%7. The aim of this paper is to get
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some insight on f,, by the means of a deterministic equivalent. We will
often drop subscripts n. In Theorem 2.4, we prove the existence of matrix-
valued deterministic functions 7'(z) and T'(z) which satisfy a system of N +n
functional equations. In Theorem 2.5, we prove that asymptotically,

1 1 1 ~ 1 -
N TrQ(z) ~ I TrT(z) and - TrQ(z) ~ - TrT(2)
in a sense to be defined.

THEOREM 2.4. Let A, be an N x n deterministic matriz. The deter-
manistic system of N +n equations,

-1 '
(2:3) W= T biG) T rsiEN
- -1 '

(24) Ve =Ty (1/n) Tr D;T(2)) forlsjsn,
where

(=) = ding(¢i(2), 1 <i < N),

U(2) = diag(¥(2),1 < j < n),
(2.5) -

T(z) = (U7 (2) — 2A¥(2)AT) 7,

)

— (F7(2) — 2ATU(2) )L,

admits a unique solution (1, . L UNS Y, ,1[1”) in S(RT)N+,
Moreover, there exist a positive N x N matriz-valued measure j1 = (f;;)
and a positive n x n matriz-valued measure [i = (fi;j) such that

p(RT) = Iy, AR =1, and
sy A

T(2) = Rt A\—2’ T(z) = R+ A — 2

for z € C—RT. In particular, & TrT(z) and %Trf(z) are Stieltjes trans-
forms of probability measures.

Proof of Theorem 2.4 is postponed to Section 5. It relies on an iteration
scheme and on properties of matrix-valued Stieltjes transforms.

THEOREM 2.5. Assume that Assumptions A-1, A-2 and A-3 hold, then
the following limits hold true almost everywhere:

, 1 1 B .
n—>o<1>{%l/n—>c<ﬁ TrQ(z) — N TrT(z)) =0 Vze C—RT,

lim (lTr@(z)—%TrT(z)> =0 VzeC—RT,

n—oo,N/n—c\ N
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REMARK 2.6 (Limiting behavior). There are two well-known cases where
the empirical distribution of the eigenvalues of ¥,%T converges toward a
limit expressed in terms of its Stieltjes transform: The case where the vari-
ance profile o;; = o is a constant [5] and the case where the centering matrix
A (which can be rectangular) has elements equal to zero outside the diag-
onal [13] (with F AnAn converging to a probability measure in both cases).
Interestingly, one can obtain discretized versions of the limiting equations
in [5] and [13] by combining (2.3)—(2.5).

COROLLARY 2.7. Assume that Assumptions A-1, A-2 and A-3 hold.
Denote by P,, and m, the probability measures whose Stieltjes transform are
respectively % TrQ,, and % TrT,. Then the following limit holds true almost
everywhere:

| O0Ba@n) = [T foma@n) — 0.
0 0

where f:RT — R is a continuous and bounded Junction. The same results
hold for the probability measures related to %Tr Qn, and %Tr T,.

PROOF OF COROLLARY 2.7. We rely on the fact that (P,) is almost
surely tight and that (m,) is tight. In order to prove this, it is sufficient to
prove

sup(/ )\]P’n(d)\)) <00 a.s. and sup(/ )\ﬂ'n(d)\)) < 00.
One has

E/APMdA): Ty, xr

2
gﬁﬁ%ﬁ#ﬁﬂmﬁ

202

max 2

Nn Z Xij
Z7J

@

é Zamax +
where (a) follows from Assumption A-3. The almost sure tightness of (IP,,)
follows then from the fact that ﬁ di XZ-Z- converges almost surely to one.
The fact that sup,, ([ Am,(d\)) < oo is established in Lemma C.1.

Let us now consider a realization for which the conclusion of Theorem
2.5 holds, and (P,,) is tight. Then for any subsequence n’ of the natural
numbers, there exists a further subsequence n” for which both P,,» and m,»
converge in distribution to, say P* and 7*. Then their Stieltjes transforms
also converge and, from Theorem 2.5, to each other. Therefore P* = 7* and
the conclusion holds on (n'). Since this is true for any subsequence (n’), the
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conclusion of Corollary 2.7 holds for all n, for this realization, which occurs
with probability one. [J

We are indebted to the referee for the proof of Corollary 2.7 which is much
simpler than the original one.

REMARK 2.8 (Concentration and martingale arguments). If one is inter-
ested in proving that the empirical measure is close to its expectation, one
can rely on concentration arguments (see, e.g., [11]) at least when the entries
are Gaussian, bounded or satisfy the Poincaré inequality. One can also rely
on martingale arguments, regardless of the nature of the entries (as long as
they are independent and satisfy some mild moment assumptions, see [10],
Chapter 16, and also [6]). The purpose here is to provide a “computable”
deterministic equivalent which is not expressed in terms of expectations.
In fact, although expectations can be computed by Monte Carlo methods,
these methods quickly imply a huge amount of computations when the size
of the matrix models increases.

2.3. Outline of the proof of Theorem 2.5. The proof relies on the intro-
duction of intermediate quantities which are the stochastic counterparts of
W, U T and T. Denote by

-1

bi(z) = — for 1 <i<N,
2(14 (1/n) Tr D;Q(z))
(2.6)
B(2) = diag(bi(2), 1 <i < N),
- —1 .
. W= T ee) s
B(z) = diag(b;(2),1 < j <n),
and by
R(z) = (B7'(2) — 2zAB(2)AT)™' and
(2.8) i

R(z) = (B7(2) — zATB(2)A) .

The introduction of the quantities R, R, T and T can be traced back to the
work of Girko. We first prove that & TrQ(z) ~ + Tr R(z) and % Tr Q(z) ~
% Tr R(z) in Lemma 6.1. These computations, quite involved, are along the

same lines as the computations by Dozier and Silverstein in [5]. We then
prove that & Tr R(z) ~ + TrT'(z) and & Tr R(z) ~ & TrT(2) in Lemma 6.6.
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3. Examples and remarks.

3.1. An example where the spectral measure of X,57 does not converge.
Let Y, be a 2n x 2n matrix such that

W, 0
Yu= ( 0 0)’
where W,, is n x n and W[]‘ = XZ, the X;;’s being i.i.d. Matrix Y,, can be
interpreted as a matrix with a variance profile o?(z,y) in the sense that

PG\ Xis
yr—o — L
5=o(5rm) 2

1, if (z,9) €1]0,1/2] x [0,1/2],

(3.1)
where o(z,y) = {O olso.

Consider now the following 2n x 2n deterministic matrices B, and Bn de-

fined as
I, 0 = (0 0
B, = ( 0 0) and B, = (0 In>'
Then both FB+BY and FBBr converge toward $00(dz) + 361 (dx). It is well

known that the limiting distribution of FW»Wa and FWa+In)(WatIn)" exigt
and are nonrandom probability distributions. The first limiting probability
distribution is known as Marcenko—Pastur’s distribution, and we denote it
by Pyp. Denote by Pe,p, the limiting distribution (This probability distribu-
tion is sometimes referred to as the “cubic law” since the limiting Stieltjes
transform of the normalized trace of the eigenvalues of (W, + I,)(W,, + I,,)T
satisfies a cubic equation (see [10], Chapter 2 for details), hence the notation
Peup.) of FWntIn)WntIn)™ (for details, see [9, 13, 19, 25]). The following
holds true:

PropoOSITION 3.1.  Let Y,, = (Y, + By,) and let Y, = (Y, + Bn) Then

T

FTntn e %Pcub + %(50 a.s.
T,YT 1m . 1

F nen njo)o §]P)MP + 551 a.s.

Consider in particular the 2n x 2n random matriz defined by

Y o— ?na z'fn:2p,
" Ty, Z.fn:2p+17

that is, ¥, = (Y, + Ay) where A, is alternatively equal to B, and to B,
then FXr=n does not admit a limiting distribution.
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PrOOF. Let (W, + I,)(W, + I,)T = U, AUl where A,, = diag()\;,1 <
i <n) and U, is orthogonal. Then %25 A — Peub. Now

r (U, O0\[(A, 0\/UI' 0
nri=(% 2) (5 o) (% 1)

and FTnT% = %(Z?:l 0, + ndp) which converges toward %wa + %50. One
can prove similarly the second statement of the proposition. The absence of

T
convergence for F>n*n follows. [

REMARK 3.2. In view of Proposition 3.1, FE:E% does not have a limit
since it oscillates between two different limiting distributions, despite the
fact that:

(i) the variance profile is the sampling of a given function,
(i) FAA" converges toward 200 + 261.

The general model ¥, = (Y,, + A,,) where A,, is diagonal has been studied in
[13]. In particular, an assumption is required in order to insure the conver-
gence of F ZnZ0 | In the setting of the present example [where Y, is defined
by (3.1) and A, is alternatively equal to By, or By], this assumption writes:
Denote by (a;;, 1 <i < 2n) the diagonal elements of A,,, then if the empirical
(deterministic) distribution

1 2n
H, = % ; 5(i/2n,al2i)

converges toward a probability distribution with a compact support, then
FEaS converges toward a deterministic distribution which is properly de-
scribed via its Stieltjes transform.

This assumption expresses a “coupled convergence” between the variance
profile and the diagonal elements of A,, = diag(a;;) and one can easily check
that it is not fulfilled here. In fact, denote by (b;;,1 <14 < 2n) the diagonal
elements of matrix B, and by (b;;,1 <1i < 2n) those of matrix B,,. Then if
n=2p,

1 2n
Hy =~ > sz == Lo,1/2)(x) dz @ 61(dy) + 112,11 (2) dz @ do(dy),
=1

while if n=2p + 1, we have
1 2n
H, = o ;5(1-/2”,5121_) =2 Lio,1/2)(x) dx @ do(dy) + 112,y (2) dx ® 01 (dy).
=
This, in particular, does not allow the convergence of H,. We believe that
this is the main reason for which F=X' does not converge in the present
example.
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3.2. The case of a separable variance profile. In this section, we consider
the case where the variance profile is separable, that is,

ol = did;, 1<i<N,1<j<n.

Note that this occurs quite frequently in the context of MIMO wireless
systems. The system of N + n equations defining ¥(z) and ¥(z) takes a
much simpler form: In fact it reduces to a pair of equations. To see this,
we denote by D and D the diagonal matrices D = diag(dy,...,dy) and
D= dlag(dl, ..,dp). Note that D; =d;D and D; = d;D. Denote by 6(2)

and 6(z) the functions defined on C — R+ by

5(2) = L Te(DT(2)),
(3.2) NI
iz) = ETr(DT(z)).

It is obvious that ¥(z) = —2(I +6D)~! and ¥(z) = —1(I +6D)~'. There-
fore, the solutions of the system of N + n equations (2.5) can be expressed
in terms of functions §(z) and 5( ). Using the fact that T'(z) = (¥(2)~! —
zAU(2)AT) "V and T'(z) = (B(2)~' — 2ATW(2)A)~! and the definition (3.2),
we get that 6(z) and §(z) are solutions of the following system of two equa-
tions:

5(2) = L Te[D(—2(I + D8) + A(I + D§)"*AT)),
(3.3) o

dz) =~ Te[D(—z(I + D8) + AT (I + D5)"*A) 1.

Of course, Theorem 2.4 implies that this system has a unique solution in
the class of functions (d,9) where § and ¢ are Stieltjes transforms of positive
measures (p, 1) on R* such that ,u(]RJF) 1Tr(D) and a(R*) = 1Tr(D).
Moreover at a given point z = —o?, it can be shown that the following
System:

o L Te[D(c?(I + Di) + A(I + Dr)~tAT) ™,
(3.4) T _ o1 g
=~ Te[D(o*(I + Dw) + AT(I + DR)~ A) ']

has a unique pair of solutions (k,%), x> 0,5 > 0. This, of course, is of
practical interest in order to compute the approximant (4.3).

REMARK 3.3 (Limiting behavior, followed). The case with a separable
variance profile illustrates quite well the kind of assumptions one needs in
order to obtain a limiting behavior for the probability distribution of the
eigenvalues of ¥, %7 If + Tr Q(z) converges then so does + TrT'(z) by The-
orem 2.5. This in turn should imply the convergence of the right-hand side
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of (3.3). But, unless D =TI and D =1 or A pseudo-diagonal, such a con-
vergence relies on an intricate assumption between the limiting distribution
of D, D and the spectral properties of A. Otherwise stated, it is far from
obvious to obtain a limiting behavior in the noncentered case even when the
variance profile is separable.

3.3. Additional information about the bias of the deterministic equivalent
m a simple case. Let X, be an N X n matrix with i.i.d. entries and de-
note by A, =diag(A,...,Ax) where % Zﬁil dy2 — H(dX). We consider the

matrix

1
Assume that % — c € (0,1) then it is well known (see, e.g., [25]) that the
spectral distribution of Y, Y," converges toward a probability distribution p
whose Stieltjes transform f satisfies

(3.5) z2€C—RT.

//\ 1—c—czf( ) — 2z’
We shall prove in this simple setting, that the deterministic approximation
fn(z ) N L SN 4i(2) of the empirical Stieltjes transform m, (z) = % Tr(Y, Y, —
2I)~! satisfies the followmg discretized version of (3.5), where H(dM\) is re-
placed by H,(d\) = « Ly, 5)\2((1)\) and ¢, by ¢, = %

1 Y 1

fn(z):N;/\?(l—cn—cnzfn(z))—z’ 2eC—RT.

(3.6)

In this simple case, the variance profile o(i,7) is equal to A; and from equa-
tions (2.3) and (2.4), we can write:
-1 ~ -1
Yi(z) = — Yi(r)=
2(1+ (A /n) -1 14(2)) ’ 21+ (1/n) 32 Ni(2))

or equivalently
A2 L 1 - 1 X, 1
( —g ) Z, qb](z)(l—kﬁ;)\lwz(z) :—;.

Eliminating (after immediate manipulation) >°; A?¢); > 1[1]- in both equa-
tions yields

where ¢, = &', The deterministic approximation f,(z) thus satisfies (3.6).
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One can notice that the centering element in the CLT established by Bai
and Silverstein in [2] is based on this kind of deterministic approximation.
Moreover, the limiting bias

Bn =Emn(z) — fa(2)
is computed in ([2], Section 4) when n — co. According to these results, it
turns out that:

1. The bias f3, is of order % if the entries of X, are real, IEX% =3.

2. The bias 3, is of order o(2) if the entries of X,, are complex, E|X;;|* =2
and IEX%- =0.

3.4. The complex case and the case of a Gaussian stationary field.

The complex case. In the case where the entries of X,, and A,, are com-
plex, the interest lies in the spectrum of (Y, +A,)(Y,, + A,)*. All the results
established in the real case hold in the complex case, with the following slight
adaptations:

1. In Assumption A-1, the random variable X; 1s complex. Replace EXZ?]- =
1 by E[X;;|* =1 and EX?; = 0.

2. In Assumption A-3, the entries of A, are complex.
3. In Theorem 2.4, T and T must be replaced by the following:

T(z)= (07 (2) — 2A0(2)A*) 7", T(z)= (T H(z) — 2A*U(2)A) "
(3.7) )
4. In Theorem 2.5, @),, and @Q),, denote

Qn(z) = (E.25 —2zIn)Y, Qu(z) = (258, —21,) "L

Similar adaptations must be made in the remainder of the article.

The case of a Gaussian stationary field. Following [12], it is possible to
rely on Theorem 2.5 to provide a deterministic equivalent in the case where

matrix Y;, is replaced by Z, = (Z7,;,) where
1 ) .
(38) Z]n = = Z h(k17k2)U(j1 - kla]Q - k2)7

152
n
Vn (k1 ,k2)E72

where h is a deterministic complex summable sequence and (U(j1,72); (1,
j2) € Z?) is a sequence of independent complex Gaussian random variables
with zero mean and unit variance, that is, EU(j1, j2)? =0, E|U(j1,72)]* = 1
[otherwise stated, U(j1,7j2) =V +iW, where V and W are independent and
N(0, %)—distributed]. Denote by
(I)(tl,tg) _ Z h(€17€2)e27ri(€1t1—€2t2)'
(£1,02)€72
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Function |®| is in particular real and bounded due to the fact that h is a
summable sequence. Denote by F, the p x p Fourier matrix Fj, = (F}, ;) )o<j: jo<p
defined by

1 . (J1J)2
P —
Fjl,jQ = %exp 2171-(7 .

We can now state:

THEOREM 3.4. Let ¥, = Z, + B,, where Z,’s entries are given by (3.8)
and By, is a complexr N x n matriz which satisfies Assumption A-3. Denote
by Q(2) = (X,3F — 2zIn)! and Qn(2) = (B5%, — 21,,) 1. Then

lim (% TrQ(z) — %TrT(z)) =0

n—oo,N/n—c

and

1. ~ 1. =

li —-T —=TrT =0
n—>oo{]%1/n—>c<n I'Q(Z) n g (Z))

for every z € C —RT where T and T are given by (8.7), where the variance

profile o;j(n) must be replaced by |® (5, 2)|, and matriz A by FNBF);. The

convergence holds in probability.

Lemma 3.3 in [12] [whose assumption is fulfilled due to Assumption A-3]
together with Proposition 2.2 part 4 immediately yield the desired result.

4. Application to digital communication: approximation of the mutual
information of a wireless MIMO channel. The mutual information is the
maximum number of bits per second per Hertz per antenna that can be
transmitted reliably on a MIMO channel with channel matrix H,. It is
equal to

(4.1) Culo?) = = =),

NElogdet (IN + 2

where o2 represents the variance of an additive noise corrupting the received
signals. The mutual information C,(0?) is related to +Tr(H, H}; +o2Iy)™!
by the formula

oc, 1 . 9, -1 1

or equivalently by

too 1 1
Cp(c?) = /2 <; - NETr(HnH; —I—wIN)_l) dw,
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which follows from (4.1) by Fubini’s theorem. In fact, L — & Tr(H,H;, +

wlh)™ = % — P'gﬁd’\) >0, where P/ stands for the empirical distribution
of the eigenvalues of H, H}. In certain cases, channel matrix H,, is unitar-
ily equivalent to X, =Y, + A, which has complex entries. Without loss
of generality, we shall work with matrix ¥, with real entries in order to

remain consistent with the general exposition. Showing that %Tr(EnEZ +

wIy)~! o & TrT,(—w) for the deterministic matrix-valued function 7}, (z)
defined in Theorem 2.4 allows one to approximate C,(c?) by C,(c?) =
(:EOO(% — % Tr T}, (—w)) dw. This approximant can be written more explic-
itly.

THEOREM 4.1. Assume that Assumptions A-1, A-2 and A-3 hold and
denote by

(4.2) Cou(0?) = /J o <l - %TrTn(—w)) do,

2 w

where T is given by Theorem 2.4. Then the following limit holds true:
Cp(0?) = Cpn(c?) — 0,

n—-+o00,N/n—-c

where o> € RT. Moreover,

P
Co(0?) = %logdet \II(%) + A\P(—JZ)AT}
ag

1 U(—02)~t o2 -
2y

Proof of Theorem 4.1 is postponed to Appendix C. In certain cases, the
study of the behavior of C),(c?) is simpler than the behavior of C,,(c?), and
allows one to get some insight on the behavior of the mutual information of
certain MIMO wireless channels (see, e.g., [7] for preliminary results).

REMARK 4.2. Equation (4.3) has already been established in the zero
mean case (A, =0): the centered case with no variance profile has been
studied by Verdu and Shamai [27], the centered case with a variance profile
by Sengupta and Mitra [22] (with a separable variance profile) and Tulino
and Verdu ([26], Theorem 2.44).

5. Proof of Theorem 2.4. We will first prove the uniqueness of the solu-
tions to the system (2.3) and (2.4) within the class S(R™) and then prove
the existence of such solutions. The following proposition will be useful.
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PROPOSITION 5.1 (Matrix-valued Stieltjes transforms). Let A, be an
N x n real matriz. Let v; € S(RT),1 <i <N, and 7; € S(RT),1 <j <n.
Denote by

[ =diag(y;,1<j<N), T =diag(5;,1<i<n),
T=(T"1—z4ATAT)"t, T=("1-24TT4)"1.
Then:

1. The matriz-valued functions T and Y are analytic over C — RY.

2. If z € C*, then ImY(2) >0 and ImzY(z) > 0. Moreover, there exists
a positive N x N matriz-valued measure = (p;;) and a positive n x n
matriz-valued measure i = (fi;;) such that

w(RT) = Iy, W(RT)=1, and

o= [ 8 1y 0

for z € C—R*. In particular, & TrY(2) and 1 TrY(z) belong to S(RT).
3. The following inequalities hold true:

vzeCt T(2)T*(2) < (11517]\72)2 and  T(2)T*(z) < (In{lnz)T

4. Let D; and D; be defined by (2.1). Denote by
= —1
2(1+ (1/n) Te(D; Y (2)))

() = —~
T L0+ () Te(D; T (2)))

where 1 <1< N and 1 <j<n. Then 72-(2) and %@) are analytic over
C —R* and belong to S(RT).

ProOOF. We only prove the stated results for Y, the adaptation to T
being straightforward.

Since 7;(2) € S(RT), we have v;(z) # 0 over C — RT. In particular, I ~! —
2AT AT is analytic over C — R*. In order to prove that Y is analytic, it
is sufficient to prove that det(I'~' — zAT AT) # 0 for every z € C — RT or
equivalently, to prove that if b € CV is such that ("' — zZAT AT)h = 0, then
h must be equal to zero. Let h be such that (I'™! — zATAT)h =0, then

‘ R (D% — 2% AT* AT)h = 0.,
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We study separately the case z € (—00,0) and the cases z € Ctand z€C™.
If z € (—00,0), then T=1(z) > |z|Iy and —2I'(2) >0 and the first equation
in (5.1) yields:

0="h*"(T"Y(2) — zAT(2)AT)h > ||n||?|2|

which implies h = 0. If z € C*, then Im(2T'(2)) > 0 and ImT'~!(2) < — Im(2)I,
by Proposition 2.2 part 1. The system (5.1) yields A*(Im(I' ! (2)) — ATm(zI'(2)) x
AT)h = 0. Necessarily,

0=h*(Im(I'"}(2)) — ATm(2D'(2))AT)h < —(Im 2)| A,

which yields h =0. If z € C™, the same kind of arguments yields h = 0.
Therefore, T is analytic over C — R™ and part 1 is proved.

In order to apply Proposition 2.2 part 3, we now check that ImY(z) >0
and Im 2Y(z) >0 for 2 € C*:

Y(:)~T"(2)

@ T(2) (2;‘1*(z)2i I1(z) N A<zf(z) —Ziz*f*(Z))AT> T*(2)

= Y(2)(—=ImT 71 (2) + AIm(2D'(2))AT)T*(2) >0,

ImY(z) =

where (a) follows from the resolvent identity and the last inequality follows
from the fact that 7; and 4; belong to S(RT) and from Proposition 2.2
part 1.

One can check similarly that Im(zY(z)) > 0. Therefore Proposition 2.2
part 3 yields Y(z) = C'+ [p+ “fi);), where C' = (Cj;) is an N x N nonnegative
matrix and p is an N x N matrix-valued measure. Let us now prove that

(5.2) yETOO iyY(iy) = —In.
First write
(5.3) Y(z2) =@ Nz) — zAT(2)AT) ™' = (Iy — [(2)A2T(2) AT) ' (2).

Since I’ and T are diagonal matrices whose entries belong to S(RT), we have

(5.4) lim iyl'(iy) = —In, lim iyl (iy) = —1I,,.
y—-+o0 y——+o0

Therefore, it is straightforward to show

(5:5) IT(Gy) AT (i) A" llsp — 0.

Plugging (5.4) and (5.5) into (5.3), we get (5.2).
In order to prove that C' =0 and u(R1) = Iy, we introduce the complex
functions: f;(z) = YT;i(2),1 <i < N. These functions are analytic over C*
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and satisfy: Vz € CT,Im f;(z) > 0,Im z f;(z) > 0. Moreover (5.2) implies that
limy o —iy fi(iy) = 1; therefore Proposition 2.2 part 2 yields the existence
and uniqueness of v; € P(R™) such that

fi(2) :/R Vi(d)\)-

+ A—2z

On the other hand,

pii(dAN)
RY A—2
From this, we deduce that u; = v; € P(RT) and that C;; = 0. This im-
plies that C' =0 since C > 0. As p is a positive matrix-valued measure,

kel < 5 (ke + 1), 1pael(R™) = 0 and [ppe|(RT) < 00, Assume that k # /.
Equation (5.2) yields

(5.6) lim iy Yp(iy) = 0.
y—-+o0

fi(z) =Yi(2) = Cy +

., 1<i<N.

But
. . y? yA
iyYre(iy) = /R+ Yy Gz tke(dN) + /+ 2 2Mke(d>\)

In particular, (5.6) implies that limy, . io [p+ Xyﬁyg/,tkg(d)\) = 0. But the

dominated convergence theorem implies that lim, . [p+ )\2@’—;/2 Lre(dN) =
pre(RT). Necessarily puge(RT) =0, u(R") = Iy and part 2 is proved for
z € C*. Since both T and [ % are analytic over C — RT and coincide

over CT, they are equal. Taking the trace, we immediately obtain that
+ TrY(2) € S(RT) and part 2 is proved.
In order to prove part 3, we shall prove the two following inequalities:

T(z) — T(2)* - Iy

veeCt % Sdmm M
— o 2 ()T (2)(Im(2)).
The first one is straightforward:
T(2) = T(2)* _ _p(dA)
— =ImY(2) —Im('z)/R+ A—z|2

Since p(A) >0 for every Borel set A so 1s J f(A)u(dX) whenever f > 0.
Applying this property to f(A) = W W > 0 and using the fact that

u(RT) = Iy, we obtain

/ p(dX) o In
R+ |A— 2|2 7 Im(2)?’
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which yields T(z);ir (&) < I nllf("z) Using the resolvent identity, we get
T(z) - T(z)" I(z)" —T7(2)

— = T(z)( 51 +AIm(zf(z))AT) T*(2).

Let z € CT, then

Iz =T (2)
2i

— —diag(Im(ﬁ),l <i< N) >Tm(z)1

by Proposition 2.2 part 1. This and the fact that Im(2T'(z)) > 0 yields the
second inequality in (5.7) and the proof of part 3 is complete.

Concerning part 4, we only prove the statement for 72-(2) € S(RT) (since
(2))

the same arguments yield the desired results for ;). For this we rely on
the characterization given in Proposition 2.2 part 2. The quantity z(1 +
1 Tr(D;Y(2))) is analytic over C*, and its imaginary part is greater than
2

Im(z) there. Therefore, it does not vanish over C*, and ~;
C™. Similar arguments yield that ’y~(2)

(2

is analytic over
is analytic over C~ and (—00,0). Let

us now compute Im ’yl-(2) (2):

() =2 Im(z)
2i 2(1+ (1/n) Te(D,T(2))) P2

+(
Tr[Di(2T (2) — 2T (2)")/(20)]
)

nlz(1+ (1/n) Te(DiY(2)2 ~
for z € CT by Proposition 5.1 part 2. Similarly, one can prove that Im z%@) (z) >
0 for 2 € C*. Finally,
-1

iy (iy) = — —
e W) = o R (D )

since | Tr(D; Y (iy))] < 102l Y (1) |lsp and || T (i) |lsp < % The proof of part 4
is completed and Proposition 5.1 is proved. [

PROPOSITION 5.2 (Uniqueness of solutions). Assume that (zpi,zﬁj; 1<
i< N,1<j<n)e SRV and (¢;,¢;;1 <i < N,1<j<n)eSRHNV+n
are two sets of solutions to the system (2.3) and (2.4). Then these solutions
are equal.

PrROOF. Denote by

O(2) = diag(i(2),1 <i < N), O (z) = diag(¢i(2),1 < j <n),

T9(z) = (@71(2) — 2AB()AT) !, T9(2) = (B (2) — 2ATD(2)A) ",
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U(z) = diag(i(2), 1 <i < N), U(z2) = diag(¢i(2),1 < j <n),
TY(2) = (U1(2) — 240 () ATV, TY(2) = (U 1(2) — 24T W (2)A) .
Let us compute v; — ¢; for z € CT.

1 1
Yi(z) — ¢i(2) = 2(1+ (1/n) Tr D;T¥(2)) * 2(1+4 (1/n) Tr DiT9(2))
If z€ C* then

i(2)| 7 >

1 . .
z<1 + —Tr DZ-Td’(z)) ‘
n

>Im (z(l + %Tr EJ’WZ))) (2) Im(z),

where (a) follows from Proposition 5.1 part 2. The same argument yields a
similar bound for ¢;(z), that is |¢; *(2)| > Im(z), and

2]

(53) () = 6 € o
A standard computation involving the resolvent identity yields
Tv Dy(T% — %)
Ty D@ — B — AT (@ — ) AT
= —TrDT?(® ! — O HTY 4+ 2 Tr DITP(AT (& — W) A)TY

1 ~ - -
—TrDZ-(T¢—T¢)’.
n

N
=TrD;T°®~ (& — U)U'TY + > 2 Tr D;T%a) &y (dr, — 1by) T
k=1
(recall that aj is the kth row of A). We introduce the following maximum:
M = sup{|¢; — il |¢; — ¥, 1 <i <N, 1< j <n}.

We also define d,, by d,, = max(, %) Note that d,, > 1. Then,
1 =~ ~ ~ ~ = =
ETrDi(T¢_T¢) < Mdnf’?nax‘|T¢HSp‘|TwHSp{H<1> IHSpH‘Ij 1||SP+|z|a12nax,n}‘

1
Im z

First notice that Proposition 5.1 part 3 yields ||7¢||sp < (same inequality

for T%, T% and TV). Since w%(z) = —2(1+ 2 Tr D;T¥(2)), we have
_ . 02
10" < 211+ dnr T lp) < [ (14 da T2 ).
mz
One can show similarly that max (|| @~ |sp, [T [|sps [@ 7 |sp) < ]2\(1+dn§%}2‘).

Therefore,

1 . (T T O-I2naxdTL|Z| 0r2nax 2
(59) E TI'.DZ(T¢ — Tw)’ < W{’Z‘ (1 + dnm> +a?nax,n}M(Z)
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Plugging (5.9) into (5.8), we obtain

¥i(2) — di(2)] < E(2)M(2),
(5.10)

20 o2 2 \2
where £(z) = %{]2\ (1 + dnir;ax> + a?nax,n}.

The same kind of computation yields

(5.11) [9i(2) = dil2)| < E(2)M(2).

Finally, gathering (5.10) and (5.11) we obtain
M(z) < E(2)M(z).

Let z be such that |2 | < 2. For Im z large enough, one has £(z) < %, which

Imz gt
implies that M(z) = 0. The analyticity of ¢;,1;,¢;,1; implies that ¢; =
for1<i<Nand ¢;=1;for1 <j<non C —R™*. Proposition 5.2 is proved.
O

PROPOSITION 5.3 (Existence of solutions). There exists (zbi,zﬂj; 1<i<
N,1<j<n)eSRHN* satisfying (2.3) and (2.4).

Proor. We construct the desired solution by induction. Let

. 1
O (2) =010 () = —-  forl<i<N 1<j<n.

Then 1/)1(0) and 1;](-0) belong to S(R™). For p >0, let
-1

WO meanmy IS
W= Sy S
where
W) () = diag(v{” (),1 <i < N),
T0(2) = diag (¢ (2),1 < j < n)
T(f”)(z) — (\I,(p)—l(z) _ zA\Ij(z)(P)AT)_17
TP (2) = (WP (2) — 24T WP (2)A) 7!

By Proposition 5.1 part 4, (Q,Z)Z(p),i)y(»p); 1<i< N,1<j<n) are analytic over
C —R* and belong to S(R™) for all p > 0. Denote by

M® = sup{[pf" — | [0~ 1<i< Na<j<n).
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The same computations as in the proof of Proposition 5.2 yield
MF(z) < €(z)MP)(z),

’Z‘2dn0'2 { < 0.2 >2 ) }
h — max 1 " max .
where £(z) “ma) |z[(1+d Ty ) T Amaxn
Let z € C* be such that |£-| < 2. For Im z large enough, ¢Z-(p)(z) and 1[)](-‘”)(,2)

are Cauchy sequences. Denote by ;(z) and 1/;]- (2) the corresponding limits.
On the other hand, (1/)@) )p is a normal family over C — R™ (see, e.g., [21])

1
since T,Z)Z(p ) is bounded on every compact set included in C — R uniformly
in p [see the third inequality of (2.2)]. Therefore one can extract, by the
normal family theorem, a converging subsequence whose limit is analytic
over C —R™. Since the limit of any converging subsequence is equal to 1;(z)

in the domain {z € C*,|z|/|Im z| < 2, Im 2 large enough}, Q,Z)Z(p)(z) converges
toward an analytic function on C —R™ [that we still denote by 1;(z)]. One

can apply the same arguments for 1/;](-17 )(z).

We now prove that 1; and 1); satisfy (2.3) and (2.4) where ¥, ¥, T"and T
are well defined. Let U(z) = diag(¢;(z),1 <i < N) and ¥(z) = diag(y;(2),
1 <j <n). The convergence of (wgp ))p immediately yields that

Im ™ (z) > 0= Im1i(z) > 0,
Imzq/)gp)(z) >0=Imzy;(z) >0,

() 1 . L
;" (2)] < s = [Vi(2)] <

T Imz

on CT. It remains to prove that lim,_,, —iyt;(iy) = 1. The same arguments
as in the proof of Proposition 5.1 yield that both

T(z) = (U (2) — 2A0(2)AT)™" and T(z)= (¥ (z) — 2AT0(2)A)""
are well defined on C — R™. Moreover,
T<p>(z)pjo>o T(z) and TW(z) — T(2)

on C —R*. We can deduce that

-1
~ —1
Y;(z) = z2(14 (1/n) Tr(D,;T(2)))

on C*t, and hence on C — RT. Therefore, TW)(2)T®)(2)* < Lo implies

(Im 2)2

for 1<i<N,

for1<j<n

that T'(2)T(2)* < (IHII—"ZF and one can easily prove that

Jim —iyi(iy) =1
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using the previous representation of ;. Hence, 9; belongs to S(RT) by
Proposition 2.2 part 2. We can prove similarly that ¢; € S(R™). Proposition
5.3 is proved. [

The proof of Theorem 2.4 immediately follows from Propositions 5.1, 5.2
and 5.3.

6. Proof of Theorem 2.5. For the reader’s ease, we recall some of the
notation previously introduced.
The resolvents:

Qz) =2yt — 2071,

The stochastic intermediate quantities:

Qz)=TE — 207t

—1

bi(z) = — , B(z) =diag(b;j(z),1 <1< N),
B T mmmaey Wt lsisN)

~ _1 ~ ) ~ )

bi(z) = 2(1+ (1/n) Tr(D;Q(2))) B(z) = diag(b;(2),1 < j <n),

R(z)=(B7'(2) - 2AB(:)AT)™",  R(2)=(B7'(2) — 2ATB(2)A)~".
The deterministic quantities:

e -1 -1

b;(2)

T 21+ (1/n) (D (2)))
W(z) = diag(¢i(2),1 <i < N),
T(z) = (U1 (2) — 2zAW(2)AT) 7,

~ z(1+ (1/n) Te(D;T(2)))’
U(z) = diag(h;(2),1 < j <n),
T(z) = (T (2) — 24T W(2)4) "

6.1. Evaluation of the differences & TrQ(z) — % Tr R(z) and L Tr Q(z) —
LTr R(2).

LEMMA 6.1.  Let U, = diag(uj',1 <i < N) be a sequence of N x N di-
agonal matrices and U, = diag(u}',1 <i<n), a sequence of n x n diagonal
matrices. Assume that there exists K1 and K1 such that

and sup max |a}| < K < oco.

sup max |uj'| < Kj < o0 1p max
n> YA

n>11<i<N

Then, if z € CT,

1 2+4¢€/2 K.
By QG - REW| <2 and
(6.1) -
1 ~ B _12+€/2 Ky
E‘ETr(Q(Z) —RE)U| <
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In particular, for each z € CT,

% Tr(Q(2) — R(=)U — 0 and % Te(G(2) — R(2))T — 0

almost surely as N — oo and N/n — c> 0.

The computations in the proof of Lemma 6.1, along the same lines as
the computations in [5], require some adaptation due to the fact that Y,
has a variance profile. In this section, we state two intermediate results in
Proposition 6.3 and Proposition 6.4. A sketch of the proof of Proposition 6.4
is given while the full proof is postponed to Appendix B.

We first need to introduce related matrix quantities when one column /row
is removed. Denote by y;, a; and §; the jth column of Y, A and ¥ respec-
tively, and by AY) and X0U) the N x (n — 1) matrices that remain after
deleting the jth column from matrices A and X, respectively. Also, let

QW () = (DD’ _ .0 and QW () = (s 20) 1)

Let INJZ-(j) be the (n — 1) x (n — 1) matrix where column j and row j have
been removed:

DZ-(j) :diag(02~27471 <l<n,l#j).

Let
62  b9() = L y<i<w
Z 21+ (1/n) Te(DY Q0)))
BY)(2) = diag(b}’)(2),1 <i < N),
6.3)  bY(2) = ! L<t<n, ],

2(1+ (1/n) Te(DeQU)(2)))’
BD(2) = diag(b{ (2),1 <€ <, L #j),

—1 T —1

RV (2) = (BY ™ (2) — zAW BUW (1) 40) ")~
RU(2) = (BY ' (2) — 2407 B () A0)

Note that any random matrix with superscript (j) is independent of y;. This
fact will be frequently used in the sequel. By the matrix inversion lemma
(see [16], Appendix A, see also [15], Section 0.7.4), we have

64) Q=QU) aiij £,67QV  where a; =1+ £7QUE,.
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Recall that §; =a; +y;. Following [5], we introduce the following random
variables:

pj = a;‘-FQ(j)aj, pj= a;*-FRUQ(j)aj, i = y;-FRUQ(j)aj.
wi=y;QYy;,  @;=y RUQV)y;,

Bi=a;Qy;,  B;=afRUQYy;,

We note that a; =1+ w; + 208, + p;.

REMARK 6.2 (Some qualitative facts). We can roughly split the previous
random variables into three classes:

— The vanishing terms: The terms 3;, Bj and 4; vanish whenever n goes to
infinity; the main reason for this to hold true follows from Ey; =0 (this
is formally proved in Proposition B.1).

— The quadratic forms based on y;: The behavior of the terms w; and @;
can be deduced from the following well-known result:

ZETAQSN%TI"A, where :ET:%(Xl,...,Xn),
the X; being i.i.d., as long as = and A are independent [see (B.1) for the
full statement]. Concerning w;, R is not independent of y; however we
shall see in the course of the proof that R can be replaced by R, which
is independent of y;. Hence the previous result can also be applied to w;.
— The mysterious terms: Nothing is known about the asymptotic behavior
of the terms p; and p;, except that these terms are bounded. Fortunately,
these terms are always combined with vanishing terms, as we shall see in
the sequel.

PROPOSITION 6.3.  The following expression holds true:

1
NTr(Q—R)U:Z{‘—I—ZQ"—I—ZQ—I-ZZ%-ZQ,

where
1 &Ny
77 = — e
1 Nzaja
7j=1
n 1 - gj T
Zy :N;a—j(l—ij(Pj + B1))s
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n L& Aj 7

Z4 = N;@—J(1+2b](1 —l—wj)),

zi= 1y % Loy R
? N&a N '

PROOF. Let us develop (R —Q)U:

(Q'(2) = R7'(2))R(z)U
(82T — 21 — B7Y(2) + 2zAB(2)AT)R(2)U

n
=Q(2)¢ (1 +2bj(2))ajal + ajyT +yjal +y;57)

2
—(B7Y2) + zI)}R(z)U.

In particular,

(65 %ﬂmw—mawzﬁgyw—%ﬁw*+umuwmm

where

W; = (1+2bj)al RUQa; + y, RUQa; +a) RUQy; + yI RUQy;.

Using (6.4) and the fact that o; =1+ w; + 26, + p;, a straightforward
(though lengthy) computation yields:

A~

W; = Z—] + %(1 — 2bj(p; + B;)) + %(1+25j(1 wj )+
J J J J

Y

Plugging this into (6.5), we obtain the desired result. [

PROPOSITION 6.4. There exists a nonnegative constant K such that
K
p7

K
n2+te/2’

K
EIZP [ <

E|ZP[* <

E|Z§l|4+€ <

i=2,4,5.

We first give a sketch of the proof, based on the qualitative facts given in
Remark 6.2. The full proof is given in Appendix B.
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REMARK 6.5 (Useful upper bounds). By Proposition 2.3 part 4(b), b;,
Bg, bl(-] ) and Béj ) belong to S(RT) with probability one. Therefore, as a con-
sequence of Proposition 5.1,

1 » 1
< () <
IRy € oy and 1RV < o
with probability one. Furthermore,
1 1
(6.6) qj5(z) = — . =- ,
. A1+€/QU)E)  2a5(2)

where (6.6) can be derived by applying the results in Sections 0.7.3 and 0.7.4
in [15], for instance. Therefore, due to Proposition 2.3 part 4(a), we have

<

(6.7) ‘

‘ z

a;(z) Imz
SKETCH OF PROOF OF PROPOSITION 6.4. We loosely explain why the
random variables Z!* (1 <14 <5) go to zero. We first look at Z}". The term #;

vanishes uniformly in the sense that one can prove that sup;<;<, [|9;lla < %

(cf. Proposition B.1). Since |a;| ™! is bounded (see Remark 6.5), Minkowski’s
inequality implies that ||Z7']|4 = O(ﬁ)
The terms Z3 and Z3 can be handled in the same way: The terms Bj
and (; vanish uniformly (cf. Proposition B.1). Furthermore, the terms p;,
Pjs l;j and ozj_l are uniformly bounded. By consequence, Z3 and Z% vanish
for large n.
The analysis of Z] relies on arguments about quadratic forms. Denote by

X = (Xﬁj, . ,X}{,J-)T. Then y; = %Dj/zxj and the quadratic form w; can

be written:

%:ﬁ@mw:%#Dme@m%'
As x; and Djl-/zQ(j)Djl-/2 are independent, and D;/2Q(7)D]1-/2 is bounded,
SUP)<j<p llwj — Ity QDjllage/2 = O(%) (see [1]). This implies that zb;(1 +
wj) ~ —1 and that sup; <<, ||1+Zl~)j(1+wj)\|2+€/2 = O(ﬁ) The term ozj_lﬁj
being bounded, Minkowski’s inequality immediately yields || Z] [la1c/2 = O(%
Let us now look at Zg'. We have w; = yfRU QU )yj. Perturbation arguments
yield:

, , , 1 . ,
O = y;FRUQ(J)yj ~ y;fR(J)UQ(])yj ~ EXfD;/zR(J)UQ(])D;/zxj,

1)‘
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where “~” loosely means “asymptotically equivalent.” Now approximation
formulas for quadratic forms yield:

leDj./ *ROUQYID}x; ~ L1 ROUQYID, ~ L v RUOD,.
n n n

Since (aj)~! = —zq;;, we have:
1 & w;j i 1
. — )y — ;—T D;.
(6.8) N;a' z:j - r RUQD;

On the other hand, straightforward computation based on the mere defini-
tion of b; yields:

(6.9) % Te(B~1(2) + 2In)R(2) S Z (zqﬂ L1 DR(2 )UQ(Z))

[see (B.17) for details]. Combining (6.8) and (6.9) allows to show that
12212102 = O(L). O

PROOF OF LEMMA 6.1. Since +Tr(Q(z) — R(2))U = Z} + Z§ + Z% +
Z} + Z%, Proposition 6.4 and Minkowski’s inequality immediately yields
2+¢/2 Ky

1

N

Borel-Cantelli lemma implies that & Tr(Q(z) — R(z))U — 0 almost surely.
The assertion %Tr(@(z) — R(2))U — 0 a.s. can be proved similarly. O

(6.10)

6.2. Evaluation of the differences + Tr R(z) — & TrT( ) and = TrR( ) —

1 TrT(z). Recall that d,, is defined by d,, = max(N, ). As Y —c0<e<
~+00, it is clear that sup,, d,, < d where d < +00. Denote by D the subset of
C™* defined by:

2|
D= {z€C+, Tz <2,|Tmz|? > 802, x max(2d*02,,,da2,.) ¢

LEMMA 6.6. Let T and TNbe given by Theorem 2.4. For every z € D,
there exists constants K3 and Ks (possibly depending on z) such that

1 2+¢/2 K3
’NTI'R )—NTI'T(Z) _W and
(6.11) X
2+4¢e/2 Kg

1 ~ 1 ~
E|-T —=TrT
‘n rR(z) - T (2)

< —F.
— plte/d
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PROOF. We only prove the first inequality in (6.11). We use the identity
R(z) = T(2) = R(z)(T(2) "' = R(2)"")T(2)
= R(2)(¥(2)7t = B(2) )T (2) — 2R(2)A(¥(2) — B(2))ATT(2).
Therefore, +Tr(R(z) —T(z)) can be written as

1 1
~Tr(R(z) = T(2)) = = Tr R(2)(¥(2) " = B~(2))T(2)
612y N N

~ S T R()A(E(2) - B(z))A'T(2),

The first term of the right-hand side of (6.12) is equal to

1 IR 1Y ( 11 ) )
NTrR(z)(\I/(z) B ()T (2)= N; ne) b (TR)ii(2).
Let us first prove that the following control holds:
1
. i(2)] < .
(613) (TR () < o

In fact, [(TR):i(2)| < ||T;.(2)||| R.i|| where T;. (resp. R.;) denotes row num-
ber i of T (resp. column number i of R). On the other hand, [|7;.(z)] <
W and ||R.;(2)| < |Im(z)| by Proposition 5.1 part 3. This proves (6.13).
Minkowski’s inequality leads to

’N Tr(R(2)(P(2) "' = B~'(2))T(2))
24¢/2
< sup CH— :
~ Imz[?2 z)  bi(z) 2+4¢/2

Similarly, the negative of the second term of the right-hand side of (6.12)
can be written as

%TrR(z)A(‘if(Z) B(2)ATT (= z Z a]TT(z)R(z)aj.

]=1

Using again Minkowski’s inequality and the fact that \afT(z)R(z)aj\ <
2

an,
|Im2|2’ we get:

N TrR(2)A(¥(z) — B(2))ATT(2)

2+¢/2

|Z|damaxn 7 7
< W up 15 (2) — bj(z)\|2+€/2.
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As j(2) —bj(2) is equal to ;(2)( ]}Z) — @jl(z))gj(z), the inequality [|1);(2) x
( ) < ‘Imz|2 yields

~ - 1 1 1
Yvi(z) —bi(z < = -7 ’
105 (2) = bj(2) ]| 2422 [Tmz2[[4;(2)  bi(2) lloes2
Gathering all the pieces together, we obtain
1 1 1 !
—Tr(R(z) - T(z < sup N
HN (R(z) (2)) 9te /2 |Imz|2 i z)  bi(2) 2+¢/2
(6.14)
umz% i 15(2)  bi(2) laese

It is therefore sufficient to show that if z € D, then

1 Ky

6.15 ‘ < —,
(6.15) 1<k<N Ur(z)  bi(2) 22 VN
(6.16) ! < B
1<z<n W( ) ) 2e/2 /M

where K, and K, do not depend on n and N, but may depend on z.
For this, we use (6.1) in the case where matrix U coincides with U = D;

and constant K| = 07, (recall that sup; , |Ds]| < 02y)- & Tr(D;Q(z)) can
be written as

%Trf)iQ(z) = —Tr D;R(2) + &(2)

SRS

where sup; [|€;(2)|24¢/2 < \/%, where K5 = Kzl/(2+5/2) (we denote similarly

K§5 = K21/(2+E/2)). Using the very definitions of ¢;(z) and of b;(z), we obtain

1 L. ) ~
Vi(z)  bi(z) ﬁTrDi(R(Z) —T(2)) + 28;(2).

Rewriting R(z) — T(z) as R(z) — T(z) = R(2)
using similar arguments to what precedes [cf.

(T(z)"" = R(2)"")T(2) and
(6.14)], we easily get

1
Hwi(z b'(Z) 2+e/2
|2|do 1
(6.17) < [2ldoma H___
|ImZ|2 Ye(2)  be(2) ll24e/2
|z]%0 alamax 1 1 \z]K’S

+ . - + .

]Imz\ 2)  b(2)llores VM
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Similarly, for each 1 < j <n, we have

H 1 1
$i(2)  bj(2) lotep2
(6.18) < 2| o b 1
[Tmz[? % [ Yk(2)  bk(2) lla4e )2
|2|° 0pax a0 1 1 |2| K5
| Tm 2[4 Sll}p‘%(z)  By(2) 2+€/2+ Voo

In order to simplify the notation, we put
1

1
A TR e e

Equations (6.17) and (6.18) give immediately

~ 1
Qy, = sup

1
2+e/2 1<t<n ‘ Ye(z)  be(2)

2+¢/2

oo | Pdt RS

n = n n 9

(6.19) | Tm z|? | Tm 2|4 vn
|z|do2 .« |2|2do2 a2 |z| K5

max -max ~
n+

Tmzf* 7 n

2
max % Therefore,

g, <
% = [Imz2 "

do2,..a
[Im z|

2
As z € D, we have 12l

2|z|do2,. - 2|2| K5
< —F——7F .
on | Im z|? on Vn
Plugging this inequality into (6.19), we obtain:
5. < (2‘2’2d20;1nax ’Z‘2dgr2naxa?nax> &, + KE’
n n
Vn

for some constant K5 > 0 depending on z. It is then easy to check that

(6:20) | Tm 2|4 | Tm 2|4

2Pk | [P
| Tm 2|4 | Tm 2|4

for z € D. Thus (6.20) implies that for z € D, &, < % for some constant

K. Similarly, a,, < % and (6.15) and (6.16) are established. This, in turn,
establishes (6.11). Proof of Lemma 6.6 is complete. [

6.3. Proof of Theorem 2.5. We are now in position to complete the proof
of Theorem 2.5. We first remark that inequality (6.1) for U = I and inequal-
ity (6.11) imply

2+¢/2 K

1 1
(6.21) Bl TrQ(z) - 5 TT(z) S T

N



DETERMINISTIC EQUIVALENTS FOR RANDOM MATRICES 35

for each z € D. We consider a countable family (zx)ren with an accumula-
tion point contained in a compact subset of D. Borel-Cantelli lemma and
equation (6.21) imply that on a set €; with probability one, % Tr(Q(zk) —
T(zx)) — 0 for each k. On Q1 the functions z — + TrQ(z) and z — % Tr T'(z)
belong to S(R*). We denote by f,(z) the function f,(z) = 4 Tr(Q(z) —
T(z)). On Q, fn(2) is analytic on C — R™. Moreover, |f,(z)| < % for each

compact subset K C C — R™, where dx represents the distance between K
and R*. By the normal family theorem (see, e.g., [21]), there exists a sub-
sequence f,, of f, which converges uniformly on each compact subset of
C —R* to a function f* analytic on C —R™. But, f*(z;) =0 for each k € N.
This implies that f* is identically 0 on C —R™, and that the entire sequence
fn uniformly converges to 0 on each compact subset of C — RT. Therefore,
almost surely, & Tr(Q(z) — T'(z)) converges to 0 for each z € C — R*. Proof
of Theorem 2.5 is complete.

APPENDIX A: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.2 PART 3

In this section, we prove Proposition 2.2 part 3. We first recall some results
that concern the integral representations of some scalar complex functions
analytic in the upper half plane C* = {z:Im(z) > 0}.

A.1. The scalar case. These results can be found in Krein and Nudel-
man’s book [18] and therefore we adopt their notation in this section despite
minor interferences with other notation in this article [beware in particular
of the difference between class S functions below and Stieltjes transforms of
probability measures denoted in the rest of the article by S(R™)]:

THEOREM A.1 ([18], Theorem A.2). A function f(z) over C* satisfies
the following conditions:

(i) f(z) is analytic over C* and
(i) Im f(2) >0 for z€C*

if and only if it admits the (unique) representation

(A1) f(z):a—l—bz—i—/_o;(tiz—#)u(dt),

where a € R, b>0 and p is a positive measure such that

/°° pldt) _

oo L2 '

The measure p can be furthermore obtained by the Stieltjes inversion
formula
to

(A2) Za(nd) + ga(ltah) + al(tasta) = i [ Ta(r(e+ i) dr.
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Different names are given to the functions f(z). In Krein and Nudelman’s
book [18], they are called class R functions. We will be particularly interested
in the following subclass of these functions: A function is said to belong
to class § if it belongs to class R and if it is furthermore analytic and
nonnegative on the negative real axis (—oc,0).

THEOREM A.2 ([18], Theorem A.4). A function f(z) is in class S if and
only if it admits the representation

(A.3) Fz)=c+ /  vidh)

0o t—2z’

where ¢ >0 and v is a positive measure that satisfies

/°° v(dt)
< o0
o 1+t

Class S functions can also be characterized by the following theorem:

THEOREM A.3 ([18], Theorem A.5). A function f(z) is in class S if
both f(z) and zf(2) are in class R.

If f(z) belongs to S, it also admits the representation

(A.4) f(z):a—kbz—l—/_o:o(tiz —#)u(dt).

In the following, it is useful to recall the relationships between representa-
tions (A.3) and (A.4). The intermediate steps of the proofs of [18], Theorem
A.4 and [18], Theorem A.5 give:

PROPOSITION A.4. The following relations hold:

— p is carried by R and p=v,
- b=0,
+ +
—a— [y ooﬁgd,u(t) >0 and c=a— [, ooﬁgd,u(t) > 0.
We now address a partial generalization of these results to matrix-valued
functions.

A.2. The matrix case. A matrix-valued function F(z) on C* is said to
belong to class R if F(z) is analytic on CT and if Im F'(z) > 0. Recall that
matrix Im F'(z) is defined as

Im F(2) = %(F(z) _ ().

The generalization of Theorem A.1 can be found, for example, in [8]:
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THEOREM A.5 ([8], Theorem 5.4). An n x n function F(z) on CT be-
longs to class R if and only if it admits the representation

(A.5) .ﬂ@:A+zB+/m( ! ! )Mﬁ%

o\t —z 1+1¢2

where A is a Hermitian matriz, B >0 and p is a matriz-valued nonnegative

measure such that
< u(dt
Tr/ M < Q.
oo 112

The proof is based on the corresponding result for the scalar case and the
so-called polarization identity ([15], page 263)

e F(2)y = 3((x +y) F(2)(z +y) — (& —y) F(2)(z —y)
+i(z —iy)" F(2)(z —iy) —i(z +iy)" F(2)(x — iy)).
We are now in position to prove Proposition 2.2 part 3. It partly generalizes

Theorem A.2 to the matrix case:

THEOREM A.6. If a matriz function F(z) satisfies:
(i) F(2) and zF(z) are in class R
then, it admits the representation

(A.6) ﬂ@:C+Am

where C >0 and p is a matriz-valued nonnegative measure carried by RT

that satisfies
Tr(/ M) <00
o 14t

PrOOF. Theorem A.6 could again be proved using the polarization iden-
tity. We however provide the following shorter argument. Assume that F'(z)
and zF'(z) are in class R. Then, F(z) can be written as (A.5). Let z € C".
Then, z*F(z)z is scalar function which belongs to R. The representation
given by (A.1) in Theorem A.1 is given by

p(dt)
t—z’

1 t
t—z 142

2*F(z)x = 2" Az + za* Bx + / ( )x*,ua:(dt).

The quantity *zF(z)x = za* F(z)x also belongs to belongs to R. Therefore,
it can be written as

v, (dt)
t—z’

[ee]
*F(2)x =cp + /
0
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where ¢, > 0 and where v, is a positive measure for which

/‘X’I/x(dt)
< 00
o 14+t

Using Proposition A.4, we get immediately that:

— z*px is carried by RT and v, = x*ux,
— 2*Bx =0,
— e = 2" Ax — 77 o (x* ) (dt) > 0.

The first item implies that p is carried by R* and that Tr([;° “1(—@) < 0.
The second item implies that B =0. As t(1 +2)"! <2(1+1¢)~! for t >0,

the finiteness of Tr(f;°(1 +¢) " p(dt)) implies

R #

Therefore F(z) can be written as

F(z)=A— /Ooo #u(dt) +/OOO p(dt)

t—z

The third item implies that matrix C' = A — [;° ﬁg‘,&(dt) is nonnegative.
This completes the proof. [

We finally note that Theorem A.6 can be found in several papers without
proof. See, for example, [3], pages 64-65.

APPENDIX B: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 6.4

In the sequel, K will denote a bounding constant that does not depend
on N. Its value might change from one inequality to another.

We first recall a useful result on quadratic forms associated with random
matrices.

A LEMMA FROM BAI AND SILVERSTEIN (Lemma 2.7 in [1]). Let x =
(X1,... ,Xn)T be a vector where the X;’s are centered i.i.d. random variables
with unit variance. Let C be an n x n deterministic complex matriz. Then,
for any p> 2,

(B.1) E[x"Cx —TrCP < K,((E|X1|* Tr CC*)P/? + E| X, | Te(CC*)P/?).
B.1. Evaluation of ZT', Z3" and Z3'.

ProprosITION B.1.  The random variables 3;, 4; and Bj satisfy

K
n2+te/2’

. K N K
sup E|;[* < 5, sup E[f;|* <,
1<j<n n 1<j<n n

sup E]ﬂﬂ“a <
1<j<n

where K is a constant that does not depend on n.
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PROOF. Let us first establish the inequality for 8;. We recall that y; can

be written as y; = %D;ﬂxj where we recall that x; = (XT;,. X&j)T.

Let v= D1/2Q aj. We can thus write 3; = V x;. We then have

Eflaf Qy;[**|v]

= e [|x vwlx; |2+5/2|v]
22+E/2 T T T2 2 T2 2
< W(Eﬂxj vvix; —Trvv’ | e2|y] 4 | TrvvT |?He/?)
(B.2)
@ K

< e (EX Tr(wv (w7 e/t

+ E|X11|4+6 Tr(VVT(VVT)*)1+€/4 + ||VH4+€)

K|v]**

< e (EXI) T B [ 41,

where (a) follows from the independence of v and x; and from Lemma 2.7 in

1/2 .
[1). By noticing that v < D} QU | la]| < 2aga and by using

Assumption A-1, we have the desired result.
Let us now establish the inequality for 4;. The random variable 4; can be
written

4 = .TR(j)UQ(j)a. +y7(R— ROUQWa,
—y"ROUQWa; +y"RI(RD ™ — R-YRUQ)a
=y RYUQYa
+yTRO(BO™ — gt - HADBDADT _ ABATY\RUQU)a
=91+ 9.2 = ¥j,3 + Vi

where
i1 = yfR(j)UQ(j)aj,
) o= y;fR(j)(B(j)’l — B HYRUQWa;,
Y3 =2 Z — by) TR(])agagRUQ(J aj,
E#J

Aja= zgjy;‘rR(j)aja;prUQ(j)a
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Beginning with the term 9;;, let v = R(j)UQ(j)aj. Recalling that y; =

ﬁDjl-/ 2 % x; and using the independence of v and y;, a standard calcu-

lation leads to

4
. O max
Elyal" < 5= (BXT + 3)E[ ],

where [v][* < (| RV ||sp U lsp QY [lsplas1)* < fmﬁ;‘“ff‘ This yields

Kia
B4 El4. 4 max max EX
(B.4) Al < g e (B 4 8) o

—1

Let us now consider 4,2 = y;*-FR(j)(B(j) “HRUQWa;. We have

A~ 1 —_ y
A2l < | RY HspHB(J — B I Rlsp 1 UIspll @Y1l Nl 1y 51
Kla _
< B9~ Bl
We now prove that
o 202 Z
B. B! -1« ZPmax| < |
(.6) [ < e | Z

By applying to (7% — 2I)~! the matrix inversion lemma (see [16], Ap-
pendix A, see also [15], Section 0.7.4), we obtain

1 N
n Tr DTS — 2I) =1 +2j0 + 73,
where
1 - (s ) ) B
Tj1= - TI‘DZ.(])(Z(J)TE(J) — 1) 1

1 Trf)gj)(z(j)Tg(j) — 1)~ 1y T 3 é‘TZ(J (E(J) »0) — 201

R
oo —z - 2T (20O —21)-1g,
2

ij

—z— 2T (=0T —2)-g;

g

S

x]73 =

Definitions (2.7) and (6.2) yield

— 5 = (@D EY 0 — 2T - m(D,(ETT - 2D 7)),

= 2(zj2+2j3).
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We have
1 g;fg(j)(g(j)TE(j) — )t Dgﬂ(go)Tg(j) ., 1)—12(j>T5j

Tio| = —
[0l =~ —2— 2T (2T — 1)1,
(B.7)

HD H H( E(] _Z[) 120 E ”2 a max
n |z+z£T(E(J T — 2I)71g,| nImz

where (a) follows from a singular value decomposition of X1). In fact, let
»U) = Zévzl Vgugvg be a singular value decomposition of ¥ with vy, Uy,
and v, as singular value, left singular vector, and right singular vector re-
spectively. Then,

201, T
T 1T Vé ’ué E
(=0 20 — )~ 1n0) fjH Z ;\2 ’

2
m(zng(z(j)g(j)T_ZI)— <Z ‘ 7luf £J| )

v —z|?

n

which yields (B.7). Furthermore, one has |z; 3| < Tihax Iml(z).

1 - 1 < 20
b (z)  bil2)] T
which yields (B.6). Plugging this into (B.5), we obtain

(B.8)

max’

Imz|

o ax K 1amax| 2|

y5l-

Finally, since Ely;||* < o @ (E[X11|* + 1), we have

. 16d%0.2 Kial . |z|* 1
(B.9) E[;a|* < |*;;<Z|16nnfx (1+E|XT ) o —

il < n|Imz|4

for N large enough.
We now deal with

Y3 = ZZ b(] — b))y RWasal RUQYWa

Z#J
A rough control yields

B3] < 12182 e | Rllsp I U sl QD 1 S 1B — BellyT RDay),
/=1
l#]
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|Z|a Z’b —EeHijR(j)az\-
(=1
t#j

S Imz2

We have

b0 (2) = bu(2)
=@ (5 () - B (2)
= zl?éj)(z)gé(z)%

Since by and l~)§j) belong to S(R™') by Proposition 2.3 part 4(b), their absolute
values are bounded above by |Im z|~!. By Lemma 2.6 in [25], we have

To(Dy((5ET — 21)~1 — (25T _ o)1),

(B.10)  |TrDy((25T — 1)t — (sWs®T _ 1)~ <
As a result, we obtain

(B.11) 87 (2) = be(2)] <
Thus,

O hax|?|

n|Imz[3"

2 .2

|Z O-maxa?naxKl i| TR(j)a |
n[Imz> < Yi e
=1

1953 <
(]
By Minkowski’s inequality,
12|80 K{ !
El3.: o4 < max max 1 E TR(]) 4\1/4 ]
|/7J,3| n4\Imz]20 <Z:ZI( |Y_] a€| )
t#j

The terms E]yfR(j )ag]4 can be handled in the same way as for 4; 1. Thus,
we obtain

d4|z|8 al2 K4
e EIXR 43 x
The last term 4,4 = zl;jyfR(j)aja;prUQ(j)a' satisfies

1¥j,4] < \zEjHa;FRUQ a]Hy] TR,

(B.12) Elf;l* <

Hence
~ 14 2 4
B al’ < |y [P {EYT B8
(B.13)
@] 2 _— 11
< (Tm 2)16 ap K o (B XT | +3)ﬁ0<¥,




DETERMINISTIC EQUIVALENTS FOR RANDOM MATRICES 43

where (a) follows from the fact that the term E|y;pr(j)aj|4 can be han-
dled as 4;1. Gathering (B.4), (B.9), (B.12), (B.13) and using Minkowski’s
inequality, we obtain the desired inequality for 4;.

Using similar arguments, one can prove the same inequality for Bj- Propo-
sition B.1 is proved. [

The term Z7'. Using (6.7), we have

'YJ
Z N \Imz] Z’ %l
Minkowski’s inequality and Proposition B.1 yield

4 nlzl \*K 1
ElZi] < (N\Imz]) n2 > n?

The term Zy. We can write Z3 = § Z] 12521 — W Z;‘Zl Zj 22, where

Zj72,1 = (1 — zl;j(z)pj)ﬁj/ozj and Zj72,2 = ij(Z)Bjﬁj/Oéj.

We have [p;| < [|QY)(2)|spllaj||? < aZ,/|Tm z|. As a consequence,

|1

Proposition B.1 yields: E|3;|* < K/n?. Therefore, E|Zj2,|* < K/n? and

Minkowski’s inequality implies that E|+ Y01 Zjaa|* < K/n?. In particu-

lar, E|+ > Zj21|?*e/?2 < K/n'*e/* for & <4 by Lyapunov’s inequality.
Let us consider Zj 2. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

z
1 Zj2.1] < ‘E’ (1 +al.,

E|Zja2|*/* <

> 4+ R
_’ (Elﬂj‘4+€)1/2(E‘5j’4+6)1/2'

Imz

We have
E|3; |77 <E((laj 1R lspllUllsp 1Q [l 4) < lly5 1)

a xKl 44-€
< (=) Em

By Minkowski’s inequality, we have

, ghte ) 2+e/2
Elly;|[**e < 21“;‘72 (ZX ,J>

4+

(B.14)

2+€/2

(N2+€/2E‘X ’4-‘1—6) <K.
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Therefore, E|§;|*+ < K.
As E|B;|*+¢ < K/n*%/2 by Proposition B.1, we have E|+ Y1 Z; 5|?+¢/2 <
K/ n'te/4 which yields the desired result.

The term Z5. We have
1 n

NZ ]( bﬁj)

i=1 Y

| 2|2
1231 = sy Sl ) >l

Therefore, Proposition B.1 yields the desired result.

B.2. Evaluation of Z}*. We rely here on Lemma 2.7 in [1] on the quadratic
forms recalled at the beglnmng of this Appendix. Write Z} = & Z 17Zj4
with

Zja = (1+2bj(2) (1 +w)))pi/ 0.
We write wj = L Tr D;Q(2) + €1 +¢j,2, where
1 - 1 .

Ej1=Ww; — E Tl“DjQ(])(Z) and €j2= E TI"Dj(Q(])(Z) — Q(Z))
Since wj is equal to %XJTD;/2Q(7)(2)D]1-/2XJ~, where x; = (Xﬁj,...,X]@7j)T,
(B.1) yields
K
n2te/2

+E|X” |4+€ H(D2Q(] Q )1+€/4]’

Ele;[>+e/% < (B[ XT[* Tr D2QW QW) Fe/4

K E’ ‘4No-max 1+€/4—|—E‘Xn ‘4-1-5 NUfn—;aai
= 7’L2+€/2 11 ( 2)2 11 |Imz|2—+€/2 .
Thanks to Assumption A-1, we therefore have
K
(B.15) Ele; 1"/ < 7

By Lemma 2.6 in [25], we have

2
(B.16) lej o] < —max

~ n|Imz|

Therefore,

|Zj.4 = 2P0 (2) /ajllej1 + €2
|2|?
—’ ]"I ‘ (‘8]71‘+’€]2‘)

ap 2]
< E;"izp(lﬁj,l\ +leji2l),
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where the last inequality follows from |p;] < |QW)(2)||sp|a;|? < A Gath-

[Im z|
ering (B.15) and (B.16), we obtain via Minkowski’s inequality the desired
result.

B.3. Evaluation of ZJ". Recall that Zf' = % 37, ;—; —+ Tr(B~'+2I)RUQ.
We first prove that

1 1 1
B17) Tr(B~! + 2I)RUQ = - > 2Gjj(2) 57 Tr D RUQ.
j=1

This follows from the definition of b;(z). We have ﬁ + 2= —2Tr D;Q, thus
Bl 4= diag(—E TrD;Q;1<i< N)
n

2 n
= —Zdiag| Y G;05;(n);1<i<N
n 1ag<-_ qJ]O-ZJ(n)7 ST )

j=1

2
£
o
=
A,
o
(o9
w0
—~
@
—_
o
o
=}
(@]
D
Q
—
I
I\
2
<.
O
=
@
g
3

(B.18)
=-¥ qujj(z){wj - % TrDjRUQ}.

We now study the asymptotic behavior of &; — & Tr(D;RUQ). Since
O — yJTR(j)UQ(j)yj
— yé—p(R _ R(j))UQ(j)yj
— yJTR(R(j)’l —~ RHROUQWy;
— y;-FR(B(j)_l —2AWBU) AT _ p-1 4 zABAT)R(j)UQ(j)yj,

we have

&~ TDREUQE) 2 .
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where

X5 =Xj1 T X527+ X537+ Xj4
with

X1 = Y?R(])UQ(J)YJ' N Tr(D; R(2)UQ(2)),

Xj2 = yij(B(j)il — B HRWuQUly;,

Xia =23 (B — b)yT Raal RIUQWy;,
=1
lF£j

Xj4= zl;jyfRaja?R(j)UQ(j)yj.

As usual we choose € > 0 that satisfies Assumption A-1. We first handle
X;,1- Using the same arguments as those in Section B.2 to handle

1 1 o 1
wj = -~ TrD;Q = —y; QY (2)y; — —TrD;Q,
we obtain
K
(B.19) Elx;a[*t/% < —TeA

The random variable x ;o satisfies

= B IRl U lsp 1Q 1 112,

1 _ (a) 902 X’Z‘Kl
— B lly,II? < =i

1

X2l < |IRllsp | BV

K
= [Imz|?

B~ 12
” n\Imz\‘l ”y]H )
where (a) follows from (B.6). As a result, E|y;2[>7%/2 < ﬁEHyjH‘HE.
Using (B.14) we obtain

K
n2te/2’

(B.20) Elx;o|*t/2 <

Consider now the random variable x; 3. Using the upper bound (B.11) for
@]) — by|, we have
Timax|2]® =T p T ()7 1)
—max Z\yj Raja; RV'UQYy;|.
(=1
t#j

Minkowski and Cauchy—Schwarz inequalities yield

cq| <
IXG8l < n|Imz[3

B20) Il < (222055) [Z<HyfRaeu4+aua%m”v@(”yj|r4+€\> .
(=1

(]
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Consider first
Ely] Rag|*" <E(||R||5 < lal**[ly;11*")

(B.22)
aﬁj;( EH ||4+€ (2) K
~ |Tm z|*+e Y -

where (a) follows from (B.14). Let us now consider the term E|a] RV TUQU) x

5" = BV x4 with v = D;/2Q(j)TUR(j)Tag. By a series of in-
equalities similar to B.2, we obtain Elal RDUQWy |4+ < K/n**/2. In
conclusion, we obtain

K

(B.23) Elx;*"** < 7

Finally, the variable x;4 can be handled in the same way

E|Xj,4|2+8/2

2+¢/2

(B.24) (Ely! Ra;[**%)2(E[]al ROUQWy;|*+e)1 /2,

z
< |
- 'Imz
- K
= pl+e/a”

In order to finish the proof, it remains to gather equations (B.19), (B.20),
(B.23) and (B.24) to get

K
24¢/2
Elxj1 + 5.2 + X543 + Xj.4] e/ < nlte/d”
Plugging this into (B.18) and using Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain

2+¢/2 K

<
— plte/4’

1 n
E| & 2 20X
j=1
which is the desired result.

APPENDIX C: PROOF OF THEOREM 4.1

C.1. Proof of the convergence of C,,(c?) — C,,(o?) to zero. The proof
of the convergence relies on a dominated convergence argument. Denote by
m, the probability measure whose Stieltjes transform is %TrTn(z); sim-
ilarly, denote by P, the probability measure whose Stieltjes transform is

% TrQn(z):

log (2) = /Ooo () % T O (2) = /Ooo P (dA)

N A—2 A—z

The following estimates will be useful.
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LEMMaA C.1.  The following equalities hold true

= | |
(C.1) IE/ APo(dN) = — S 0%+ ~TrAAT,
0 Nn 1;]\[ J N
1<j<n
|
(C.2) / Aa(dN) = = 30 oF+ - TrAAT,
1< <N
1<j<n

In particular,

(C.3) sup(E /0 AP (dA)) —sup< / M d)\)) 02 o + A%

n
ProoFr. First notice that
o0 1
IE/ AP, (d\) = —ETr 2T,
0 N

which yields immediately equality (C.1). We now compute [;° Ay, (dX). We
first prove that

(CA4) / AT (dX) = lim Re {—iy <1yi Tr T, (iy) + 1)] .
0 Yy—oo N
Compute
! . .  iym, (dA) >
—1y<1yNTrTn(1y)+1) ——1y</0 ?iy—l-l

. /OO A2, (dN) o [ Amp(dN)
=—i =ty .
0o AP+y? 0 A2+y?
Hence,
o ATy, (dN)
0o A4y’

Re {—iy <1y% Tr T, (iy) + 1)} — g2

The monotone convergence theorem yields limy—. y* [5° )\;\rﬂ_zé = Jo° Amn(dN).

Equation (C.4) is proved. We now prove
1 _
(C5)  lim —iy(iyT,(iy) + Iv) = —diag(Tr D;, 1 <i < N) + AAT.
The mere definition of 7;, yields
To(z) = (07— 2AUATY L = (Iy — 20 AVAT) !
Using the fact that
(In — 20AVATY ™ = Iy + 2UATAT + 20 AVAT )} (Iy — 20AVAT) !
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we get that
T(2) =0 + 2VAVATY + (20 AT AT)?T;, (2).
We now compute
—2(2T,(2) + In)
= —2(20(2) + In) — 2UAz2UAT 20 — 20 AU AT 20 A 0ATT, (2).

In order to compute the limit of the previous expression when z =iy, y — oo,
recall that lim —iy ¥ (iy) = lim —iyT;,(iy) = Iy and lim —iy¥(iy) = lim —iyx
T, (iy) = I,, whenever y — oo by (5.2) and (5.4).
Let us first consider the first term on the right-hand side of (C.6).
iy . )
—— — iy
14 (1/n) Tr D;T,(iy)

_ dia —(iy/n) Tr D;T,, (iy)
=d g(l—k(l/n)Trf),-Tn(iy))

iy (iyW(iy) + Iy) = diag(

1 ~
— —diag(TrD;,1 <i < N).
y—oon

For the second term on the right-hand side of (C.6) we have

—00

(—iy @ (iy) A(—iy ¥ (iy)) A" (~iy ¥ (iy)) — AAT.

The third term clearly converges to 0 because 7T}, (iy) — 0 when y — +o00.
Equation (C.5) is established. This limit immediately yields

. . . 1 . 1 2 1 T
ylingo—ly <1yﬁ Tr T, (iy) + 1> =Nn 1<ZZ<NUU TN TrAA”.

1<j<n

Equating this equation with (C.4) implies that [ Am,(d\) is finite and gives
its value. Therefore, equation (C.2) is proved. The inequality (C.3) follows
immediately from (C.1) and (C.2). Proof of Lemma C.1 is complete. [

We are now in position to prove that C,,(02) — Cp, (%) — 0. Recall that

Cu(0?) = /:O <l - %ETrQA—w)) dw.

2 w

The dominated convergence theorem together with Theorem 2.5 yield

1 1 1 1
=0 w N (-w) (cu N ( )) n—>oo0
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Moreover,
1 1 1 1
o NTrTn(—W) - (; - NETTQn(_W))‘
1 1 1 1
<|Z - = _ —_ _
S “)Mw CETrQu w)}
/1 1 /1 1
_/0 (5_A+ )mw’ ‘E/o (E_Hw)P"(dA)‘
|5 AT (@) ’ ., ’ E [2° AP, (d)) ’
- w2 w?
2 2
w

which is integrable in w over (02,00). Therefore the dominated convergence

theorem yields C,(c?) — Cp(0?) — 0 and the first part of Theorem 4.1 is
proved.

C.2. Proof of formula (4.3): some preparation. Performing the change
of variable v = 1 in (4.2) yields to the formula

=173 ynta(-2)o

One can check that the integrand is continuous in zero. In fact, Lemma C.1

yields
S(-wmir()) Z/i(l‘lﬁ)md”

AT, (dX)
AT, (dX)
1+ Ay v—>0/

where 7, is the probability measure associated to the Stieltjes transform
% TrT(z) We thus introduce slightly different notation than in the rest of
the paper. These notations appear to be more convenient in the forthcoming
computations. We denote by

S(y) = lcr(i), 0:(7) = 2o, (—l>, O = diag(0;,1 <i < N),

7 7 v v
3 )—1T<—1> 3, )—Lﬁ(-l) & = diag(d;,1< j <n)
Y ~ ~ > G\Y ~ ' ~ 5 1SS n).

These notations yield

S() =07 () +740(AT) !, S(y) = (07 (y) +yATO(1)A) .
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1 . 1
= — — s 9] (’Y) = .
1+ (v/n)Tr D;S(7) L+ (y/n)Tr D;S(v)

The general strategy to establish formula (4.3) is to write %( —+TrS(v)) as
the derivative of some well-identified function of . The following quantities
will also be of help:

0i(7)

1 -1 -~
A= ding(T(D;5 1< <m), A= diag(T(DiS,1 i< N))
In the sequel, we use both f’(vy) and %(7) for the derivative of f.

LEMMA C.2. The following equality holds true:

(C.7) SAG =0AS.

In particular,

(C.8) Tr AOATS =Tr ATOAS,

(C.9) Tr A6'ATS =Tr6’ATOASO6 1.

PROOF. After elementary matrix manipulations (see also [15], Section
0.7.4), we have

IT+UV) t=1-U(I+VU)Y,
which yields afterward
(I+UV)'U=UI+VU)™.
Let U =024 and V =+0AT0Y2. Then
(I +~0240AT0" %)~ 10124=0"2A(1 +~0AT0A)!
— 0712507120124 =0'2456""
— SAO=0AS,

which is the desired result. Multiplying by A7 , we obtain ATS A = AT@AS
which yields (C.8). Multiplying to the left by ©’ AT and to the right by 971,
we obtain ©’ATSA=0'ATOASO! which yields (C.9). O

LEMMA C.3. Denote by
I(y) = —% TrATO'AS + % Tr AGATS.
Then the following equality holds true:

~ (L na6a79) - L (Liogiade 11470n)
(C.10) I(’y)—d’}/(NTr(’yA@A S)) dfy(NlOgdet@(@ +~vA"OA) ).
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In order to prove Lemma C.3, we shall rely on a differentiation formula.
Let A= A(z) be an N x N matrix, then the equality
d

(C.11) %log det A() = Tr A~ ()<= A(x)

holds true in the case where A is Hermitian or A is the product of two
Hermitian matrices, that is, A(x) = B(z)C(z). We provide here a short
proof (in the case of a general square matrix, one can refer to [14], Section
15).

Consider first the case where A is Hermitian and write A = UAU* where
A(z) =diag(N\i(z);1 <i < N) and UU* =U*U = I. We have

d d (& _ (@)
. logdet A(x) = e (; log )\Z(x)> = ; ()

On the other hand,

TrA_léA — T UA™'U(U'AU* + UA'U* + UAU™)

—TrA A - T UA WU AU + TTUA YU U AU
NN (z) Aj(z)

N

/ (a)
- +Te(UU + U U) ,
25w T =200

where (a) follows from the fact that U*U’ + U* U = 0 which is obtained by
differentiating U*U = I.
In the case where A(z) = B(z)C(x) with B and C' Hermitian, we have

% logdet B(z)C(x) = % logdet B(x) + % log det C(z)
=TrB~'B' +TrC~ '’
=Tt B~'B'CC™'+TrC'B7'BC’
=TrC !B YB'C+BC)=Tr A A,
which is the expected result. We are now in position to prove Lemma C.3.

Proor or LEMMA C.3. We differentiate the expression

d (1 5 AT d (1 (-1 T )
— = -—(= A
= (N Tr(yAOA S)) & (N logdet©(O™" +vA" ©A)

= L 46T S) + L Te(AG AT S) + L Te(ABAT S
=+ Tr(A6ATS) + - Tr(AO'ATS) + - Tr(A64TS')

— % Tr[(OATOA) (I, + v0ATOA) ]
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- % Tr[(©'ATOA)(I, + v0ATOA) ]
- % Tr[(OATO A)(I, +v0ATOA) ]
D 1(9) + 5 TH(AOATS) — - Tr(ATO.A3)
n % Tr(A&'ATS) — % Tr[(6' ATOA) (I, + vOATOA) ]
2 1(7) + 3 TH(AS'ATS) - 1 (O ATOA) (I, +76ATO.A) ]
D 1(y),

where (a) follows from the fact that (I, + y©ATOA)~1 = SO~ (b) follows
from (C.8) and (c) follows from (C.9). O

C.3. Proof of formula (4.3): the main system of equations. We are now
in position to prove the following:

LEMMA C.4. Denote by

J(v) = %(1 - %TYS(’Y))

Ji(7) = % TrA'S + % Tr AG'ATS,

Jo(y) = % TrA'S + % Tr AT/ AS.

Then the following system of equations holds true:

(C.12) % (% log det(©1 + WA(:)AT)) — J() + 1(7),

c13) L (% log det (6~ + 'yAT@A))

ay J(7) + J2(7),

% (Z1v(A+4047)8) = J(0) +1(2)
(C.14)

+ % Tr(A + 4647)S".
PrOOF. We first give equivalent formulations for the term J(7):
1 1
=—(1-=Tr
I = 2 (1= s
1

1 1 )
— —(=Tr5 'S — —Tr(© ' +~46A7 _1)
7<N SIS — S Tr(O7" +74647)
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— L@ — 1y)S + 146 47S)

yYN
B 1 - 1 ~ 7
(C.15) = TrAS + - TrA0A4"s,
(C.16) @1 A+ L TrATeAS
N N ’

where (a) follows from (C.8) and from the fact that Tr AS = Tr AS. Consider
now

4L -1 ~T>_i ~v A7 AT 54T
dfy<N10gdet(@ +~vABA") —NTr(@ +vA©'A" + ABA"M)S.

Easy computation yields ©~Y = A4+~A’ and the previous equality becomes

d /1 -1 . T)_
d7<Nlogdet(@ +~vA0AY) | =J(v)+ Ji(v),

where (C.15) has been used to identify J. Equation (C.12) is proved. One
can prove similarly (C.13) by using (C.16). We now compute

A A+ 4B AT )
dfy(NTr(AJrA@A )S

Y ke Y@ aTa L Y Ray Lo @ AT
—NTrAS—l—NTrA@AS+NTrAS+NTrA(9AS
+ % Tr(A + A6 AT)S’

@ () + () + T2 Tr(A + A6AT)S,

where (a) follows from (C.15). Equation (C.14) is proved. O

C.4. Proof of formula (4.3): end of the proof. Eliminating J(v) between
(C.13) and (C.14), we end up with

% (%Tr(A + AéAT)5>

=Ji(y) + 4 (l logdet(©~! + vAT@A)>
dy\ N
XA - L1 ATOAS + L Te(A + A6AT)S.
N N N
Since — 3 Tr A'S + ~ Tr AS’ =0, we obtain

d (V& A AT
- (NTr(A + 464 )s)

(C.17) ,
=Ji(y) + (% log det(©~1 + 7AT®A)) +1(7).
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First use (C.10) which expresses I() as a derivative, then extract Ji ()
from (C.17) and plug it into (C.12). After some simplifications, we obtain

!/ / /
J(7) = (%logdet(@_l +fyA(:)AT)> — (% TrAS) + (%bgdet é—1> :
A
=F'(v).

Since C(0?) = fol/UQ J () dvy, a mere integration yields C(0?) = F(o72) —
lim, o F'(7y). It remains to check that lim.,_o F'(y) =0 to obtain (4.3). In
order to compute the limit of F' as « goes to zero, it is sufficient to check
the following limits:

lim S(v) = I, lim ©O(y) =1y and lim (:)(7) =1,.
v—0 ¥—0 ~v—0
Let us prove the first limit,

1 1\ (@) 1 w(dX)
S =-T(-=) =% = [ =5 —u(R) = Iy,
() =7 ( 7) ) AR = Iy

where (a) follows from Proposition 5.1 part 2. In order to compute the
limit involving © and ©, it is sufficient to note that 6;(y) = %w(—v—l),

to interpret ¢; as a Stieltjes transform (cf. Proposition 5.1 part 4) and to
perform the same computation as for %T (—y~1). One can compute similarly

the limit of ©. Theorem 4.1 is proved.
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