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Abstract: Sample covariance matrices frommulti-population typically ex-
hibit several large spiked eigenvalues, which stem from differences between
population means and are crucial for inference on the underlying data struc-
ture. This paper investigates the asymptotic properties of spiked eigenval-
ues of a renormalized sample covariance matrices from multi-population in
the ultrahigh dimensional context where the dimension-to-sample size ratio
p/n → ∞. The first- and second-order convergence of these spikes are estab-
lished based on asymptotic properties of three types of sesquilinear forms
from multi-population. These findings are further applied to two scenarios,
including determination of total number of subgroups and a new criterion
for evaluating clustering results in the absence of true labels. Additionally,
we provide a unified framework with p/n → c ∈ (0,∞] that integrates the
asymptotic results in both high and ultrahigh dimensional settings.
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1. Introduction

Consider n independent observations from τ populations in Rp, represented
as

xij = µi +Σ
1
2
0 zij , µi + sij , i = 1, . . . , τ, j = 1, . . . , ni, (1)

where the population labels i and the sizes ni are unknown parameters, satisfy-
ing n1 + · · ·+ nτ = n. For each i and j, the random vector zij ∈ Rp consists of
p i.i.d. components with zero mean and unit variance. Hence, the τ populations
share a common covariance matrix Σ0 ∈ Rp×p but different mean vectors {µi}.
Denote X = (x11, . . . ,x1n1 , . . . ,xτ1, . . . ,xτnτ

)p×n as the data matrix, then its
sample covariance matrix can be written as

Sn =
1

n
XΦX⊤
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where Φ = In − 1n1
⊤
n /n. The eigenvalues of Sn serve as important statistics

and often play crucial roles in the inference on population parameters, see [1].
For the single population case when τ = 1, although entrywisely Sn is a

consistent estimator of its population counterpart Σ0, the eigenvalues of Sn

exhibit significant deviations from those of Σ0 in the high dimensional settings.
Consider the following regime,

n → ∞, p = pn → ∞, p/n → c ∈ (0,∞), (2)

referred to as the Marčenko-Pastur (MP) regime. [5, 19] showed that the em-
pirical spectral distribution of Sn converges weakly to a limit known as the MP
law. Additionally, [4, 20, 21, 27] established the central limit theorem (CLT)
for the linear spectral statistics (LSS) of Sn. Applications of these theories have
been extensively discussed, especially in the areas of hypothesis testing, princi-
pal component analysis, and signal processing, see [26].

For the multi-population case when τ > 1, Sn additionally carries information
regarding the differences among the subgroups, especially the distances between
mean vectors. To illustrate, we decompose the matrix into two parts:

Sn = S̃n +Pn,

where

S̃n =
1

n

τ∑

i=1

ni∑

j=1

(sij − s̄)(sij − s̄)⊤ with s̄ =
1

n

τ∑

i=1

ni∑

j=1

sij , E(sij) = 0,

and

Pn =

τ∑

i<j

ninj

n2

{
(µi − µj)(µi − µj)

⊤ + (s̄i − s̄j)(µi − µj)
⊤ + (µi − µj)(s̄i − s̄j)

⊤}

with s̄i =
∑ni

j=1 sij/ni for i = 1, . . . , τ . Some algebra can show that the expec-
tation of the two parts are

E(S̃n) =
n− 1

n
Σ0 and E(Pn) , Σµ =

∑

1≤i<j≤τ

ninj

n2
(µi − µj)(µi − µj)

⊤.

(3)

This implies that S̃n contains solely information pertaining to Σ0, while Pn

captures the differences in mean vectors between subgroups. In the context of
mixture models, Pn is usually unobservable. However, it can convey information
through several of the largest eigenvalues of Sn, referred to as spiked eigenvalues.
Since rank(Pn) ≤ τ − 1, the number of spiked eigenvalues is at most τ − 1.
An example is shown in Figure 1. Therefore, studying these spiked eigenvalues
is crucial for understanding Σµ and the underlying data structure. Recently,
the first-order convergence of these spiked eigenvalues has been investigated in
[17, 18]. For the second-order convergence, [14] derived a CLT for the spikes
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(a) Histogram of eigenvalues of S̃n. (b) Histogram of eigenvalues of Sn.

Fig 1: Histograms of eigenvalues of S̃n and Sn, where τ = 3, Σ0 = Ip, n1 =
n2 = n3 = 800, p = 1200, µ1 = 0, µ2 = (4, 0, . . . , 0) and µ3 = (0, 4, 0, . . . , 0).

under Gaussian assumptions. [16] investigated the asymptotic distribution of
spikes in the signal-plus-noise model. All these studies are conducted under the
MP regime (2), i.e., p/n → c ∈ (0,∞).

However, in the ultrahigh dimensional case where p ≫ n, the eigenvalues of
Sn exhibit behaviors markedly different from those in the MP regime. Properties
of the spiked eigenvalues of Sn induced by Pn when p ≫ n remain largely
unknown in current literature. To fill this gap, we consider a new regime where
p/n → ∞ as n → ∞. In this scenario, unlike the MP regime, most eigenvalues
of the matrix Sn are zero, and all non-zero eigenvalues diverge to infinity. To
address this, we renormalize the sample covariance matrix as follows:

An =

√
p

nbp

[
1

p
ΦX⊤XΦ− apΦ

]

, ap =
1

p
tr(Σ0), bp =

1

p
tr(Σ2

0).

An is n× n and has n− 1 non-zero eigenvalues, which connect to the non-zero
eigenvalues of Sn through the following identity:

λAn =

√
n

pbp
λSn −

√
p

nbp
ap.

Most existing studies on An have been conducted in the context of single popu-
lation case (τ = 1). [6, 24] demonstrated that the empirical spectral distribution
of An converges weakly to the standard semicircle law, which differs from the
MP law for Sn in the MP regime. Similar discrepancies were reported for the
largest eigenvalues of An in [9] and CLT for LSS in [7, 10, 23]. While in this
paper, we primarily focus on the multi-population case (τ > 1) when p ≫ n.

Specifically, this paper investigates the spiked eigenvalues of the renormal-
ized sample covariance matrix An from multi-population scenarios under the
ultrahigh dimensional contexts, where

n → ∞, p = pn → ∞, p/n → ∞.

Firstly, we demonstrate a phase transition phenomenon for the spiked eigen-
values of An. A critical condition for this transition is derived, showing that if
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the smallest eigenvalue of the matrix Σµ exceeds a certain threshold, the first
τ − 1 eigenvalues of An will fall outside the support of its limiting spectral
distribution. These outliers are referred to as distant spiked eigenvalues. Sec-
ondly, we establish a CLT for these distant spiked eigenvalues. Our theoretical
findings are further applied to two scenarios: one is to determine the total num-
ber of subgroups, where our estimator exhibits superior numerical performance
compared to existing estimators. The other is to establish a new criterion for
assessing clustering outcomes when true labels are unknown. Our new criterion
integrates traditional metrics such as accuracy, recall and precision, providing
highly informative guidance for tasks in unsupervised learning. Last but not
least, in order to encompass most existing results derived under the MP regime,
we propose a unified framework wherein

n → ∞, p = pn → ∞, cn = p/n → c ∈ (0,∞].

This framework incorporates all the asymptotic results across both high and
ultrahigh dimensional settings, thereby broadening the applicative landscape of
existing findings.

From a technical point of view, our approach to constructing the CLT of
spiked eigenvalues relies on three types of random sesquilinear forms in the
multi-population setting, i.e.,
{

s̄⊤i (Bn − z̃nI)
−1

s̄j, µ
⊤
i (Bn − z̃nI)

−1
µj, s̄⊤i (Bn − z̃nI)

−1
µj , 1 ≤ i, j ≤ τ

}

,

(4)

where Bn denotes the group-wise centered sample covariance matrix,

Bn =
1

n

τ∑

i=1

ni∑

j=1

(sij − s̄i) (sij − s̄i)
⊤ , s̄i =

1

ni

ni∑

j=1

sij ,

and z̃n denotes a complex number lying away from the eigenvalues of Bn. Ex-
isting theories regarding (4) are primarily derived under the MP regime with
τ ≤ 2. For τ = 1, the CLT for s̄⊤1 (Bn − z̃nI)

−1s̄1 was established in [11, 22].
The asymptotic properties of µ⊤

1 (Bn− z̃nI)
−1

µ1 were studied in [2, 20, 21]. For
τ = 2, [15] established a joint CLT for {s̄⊤i (Bn − z̃nI)

−1s̄j : i, j = 1, 2} under
sub-Gaussian assumptions. We have extended these results to the ultrahigh di-
mensional context and established a unified joint CLT for these quantities in
(4) when τ ≥ 1 and p/n → c ∈ (0,∞]. This is by far the most general result for
sesquilinear forms and is valuable in its own right. Potential applications of this
joint CLT include discriminant analysis, multivariate analysis of variance, and
canonical correlation analysis, among others.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 details our main re-
sults, including phase transition, CLT for distant spiked eigenvalues and the
random sesquilinear forms. Section 3 discusses the two applications of our find-
ings. Section 4 provides a unified framework with p/n → c ∈ (0,∞]. Section 5
presents examples and simulations. Technical proofs are outlined in Section 6
and detailed in the Supplementary Material.
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2. Main results

2.1. Preliminary

For a p× p real symmetric matrix Mp with eigenvalues λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λp,
its empirical spectral distribution (ESD) is defined as the following probability
measure:

FMp =
1

p

p
∑

j=1

δλj
,

where δλj
denotes the Dirac measure at λj . The limit of the ESD sequence

{FMp} as p → ∞, if exists, is called limiting spectral distribution (LSD). For
any measure G supported on the real line, the Stieltjes transform of G is defined
as

sG(z) =

∫
1

x− z
dG(x), z ∈ C

+,

where C+ = {z ∈ C : ℑ(z) > 0} denotes the upper complex plane.

2.2. First-order convergence of the eigenvalues of An

In this section, we present results on the first-order convergence of eigenvalues
of An in the multi-population setting when τ ≥ 2 and p ≫ n. We begin by
positing some assumptions to characterize the LSD of An.

Assumption 1. xij = µi + Σ
1
2
0 zij , Z = (z11, . . . , z1n1 , . . . , zτ1, . . . , zτnτ

) =
(zijq)p×n, where {zijq} i.i.d. satisfy

E (zijq) = 0, E
(
z2ijq
)
= 1, E

(
z3ijq
)
= v3, E

(
z4ijq
)
= v4 < ∞.

Assumption 2. The dimension p and the subgroup sample sizes {n1, . . . , nτ} are
functions of the total sample size n and all tend to infinity such that

cn =
p

n
→ ∞, p ≍ nt, t > 1, kni =

ni

n
→ ki ∈ (0, 1), i ∈ [1 : τ ].

Here [a : b] represents the set of all integers between a and b.

Assumption 3. The ESDHp ofΣ0 weakly converges to a probability distribution
H , supported on a compact set ΓH ⊂ R+.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that Assumptions 1-3 hold, then almost surely, the ESD
FAn of An converges weakly to the standard semicircle law with density function

f(x) =
1

2π

√

4− x2, |x| ≤ 2.

As mentioned in the introduction Sn = S̃n + Pn, where Sn can be viewed
as a finite rank perturbation of S̃n. If the eigenvalues of Pn are all significantly
larger than the spectral norm of S̃n, then the τ − 1 largest eigenvalues of Sn
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will be clearly separated from its remaining eigenvalues, named as spikes. At
the population level, E(Sn) = (1− 1/n)Σ0 +Σµ, with Σµ = E(Pn) as defined
in (3). The relative distance between the largest eigenvalues of E(Sn) induced
by Σµ and the spectrum of Σ0 determines the total number of spikes in the
spectrum of Sn. Similarly, for the renormalized sample covariance matrix An,
we can consider a renormalized version of E(Sn), given by

Σx =
1

√
cnbp

(Σ0 +Σµ) .

Some assumptions related to the spectrum ofΣ0 and the largest τ−1 eigenvalues
of Σx are listed below.

Assumption 4. The largest eigenvalue λΣ0
1 of Σ0 satisfies dist

(

λΣ0
1 ,ΓH

)

→ 0.

Assumption 5. The τ population means {µi} satisfy (µi−µj)
⊤(µi−µj) ≍

√
cn,

∀ i 6= j ∈ [1 : τ ]. Moreover, the eigenvalues of Σµ in (3) satisfy λ
Σµ

j ≍ √
cn, ∀j ∈

[1 : τ − 1].

Assumption 6. The τ − 1 largest eigenvalues of Σx form M clusters, denoted as

{αn,kℓ : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk}, k ∈ [1 : M ],

where {mk} are constants with
∑M

k=1 mk = τ − 1. For each cluster, the eigen-
values have a common limit, i.e.,

αn,kℓ = αnk + o
(

n− 1
2

)

→ αk, as n → ∞, ∀ 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk.

And these limits are pairwise distinct, i.e., αi 6= αj for i 6= j ∈ [1 : M ].

Remark 2.1. Assumption 4-5 guarantee that all the τ − 1 largest eigenvalues
of Σx are well separated from the spectrum of Σ0 and all the τ − 1 spiked
eigenvalues of An originate from the perturbation matrix Σµ.

Remark 2.2. Assumption 6 is general, allowing the τ − 1 largest eigenvalues of
Σx to form M clusters, with the eigenvalues in each cluster sharing a common
limit. Consequently, the largest τ − 1 eigenvalues of An can be grouped into M
clusters in the same manner and order as those of Σx, denoted as

{

λAn

kℓ : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk

}

, k ∈ [1 : M ]. (5)

Assumption 1*. xij = µi + Σ
1
2
0 zij , Z = (z11, . . . , z1n1 , . . . , zτ1, . . . , zτnτ

) =
(zijq)p×n, where {zijq} i.i.d. satisfy E |zijq|κ < Mκ < ∞ for any integer κ ∈ N.

Theorem 2.2 (Phase transition). Suppose that Assumptions 1*,2-6 hold. The
largest τ − 1 eigenvalues of An converge almost surely. For k ∈ [1 : M ],

(i) if αk > 1, then λAn

kℓ
a.s.−−→ αk + 1/αk > 2, ∀ 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk (distant spike);

(ii) if αk ≤ 1, then λAn

kℓ
a.s.−−→ 2, ∀ 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk (close spike).
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Theorem 2.2 illustrates a phase transition phenomenon of the spiked eigen-
values {λAn

kℓ , 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk} of An. The critical condition for this transition is

provided, indicating that if αk > 1, the eigenvalues {λAn

kℓ , 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk} will
converge to a limit larger than 2. These spikes are referred to as distant spikes.
Otherwise, {λAn

kℓ , 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk} will converge to 2, the right edge point of the
support of the semicircle law in Lemma 2.1, and are called close spikes. An
example is shown in Figure 2.

(a) One distant spike. (b) Two distant spikes.

Fig 2: The histogram and LSD of eigenvalues of An, where τ = 3, Σ0 = Ip, n1 =
n2 = n3 = 100, p = 3002, µ1 = 0, µ2 = (−20, 0, . . . , 0); µ3 = (0, 4, 0, . . . , 0) in
case (a) and µ3 = (0, 20, 0, . . . , 0) in case (b). The purple dashed vertical line
represents the right boundary of the standard semicircle law.

2.3. CLT for distant spiked eigenvalues of An

This section investigates the fluctuation of distant spiked eigenvalues. Let

φcn,Hp
(x) = x+

1

bp

∫
t2

x− t/
√
cnbp

dHp(t).

For the kth cluster of distant spikes, i.e., {λAn

kℓ : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk}, we normalize it
as follows:

Λnk ,
√
n
{

λAn

kℓ − λnk : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk

}

, with λnk = φcn,Hp
(αnk).

Its limiting distribution involves two auxiliary matrices denoted as Un and Nn,
coming from the decomposition

Σµ = UnNnU
⊤
n ,

where

Un =
(√

kn1µ1, . . . ,
√

knτµτ

)

p×τ
, Nn =








1− kn1 −
√
kn1kn2 . . . −

√
kn1knτ

−
√
kn1kn2 1− kn2 . . . −

√
kn2knτ

...
...

...
...

−
√
kn1knτ −

√
kn2knτ · · · 1− knτ








τ×τ

,

(6)
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kni = ni/n for i ∈ [1 : τ ] and Nn is a projection matrix of rank τ − 1.

Theorem 2.3. Under Assumptions 1-6, the mk-dimensional random vector
Λnk converges in distribution to the joint distribution of the mk eigenvalues of
the following Gaussian random matrix

−
√

α2
k − 1Q⊤

k NWNQk,

where N is the limit of Nn defined in (6), Qk is a τ ×mk matrix such that

Q⊤
k Qk = Imk

and Q⊤
k NV(αk)NQk = −Imk

, (7)

with V(αk) = −α−1
k limn→∞ U⊤

nUn/
√
cnbp. And W = (Wij) is a symmetric

τ × τ random matrix with independent zero-mean Gaussian entries satisfying

Wii ∼ N(0, 2α−2
k ), Wij ∼ N(0, α−2

k ), 1 ≤ i < j ≤ τ.

Remark 2.3. Theorem 2.3 establishes the asymptotic distribution of the sample
distant spikes {λAn

kℓ : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk}. This limiting distribution is jointly deter-
mined by two deterministic matrices N, Qk and the Gaussian random matrix
W. The matrix Qk, defined in (7), consists of mk eigenvectors of NV(αk)N
corresponding to its eigenvalue −1 with multiplicity mk. The existence of Qk is
guaranteed by Proposition 1 in [14].

Note that An involves two parameters, ap and bp, which are typically un-
known in practice. We can replace them with consistent estimators to obtain

Ân =

√

p

nb̂p

[
1

p
ΦX⊤XΦ− âpΦ

]

, (8)

where

âp =
1

p
tr Ŝn, b̂p =

1

p
tr Ŝ2

n − 1

(n− 1)p

(

tr Ŝn

)2

, with Ŝn =
1

n− 1
ΦX⊤XΦ.

(9)

Theorem 2.4. Theorems 2.2-2.3 also hold for Ân under the same assumptions.

2.4. Asymptotic properties for random sesquilinear forms

The proofs of Theorem 2.2-2.3 rely on three types of random sesquilinear
forms in the multi-population setting, i.e.,

{

s̄⊤i (Bn − z̃nI)
−1

s̄j, µ
⊤
i (Bn − z̃nI)

−1
µj, s̄⊤i (Bn − z̃nI)

−1
µj , 1 ≤ i, j ≤ τ

}

,
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where Bn = 1
n

∑τ
i=1

∑ni

j=1 (sij − s̄i) (sij − s̄i)
⊤
, s̄i =

1
ni

∑ni

j=1 sij . This section
establishes the first- and second-order convergence of these random sesquilinear
forms where z̃n is specified as

z̃n = cnap +
√

cnbpz, z ∈ C \ [−2, 2].

These results are not only fundamental for proving Theorems 2.2 and 2.3, but
also hold independent significance for other inference procedures. We begin by
establishing the first-order convergence.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose that Assumptions 1-4 hold and µ
⊤
i µi ≍ √

cn for all
1 ≤ i ≤ τ , then for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ τ , we have,

z̃n
√
cnbp

s̄⊤i (Bn − z̃nI)
−1

s̄j +
1

ki

[√

cn/bpap + z + 1/s(z)

]

I(i = j)
a.s.−−→ 0,

z̃n
√
cnbp

s̄⊤i (Bn − z̃nI)
−1

µj
a.s.−−→ 0,

z̃n
√
cnbp

µ
⊤
i (Bn − z̃nI)

−1
µj + 1/

√

cnbpµ
⊤
i µj

a.s.−−→ 0.

where I(·) denotes the indicator function.

To illustrate the second-order convergence, we denote s0 = s0(z) as the solu-
tion to the equation

z = − 1

s0
− s0

bp

∫
t2

1 + s0t/
√
cnbp

dHp(t), z ∈ C
+,

which is a finite-sample proxy for s(z). Denote

Ms̄ = (s̄1, . . . , s̄τ )p×τ , Mµ = (µ1, . . . ,µτ )p×τ , Kn = diag (kn1, . . . , knτ ) ,

then we rearrange these sesquilinear forms into a 2τ × 2τ matrix and normalize
it as follows:

Ln ,
√
n

{

z̃n
√
cnbp

(Ms̄,Mµ)
⊤ (Bn − z̃nI)

−1 (Ms̄,Mµ)

−




−
(
√

cn
bp
ap + z + 1

s0(z)

)

K−1
n 0τ×τ

0τ×τ −M⊤
µ

(√
cnbpI+ s0(z)Σ0

)−1
Mµ











2τ×2τ

.

(10)

The asymptotic distribution of Ln is established in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose that Assumptions 1-4 hold and µ
⊤
i µi ≍ √

cn for all
1 ≤ i ≤ τ , then Ln converges in distribution to a symmetric 2τ × 2τ random
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matrix L = (Lij) of Gaussian entries with zero-mean and covariance

Cov(Lij , Llt) =







2
1−s2(z)

1
k2
i

if i = j = l = t ∈ [1 : τ ],
1

1−s2(z)
1

kikj
if i = l 6= j = t ∈ [1 : τ ],

0 o.w..

3. Applications

This section explores two scenarios in which our theoretical findings can be
applied.

1. Determination of number of subgroups. Estimating the number of
subgroups is crucial for revealing the underlying data structure. In the
MP regime (p/n → c ∈ (0,∞)), [18] proposed two methods, referred to as
EDA and EDB, based on distances of adjacent eigenvalues. However both
EDA and EDB cannot handle the case when p ≫ n. For the ultrahigh
dimensional case where p/n → ∞, [25] introduced a method based on
eigenvalue ratios, referred to as the ER method. Yet the authors did not
provide a theoretical analysis, and its performance remains unknown in
general cases. In this section, we have developed a new method, based on
the theoretical results obtained in previous sections, to accurately deter-
mine the number of subgroups in ultrahigh dimensional data. Our method
leverages the properties of spiked eigenvalues generated from the pairwise
distances of the population means and exhibits superior numerical perfor-
mance compared to others.

2. Assessment of clustering results. Accuracy, recall and precision are
usually used to evaluate the clustering results. However, these criteria
can only be obtained when the true labels are known. In this section, we
propose a novel criterion for evaluating clustering results when the true
labels are unknown. Our criterion is designed based on the asymptotic
properties of the spiked eigenvalues from multi-population and provides
a robust measure for assessing the quality of clustering in unsupervised
learning.

3.1. Determination of the number of subgroups

Consider the data matrix X = (xij)p×n from multi-population

xij = µi +Σ
1
2
0 zij , i = 1, . . . , τ, j = 1, . . . , ni,

and
∑τ

i=1 ni = n, ki =
ni

n , cn = p
n . Utilizing the eigenvalues of Ân in (8), we

estimate the total number of subgroups τ as

τ̂ = max
{

i : λÂn

i ≥ 2 + dn

}

+ 1, (11)
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where dn is a positive vanishing constant.
Suppose that the τ subgroups are well separated such that the first τ − 1

largest eigenvalues of Σx are all distant spikes. Consequently, there will be τ −1
spiked eigenvalues of Ân, while the rest are bulk eigenvalues, bounded by the
right edge of the support of the LSD F . Thus, our method is to find a critical

value to distinguish the spiked eigenvalues from the bulk ones, i.e., λÂn

τ−1 and

λÂn
τ . The consistency of our estimator naturally holds as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that Assumptions 1*, 2-6 hold and the first τ − 1 large
eigenvalues of Σx are all distant spikes, i.e., αk > 1 for k ∈ [1 : M ]. Let dn → 0

and nκdn → ∞ for any κ > 0 as n → ∞. Then τ̂
p−→ τ as n → ∞.

To examine the performance of our estimate, we compare with the EDA and
EDB methods in [18] and the ER method in [25]. The total number of subgroups
τ = 4 and the sample sizes ni are balanced with kn1 = kn2 = kn3 = kn4 = 1/4.

Σ
1
2
0 is tridiagonal, with all main diagonal elements equal to 1 and all subdiagonal

and superdiagonal elements equal to 0.5. For the mean vectors, we consider two
cases:

Case 1 (weak signals).

µ1 = c
1
4
n (0, 0, 0, 5, 0 . . . , 0)

⊤, µ2 = c
1
4
n (4

√
1.8, 0, 0, 5, 0 . . . , 0)⊤,

µ3 = c
1
4
n (2

√
1.8, 2

√
5.4, 0, 5, 0 . . . , 0)⊤, µ4 = c

1
4
n (2

√
1.8, 2

√
0.6,−4

√
1.2, 5, 0, . . . , 0)⊤.

Case 2 (strong signals).

µ1 = c
1
4
n (0, 0, 0, 5, 0 . . . , 0)

⊤, µ2 = c
1
4
n (4

√
2.8, 0, 0, 5, 0 . . . , 0)⊤,

µ3 = c
1
4
n (2

√
2.8, 2

√
8.4, 0, 5, 0 . . . , 0)⊤, µ4 = c

1
4
n (2

√
2.8,

2

3

√
8.4,−8

3

√
6, 5, 0, . . . , 0)⊤.

The variables zij = {zijq , q ∈ [1 : p]} are generated from

(1) Gaussian distribution N(0, 1);
(2) Symmetric Bernoulli distribution with outcomes 1 and -1.

The tuning parameter dn is set to be 1/(logn)2. The dimensional settings are
n = 300 and cn = p/n = {250, 500, 1000, 2000, 5000, 104}. Table 1 reports es-
timation accuracy based on 5000 replicates. It’s clear that our estimator τ̂ has
superior performance across all settings.

3.2. Assessment of clustering results

Consider data matrix X = (xij)p×n from two populations,

xij = µi +Σ
1
2
0 zij , i = 1, 2, j ∈ [1 : ni], n1 + n2 = n, n1/n ≤ 1/2.
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Table 1

Empirical accuracy of τ̂ , EDA, EDB, and ER from 5000 replications for Cases I and II.

Case I Case II

p/n 250 500 1000 2000 5000 104 250 500 1000 2000 5000 104

Gaussian data
τ̂ 0.9352 0.9866 0.9956 0.9972 0.9936 0.9948 0.9992 0.9998 1 1 1 1

EDA 0.0538 0.0630 0.0276 0.0026 0 0 0.8434 0.8722 0.8848 0.8368 0.6864 0.4388
EDB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.6544 0.6280 0.4932 0.2258 0 0
ER 0.8370 0.8870 0.9134 0.9346 0.9452 0.9544 0.9958 0.9970 0.9960 0.9982 0.9996 0.9990
Non-Gaussian data
τ̂ 0.9386 0.9894 0.9950 0.9968 0.9924 0.9950 0.9998 1 1 1 1 1

EDA 0.0580 0.0598 0.0304 0.0034 0 0 0.8500 0.8836 0.8900 0.8456 0.6968 0.4650
EDB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.6578 0.6408 0.4956 0.2226 0.0012 0
ER 0.8540 0.8978 0.9208 0.9350 0.9402 0.9512 0.9962 0.9970 0.9992 0.9980 0.9988 0.9978

Denote the true labels as y = (yi)1×n and estimated ones as y̌ = (y̌i)1×n.
Suppose

y = (yi) = (1, . . . , 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n1

, 2, . . . , 2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n2

),

then the accuracy, recall and precision of this clustering result y̌ can be written
as

ACC =

∑n
i=1 I(yi = y̌i)

n
, REC =

∑n1

i=1 I(y̌i = 1)

n1
, PRE =

∑n1

i=1 I(y̌i = 1)
∑n

i=1 I(y̌i = 1)
.

These metrics can only be calculated when the true labels y are known.
In this section, we propose a new criterion for evaluating clustering results y̌

when y is unknown. Specifically, denote

ňi =

n∑

k=1

I (y̌k = i) , x̌i =

n∑

k=1

xkI (y̌k = i) /ňi, i = 1, 2,

the metric we use to evaluate the discrepancy between y̌ and y is given by

T =
α̌n

α̂n
,

where

α̂n =
1

2

(

λÂn
max +

√

(λÂn
max)2 − 4

)

, α̌n =

√

n

pb̂p

ň1ň2

n2
(x̌1 − x̌2)

⊤ (x̌1 − x̌2)−
√

p

nb̂p
âp.

Here {âp, b̂p} and Ân in (8) are directly obtained from X.
Our method is motivated by the following decomposition:

E(Sn) =
n− 1

n
Σ0+Σµ, with Sn =

1

n
XΦX⊤, Σµ =

n1n2

n2
(µ1 − µ2) (µ1 − µ2)

⊤
,

which indicates that the information about the clusters encoded in Sn arises
from the perturbation Σµ. Note that Σµ/

√
cnbp is of rank one, and its eigen-

value is given by

αn =

√
n

pbp

n1n2

n2
(µ1 − µ2)

⊤
(µ1 − µ2) .
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Our strategy is to estimate αn from two different perspectives. On one hand,
we can directly use α̂n, because from Theorems 2.2 and 2.4, we know that α̂n

is a consistent estimator of αn as long as αn > 1. On the other hand, if the
clustering result y̌ is accurate, then α̌n can also consistently estimate αn. In
general, the more accurate y̌ is, the closer our criterion T is to 1.

In fact, as the theorem below suggests, T can be regarded as an approximation
of a composite measure of accuracy and recall, represented as

T0 =
kn1 (1−ACC− kn1 − REC+ 2kn1REC)

2

(1− kn1)(1−ACC− kn1 + 2kn1REC)(ACC + kn1 − 2kn1REC)
,

where kn1 = n1/n.

Theorem 3.2. For τ = 2, suppose Assumptions 1-5 hold and limn→∞ αn > 1,
then

T − T0
i.p.−−→ 0.

The measure T0 takes values in [0, 1] and, in particular, T0 = 1 if and only
if ACC = 1. When ACC < 1, T0 will vary according to ACC and REC. For a
fixed ACC, the maximum value of T0 is given by

max
REC

T0 =
kn1

1− kn1
· ACC− kn1
1− (ACC− kn1)

, if REC = 1, (12)

and the minimum is given by

min
REC

T0 =







0, if kn1 < 1
2 and kn1 +ACC ≤ 1,

kn1 −ACC

kn1
· 1− kn1 −ACC

1− kn1
, otherwise.

(13)

Here the minimum of T0 is achieved when REC = (1−ACC−kn1)/(1−2kn1) in
the first case and REC = ACC(ACC+ kn1− 1)/{(2ACC− 1)kn1} in the second
case. Clearly, both the minimum and maximum values of T0 monotonically
increase with ACC. As a result, our metric T generally captures the trend of
ACC.

A numerical illustration is presented in Figure 3, where the population model
is

Σ0 = diag(1, . . . , 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

p/2

, 2, . . . , 2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

p/2

), µ1 = 0, µ2 = w1p, (zijq) iid from N(0, 1).

The dimensional setting is n = 400 and p = n2. The parameter w is 0.0531 for
kn1 = 0.3 and w = 0.0487 for kn1 = 0.5 satisfying αn = 3 in both cases. Box
plots of T when T0 achieves maximum and minimum, where REC is set as (12)
and (13) respectively, are shown in Figure 3 from 1000 independent replications.

For a fixed ACC, T0 varies with REC, reflecting the dispersion of incorrect
labels. T0 achieves maximum when REC = 1, indicating that all wrong labels



/spiked eigenvalues from multi-population 14

0.6 0.65 0.7 0.75 0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95 1

ACC

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

T

max T

min T

max T
0

min T
0

0.6 0.65 0.7 0.75 0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95 1

ACC

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

T

max T

min T

max T
0

min T
0

Fig 3: Box plots of T when T0 achieves maximum (denoted by maxT ) and
minimum (denoted by minT ). kn1 = 0.3 (left) and kn1 = 0.5 (right). ACC
ranges from [0.6, 1].

occur within the second cluster. Conversely, if the incorrect labels appear evenly
across two clusters, then T0 reaches minimum . This occurs, for instance, when
REC = ACC with kn1 = 1/2. We illustrate this phenomenon in Figure 4. The
left panel shows the true labels of n = 200 sample observations with n1 = 100
(blue) and n2 = 100 (red). The middle and right panels exhibit two clustering
results with the same accuracy level (ACC = 0.6). The middle panel represents
the case of maxT0 while the right representing the case of minT0.
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Fig 4: n = 200 sample observations through the first two principal components,
p = n2. The left panel shows the true labels. The middle and right panels
display two clustering results with {ACC = 0.6,REC = 1,maxT0 = 1/9} and
{ACC = 0.6,REC = 0.6,minT0 = 1/25}.

Lastly, we generalize our method to the case of τ > 2. Suppose that the
τ − 1 spiked eigenvalues of Ân are all larger than 2. Accordingly, the sample
observations are clustered into τ groups, with sample sizes {ňi, i ∈ [1 : τ ]} and
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sample means {x̌i i ∈ [1 : τ ]}. Then, we evaluate this clustering result using

Tτ ,
tr(Σ̂τ )
∑τ−1

k=1 α̂nk

,

where α̂nk = 1
2

{

λÂn

k +

√
(

λÂn

k

)2

− 4

}

and

Σ̂τ =

√

n

pb̂p
Ňn







√

ǩn1x̌
⊤
1

...
√

ǩnτ x̌
⊤
τ







(√

ǩn1x̌1 · · ·
√

ǩnτ x̌τ

)

Ňn −
√

p

nb̂p
âpŇn.

Here, ǩni = ňi/n and the matrix Ňn is an analogue of Nn in (6) with kni
replaced by ǩni. Similar to the two-sample case, Tτ generally aligns with the
ACC measure, and will tend to 1 when ACC = 1 under certain mild conditions.

4. A unified framework

In this section, we have integrated all the theoretical results derived under
the celebrated MP regime and the ultrahigh dimensional setting, thereby broad-
ening the applicability of our theory. We focus on the asymptotic properties of
spiked eigenvalues of the renormalized randommatrixAn from multi-population
scenarios, under the general asymptotic regime where

n → ∞, p = pn → ∞, cn = p/n → c ∈ (0,∞].

Specifically, the unified LSD, phase transition, CLT for distant spikes and the
asymptotic properties of the random sesquilinear (4) are established here. In
particular, we have eliminated the Gaussian constraints for the CLT of distant
spikes in [14]. More importantly, we are the first to establish joint CLT for
several sesquilinear forms from multi-population scenarios, which holds its own
value in high dimensional inference problems.

4.1. Unified LSD and phase transition of An

Assumption 2*. The dimension p and the sample sizes {n1, . . . , nτ} are functions
of the total sample size n and all tend to infinity such that

cn =
p

n
→ c ∈ (0,∞], p ≍ nt, t ≥ 1, kni =

ni

n
→ ki ∈ (0, 1), i ∈ [1 : τ ].

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that Assumptions 1,2*,3 hold. Almost surely, the ESD
FAn of An converges weakly to a (non-random) probability measure F , the
Stieltjes transform s = s(z) of which is the unique solution to the equation

z = −1

s
− s

b

∫
t2

1 + st/
√
cb

dH(t), z ∈ C
+, (14)

in the set {s : z ∈ C+, s ∈ C+}, where b =
∫
t2 dH(t).
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Remark 4.1. Lemma 4.1 provides a unified LSD of An when p/n → c ∈ (0,∞].
This result is consistent with the generalized MP law of Sn when p/n → c ∈
(0,∞) in [19]. To determine the boundary of the support of the LSD F , we
introduce the function φc,H(x):

φc,H(x) = x+
1

b

∫
t2

x− t/
√
cb

dH(t),

and define
a = max

x∈R+
{x : φ′

c,H(x) = 0}.

Then the right edge point b of the support is given by b = φc,H(a). When
p/n → ∞, we have

φc,H(x) = x+
1

x
, a = 1, and b = 2,

corresponding to the case of the semicircle law in Lemma 2.1.

Theorem 4.2 (Phase transition). Suppose that Assumptions 1*, 2*,3-6 hold.
The largest τ − 1 eigenvalues of An converge almost surely. For k ∈ [1 : M ],

(i) if αk > a, λAn

kℓ
a.s.−−→ φc,H(αk) > b, ∀ 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk (distant spike);

(ii) if αk ≤ a, λAn

kℓ
a.s.−−→ b, ∀ 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk (close spike).

4.2. Unified CLT for distant spiked eigenvalues of An

Under the unified framework p/n → c ∈ (0,∞], the limiting distribution of
Λnk defined in Section 2.3, involves one more auxiliary matrix, denoted asQ(α),

Q(α) = Σ0 −
√

cnbpαIp.

Here α is arbitrary real number satisfying limn→∞
√
cnbpα /∈ ΓH (the support

of H), which guarantees that Q(α) is invertible for all large p and n.

Assumption 7. As n → ∞,

Vn(α) , U⊤
nQ−1(α)Un → V(α), V′

n(α) ,
√

cnbpU
⊤
nQ−2(α)Un → V′(α).

In addition, if v3 6= 0, then

hn,ijl(α) ,
√

kniknjknl

p
∑

q=1

e⊤q Σ
1
2
0 Q−1(α)µie

⊤
q Σ

1
2
0 Q−1(α)µje

⊤
q Σ

1
2
0 Q−1(α)µl

→hijl(α), ∀ i, j, l ∈ [1 : τ ]; (15)

if v4 6= 3, then

ρn,ijlt(α) ,
√

kniknjknlknt

p
∑

q=1

e⊤q Σ
1
2
0 Q−1(α)µie

⊤
q Σ

1
2
0 Q−1(α)µj
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× e⊤q Σ
1
2
0 Q−1(α)µle

⊤
q Σ

1
2
0 Q−1(α)µt → ρijlt(α), ∀ i, j, l, t ∈ [1 : τ ],

(16)

where eq ∈ Rp denotes the unit vector with the qth element being 1 and all
others being 0.

Remark 4.2. Assumption 7 states the existence of four limits, which will be used
to define the limiting distribution of the spikes. In particular, the quantities in
(15) and (16) arise when dealing with non-Gaussian distributions of z11, origi-
nating from the expectations of quadratic forms like E

(
z⊤11M1z11 − trM1

) (
z⊤11M2z11 − trM2

)

and E
{(

z⊤11M1z11 − trM1

)
z⊤11M1µ1

}
. When p/n → ∞, these four limits de-

generates to

V(α) = − 1

α
lim
n→∞

U⊤
nUn

√
cnbp

, V′(α) =
1

α2
lim
n→∞

U⊤
nUn

√
cnbp

, hijl(α) = ρijlt(α) ≡ 0,

for i, j, l, t ∈ [1 : τ ], which is consistent with Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 4.3. Under Assumptions 1, 2*,3-7, the mk-dimensional random vec-
tor Λnk converges in distribution to the joint distribution of the mk eigenvalues
of the following Gaussian random matrix

−
√

φ′
c,H (αk)Q

⊤
k NWNQkG,

where N is the limit of Nn defined in (6), Qk is a τ ×mk matrix such that

Q⊤
k Qk = Imk

and Q⊤
k NV(αk)NQk = −Imk

,

G is the inverse matrix of Q⊤
k NV′(αk)NQk, and W = (Wij) is a symmetric

τ × τ random matrix with zero-mean Gaussian entries. Their covariances are,
for 1 ≤ i 6= j 6= l 6= t ≤ τ ,

Var(Wii) = 2
[
2θii + θ2ii + 1− φ′

c,H (αk)
]
+ φ′

c,H (αk) (v4 − 3)ρiiii,

Var(Wij) = θii + θjj + θ2ij + θjjθii + 1− φ′
c,H (αk) + φ′

c,H (αk) (v4 − 3)ρijij ,

Cov(Wii,Wit) = 2 [θit + θitθii] + φ′
c,H (αk) (v4 − 3)ρiiit,

Cov(Wii,Wll) = 2θ2il + φ′
c,H (αk) (v4 − 3)ρiill,

Cov(Wii,Wlt) = 2θtiθil + φ′
c,H (αk) (v4 − 3)ρiilt,

Cov(Wij ,Wlj) = θil + θjlθji + θjjθil + φ′
c,H (αk) (v4 − 3)ρijlj ,

Cov(Wij ,Wlt) = θjlθti + θjtθli + φ′
c,H (αk) (v4 − 3)ρijlt,

where
θij = θij (αk) = lim

n→∞

√

kniknjµ
⊤
i Q−1(αk)Σ0Q−1(αk)µj

and ρijlt = ρijlt (αk) defined in (16).
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Remark 4.3. Theorem 4.3 establishes the asymptotic distribution of the sample
distant spikes {λAn

kℓ : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ mk} when p/n → c ∈ (0,∞]. The covariances
between entries of W depend on θij and ρijlt, whose existence is guaranteed
by Assumption 7. These quantities are functions of the mixing weights {kni}
and the inner products of the means {µi} and the eigenvectors of Σ0. When
p/n → ∞, Theorem 4.3 reduces to Theorem 2.3 with θij = ρijlt = 0 and
G = αkIτ .

Theorem 4.4. Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.3 still hold for the approximated
matrix Ân under the same assumptions.

4.3. Unified asymptotic properties for random sesquilinear forms

This section establishes the first- and joint second-order convergence of sev-
eral random sesquilinear forms of (Bn − z̃nI)

−1
in (4) under the unified frame-

work p/n → c ∈ (0,∞]. Here z̃n is specified as

z̃n = cnap +
√

cnbpz, z /∈ ΓF ,

where ΓF represents the support of F in Lemma 4.1. These results are funda-
mental for proving Theorems 4.2-4.3, and possess independent interest for other
inference procedures.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that Assumptions 1,2*,3-4 hold and µ
⊤
i µi ≍

√
cn for

all 1 ≤ i ≤ τ , then for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ τ , we have

z̃n
√
cnbp

s̄⊤i (Bn − z̃nI)
−1

s̄j +
1

ki

[√

cn/bpap + z + 1/s(z)

]

I(i = j)
a.s.−−→ 0,

z̃n
√
cnbp

s̄⊤i (Bn − z̃nI)
−1

µj
a.s.−−→ 0,

z̃n
√
cnbp

µ
⊤
i (Bn − z̃nI)

−1
µj + µ

⊤
i

(√

cnbpI+ s(z)Σ0

)−1

µj
a.s.−−→ 0,

where I(·) denotes the indicator function.

Theorem 4.6. Suppose that Assumptions 1,2*,3-4 and 7 hold with µ
⊤
i µi ≍√

cn. Then, Ln in (10) converges in distribution to a symmetric 2τ×2τ random
matrix L = (Lij) of Gaussian entries with zero mean and covariance

(1) for i, j, l, t ∈ [1 : τ ],

Cov(Lij , Llt) =







2 s′(z)−s2(z)
s4(z)

1
k2
i

if i = j = l = t,
s′(z)−s2(z)

s4(z)
1

kikj
if i = l 6= j = t,

0 o.w.;

(2) for i, j, l, t ∈ [τ + 1 : 2τ ],

Cov(Lij , Llt) =
s′(z)

s4(z)

(
ζ(j−τ)(l−τ)ζ(t−τ)(i−τ) + ζ(j−τ)(t−τ)ζ(l−τ)(i−τ)

)
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+
v4 − 3

s2(z)
g(i−τ)(j−τ)(l−τ)(t−τ);

(3) for i ∈ [1 : τ ] and t ∈ [τ + 1 : 2τ ],

Cov(Lij , Llt) =







s′(z)
s4(z)

ζ(j−τ)(t−τ)

ki
if i = l, j ∈ [τ + 1 : 2τ ],

− v3
s2(z)f(j−τ)(l−τ)(t−τ) if j, l ∈ [τ + 1 : 2τ ],

0 o.w.

where

ζij =
θij(−1/s(z))
√
kikj

, fijl =
hijl(−1/s(z))
√

kikjkl
, gijlt =

ρijlt(−1/s(z))
√
kikjklkt

.

Remark 4.4. Theorem 4.6 establishes the asymptotic distribution of the ran-
dom matrix Ln when p/n → c ∈ (0,∞]. The limiting distribution is jointly
determined by v3, v4, s(z) and {ζij , fijl, gijlt}. Notably, it can be seen that

s̄⊤i (Bn − z̃nI)
−1

s̄j , s̄
⊤
i (Bn − z̃nI)

−1
µj , and s̄⊤j (Bn − z̃nI)

−1
µi are asymptot-

ically independent. s̄⊤i (Bn − z̃nI)
−1

s̄j is also asymptotically independent of

µ
⊤
i (Bn − z̃nI)

−1
µj .

5. Examples and simulations

In this section, we provide examples and simulations for Theorem 4.3 under
the unified framework where p/n → c ∈ (0,∞].

5.1. Example I

Consider the two-sample case when τ = 2. Note that Pn is of rank 1 in
Sn = S̃n +Pn, thus An has at most one distant spiked eigenvalue in this case.

Corollary 5.1. Suppose that Assumptions 1, 2*,3-7 hold for τ = 2. If the
largest eigenvalue of Σx is a distant spike, i.e., α1 > a, then

√
n
(

λAn

1 − λn1

)
D−→ N

(
0, σ2

)
,

where the limiting variance is

σ2 = 2φ′
c,H (α1)α

2
1

[

1−
φ′
c,H (α1)

(1 + ω)2
+

φ′
c,H (α1)

2(1 + ω)2
(v4 − 3)η

]

,

with

ω = lim
n→∞

k1k2 (µ1 − µ2)
⊤
(

Σ0 −
√

cnbpα1I
)−1

Σ0

(

Σ0 −
√

cnbpα1I
)−1

(µ1 − µ2)

= k2θ11 + k1θ22 − 2
√

k1k2θ12,
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η = lim
n→∞

k21k
2
2

p
∑

q=1

[

e⊤q Σ
1
2
0

(

Σ0 −
√

cnbpα1I
)−1

(µ1 − µ2)

]4

= k22ρ1111 + k21ρ2222 + 6k1k2ρ1212 − 4k2
√

k1k2ρ1112 − 4k1
√

k1k2ρ1222.

Especially, when p/n → ∞, σ2 = 2
(
1− α−2

1

)
.

5.2. Example II

Consider the case where the base covariance matrix Σ0 = Ip, then Σx sim-
plifies to

Σx =

√
n

p
(Ip +Στ ) .

The kth cluster of eigenvalues of Σx are distant spikes if and only if αk >
1+1/

√
c. Accordingly, the kth cluster of the sample eigenvalues ofAn converges

jointly to the spectrum of a Gaussian matrix.

Corollary 5.2. Suppose that Assumptions 1, 2*,3-7 hold with Σ0 = Ip and
αk > 1+1/

√
c. Then, the mk-dimensional random vector Λnk converges in dis-

tribution to the joint distribution of the mk eigenvalues of the Gaussian random
matrix

−
[(

αk − 1√
c

)2

− 1

] 1
2

Q⊤
k NWNQk

where W is defined in Theorem 4.3 with φ′
c,H (αk) = 1− c/(

√
cαk − 1)2 and

θij = lim
n→∞

µ
⊤
i µj

√

kikj(
√
cnαk − 1)−2,

ρijlt = lim
n→∞

p
∑

q=1

e⊤q µie
⊤
q µje

⊤
q µle

⊤
q µt

√

kikjklkt(
√
cnαk − 1)−4, i, j, l, t ∈ [1 : τ ].

Especially when p/n → ∞, αkW is a τ × τ Wigner matrix.

In addition, for the simplest case where Σ0 = I and τ = 2, the only spiked
eigenvalue of Σx is

αn1 =

√
n

p

[

1 + kn1kn2 (µ1 − µ2)
⊤
(µ1 − µ2)

]

.

If αn1 → α1 > 1 + 1/
√
c, then

√
n
[

λAn

1 − λn1

]
D−→ N

(
0, σ2

)
,

where λn1 = αn1 + 1/
(

αn1 −
√

n/p
)

and

σ2 = 2

(

1 +
2α1√
c
− 1

c

)[

1− 1

(α1 − 1/
√
c)

2

]

+ (v4 − 3)

[

α1 −
1√
c
− 1

α1 − 1/
√
c

]2

η
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with η = k21k
2
2 limn→∞

∑p
q=1

[
e⊤q (µ1 − µ2)

]4 (√
cnαk − 1

)−4
. Especially, when

p/n → ∞, σ2 = 2
(
1− α−2

1

)
.

5.3. Numerical results

In this section, we examine the numerical performance of CLT for distant
spikes of An. The following multi-sample setting with τ = 4 is employed:

xij = µi +Σ
1
2
0 zij , Σ0 = diag(1, . . . , 1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

p/2

, 2, . . . , 2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

p/2

),

for i ∈ [1 : 4] and j ∈ [1 : ni], ni = n/4. The dimensional settings are (p, n) =
(5000, 104), (4× 104, 4000), (106, 2000) with cn = 0.5, 10, 500. The mean vectors
are set to be

µ1 = 0, µ2 = (cnbp)
1
4
(
4, 0, . . . , 0

)⊤
,

µ3 = (cnbp)
1
4
(
2, 3

√
2, 0, . . . , 0

)⊤
, µ4 = (cnbp)

1
4
(
2,
√
2,−4, 0, . . . , 0

)⊤
,

where bp = tr(Σ2
0)/p = 2.5. The random variables (zijq) are generated from

Case I: (zijq) i.i.d. Exp(1)− 1 with v3 = 2 and v4 = 9.

Case II: (zijq) i.i.d. {Bernoulli(t) − t}/
√

t(1− t) with t =
√
3+3
6 , v3 =

−
√
2, v4 = 3.

Under this model,

Σx =

√
2n

5p



Σ0 +
1

16

∑

1≤i<j≤4

(
µi − µj

) (
µi − µj

)⊤



 ,

with spikes αn,11 = αn,12 = 3 +
√

2/(5cn) and αn,21 = 2 +
√

2/(5cn). These
eigenvalues are all distant spikes, and accordingly, the largest τ − 1 eigenvalues
of An are also spikes, denoted as λAn

j for j ∈ [1 : 3]. Let

δnj ,







√
n
(

λAn

j − λn1

)

j = 1, 2,
√
n
(

λAn

j − λn2

)

j = 3,
and δ̂nj ,







√
n

(

λÂn

j −
√

bp/b̂pλn1

)

j = 1, 2,

√
n

(

λÂn

j −
√

bp/b̂pλn2

)

j = 3,

(17)

where

λn1 =
46

15
+

√
2

5cn
+

4

5

1

3−
√

2/(5cn)
, λn2 = 2.1 +

√
2

5cn
+

4

5

1

2−
√

2/(5cn)
.
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Fig 5: Histograms for δn1+δn2, δn3, δ̂n1+ δ̂n2, and δ̂n3 under Cases I and II from
5000 independent replications. The first row shows the histograms of δn1 + δn2
and δn3 under Case I, fitted by their Gaussian limits (red solid curves), with

c ∈ {0.5, 10, 500}. The second row is for δ̂n1 + δ̂n2 and δ̂n3 under Case I. Case
II are shown in the third and fourth rows.

From Theorems 4.3, the vector (δn1, δn2)
⊤ converges in distribution to the spec-

trum of a Gaussian random matrix, and δn3 converges in distribution to a

Gaussian variable. In particular, we use

√

bp/b̂p in δ̂nj as a finite sample cor-

rection. Actually, δ̂nj share the same asymptotic distribution with δnj because

as p/n → c ∈ (0,∞], n → ∞,
√
n(
√

bp/b̂p − 1) = op(1) (see proof in Section S6

in the Supplementary Material).
Detailed limiting distributions of δn1+ δn2 and δn3 are listed in Table 2. Em-

pirical histograms based on 5000 independent replications are shown in Figures
5, matching the theoretical results in Table 2.

Table 2

Limiting distributions of δn1 + δn2 and δn3 under Cases I and II with c = 0.5, 10 and 500.

c=0.5 c=10 c=500

Case I
δn1 + δn2

d
−→ N (0, 31.5876) δn1 + δn2

d
−→ N (0, 8.6294) δn1 + δn2

d
−→ N (0, 4.2157)

δn3

d
−→ N (0, 4.6717) δn3

d
−→ N (0, 2.9699) δn3

d
−→ N (0, 1.6951)

Case II
δn1 + δn2

d
−→ N (0, 25.4846) δn1 + δn2

d
−→ N (0, 8.2612) δn1 + δn2

d
−→ N (0, 4.2081)

δn3

d
−→ N (0, 4.2526) δn3

d
−→ N (0, 2.8572) δn3

d
−→ N (0, 1.6924)
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6. Proofs

This section presents the proofs of Theorems 2.2, 2.3, 4.2 and 4.3, along with
a sketch of the proofs of Theorems 2.5-2.6 and 4.5-4.6. Notations are listed below
and will be used throughout this section.

δnℓ =
√
n
(

λAn

kℓ − λnk

)

, ℓ ∈ Lk, Lk = [1 : mk], λnk = φcn,Hp
(αnk) ,

Ûn =
(√

kn1x̄1, . . . ,
√

knτ x̄τ

)

p×τ
, λ̃An

kℓ = cnap +
√

cnbpλ
An

kℓ , λ̃nk = cnap +
√

cbbpλnk,

Rn =
√
n

[(√
p

nbp
ap + λnk

)

Û⊤
n

(

Bn − λ̃nkI
)−1

Ûn +
1

s0(λnk)
+ λnk +

√
p

nbp
ap

+
1

s0(λnk)
U⊤

n

(

Σ0 +

√

pbp
n

1

s0(λnk)
I

)−1

Un



 .

We denote by M some constants that appear in inequalities and may take dif-
ferent values at different appearances. The orders o(·) and O(·) for vectors are in
terms of the Euclidean norm, and for matrices, they are in terms of the spectral
norm.

6.1. Proofs of Theorems 2.2 and 4.2

For the case where p/n → c ∈ (0,∞), results in Theorem 4.2 can be derived
from “exact separation” for the eigenvalues of Sn in Chapter 3 of [17] and
Theorems 2-3 in [18]. We thus focus on the case where p/n → ∞.

Notice that Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.5 are established in the almost sure
sense. We can thus consider a sample realization, denoted as {xi : i ≥ 1}, such
that the convergence in these two lemmas holds. In addition, from

(
µi − µj

)⊤ (
µi − µj

)
≍

√
cn and s̄⊤i

(
µi − µj

)
/
√
cn → 0, we have λAn

1 ≤ M. Then, Theorem 2.2 can be
proved by demonstrating the following two claims for this particular realization.

Claim 1. If

min
ℓ∈Lk

lim inf
n→∞

λAn

kℓ > 2, (18)

then {λAn

kℓ , ℓ ∈ Lk} converge to a common limit which is larger than 2. In
addition, it holds that αk > 1.
Claim 2. If αk ≤ 1, then {λAn

kℓ , ℓ ∈ Lk} converge to b = 2, the right edge
point of the support of the semicircle law.

Proof for Claim 1. From the condition (18), {λAn

kℓ : ℓ ∈ Lk} are eigenvalues

of An, while {λ̃An

kℓ : ℓ ∈ Lk} are not eigenvalues of Bn for all large p and n.
Therefore, we obtain

0 =
∣
∣
∣An − λAn

kℓ In

∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣
∣

√
p

nbp

1

p
ΦX⊤XΦ−

(√
p

nbp
ap + λAn

kℓ

)

In

∣
∣
∣
∣
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=
∣
∣
∣Bn + ÛnNnÛ

⊤
n − λ̃An

kℓ Ip

∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣Bn − λ̃An

kℓ Ip

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
Ip +

(

Bn − λ̃An

kℓ Ip

)−1

ÛnNnÛ
⊤
n

∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣
Iτ +NnÛ

⊤
n

(

Bn − λ̃An

kℓ Ip

)−1

ÛnNn

∣
∣
∣
∣
. (19)

For any fixed k and ℓ, let {λAni

kℓ } be a subsequence of {λAn

kℓ } that converges to
a limit, say λk. From Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.5 for p/n → ∞, the matrix in
(19) converges entry-wise such that

0 =

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

s(λk)
Iτ +

1
√

cnbp
NnU

⊤
nUnNn + o(1)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
. (20)

Then, taking the limit of (20) as n → ∞ and using the identity z = −1/s(z)−
s(z), we obtain

αk = − 1

s(λk)
=

2

λk −
√

λ2
k − 4

and λk = αk +
1

αk
> 2.

In addition, since λk > 2, we have αk strictly greater than 1. The first claim is
thus verified.

Proof for Claim 2. Recall the matrix Z defined in Assumption 1 and let

A0 =
1

√
npbp

(
Z⊤Σ0Z− papIn

)
. (21)

For the projection matrix Φ = In − 1n1
⊤
n /n, by Poincaré separation theorem

(Corollary 4.3.37 in [12]) we have

λA0
2τ ≤ λΦA0Φ

2τ−1 ≤ λΦA0Φ

1 ≤ λA0
1 .

Moreover, rank(An − ΦA0Φ) ≤ τ − 1. Thus, by using Weyl’s interlacing in-
equalities, we have

λA0
2τ ≤ λΦA0Φ

2τ−1 ≤ λAn
τ ≤ λΦA0Φ

1 ≤ λA0
1 . (22)

Moreover, from Theorem 3.13 in [13], both λA0
2τ and λA0

1 converge to 2, almost
surely, as n → ∞, p/n → ∞. Therefore, without loss of generality, we can
assume that λAn

τ ∈ [λA0

2τ , λA0

1 ] → 2 for the particular realization {xi : i ≥ 1}.
This implies that for any convergent subsequence {λAni

kℓ } of {λAn

kℓ }, its limit is
either 2 or some constant greater than 2. However, according to Claim 1, if this
limit is greater than 2, we have αk > 1, which leads to a contradiction. Hence,
the limit must be 2, which verifies the second claim.

The proofs of Theorems 2.2 and 4.2 are thus complete.

6.2. Proofs of Theorems 2.3 and 4.3

The proof of Theorem 2.3 is embedded in the proof of Theorem 4.3. Next, we
show the proof of Theorem 4.3. For distant spiked eigenvalues {λAn

kℓ , ℓ ∈ Lk}, our
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strategy is to investigate the limit of the τ -order determinant in (19) based on
the asymptotic properties of random sesquilinear forms introduced in Theorems
4.5 and 4.6. The proof can be accomplished through four steps.

Step 1. By simplifying equation (19), we link the normalized eigenvalues
{δnℓ, ℓ ∈ Lk} with a random matrix Rn; see Lemma 6.1.

Lemma 6.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.3, the determinant
equation in (19) can be approximated as

0 =

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣






1− δnℓ√

n

s0 (λnk) + s′0 (λnk)

(

λnk +
√

p
nbp

ap

)

s0 (λnk)

(

λnk +
√

p
nbp

ap

)







×



Iτ +NnU
⊤
n

(

Σ0 −
√

pbp
n

αnkI

)−1

UnNn



− s0 (λnk)
1√
n
NnRnNn

+
δnℓ√
n

s′0 (λnk)

s20 (λnk)

√

pbp
n

NnU
⊤
n

(

Σ0 −
√

pbp
n

αnkI

)−2

UnNn + op

(
1√
n

)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

.

(23)

Step 2. We derive the weak limit R of the matrix Rn, as presented in
the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.3, the τ × τ random
matrix Rn converges weakly to a symmetric zero-mean Gaussian matrix
R = (Rij). The covariances of the entries are

Cov(Rij , Rlt) =
α2
k

φ′
c,H(αk)

Cov(Wij ,Wlt)

− v3
s2 (λk)

(√

kihjlt +
√

kjhilt +
√

klhijt +
√

kthijl

)

for i, j, l, t ∈ {1, . . . , τ}, where Cov(Wij ,Wlt) is given in Theorem 4.3 and
hijl = hijl (αk) is defined in Assumption 7.

Step 3. By the Skorokhod strong representation theorem, the convergence
Rn → R and (23) take place almost surely on an appropriate probability
space. Thus, we can take the limit of the RHS of (23), which yields the
limit of {δnℓ, ℓ ∈ Lk}; see Lemma 6.3.

Lemma 6.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.3, each δnℓ in {δnℓ, ℓ ∈
Lk} converges to a limit δ, which solves the determinant equation

0 =

∣
∣
∣
∣
δI− s3 (λk)

s′ (λk)
Q⊤

k NRNQkG

∣
∣
∣
∣
. (24)

Step 4.We replaceR with αkW/
√

φ′
c,H (αk) in equation (24); see Lemma

6.4.
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Lemma 6.4. The τ × τ random matrix
√

φ′
c,H (αk)NRN/αk

d
= NWN.

Therefore, by the strong representation theorem, we obtain the conver-
gence of the random vector {δnℓ, ℓ ∈ Lk}. This, together with the identi-
ties

− 1

s (λk)
= αk, λk = φc,H(αk), s′ (λk) =

1

α2
kφ

′
c,H(αk)

, (25)

gives the conclusion of Theorem 4.3.

The proofs of Lemmas 6.1-6.4 are presented in the Supplementary Material,
while the proofs of Lemmas 6.1-6.2 rely on Theorems 4.5-4.6.

6.3. A sketch of the proofs of Theorems 2.5-2.6 and 4.5-4.6

The proofs of Theorems 2.5-2.6 are contained in the proofs of Theorems 4.5-
4.6. In this section, we outline the main steps for proving Theorems 4.5-4.6.
Detailed proofs are presented in the Supplementary Material.

Step 1. By the Woodbury matrix identity, one has

z̃n
√
cnbp

(Bn − z̃nI)
−1

= H−HMs̄

[

z̃n
√
cnbp

K−1
n +M⊤

s̄ HMs̄

]−1

HM⊤
s̄ ,

where

Bn0 =
1

n

τ∑

i=1

ni∑

j=1

sijs
⊤
ij , H =

z̃n
√
cnbp

(Bn0 − z̃nI)
−1

.

Thus, to prove Theorem 4.5, it is sufficient to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.5, for any i, j ∈ [1 : τ ],
we have
√
cn
z̃n

s̄⊤i Hµj
a.s.−−−→ 0, µ

⊤
i Hµj + µ

⊤
i

(√

cnbpI+ s0(z)Σ0

)−1

µj
a.s.−−−→ 0,

bp
z̃n

s̄⊤i Hs̄j −
1

ki

[

aps(z)−
√

bp/cns
2(z)

]

I(i = j)
a.s.−−−→ 0.

Step 2. We simplify Ln in Theorem 4.6 to the form shown in the following
lemma.

Lemma 6.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.6, we have

Ln =
√
n

(
L11 L12

L21 L22

)

+ op(1),
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where

L11 =

√
cnbp

z̃ns2(z)

[

M⊤
s̄
(Bn0 − z̃nI)

−1
Ms̄ −

(

1 +
z̃ns0(z)
√

cnbp

)

K−1
n

]

,

L12 = − [s(z)]
−1

M⊤
s̄ (Bn0 − z̃nI)

−1
Mµ, L21 = − [s(z)]

−1
M⊤

µ
(Bn0 − z̃nI)

−1
Ms̄,

L22 =
z̃n

√
cnbp

M⊤
µ
(Bn0 − z̃nI)

−1
Mµ +M⊤

µ

(√

cnbpI+ s0(z)Σ0

)−1

Mµ.

Step 3. Using the Cramér-Wold device, Theorem 4.6 can be derived by
demonstrating the following lemma.

Lemma 6.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.6, for any real number
{aqij : q ∈ [1 : 3], i, j ∈ [1 : τ ]}, we have

√
n
∑

1≤i,j≤τ

[

a1ij

√
cnbp

z̃ns2(z)

{

s̄⊤i (Bn0 − z̃nI)
−1

s̄j −
I(i = j)

kni

(

1 +
z̃ns0(z)
√
cnbp

)}

+a2ij

{

z̃n
√
cnbp

µ
⊤
i (Bn0 − z̃nI)

−1
µj + µ

⊤
i

(√

cnbpI+ s0(z)Σ0

)−1

µj

}

−a3ij [s(z)]
−1s̄⊤i (Bn0 − z̃nI)

−1
µj

]
D−→ N

(
0, σ2

)
,

where

σ2 =
∑

1≤i,j,l,t≤τ

a1ija1ltσ
2
1ij1lt + a2ija2ltσ

2
2ij2lt + a3ija3ltσ

2
3ij3lt + 2a2ija3ltσ

2
2ij3lt ,

with

σ2
1ij1lt =







2 s′(z)−s2(z)
s4(z)

1
k2
i

if i = j = l = t,
s′(z)−s2(z)

s4(z)
1

kikj
if i = l 6= j = t,

0 o.w. ;

σ2
2ij2lt =

s′(z)

s4(z)
(ζjlζti + ζjtζli) +

v4 − 3

s2(z)
gijlt;

σ2
3ij3lt =

ζjt
ki

s′(z)

s4(z)
I(i = l) and σ2

2ij3lt = − v3
s2(z)

fijt.

Lemma 6.7 is proved by using the Martingale CLT (Theorem 35.12 of [8]).
We highlight some key points in the proof, especially for the multi-sample case
in the ultrahigh dimensional context. Detailed proofs are presented in the Sup-
plementary Material.

• Central tasks in the proof involve analyzing martingale differences of the
following quantities:

{

s̄⊤i (Bn0 − z̃nI)
−1

s̄j , s̄⊤i (Bn0 − z̃nI)
−1

µj : i, j ∈ [1 : τ ]
}

.
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Notice that the resolvent matrix (Bn0− z̃nI)
−1 incorporates all the n vec-

tors {sij}, while each of the sample mean vectors {s̄i} only involves a part
of them. This would make the martingale decomposition more complicated
and redundant compared to the single population case. To address this,
we employ a unified form for all s̄i’s. Specifically, write

(s1, . . . , sn) = (s11, . . . , s1n1 , . . . , sτ1, . . . , sτnτ
) .

Then, {s̄i, i = 1, . . . , τ} can be represented as weighted averages of all the
vectors, i.e.,

s̄i =
1

ni

ni∑

j=1

sij =
1

n

n∑

j=1

e⊤j wisj =
1

n

n∑

j=1

wijsj , (26)

where wi = (wij) = (0, . . . , 0, k−1
ni , . . . , k

−1
ni

︸ ︷︷ ︸

ni

, 0, . . . , 0)⊤. This unified form

facilitates the expressions of martingale differences and plays an important
role in calculating the limiting covariance. Similar techniques are also used
in the proof of Theorem 3.2.

• When p/n → ∞, since z̃n = O(cn), we need to split (Bn0 − z̃nI)
−1

as:

(Bn0 − z̃nI)
−1

=
1

z̃n

[

1
√
npbp

Σ
1
2
0 Z (A0 − zI)

−1
Z⊤Σ

1
2
0 − Ip

]

, (27)

where A0 is defined in (21). With the help of this identity, we can ob-
tain some new moments of quadratic forms in the ultrahigh dimensional
context. For instance, in this case, we have

E
∣
∣s̄⊤i s̄i

∣
∣
2
= O(p2/n2), E

∣
∣
∣cns̄

⊤
i (Bn0 − z̃nI)

−1
Σ0 (Bn0 − z̃nI)

−1
s̄i

∣
∣
∣

2

= O(p2/n2),

∣
∣µ

⊤
i µi

∣
∣
2
= O(p/n), E

∣
∣
∣cnµ

⊤
i (Bn0 − z̃nI)

−1
Σ0 (Bn0 − z̃nI)

−1
µi

∣
∣
∣

2

= O(n/p).

These moments also demonstrate different effects of s̄i and µi and we
need to handle them carefully when p/n → ∞. While they are all O(1)

when p/n → c < ∞. Actually, ‖cn (Bn0 − z̃nI)
−1

Σ0 (Bn0 − z̃nI)
−1 ‖ is

bounded. While if we use this result directly, we can just only obtain

E

∣
∣
∣cnµ

⊤
i (Bn0 − z̃nI)

−1
Σ0 (Bn0 − z̃nI)

−1
µi

∣
∣
∣

2

= O(p/n) which is much

larger than O(n/p) obtained by using identity (27).
• The bound for moments of quadratic forms is crucial in our proof. To
address this, a new lemma is derived as follows.

Lemma 6.8. Let Y = (Y1, . . . , Yp)
T
, where Yi’s are i.i.d. real random

variables with mean 0 and variance 1. Let M be a deterministic complex
matrix. Then for any k ≥ 2, we have

E
∣
∣YTMY − trM

∣
∣
k ≤ Mk(E|Y1|k)2 (trMM∗)k/2+Mkv2k

p
∑

h=1

∣
∣e⊤hMeh

∣
∣
k
,
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where M∗ denotes the complex conjugate transpose of M and v2k = E(Y 2k
1 ).

Compared with the conventional Lemma 2.7 in [3], which gives

E
∣
∣YTMY − trM

∣
∣
k ≤ Mk (v4 trMM∗)

k/2
+Mkv2k tr (MM∗)

k/2
,

Lemma 6.8 provides a more refined bound when p/n → ∞. For example,
with the help of Lemma 6.8 and by truncating the underlying random
variables (zijq) at Mǫn(np)

1/4, where {ǫn} is a sequence of positive num-
bers decreasing to zero at a slow rate, we have E|s⊤1 s2s⊤2 s1 − s⊤2 Σ0s2|4 =
O(p4 + ǫ8nn

2p3). However, if we use Lemma 2.7 in [3] directly, the bound
becomes O(ǫ4nnp

5) which is significantly larger when p/n → ∞.

Supplementary Material

Supplementary Material of “On spiked eigenvalues of a renormal-

ized sample covariance matrix from multi-population”

This supplementary document contains the proofs of Lemmas 2.1, 4.1,6.1-6.8
and Theorems 2.4,3.1, 3.2, 4.4.
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