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Abstract. This note considers the spectral estimation problems of sparse spectral mea-
sures under unknown noise levels. The main technical tool is the eigenmatrix method for
solving unstructured sparse recovery problems. When the noise level is determined, the free
deconvolution reduces the problem to an unstructured sparse recovery problem to which the
eigenmatrix method can be applied. To determine the unknown noise level, we propose an
optimization problem based on the singular values of an intermediate matrix of the eigen-
matrix method. Numerical results are provided for both the additive and multiplicative free
deconvolutions.

1. Introduction

This note considers free deconvolution problems of sparse spectral measures under unknown
noise levels. In the additive setting, assume that A is a real N × N symmetric matrix with
an unknown sparse spectral measure µA. Let B be a Wigner matrix with an unknown noise

level σ, i.e., the off-diagonal and diagonal entries are Gaussian with variance σ2

N and 2σ2

N ,
respectively. The spectral measure µB of B follows the semicircle law with parameter σ in
the large N limit. Given the spectral measure µC of C = A+B, the task is to recover σ and
µA.

In the multiplicative setting, assume that A is a real N × N symmetric positive definite
matrix with an unknown sparse spectral measure µA. Let B be a Wishart matrix with an
unknown dimension-to-sample size ratio q, i.e., B is statistically equivalent to 1

T

∑T
t=1XtX

T
t

with q = N/T with Xt ∼ N (0, IN×N ). The spectral measure µB of B follows the Marchenko-
Pastur law with parameter q in the large N limit. Given the spectral measure µC of C =√
AB

√
A, the task is to recover q and µA.

These two problems have many applications in statistics and data science. The first one,
sometimes referred to as the deformed Wigner model, comes up when the data matrix A is
polluted by entrywise independent noise with unknown variance. The second problem appears
in the estimation of the covariance matrix A, where q is not known due to either the lack of
information about T or the dependence between the samples {Xt}.

1.1. Related work. Spectral estimation has been an active field in the past two decades. For
covariance matrix estimation (the multiplicative setting), many methods have been proposed
over the years, including linear shrinkage [7], methods based on optimizing over the Marcenko-
Pastur equation directly [3], the highly successful nonlinear shrinkage methods [6, 8–10], and
the moment-based method [5]. For the deformed Wigner model (the additive setting), there
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has also been a significant body of work, mostly for nonlinear shrinkage methods, including
[2, 4, 11].

There is little work on using the free deconvolution directly. In [1], the subordination
method reduces the task to a classical deconvolution problem, which is then solved via
Tikhonov regularization with carefully chosen regularization parameters.

In most of the work mentioned above, the noise level σ or q is given. The case with unknown
noise level is much less explored.

1.2. Contributions. In this note, we consider the more challenging case where the noise
level σ or q is unknown. Without prior information on the spectral measure µA of A, the
problems are ill-defined. In order to work with a well-defined setting, we assume that µA is
sparsely supported.

The main technical tool is the recently proposed eigenmatrix method [17, 18] for solving
the unstructured sparse recovery problem. The word ”unstructured” refers to the fact that
the sample locations can be arbitrary, as will be the case for the deconvolution problems
considered here.

Assume for a moment that the noise level is already determined. By using the R-transform
and S-transform [15,16] from free probability [12,13], the spectral estimation problem can be
cast into a classical inverse problem of the Cauchy integral with observations at unstructured
locations. Since µA is sparse, this can be solved directly with the eigenmatrix method.

To determine the noise level, we propose a novel optimization problem in which the loss
function is based on the singular value of an intermediate matrix used in the eigenmatrix
method. Optimizing this objective function gives an accurate estimate of the noise level.

The rest of the note is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews the eigenmatrix method.
Section 3 describes the additive case. Section 4 considers the multiplicative case. Section 5
concludes with a discussion for future work.

2. Eigenmatrix

This section provides a short review of the eigenmatrix method for unstructured sparse
recovery problems. Let X be the parameter space. G(z, x) is a kernel function defined for
x ∈ X at sample z, and is assumed to be analytic in x. In this note, X is an interval of R,
z ∈ C, and G(z, x) = 1

z−x . Suppose that

(1) f(x) =

n∑
k=1

wkδ(x− xk)

is an unknown sparse signal, where {xk}1≤k≤n are the spike locations and {wk}1≤k≤n are the
spike weights. The observed quantity is defined via the function

(2) u(z) :=

∫
X
G(z, x)f(x)dx =

n∑
k=1

G(z, xk)wk.

Let {zj}1≤j≤nz be a set of nz unstructured samples. Suppose that we are given the noisy
observations uj ≈ u(zj). The task is to recover the spikes {xk} and weights {wk} from {uj}.

Define for each x the column vector

bx :=
[
G(zj , x)

]
1≤j≤nz

in Cnz . Notice that bx is analytic in terms of x.
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The first step is to construct a matrix M ∈ Cnz×nz such that Mbx ≈ xbx for x ∈ X, i.e.,
M is the matrix with (x,bx) as approximate eigenpairs for x ∈ X. Numerically, it is more

robust to use the normalized vector b̂x = bx/∥bx∥ since the norm of bx can vary significantly
depending on x. The condition then becomes

M b̂x ≈ xb̂x, x ∈ X.

To construct M numerically, we choose a Chebyshev grid {ct}1≤t≤nc of size nc on the interval

X, where nc is sufficiently large yet the vectors {b̂ct} are numerically linearly independent.
We then enforce this condition on this grid, i.e.,

M b̂ct ≈ ctb̂ct .

By defining the nz × nc matrix

B̂ =
[
b̂c1 . . . b̂cnc

]
and the nc × nc diagonal matrix Λ = diag(ct), the previous condition can be written in a
matrix form as

MB̂ ≈ B̂Λ.

Because the columns of B̂ are numerically linearly independent, we set the eigenmatrix as

(3) M := B̂ΛB̂+,

where the pseudoinverse B̂+ is computed by thresholding the singular values of B̂. In practice,
the thresholding value is chosen so that the norm of M is bounded by a small constant.

Once M is ready, the rest follows, for example, the ESPRIT algorithm [14]. Define the
vector

u =
[
uj
]
1≤j≤nz

in Cnz , where uj are the noisy observations. Notice that u ≈
∑

k bxk
wk. Consider the matrix

(4) T ≡
[
u Mu . . . Mnlu

]
with nl > n, obtained from applying M repeatitively to u. Since u ≈

∑
k bxk

wk and Mbx ≈
xbx,

T =
[
u Mu . . . Mnlu

]
≈

[
bx1 . . . bxn

] w1

. . .

wn


1 x1 . . . (x1)

nl

...
...

. . .
...

1 xn . . . (xn)
nl

 .

Let USV ∗ be the rank-n truncated SVD of T . The matrix V ∗ then satisfies

V ∗ ≈ P

1 x1 . . . (x1)
nl

...
...

. . .
...

1 xn . . . (xn)
nl

 ,

where P is an unknown non-degenerate n × n matrix. Let ZL and ZH be the submatrices
obtained by excluding the last column and the first column of V ∗, respectively, i.e.,

ZL ≈ P

1 . . . (x1)
nl−1

...
. . .

...
1 . . . (xn)

nl−1

 , ZH ≈ P

x1 . . . (x1)
nl

...
. . .

...
xn . . . (xn)

nl

 .
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By forming ZH(ZL)
+ and noticing

ZH(ZL)
+ ≈ P

x1 . . .

xn

P−1,

one obtains the estimates for {xk} by computing the eigenvalues of ZH(ZL)
+.

With the estimates for {xk} available, the least square solution of

min
wk

∑
j

∣∣∣∣∣∑
k

G(sj , xk)wk − uj

∣∣∣∣∣
2

gives the estimators for {wk}.

3. Additive deconvolution

To address the additive case, we leverage the R-transform [15]. Given a spectral measure µ,
the Cauchy integral defines a correspondence between z and g =

∫
1

z−xdµ(x). The map from

z to g is the Stieltjes transform, denoted by gµ(z). Its inverse map from g to z is well-defined
for sufficiently small values of g and is denoted by zµ(g). The R-transform is then defined as

rµ(g) = zµ(g)−
1

g
.

Since C = A+B, in the large dimension limit µC = µA ⊞ µB and

rµC (g) = rµA(g) + rµB (g).

3.1. Known σ. Assume for now that σ is determined. Then rµB (g) = σ2g from the semicircle
law. Due to its sparsity, µA =

∑
k δxk

wk. The task is to recover xk and wk.
Given µC , we choose {zj} to be a set of points on an ellipsis around µC and compute

gj =

∫
1

zj − x
dµC(x),

i.e., gµC (zj) = gj and zµC (gj) = zj .
From rµC (g) = rµA(g) + rµB (g) and rµB (g) = σ2g, we have

rµA(gj) = rµC (gj)− σ2gj zµA(gj) = zµC (gj)− σ2gj = zj − σ2gj .

Define z′j = zj − σ2gj . Then z′j = zµA(gj) and gµA(z
′
j) = gj , i.e., (z

′
j , gj) are samples for the

Stieltjes transform of µA:

gj =

∫
1

z′j − x
dµA(x) =

∑
k

1

z′j − xk
wk.

Since the locations {z′j} are not a priori controlled, recovering {xk} and {wk} is a sparse,
unstructured recovery problem.

Next, we apply the eigenmatrix method. More specifically, set X to be the shortest interval

that covers µC . Treat {z′j} as the samples and {gj} as the observed data. Define bx =
[

1
z′j−x

]
j
.

Choose a Chebyshev grid {ct} and construct M such that Mbct ≈ ctbct . Then, define
u =

[
gj
]
j
and form the T matrix (4) to recover {xk} and {wk}.
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3.2. Unknown σ. Let us consider how to determine σ. For a value of σ, since the T matrix
is a function of σ, we denote it by T (σ). The main observation is the following: at the correct
σ value, T (σ) has a numerical rank equal to n, while for other values of σ, the rank is higher.
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Loss landscape

Figure 3.1. Logarithm of singular values of T (σ) as a function of σ. Left:
large N limit. Middle: N = 1024. Right: loss landscape.

Consider an example where σ = 0.75 and µA has n = 3 spikes. Figure 3.1 plots the singular
values of T (σ) in logarithmic scale as a function of σ, i.e., the i-th curve from the top stands
for the i-th singular value. The left plot shows the large N limit. At σ = 0.75, starting from
the 4th curve, the singular value drops numerically to zero. This plot indicates that the right
σ and n can be easily detected in the large N limit.

The middle plot shows the situation at N = 1024. The overall trends remain the same.
However, due to the finiteness of N , it is harder to find an automatic procedure to identify σ
and n together. In what follows, we assume n is given. Here, the (n+1)-th (i.e., 4th) singular
value curve clearly shows a global minimum at the right σ.

To automate this process, we formulate it as a minimization problem

σ̂ = argminσ log(sn+1(T (σ))),

where sn+1(·) refers to the (n+1)-th singular value. The right plot shows that this loss
landscape can be quite non-convex, which can cause local optimization to get stuck. Since
this is a one-dimensional optimization problem, we adopt a two-step procedure. The first step
performs a grid search on a coarse grid and gives a good initial guess σinit. Starting from σinit,
the second step performs a local search to identify the optimal σ̂. Finally, given σ̂, we can
compute the (z′j , gj) pairs of µA as in Section 3.1 to recover {xk} and {wk} via eigenmatrix.

Below, we present a few numerical examples.

Example 3.1. The parameters are

• N = 1024.
• σ = 0.25.
• µA = 1

4δ−1 +
1
2δ0.2 +

1
4δ1.

Figure 3.2 summarizes the results. The first plot gives the histogram of the eigenvalues of
C. The second plot shows the loss landscape as a function of σ, and the global minimum
is around the ground truth σ. The last plot shows the exact (red) and reconstructed (blue)
spectral measure of A.

Example 3.2. The parameters are

• N = 1024.
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Figure 3.2. Left: the histogram of the eigenvalues of C. Middle: the loss
landscape as a function of σ, and the global minimum is around the ground
truth σ. Right: the exact (red) and reconstructed (blue) µA.

• σ = 0.75.
• µA = 1

4δ−1 +
1
2δ0.2 +

1
4δ1.
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Figure 3.3. Left: the histogram of the eigenvalues of C. Middle: the loss
landscape as a function of σ, and the global minimum is around the ground
truth σ. Right: the exact (red) and reconstructed (blue) µA.

Figure 3.3 summarizes the results. The meanings of the plots are the same as in the
previous example.

Example 3.3. The parameters are

• N = 1024.
• σ = 1.25.
• µA = 1

4δ−1 +
1
2δ0.2 +

1
4δ1.

Figure 3.4 summarizes the results. The meanings of the plots are the same as in the
previous example.

4. Multiplicative deconvolution

To address the multiplicative case, we leverage the S-transform [16]. Given a spectral
measure µ, the Cauchy integral establishes a map between z and g =

∫
1

z−xdµ(x). In addition,

introduce the corresponding t = zg − 1 and s = t+1
tz . The map from t to s, well-defined for

sufficiently small values of t, is the S-transform, denoted by sµ(t).
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Figure 3.4. Left: the histogram of the eigenvalues of C. Middle: the loss
landscape as a function of σ, and the global minimum is around the ground
truth σ. Right: the exact (red) and reconstructed (blue) µA.

Since C =
√
AB

√
A, in the large dimension limit µC = µA ⊠ µB and

sµC (t) = sµA(t)sµB (t).

4.1. Known q. Assume for now that q is determined. sµB (t) =
1

1+qt from the Marchenko-

Pastur law. Due to its sparsity, µA =
∑

k δxk
wk. The task is to recover {xk} and {wk}.

Given µC , we choose {zj} to be a set of points on an ellipsis around µC , compute

gj =

∫
1

zj − x
dµC(x)

and further define

tj = zjgj − 1, sj =
tj + 1

tjzj
,

i.e. sµC (tj) = sj .
From sµC (t) = sµA(t)sµB (t) and sµB (t) =

1
1+qt , we have

sA(tj) = sC(tj)/sB(tj) = sC(tj)(1 + qtj) = sj(1 + qtj).

Introduce s′j = sj(1 + qtj). Then (tj , s
′
j) are samples of sµA(t). i.e., sA(tj) = s′j . Now further

define

z′j =
tj + 1

tjs′j
, g′j =

tj + 1

z′j
.

The resulting (z′j , g
′
j) are samples of the Stieltjes transform of µA, i.e.,

g′j =

∫
1

z′j − x
dµA(x) =

∑
k

1

z′j − xk
wk.

Since the locations {z′j} are not a priori controlled, recovering {xk} and {wk} is a sparse,
unstructured recovery problem.

Next, we apply the eigenmatrix method. First, set X to be the shortest interval that
covers the spectrum of C. Treat {z′j} as the samples and {g′j} as the observed data. Define

bx =
[

1
z′j−x

]
j
. Choose a Chebyshev grid {ct} and construct M such that Mbct ≈ ctbct .

Finally, define u =
[
g′j
]
j
and form the T matrix to recover {xk} and {wk}.



8 SPARSE FREE DECONVOLUTION UNDER UNKNOWN NOISE LEVEL VIA EIGENMATRIX

4.2. Unknown q. Let us discuss now how to determine q. For a value of q, the T matrix,
as a function of q, will be denoted by T (q). The main observation is similar to the additive
case: for the correct q value, T (q) has a numerical rank equal to n, while for other values of
q, the rank is higher.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

q

-10

-8

-6

-4

-2

0

2

lo
g

1
0
 o

f 
s
in

g
u

la
r 

v
a

lu
e

s

Large N limit

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

q

-6

-5

-4

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

lo
g

1
0
 o

f 
s
in

g
u

la
r 

v
a

lu
e

s

Finite N

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

q

-5

-4.5

-4

-3.5

-3

-2.5

-2

-1.5

-1

lo
g

1
0
 o

f 
th

e
 (

n
+

1
)-

th
 s

in
g

u
la

r 
v
a

lu
e

s

Loss landscape

Figure 4.1. Logarithm of singular values of T (q) as a function of q. Left:
large N limit. Middle: N = 1024. Right: loss landscape.

Consider an example where µA has n = 3 spikes and q = 0.5. Figure 4.1 plots the singular
values of T (q) in logarithmic scale as a function of q. The left plot shows the large N limit.
At q = 0.5, starting from the 4th curve, the singular value drops numerically to zero. This
plot indicates the right q and n can be easily detected in the large N limit.

The middle plot shows the case N = 1024. The overall trends remain the same. However,
due to the finiteness of N , it is harder to find an automatic procedure to identify q and n at
the same time. In what follows, we assume n is given. In this case, the (n+1)-th (i.e., 4th)
singular value curve clearly has a global minimum at the right q.

To automate this process, we formulate it again as a minimization problem

q̂ = argminq log(sn+1(T (q))),

where sn+1(·) refers to the (n+1)-th singular value. The right plot highlights that this
loss landscape is not convex, so local optimization can get stuck. Since this is still a one-
dimensional optimization problem, we again take a two-step procedure similar to the additive
case. First, we perform a coarse grid search to obtain a good initial guess qinit. Second,
starting from qinit, a local search refines to the optimal q̂. Finally, given q̂, we can compute
the (z′j , g

′
j) pairs of µA as in Section 4.1 to find {xk} and {wk}.

Below, we give a few numerical examples.

Example 4.1. The parameters are

• N = 1024.
• q = 0.25.
• µA = 1

3δ0.2 +
1
3δ0.6 +

1
3δ1.

Figure 4.2 summarizes the results. The first plot gives the histogram of the eigenvalues
of C. The second plot shows the loss landscape as a function of q, and the global minimum
is around the ground truth q. The last plot shows the exact (red) and reconstructed (blue)
spectral measure of A.

Example 4.2. The parameters are

• N = 1024.
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Figure 4.2. Left: the histogram of the eigenvalues of C. Middle: the loss
landscape as a function of q, and the global minimum is around the ground
truth q. Right: the exact (red) and reconstructed (blue) µA.

• q = 0.5.
• µA = 1

3δ0.2 +
1
3δ0.6 +

1
3δ1.
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Figure 4.3. Left: the histogram of the eigenvalues of C. Middle: the loss
landscape as a function of q, and the global minimum is around the ground
truth q. Right: the exact (red) and reconstructed (blue) µA.

Figure 4.3 summarizes the results. The meanings of the plots are the same as in the
previous example.

Example 4.3. The parameters are

• N = 1024.
• q = 0.75.
• µA = 1

3δ0.2 +
1
3δ0.6 +

1
3δ1.

Figure 4.4 summarizes the results. The meanings of the plots are the same as in the
previous example.

5. Discussion

This section discusses several directions for future work. Here, we consider the most com-
mon scenarios for B: the Wigner matrix in the additive and the Wishart matrix multiplicative
settings. If relevant to applications, other parametric families for B can also be considered.

Second, in the numerical examples, we assume the sparsity n is known. As we have seen,
discovering the noise level and n together robustly from the eigenvalue decay of the T matrix
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Figure 4.4. Left: the histogram of the eigenvalues of C. Middle: the loss
landscape as a function of q, and the global minimum is around the ground
truth q. Right: the exact (red) and reconstructed (blue) µA.

is a non-trivial task. This involves a better understanding of the error of the eigenmatrix
method and the finite effect of N .

Third, the current approach leverages the asymptotic relationship of the R-transform and
the S-transform. For finite N , these relationships are approximate for spectral measures.
As a result, the current approach has a systematic bias. An important direction is how to
incorporate the N -dependent corrections for better estimations.

Fourth, the sparsity assumption of the spectral measure of A may not be appropriate for
certain applications. For a specific application, if the spectral measure of A arises from some
other low-complexity models controlled by a small number of parameters, this approach based
on an eigenmatrix might also be useful.

References

[1] Octavio Arizmendi, Pierre Tarrago, and Carlos Vargas, Subordination methods for free deconvolution,
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[6] Olivier Ledoit and Sandrine Péché, Eigenvectors of some large sample covariance matrix ensembles, Prob-

ability Theory and Related Fields 151 (2011), no. 1, 233–264.
[7] Olivier Ledoit and Michael Wolf, A well-conditioned estimator for large-dimensional covariance matrices,

Journal of multivariate analysis 88 (2004), no. 2, 365–411.
[8] , Nonlinear shrinkage estimation of large-dimensional covariance matrices, The Annals of Statistics

40 (2012), no. 2, 1024–1060.
[9] , Spectrum estimation: A unified framework for covariance matrix estimation and pca in large

dimensions, Journal of Multivariate Analysis 139 (2015), 360–384.
[10] , Analytical nonlinear shrinkage of large-dimensional covariance matrices, The Annals of Statistics

48 (2020), no. 5, 3043–3065.
[11] Panagiotis Lolas and Lexing Ying, Shrinkage estimation of functions of large noisy symmetric matrices,

arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.05183 (2021).
[12] James A Mingo and Roland Speicher, Free probability and random matrices, Vol. 35, Springer, 2017.
[13] Marc Potters and Jean-Philippe Bouchaud, A first course in random matrix theory: for physicists, engi-

neers and data scientists, Cambridge University Press, 2020.



SPARSE FREE DECONVOLUTION UNDER UNKNOWN NOISE LEVEL VIA EIGENMATRIX 11

[14] Richard Roy and Thomas Kailath, Esprit-estimation of signal parameters via rotational invariance tech-
niques, IEEE Transactions on acoustics, speech, and signal processing 37 (1989), no. 7, 984–995.

[15] Dan Voiculescu, Addition of certain non-commuting random variables, Journal of functional analysis 66
(1986), no. 3, 323–346.

[16] , Multiplication of certain non-commuting random variables, Journal of Operator Theory (1987),
223–235.

[17] Lexing Ying, Eigenmatrix for unstructured sparse recovery, Applied and Computational Harmonic Anal-
ysis 71 (2024), 101653.

[18] , Multidimensional unstructured sparse recovery via eigenmatrix, Applied and Computational Har-
monic Analysis 74 (2025), 101725.

(Lexing Ying) Department of Mathematics, Stanford University, Stanford, CA 94305
Email address: lexing@stanford.edu


	1. Introduction
	1.1. Related work.
	1.2. Contributions.

	2. Eigenmatrix
	3. Additive deconvolution
	3.1. Known 
	3.2. Unknown 

	4. Multiplicative deconvolution
	4.1. Known q
	4.2. Unknown q

	5. Discussion
	References

