
ar
X

iv
:0

90
6.

06
52

v1
  [

m
at

h.
ST

] 
 3

 J
un

 2
00

9
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ation to the

transdu
tive 
ontext

Pierre Alquier and Mohamed Hebiri

Abstra
t

We 
onsider the linear regression problem, where the number p of 
o-

variates is possibly larger than the number n of observations (xi, yi)i≤i≤n,

under sparsity assumptions. On the one hand, several methods have been

su

essfully proposed to perform this task, for example the LASSO in

[Tib96℄ or the Dantzig Sele
tor in [CT07℄. On the other hand, 
onsider

new values (xi)n+1≤i≤m. If one wants to estimate the 
orresponding yi's,

one should think of a spe
i�
 estimator devoted to this task, referred in

[Vap98℄ as a "transdu
tive" estimator. This estimator may di�er from an

estimator designed to the more general task "estimate on the whole do-

main". In this work, we propose a generalized version both of the LASSO

and the Dantzig Sele
tor, based on the geometri
al remarks about the

LASSO in [Alq08, AH08℄. The "usual" LASSO and Dantzig Sele
tor, as

well as new estimators interpreted as transdu
tive versions of the LASSO,

appear as spe
ial 
ases. These estimators are interesting at least from

a theoreti
al point of view: we 
an give theoreti
al guarantees for these

estimators under hypotheses that are relaxed versions of the hypotheses

required in the papers about the "usual" LASSO. These estimators 
an

also be e�
iently 
omputed, with results 
omparable to the ones of the

LASSO.
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1 Introdu
tion

In many modern appli
ations, a statisti
ian may have to deal with very large

datasets. Regression problems may involve a large number of 
ovariates p, pos-
sibly larger than the sample size n. In this situation, a major issue is dimension

redu
tion, whi
h 
an be performed through the sele
tion of a small amount of

relevant 
ovariates - the 
ase where a small amount of 
ovariates is a
tually

relevant being referred as the "sparse" 
ase. For this purpose, numerous regres-

sion methods have been proposed in the literature, ranging from the 
lassi
al

information 
riteria su
h as AIC [Aka73℄ and BIC [S
h78℄ to the more re
ent

regularization-based te
hniques su
h as the ℓ1 penalized least square estimator,

known as the LASSO [Tib96℄, and the Dantzig Sele
tor [CT07℄. Regularized

regression methods have re
ently witnessed several developments due to the at-

tra
tive feature of 
omputational feasibility, even for high dimensional data (i.e.,

when the number of 
ovariates p is large).

We fo
us on the usual linear regression model:

yi = xiβ
∗ + εi, i = 1, . . . , n, (1)

where the design xi = (xi,1, . . . , xi,p) ∈ Rp
is deterministi
, β∗ = (β∗

1 , . . . , β
∗
p)

′ ∈
Rp

is the unknown parameter ve
tor of interest and ε1, . . . , εn are i.i.d. 
entered

Gaussian random variables with known varian
e σ2
. Let X denote the matrix

with i-th line equal to xi, and let Xj denote its j-th 
olumn, with i ∈ {1, . . . , n}
and j ∈ {1, . . . , p}. So:

X = (x′
1, . . . , x

′
n)

′ = (X1, . . . , Xp).

For the sake of simpli
ity, we will assume that the observations are normalized

in su
h a way that X ′
jXj/n = 1. Let us also put Y = (y1, ..., yn)

′
.

For any d ∈ N, any ve
tor v ∈ R
d
and any α ≥ 1 we will use the usual

notation ‖v‖α = (|v1|α+ ...+ |vd|α)1/α, in parti
ular ‖.‖2 is the eu
lidean norm.

Finally, let us put ‖v‖0 =
∑d

i=1 1(vi 6= 0).

The LASSO [Tib96℄ (say β̂L
), the Dantzig Sele
tor [CT07℄ (say β̂DS

), the

non-negative garrote (in Yuan and Lin [YL07℄, say β̂NNG
) were proposed to deal

with this problem in the 
ase where p is large, even when p > n, with very good
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pra
ti
al results (simulations and tests on real data are provided, for example,

in [Tib96℄). We also refer to [Kol07, Kol09, MVdGB08, vdG08, DT07, CH08℄

for related work with di�erent estimators: non-quadrati
 loss, penalties slightly

di�erent from ℓ1 and/or random design.

From a theoreti
al point of view, Sparsity Inequalities (SI) were proved for

these estimators: bounds on (1/n)‖Xβ̂L −Xβ∗‖22 or on ‖β̂L − β∗‖22 whi
h are

O
(

σ2‖β∗‖0 log(p)/n
)

and then involve the number of non-zero 
oordinates in

β∗
(multiplied by log(p)), instead of p. Su
h bounds are given for example in

[BTW07℄. Some 
onditions to ensure that β̂L
has the same null 
oordinates than

β∗

an be found in [Bun08℄. SI for β̂DS


an be found in [CT07℄, in [BRT07℄.

As these authors give upper bound on ‖Xβ̂L−Xβ∗‖22 and on ‖β̂L− β∗‖22, su
h
results ensure that under some assumption, Xβ̂L

is a good estimator of Xβ∗

and, in some 
ases, that β̂L
is a good estimator of β∗

. Now, let us assume

that we are given additional observations xi ∈ Rp
for n + 1 ≤ i ≤ m (with

m > n), let us introdu
e the matrix Z = (x′
1, . . . , x

′
m)′ and let us assume that

the obje
tive of the statisti
ian is pre
isely to estimate Zβ∗
: namely, we don't

ne
essarily want a pre
ise estimation of β∗
, we just want to predi
t what would

be the labels atta
hed to the additional xi's. It is argued in [Vap98℄ that in su
h

a 
ase, one should think of a spe
i�
 estimator devoted to this task, referred by

Vapnik as a transdu
tive estimator. This estimator may di�er from an estimator

tailored for the estimation of β∗
or Xβ∗

like the LASSO. Indeed one usually

builds an estimator β̂(X,Y ) and then 
omputes Zβ̂(X,Y ) to estimate Zβ∗
.

The approa
h favored here is to 
onsider estimators β̂(X,Y, Z) exploiting the

knowledge of Z, and then to 
ompute Zβ̂(X,Y, Z).
Some methods of supervised 
lassi�
ation or regression were su

essfully

extended to the transdu
tive setting, su
h as the well-known Support Ve
tor

Ma
hines (SVM) in [Vap98℄, the Gibbs estimators in [Cat07℄. It is argued in

the semi-supervised learning literature (see for example [CSZ06℄ for a re
ent

survey) that taking into a

ount the information on the design given by the

new additional xi's have a stabilizing e�e
t on the estimator.

In this paper, we study a family of estimators whi
h generalizes the LASSO

and the Dantzig Sele
tor. The 
onsidered family depends on a q × p matrix

A, with q ∈ N, whose 
hoi
e allows to adapt the estimator to the obje
tive of

the statisti
ian. A suitable 
hoi
e 
an in parti
ular extends the LASSO and the

Dantzig Sele
tor to the transdu
tive setting.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next se
tion, we motivate the use

of the studied family of estimators through geometri
al 
onsiderations stated in

[AH08℄. In the Se
tions 3 and 4, we establish Sparsity Inequalities for these esti-

mators. A dis
ussion on the assumption needed to prove the SI is also detailed.

In parti
ular, it is shown that the estimators devoted to the transdu
tive setting

satisfy these SI with weaker assumption that those needed by the LASSO or the

Dantzig Sele
tor, when m > p > n. That is, when the number of news points

is large enough. The implementation of our estimators and some numeri
al ex-

periments are the purpose of Se
tion 5. The results 
learly show that the use

of a transdu
tive version of the LASSO may improve the performan
e of the
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estimation. All proofs of the theoreti
al results are postponed to Se
tion 7.

2 Preliminary observations

In this se
tion we state geometri
al 
onsiderations (proje
tions on a 
on�den
e

region) for the LASSO and the Dantzig Sele
tor. These motivate the introdu
-

tion of our estimators. Finally we dis
uss the di�erent obje
tives 
onsidered in

this paper.

Let us remind that a de�nition of the LASSO estimate is given by

arg min
β∈Rp

{

‖Y −Xβ‖22 + 2λ‖β‖1
}

(2)

but a dual form (in [OPT00℄) of this program is also of interest:







argminβ∈Rp ‖Xβ‖22

s.t. ‖X ′(Y −Xβ)‖∞ ≤ λ;

(3)

a
tually it is proved in [Alq08℄ that any solution of Program 3 is a solution of

Program 2 and that the set {Xβ} is the same where β is taken among all the

solutions of Program 2 or among all the solutions of 3. So both programs are

equivalent in terms of estimating Xβ∗
.

Now, let us remind the de�nition of the Dantzig Sele
tor:







argminβ∈Rp ‖β‖1

s.t. ‖X ′(Y −Xβ)‖∞ ≤ λ.
(4)

Alquier [Alq08℄ observed that both Programs 3 and 4 
an be seen as a

proje
tion of the null ve
tor 0p onto the region {β : ‖X ′(Y −Xβ)‖∞ ≤ λ} that

an be interpreted as a 
on�den
e region, with 
on�den
e 1 − η, for a given λ
that depends on η (see Lemma 7.1 here for example). The di�eren
e between

the two programs is the distan
e (or semi-distan
e) used for the proje
tion.

Based on these geometri
al 
onsiderations, we proposed in [AH08℄ to study

the following transdu
tive estimator:







argminβ∈Rp ‖Zβ‖22

s.t. ‖X ′(Y −Xβ)‖∞ ≤ λ;
(5)

that is a proje
tion on the same 
on�den
e region, but using a distan
e adapted

to the transdu
tive estimation problem. We proved a sparsity inequality for this

estimator exploiting a novel sparsity measure.

In this paper, we propose a generalized version of the LASSO and of the

Dantzig Sele
tor, based on the same geometri
al remark. More pre
isely for q ∈
N

∗
, let A be a q×p matrix. We propose two general estimators, β̂A,λ (extension
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of the LASSO, based on a generalization of Program 2) and β̃A,λ (transdu
tive

Dantzig Sele
tor, generalization of Program 4). These novel estimators depend

on two tuning parameters: λ > 0 is a regularization parameter, it plays the

same role as the tuning parameter involved in the LASSO, and the matrix A
that will allow to adapt the estimator to the obje
tive of the statisti
ian. More

parti
ularly, depending on the 
hoi
e of the matrix A, this estimator 
an be

adapted to one of the following obje
tives:

• denoising obje
tive: the estimation of Xβ∗
, that is a denoised version

of Y . For this purpose, we 
onsider the estimator β̂A,λ, with A = X . In

this 
ase, the estimator will a
tually be equal to the LASSO β̂L
and β̃A,λ,

with the same 
hoi
e A = X will be equal to the Dantzig Sele
tor;

• transdu
tive obje
tive: the estimation of Zβ∗
, by β̂A,λ or β̃A,λ, with

A =
√

n/mZ. We will refer the 
orresponding estimators as the "Trans-

du
tive LASSO" and "Transdu
tive Dantzig Sele
tor";

• estimation obje
tive: the estimation of β∗
itself, by β̂A,λ, with A =√

nI. In this 
ase, it appears that both estimators are well de�ned only

in the 
ase p < n and are equal to a soft-thresholded version of the usual

least-square estimator.

For both estimators we prove new SI (Sparsity Inequalities), and we show

that these estimators 
an easily be 
omputed.

3 The "easy 
ase": Ker(X) = Ker(Z)

In this se
tion, we deal with the "easy 
ase", where Ker(A) = Ker(X) (think
of A = X , A =

√
nI or A =

√

n/mZ). This setting is natural in the 
ase

p < n where both kernels are equal to {0} in general. We provide SI (Sparsity

Inequality, Theorem 3.3) for the studied estimators, based on the te
hniques

developed in [BTW07℄.

3.1 De�nition of the estimators

De�nition 3.1. For a given parameter λ ≥ 0 and any matrix A su
h that

Ker(A) = Ker(X), we 
onsider the estimator given by

β̂A,λ ∈ arg min
β∈Rp

{

−2Y ′X(X̃ ′X)−1(A′A)β + β′(A′A)β + 2λ‖ΞAβ‖1
}

,

where (X̃ ′X)−1
is exa
tly (X ′X)−1

if (X ′X) is invertible, and any pseudo-

inverse of this matrix otherwise, and where ΞA is a diagonal matrix whose (j, j)-

th 
oe�
ient is ξ
1

2

j (A) where ξj(A) =
1
n [(A

′A)(X̃ ′X)−1(A′A)]j,j .

Remark 3.1. Equivalently we have

β̂A,λ ∈ arg min
β∈Rp

{∥

∥

∥ỸA −Aβ
∥

∥

∥

2

2
+ 2λ‖ΞAβ‖1

}

,

5



where ỸA = A(X̃ ′X)−1X ′Y .

A
tually, we are going to 
onsider three parti
ular 
ases of this estimator in

this work, depending on the obje
tive of the statisti
ian:

• denoising obje
tive: the LASSO, denoted here by β̂X,λ, given by

β̂X,λ ∈ arg min
β∈Rp

{

‖Y −Xβ‖22 + 2λ‖β‖1
}

= arg min
β∈Rp

{−2Y ′Xβ + β′X ′Xβ + 2λ‖β‖1}

(note that in this 
ase, ΞX = I sin
e X is normalized);

• transdu
tive obje
tive: the Transdu
tive LASSO, denoted here by

β̂√
n/mZ,λ

, given by

β̂√ n
m

Z,λ
∈ arg min

β∈Rp

{ n

m

∥

∥

∥ỸZ − Zβ
∥

∥

∥

2

2
+ 2λ‖Ξ n

m
Z′Zβ‖1

}

;

• estimation obje
tive: β̂√
nI,λ, de�ned by

β̂√
nI,λ ∈ arg min

β∈Rp

{

n
∥

∥

∥ỸI − β
∥

∥

∥

2

2
+ 2λ‖Ξ√

nIβ‖1
}

.

Let us give the analogous de�nition for an extension of the Dantzig Sele
tor.

De�nition 3.2. For a given parameter λ > 0 and any matrix A su
h that

Ker(A) = Ker(X), we 
onsider the estimator given by

β̃A,λ =











argminβ∈Rp ‖β‖11

s.t.
∥

∥

∥Ξ−1
A A′A((X̃ ′X)−1X ′Y − β)

∥

∥

∥

∞
≤ λ.

Here again, we are going to 
onsider three 
ases, for A = X , A =
√

n/mZ
and A =

√
nI, and it is easy to 
he
k that for A = X we have exa
tly the usual

de�nition of the Dantzig Sele
tor (Program 4). Moreover, here again, note that

we 
an rewrite this estimator:

β̃A,λ =











argminβ∈Rp ‖β‖11

s.t.
∥

∥

∥Ξ−1
A A′(ỸA −Aβ)

∥

∥

∥

∞
≤ λ.

The following proposition provides an interpretation of our estimators when

A =
√
nI.
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Proposition 3.1. Let us assume that (X ′X) is invertible. Then β̂√
nI,λ =

β̃√
nI,λ and this is a soft-thresholded least-square estimator: let us put β̂LSE =

(X ′X)−1X ′Y then β̂√
nI,λ is the ve
tor obtained by repla
ing the j-th 
oor-

dinate bj =
(

β̂LSE

)

j
of β̂LSE by sgn(bj) (|bj | − λξj(nI)/n)+, where we use

the standard notation sgn(x) = +1 if x ≥ 0, sgn(x) = −1 if x < 0 and

(x)+ = max(x, 0).

Proposition 3.2 deals with a dual de�nition of the estimator β̂A,λ.

Proposition 3.2. When Ker(A) = Ker(X), the solutions β of the following

program:











argminβ∈Rp ‖Aβ‖22

s.t.
∥

∥

∥Ξ−1
A A′((ỸA −Aβ)

∥

∥

∥

∞
≤ λ

all satisfy Xβ = Xβ̂A,λ and Aβ = Aβ̂A,λ.

Proofs 
an be found in Se
tion 7, page 17.

3.2 Theoreti
al results

Let us �rst introdu
e our main assumption. This assumption is stated with a

given p× p matrix M and a given real number x > 0.

Assumption H(M,x): there is a 
onstant c(M) > 0 su
h that, for any α ∈ R
p

su
h that

∑

j:β∗

j
=0 ξj(M) |αj | ≤ x

∑

j:β∗

j
6=0 ξj(M) |αj | we have

α′Mα ≥ c(M)n
∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

α2
j . (6)

First, let us explain brie�y the meaning of this hypothesis. In the 
ase,

where M is invertible, the 
ondition

α′Mα ≥ c(M)n
∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

α2
j

is always satis�ed for any α ∈ R
p
with c(M) larger than the smallest eigenvalue

of M/n. However, for the LASSO, we have M = (X ′X) and M 
annot be

invertible if p > n. Even in this 
ase, Assumption H(M,x) may still be satis-

�ed. Indeed, the assumption requires that Inequality 6 holds only for a small

for a small subset of R
p
determined by the 
ondition

∑

j:β∗

j
=0 ξj(M) |αj | ≤

x
∑

j:β∗

j
6=0 ξj(M) |αj | .

ForM = (X ′X), this assumption be
omes exa
tly the one taken in [BTW07℄.

In that paper, the ne
essity of su
h an hypothesis is also dis
ussed.
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Theorem 3.3. Let us assume that Assumption H(A′A, 3) is satis�ed. Let

us assume that Ker(A) = Ker(X). Let us 
hoose 0 < η < 1 and λ =

2σ

√

2n log
(

p
η

)

. With probability at least 1 − η on the draw of Y , we have

simultaneously

∥

∥

∥A
(

β̂A,λ − β∗
)∥

∥

∥

2

2
≤ 128σ2

c(A′A)
log

(

p

η

)

∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

ξj(A)

and

∥

∥

∥ΞA

(

β̂A,λ − β∗
)∥

∥

∥

1
≤ 64σ

c(A′A)





log
(

p
η

)

2n





1

2

∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

ξj(A).

In parti
ular, the �rst inequality gives

• if assumption H(X ′X, 3) is satis�ed, with probability at least 1− η,

1

n

∥

∥

∥X
(

β̂X,λ − β∗
)∥

∥

∥

2

2
≤ 128σ2

nc(X ′X)
‖β∗‖0 log

(

p

η

)

;

• if assumption H( n
mZ ′Z, 3) is satis�ed, and if Ker(Z) = Ker(X), with

probability at least 1− η,

1

m

∥

∥

∥Z
(

β̂Z,λ − β∗
)∥

∥

∥

2

2
≤ 128σ2

nc( n
mZ ′Z)

∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

ξj

(

√

n/mZ
)

log

(

p

η

)

;

• and if (X ′X) is invertible, with probability at least 1− η,

∥

∥

∥β̂√
nI,λ − β∗

∥

∥

∥

2

2
≤ 128σ2

nc(nI)

∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

ξj(nI) log

(

p

η

)

.

This result shows that ea
h of these three estimators satisfy at least a SI for

the task it is designed for. For example, the LASSO is proved to have "good"

performan
e for the estimation of Xβ∗
and the Transdu
tive LASSO is proved

to have good performan
e for the estimation of Zβ∗
, but note that we 
an not

be sure that, for example, the LASSO performs better than the Transdu
tive

LASSO for the estimation of Zβ∗
.

Remark 3.2. For A = X, the parti
ular 
ase of our result applied to the LASSO

is quite similar to the result given in [BTW07℄ on the LASSO. A
tually, Theorem

3.3 
an be seen as a generalization of the result in [BTW07℄ and it should be

noted that the proof used to prove Theorem 3.3 uses arguments introdu
ed in

[BTW07℄.
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Remark 3.3. As soon as A is better determined than X ′X, Hypothesis H(A, x)
is less restri
tive than H(X ′X, x). In parti
ular, in the 
ase where m > n,
Hypothesis H((n/m)Z ′Z, x) is expe
ted to be less restri
tive than Hypothesis

H(X ′X, x).

Now we give the analogous result for the estimator β̃A,λ.

Theorem 3.4. Let us assume that Assumption H(A′A, 1) is satis�ed. Let

us assume that Ker(A) = Ker(X). Let us 
hoose 0 < η < 1 and λ =

2σ

√

2n log
(

p
η

)

. With probability at least 1 − η on the draw of Y , we have

simultaneously

∥

∥

∥
A
(

β̃A,λ − β∗
)∥

∥

∥

2

2
≤ 72σ2

c(A′A)
log

(

p

η

)

∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

ξj(A)

and

∥

∥

∥ΞA

(

β̃A,λ − β∗
)∥

∥

∥

1
≤ 4

√
3σ

c(A′A)





log
(

p
η

)

n





1

2

∑

j:β∗

j 6=0

ξj(A).

4 An extension to the general 
ase

In this se
tion, we only deal with the transdu
tive setting, A =
√

n/mZ. Let

us remind that we observe X that 
ontains some observations xi asso
iated

with labels Yi in Y , for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and that moreover we have additional

observations xi for i ∈ {n + 1, . . . ,m} with m > n, and we put all the xi for

i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} in a matrix Z, and we want to estimate the 
orresponding labels

Yi (but note that for the moment, we did not pre
ise what is Yi for i > n), let
us put Ỹ = (Y1, . . . , Ym)′.

4.1 General remarks

Let us, for example, look at the de�nition of β̂√
n/mZ,λ

, for example as given in

Remark 3.1:

β̂√ n
m

Z,λ
∈ arg min

β∈Rp

{ n

m

∥

∥

∥ỸZ − Zβ
∥

∥

∥

2

2
+ 2λ‖Ξ n

m
Z′Zβ‖1

}

where a
tually ỸZ = Z
(

X̃ ′X
)−1

XY 
an be interpreted as a preliminary esti-

mator of Ỹ . Hen
e, in any 
ase, we propose the following pro
edure.

Let us assume that, depending on the 
ontext, the user has a natural (and not

ne
essary e�
ient) estimator of Ỹ = (Yn+1, . . . , Yn+m)′. Note this estimator Y̌ .

De�nition 4.1. The Transdu
tive LASSO is given by:

β̂
Y̌ ,
√

n
m

Z,λ
∈ arg min

β∈Rp

{ n

m

∥

∥Y̌ − Zβ
∥

∥

2

2
+ 2λ‖Ξ n

m
Z′Zβ‖1

}

,

9



and the Transdu
tive Dantzig Sele
tor is de�ned as:

β̃
Y̌ ,
√

n
m

Z,λ =















argminβ∈Rp ‖β‖1

s.t.

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
mΞ−1√

n/mZ
Z ′(Y̌ − Zβ)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
≤ λ.

In the next subse
tion, we propose a 
ontext where we have a natural esti-

mator Y̌ and give a SI on this estimator.

4.2 An example: small labeled dataset, large unlabeled

dataset

The idea of this example is to 
onsider the 
ase where the examples xi for

1 ≤ i ≤ n are "representative" of the large populations xi for 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Consider, Z = (x′
1, . . . , x

′
m)′ where the x′

is are the points of interest: we

want to estimate Ỹ = Zβ∗
. However, we just have a very expensive and noisy

pro
edure, that, given a point xi, returns Yi = xiβ
∗ + εi, where the εi's are

N (0, σ2) and independent. In su
h a 
ase, the pro
edure 
annot be applied

for the whole dataset Z = (x′
1, . . . , x

′
m)′. We 
an only make a deal with a

"representative" sample of size n. A typi
al 
ase 
ould be n < p < m.

First, let us introdu
e a slight modi�
ation of our main hypothesis. It is also

stated with a given p× p matrix M and a given real number x > 0.

Assumption H ′(M,x): there is a c(M) > 0 su
h that, for any α ∈ R
p
su
h

that

∑

j:β∗

j
=0 |αj | ≤ x

∑

j:β∗

j
6=0 |αj | we have

α′Mα ≥ c(M)n
∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

α2
j .

We 
an now state our main result.

Theorem 4.1. Let us assume that Assumption H ′((n/m)Z ′Z, 1) is satis�ed.

Let us 
hoose 0 < η < 1 and λ1 = λ2 = 2σ

√

2n log
(

p
η

)

. Moreover, let us

assume that

∀u ∈ R
p
with ‖u‖1 ≤ ‖β∗‖1,

∥

∥

∥

(

(X ′X)− n

m
(Z ′Z)

)

u
∥

∥

∥

∞
< σ

√

2n log

(

p

η

)

.

(7)

Let Y̌λ1
= Zβ̃X,λ1/2 be a preliminary estimator of Ỹ and then de�ne the Trans-

du
tive LASSO by

β̂∗
n
m

Z,λ2
=







argminβ∈Rp
n
m ‖Zβ‖22

s.t.
∥

∥

n
mZ ′(Y̌λ1

− Zβ)
∥

∥

∞ ≤ 4λ2,

10



and the Transdu
tive Dantzig Sele
tor

β̃∗
n
m

Z,λ2
=







argminβ∈Rp ‖β‖11

s.t.
∥

∥

n
mZ ′(Y̌λ1

− Zβ)
∥

∥

∞ ≤ λ2

2 .

With probability at least 1− η on the draw of Y , we have simultaneously

1

m

∥

∥

∥Z(β̃∗
n
m

Z,λ2
− β∗)

∥

∥

∥

2

2
≤ 200σ2

nc((n/m)Z ′Z)
log

(

p

η

)

‖β∗‖0,

∥

∥

∥β̃∗
n
m

Z,λ2
− β∗

∥

∥

∥

1
≤ 100

√
2σ

c((n/m)Z ′Z)





log
(

p
η

)

n





1

2

‖β∗‖0,

and moreover, if H ′((n/m)Z ′Z, 3) is also satis�ed,

1

m

∥

∥

∥Z(β̂∗
n
m

Z,λ2
− β∗)

∥

∥

∥

2

2
≤ 256σ2

nc((n/m)Z ′Z)
log

(

p

η

)

‖β∗‖0,

∥

∥

∥β̂∗
n
m

Z,λ2
− β∗

∥

∥

∥

1
≤ 128σ

c((n/m)Z ′Z)





log
(

p
η

)

n





1

2

‖β∗‖0.

First, let us remark that the preliminary estimator Y̌λ1
is de�ned using the

Dantzig Sele
tor β̃X,λ1/2. We 
ould give exa
tly the same kind of results using

a the LASSO β̂X,λ1/2 as a preliminary estimator.

Now, let us give a look at the new hypothesis, Inequality (7). We 
an

interpret this 
ondition as the fa
t that the xi's for 1 ≤ i ≤ n are e�e
tively

representative of the wide population: so X ′X/n is "not too far" from Z ′Z/m.

We will end this se
tion by a result that proves that this is e�e
tively the 
ase

in a typi
al situation.

Proposition 4.2. Assume that m = kn for an integer value k ∈ N\{0, 1}. Let
us assume that X and Z are build in the following way: we have a population

χ1 = (χ1,1, . . . , χ1,p) ∈ R
p
,. . . , χm ∈ R

p
(the points of interest). Then, we draw

uniformly without repla
ement, n of the χi's to be put in X: more formally, but

equivalently, we draw uniformly a permutation σ of {1, . . . ,m} and we put X =
(x′

1, . . . , x
′
n)

′ = (χ′
σ(1), . . . , χ

′
σ(n))

′
and Z = (x′

1, . . . , x
′
m)′ = (χ′

σ(1), . . . , χ
′
σ(m))

′
.

Let us assume that for any (i, j) ∈ {1, . . . , n} × {1, . . . , p}, χ2
i,j < κ for some

κ > 0, and that p ≥ 2. Then, with probability at least 1− η, for any u ∈ R
p
,

∥

∥

∥

(

X ′X − n

m
Z ′Z

)

u
∥

∥

∥

∞
≤ ‖u‖1

2κk

k − 1

√

2 log
p

η
.

In parti
ular, if we have

‖u‖1 ≤ ‖β∗‖1 and κ ≤ k − 1

k

σ

‖β∗‖1

11



then we have

∥

∥

∥

(

X ′X − n

m
Z ′Z

)

u
∥

∥

∥

∞
≤ σ

√

2n log

(

p

η

)

.

Let us just mention that the assumption m = kn is not restri
tive. It has

been introdu
ed for the sake of simpli
ity.

5 Experimental results

Sin
e the paper of Tibshirani [Tib96℄, several e�e
tive algorithms to 
ompute the

LASSO have been proposed and studied (for instan
e Interior Points methods

[KKL

+
07℄, LARS [EHJT04℄, Pathwise Coordinate Optimization [FHHT07℄, Re-

laxed Greedy Algorithms [HCB08℄). For the Dantzig Sele
tor, a linear method

was proposed in the �rst paper [CT07℄, also note that the LARS method was

su

essfully extended in [JRL09℄ to 
ompute the Dantzig Sele
tor.

Then there are many algorithms to 
ompute β̂A,λ and β̃A,λ, when A = X .

Thanks to Proposition 3.1, it is also 
lear that we 
an easily �nd an e�
ient

algorithm for the 
ase A =
√
nI.

The general form of the estimators β̂A,λ and β̃A,λ given by De�nitions 3.1 and3.2,

allows to use one of the algorithms mentioned previously to 
ompute our esti-

mator in two 
ases.

For example, from Remark 3.1, we have:

β̂A,λ ∈ arg min
β∈Rp

{∥

∥

∥
ỸA −Aβ

∥

∥

∥

2

2
+ 2λ‖ΞAβ‖1

}

,

then we just have to 
ompute ỸA, to put B = AΞ−1
A , to use any program that


omputes the LASSO to determine

γ̂ ∈ arg min
γ∈Rp

{∥

∥

∥
ỸA −Bγ

∥

∥

∥

2

2
+ 2λ‖γ‖1

}

and then to put β̂A,λ = Ξ−1
A γ.

In the rest of this se
tion, we 
ompare the LASSO and the transdu
tive

LASSO on the 
lassi
al toy example introdu
ed by Tibshirani [Tib96℄ and used

as a ben
hmark.

Data des
ription. In the model proposed by Tibshirani, we have

Yi = xiβ
∗ + εi

for i ∈ {1, ..., n}, β∗ ∈ R
p
and the εi are i.i.d. N (0, σ2). Finally, the (xi)i∈{1,...,m}

are generated from a probability distribution: they are independent and identi-
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ally distributed

xi ∼ N





















0
.

.

.

0






,















1 ρ . . . . . . ρp−1

ρ 1 ρ . . . ρp−2

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

ρp−2 . . . ρ 1 ρ
ρp−1 . . . . . . ρ 1





























for a given ρ ∈]− 1, 1[.
As in [Tib96℄, we p = 8. In a �rst experiment, we take (n,m) = (7, 10),

ρ = 0.5, σ = 1 and β∗ = (3, 1.5, 0, 0, 2, 0, 0, 0) ("sparse").
Then, in order to 
he
k the robustness of the results, we 
onsider su

essively

ρ = 0.5 by ρ = 0.9 (
orrelated variables), σ = 1 by σ = 3 (noisy 
ase), β∗ =
(3, 1.5, 0, 0, 2, 0, 0, 0) by β∗ = (5, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0) ("very sparse" 
ase), (n,m) =
(7, 10) by (n,m) = (7, 20) (larger unlabeled set), (n,m) = (20, 30) (p < n, note
that this is an easier 
ase and that in [Tib96℄ we always have n = 20) and �nally
(n,m) = (20, 120).

We use the version of the transdu
tive LASSO proposed in Se
tion 4: �rst

we 
ompute a LASSO estimator β̂X,λ1
for a given λ1 and then the Transdu
tive

LASSO given by

βTL(λ1, λ2) =











argminβ∈Rp
n
m ‖Zβ‖22

s.t.
∥

∥

∥

n
mZ ′(Zβ̂X,λ1

− Zβ)
∥

∥

∥

∞
≤ λ2

for a given λ2. We want to 
ompare this two step pro
edure with the pro-


edure obtained using the usual LASSO only: βL(λ) = β̂X,λ for a λ that

may di�er from λ1. In both 
ases, the solutions are 
omputed using PCO

algorithm. We 
ompute βL(λ) and βTL(λ1, λ2) for (λ, λ1, λ2) ∈ Λ3
where

Λ3 = {1.2k, k = −50,−49, ..., 30} and in the next subse
tion, we examine the

performan
e of ea
h estimator a

ording to the value of the regularization pa-

rameters.

Results. We illustrate here some of the results obtained in the 
onsidered 
ases.

Case (n,m) = (7, 10), ρ = 0.5, σ = 1 and β∗
"sparse"

We simulated 100 experiments and studied the distribution of

PERF (X) =
min(λ1,λ2)∈Λ2 ‖X(βTL(λ1, λ2)− β∗)‖22

minλ∈Λ ‖X(βL(λ)− β∗)‖22
,

PERF (Z) =
min(λ1,λ2)∈Λ2 ‖Z(βTL(λ1, λ2)− β∗)‖22

minλ∈Λ ‖Z(βL(λ)− β∗)‖22
and

PERF (I) =
min(λ1,λ2)∈Λ2 ‖βTL(λ1, λ2)− β∗‖22

minλ∈Λ ‖βL(λ) − β∗‖22

13



over all the experiments.

For example, we plot (Figure 1) the histogram of PERF (X) (a
tually, the
three distributions where quite similar).

Figure 1: Histogram of PERF (X) with (n,m) = (7, 10), ρ = 0.5, σ = 1 and

β∗ = (3, 1.5, 0, 0, 2, 0, 0, 0).

We observe that in 50% of the simulations, min(λ1,λ2)∈Λ2 ‖X(βTL(λ1, λ2)−
β∗)‖22 = min(λ1,0)∈Λ2 ‖X(βTL(λ1, 0) − β∗)‖22 = minλ∈Λ ‖X(βL(λ) − β∗)‖22. In

these 
ases, the Transdu
tive LASSO does not improve at all the LASSO. But

in the others 50%, the Transdu
tive LASSO 
an a
tually improve the LASSO,

and the improvement 
an be really important. We give an overview of the re-

sults in Table 1.

The other 
ases

The following 
on
lusions emerge of the experiments: �rst, β∗ = (5, 0, . . . , 0)
leads to a more signi�
ative improvement of the Transdu
tive LASSO 
ompared

to the LASSO (Table 1). On the 
ontrary, (n,m) = (7, 10) and (n,m) = (7, 20)
seems to give similar result, while in the 
ase n > p, i.e., (n,m) = (20, 30) and
(n,m) = (20, 120), the improvement of the Transdu
tive LASSO with respe
t

to the LASSO be
omes less signi�
ative (Table 1).

Finally, ρ and σ have of 
ourse a signi�
ant in�uen
e on the performan
e of

the LASSO, but these parameters does not seem to have any in�uen
e on the

relative performan
e of the Transdu
tive LASSO with respe
t to the LASSO

(see for instant the three last rows in Table 1, where we kept (n,m) = (20, 30)).
Quite surprisingly, the relative performan
e of both estimators does not strongly

depend on the estimation obje
tive β∗
, Xβ∗

or Zβ∗
, but of the parti
ular ex-

14



Table 1: Evaluation of the mean ME and the quantile Q3 of order 0.3 of

PERF (I), PERF (X) and PERF (Z). In these experiments, σ always equals

1. The 
ase sparse 
orresponds to β∗ = (3, 1.5, 0, 0, 2, 0, 0, 0) while the 
ase very
sparse 
orresponds to β∗ = (5, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0).

PERF (I) PERF (X) PERF (Z)
β∗ (n,m) ρ σ ME Q3 ME Q3 ME Q3

very sparse (7, 10) 0.5 1 0.74 0.71 0.76 0.71 0.75 0.70
sparse (7, 10) 0.5 1 0.83 0.76 0.86 0.80 0.88 0.88
sparse (7, 20) 0.5 1 0.84 0.79 0.84 0.81 0.88 0.89
sparse (20, 30) 0.5 1 0.91 0.90 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.95
sparse (20, 30) 0.9 1 0.91 0.93 0.94 0.95 0.93 0.96
sparse (20, 30) 0.5 3 0.90 0.89 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.93

periment we deal with. In some 
ases (about 50%), λ1 = 0 is optimal for all the

obje
tives (so the LASSO and the Transdu
tive LASSO are equivalent), in the

other 
ases the Transdu
tive LASSO performs better.

Another surprising fa
t that is re
urrent on the experiments is that when

min
(λ1,λ2)∈Λ2

‖X(βTL(λ1, λ2)− β∗)‖22 < min
(λ1,0)∈Λ2

‖X(βTL(λ1, 0)− β∗)‖22,

this minimum does not signi�
antly depend on λ1 for a very large range of values

λ1. This is quite interesting for a pra
titioner as it means that when we use the

transdu
tive LASSO, there is only one unknown parameter to be 
hosen by the

statisti
ian (λ2) and not two.

Dis
ussion on the regularization parameter. Finally, we would like to

point out the importan
e of the parameter λ. Let us plot a graph of a typi
al

experiment (Figure 2). There are two 
urves on this graph, that represent

(1/n)‖X(βL(λ) − β∗)‖22 and (1/m)‖Z(βL(λ) − β∗)‖22 vs. λ. We observe that

both fun
tions do not rea
h their minimum value for the same value of λ (the

minimum is highlighted on the graph), but their minimum is quite 
lose.

Sin
e we 
onsider variable sele
tion methods, the identi�
ation of the true

support {j : β∗
j 6= 0} of the ve
tor β∗

is in 
on
ern. One expe
ts that the

estimator β̂ and the true ve
tor β∗
share the same support at least when n

grows to in�nity. This is known as the variable sele
tion 
onsisten
y prob-

lem and it has been 
onsidered for the LASSO estimator in several works (see

[Bun08, MB06, MY09, Wai06, ZY06℄). Re
ently, [Lou08℄ provided the variable

sele
tion 
onsisten
y of the Dantzig Sele
tor. Other popular sele
tion pro
e-

dures, based on the LASSO estimator, su
h as the Adaptive LASSO [Zou06℄,

the SCAD [FL01℄, the S-LASSO [Heb08℄ and the Group-LASSO [Ba
08℄, have

also been studied under this angle. Following our previous work [AH08℄, it is

possible to provide su
h results for the Transdu
tive LASSO.
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Figure 2: Performan
e vs. λ.

However, we reported another point on this graph: the minimal value of λ for

whi
h the LASSO estimator identi�es 
orre
tly the non zero 
omponents of β∗
.

This value of λ is quite di�erent from the values that minimizes the predi
tion

losses. This fa
t is re
urrent in almost all the experiments: the estimation Xβ∗
,

Zβ∗
and the support of β∗

are three di�erent obje
tives and have to be treated

separately. We 
annot expe
t in general to �nd a 
hoi
e for λ whi
h makes the

LASSO, for instan
e, have good performan
e for all the mentioned obje
tive

simultaneously. A more a

urate study of the dependen
e of (a pra
ti
al 
hoi
e

for) λ to the estimation obje
tive would be needed and will be the topi
 of a

future work.

6 Con
lusion

In this paper, we propose variants of the LASSO and the Dantzig Sele
tor, for

whi
h we provide theoreti
al results with less restri
tive hypothesis than in pre-

vious works. These estimates have a ni
e interpretation in terms of transdu
tive

estimation.

However, the pra
ti
al pertinen
e of these estimators is subje
t to a more

a

urate investigation of the way to use the additional information given by the

new observations. This will be the obje
t of a future work.
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7 Proofs

7.1 Proof of Propositions 3.1 and 3.2

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let us assume that (X ′X) is invertible. Then just

remark that the 
riterion minimized by β̂√
nI,λ is just

n
∥

∥

∥β̂LSE − β
∥

∥

∥

2

2
+ 2λ‖ΞnIβ‖1 =

p
∑

j=1

{

[

(

β̂LSE

)

j
− βj

]2

+
2λξj(

√
nI)

n
|βj |
}

.

So we 
an optimize with respe
t to ea
h 
oordinate βj individually. It is quite

easy to 
he
k that the solution is, for βj ,

sgn

(

(

β̂LSE

)

j

)(∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂LSE

)

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

− λξj(
√
nI)

n

)

+

.

The proof for β̂√
nI,λ is also easy as it solves











argminβ∈Rp ‖β‖11

s.t.
∥

∥

∥nΞ−1
nI (β̂LSE − β)

∥

∥

∥

∞
≤ λ.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Let us write the Lagrangian of the program











argminβ∈Rp ‖Aβ‖22

s.t.
∥

∥

∥Ξ−1
A (A′A)((X̃ ′X)−1X ′Y − β)

∥

∥

∥

∞
≤ λ,

L(β, γ, µ) = β(Z ′Z)β + γ′
[

Ξ−1
A (A′A)((X̃ ′X)−1X ′Y − β)− λE

]

+ µ′
[

Ξ−1
A (A′A)(β − (X̃ ′X)−1X ′Y )− λE

]

with E = (1, ..., 1)′, and for any j, γj ≥ 0, µj ≥ 0 and γjµj = 0. Any solution

β = β(γ, µ) must satisfy

0 =
∂L
∂β

(β, λ, µ) = 2β(A′A) + (γ − µ)Ξ−1
A (A′A)

so

(A′A)β = (A′A)Ξ−1
A

µ− γ

2
.

Note that the 
onditions γj ≥ 0, µj ≥ 0 and γjµj = 0 means that there is

a ζj ∈ R su
h that ζj = ξ
1

2

j (A)(µj − γj)/2, |ζj | = ξ
1

2

j (A)(γj + µj)/2, and
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so γj = 2(ζj/ξ
1

2

j (A))− and µj = 2(ζj/ξ
1

2

j (A))+, where (a)+ = max(a; 0) and
(a)− = max(−a; 0). Let also ζ denote the ve
tor whi
h j-th 
omponent is

exa
tly ζj , we obtain
(A′A)β = (A′A)ζ,

or, using the 
ondition Ker(A) = Ker(X), Xβ = Xζ and Aβ = Aζ. This leads
to

L(β, γ, µ) = −2Y ′X(X̃ ′X)−1(A′A)ζ + ζ′(A′A)ζ + 2λ‖ΞAζ‖1,
and note that the �rst order 
ondition also implies that γ and µ (and so ζ)
maximize L. This ends the proof.

7.2 A useful Lemma

The following lemma will be used in the proofs of Theorems 3.3 and 3.4.

Lemma 7.1. Let us put ε = (ε1, ..., εn)
′
. Under the assumption that Ker(A) =

Ker(X) we have, with probability at least 1− η,

∀j ∈ {1, ..., p},
∣

∣

∣

∣

[

A′A(X̃ ′X)−1X ′ε
]

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ξj(A)σ

√

2n log
p

η
,

or, in other words,

‖Ξ−1
A (A′A)((X̃ ′X)−1X ′Y − β∗)‖∞ ≤ σ

√

2n log
p

η
.

Proof of the lemma. By de�nition, ε ∼ N (0, σ2I) and so

(A′A)(X̃ ′X)−1X ′ε ∼ N (0, σ2(A′A)(X̃ ′X)−1(A′A)).

So, for all j, [(A′A)(X̃ ′X)−1X ′ε]j 
omes from a N (0, σ2ξ2j (A)) distribution.

This implies the �rst point, the se
ond one is trivial using Y = Xβ∗ + ε.

7.3 Proof of Theorems 3.3 and 3.4

Proof of Theorem 3.3. By de�nition of β̂A,λ we have

− 2Y ′X(X̃ ′X)−1(A′A)β̂A,λ +
(

β̂A,λ

)′
(A′A)β̂A,λ + 2λ‖ΞA′Aβ̂A,λ‖1

≤ 2Y ′X(X̃ ′X)−1(A′A)β∗ + (β∗)′(A′A)β∗ + 2λ‖ΞAβ
∗‖1.

Sin
e Y = Xβ∗ + ε, we obtain

2(β∗)′X ′X(X̃ ′X)−1(A′A)
(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)

+
(

β̂A,λ

)′
(A′A)β̂A,λ − (β∗)′(A′A)β∗

+ 2ε′X(X̃ ′X)−1(A′A)
(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)

≤ 2λ‖ΞAβ
∗‖1 − 2λ‖ΞAβ̂A,λ‖1.
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Now, if Ker(X) = Ker(A) then we have X ′X(X̃ ′X)−1(A′A) = (A′A) and then

the previous inequality leads to

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)′
(A′A)

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)

≤ 2ε′X(X̃ ′X)−1(A′A)
(

β̂A,λ − β∗
)

+ 2λ‖ΞAβ
∗‖1 − 2λ‖ΞAβ̂A,λ‖1. (8)

Now we have to work on the term 2ε′X(X̃ ′X)−1(A′A)
(

β̂A,λ − β∗
)

. Note that

2ε′X(X̃ ′X)−1(A′A)
(

β̂A,λ − β∗
)

= 2

p
∑

j=1

(

β̂A,λ − β∗
)

j

[

(A′A)(X̃ ′X)−1X ′ε
]

j

≤ 2

p
∑

j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂A,λ − β∗
)

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

(A′A)(X̃ ′X)−1X ′ε
]

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2σ

√

2n log

(

p

η

) p
∑

j=1

ξ
1

2

j (A)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂A,λ

)

j
− β∗

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

with probability at least 1− η, by Lemma 7.1. We plug this result into Inequal-

ity (8) (and repla
e λ by its value 2σ
√

2n log(p/η)) to obtain

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)′
(A′A)

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)

≤ 2σ

√

2n log

(

p

η

) p
∑

j=1

ξ
1

2

j (A)

{

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂A,λ

)

j
− β∗

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2

(

∣

∣β∗
j

∣

∣−
∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂A,λ

)

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

}

and then

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)′
(A′A)

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)

+2σ

√

2n log

(

p

η

) p
∑

j=1

ξ
1

2

j (A)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂A,λ

)

j
− β∗

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 4σ

√

2n log

(

p

η

) p
∑

j=1

ξ
1

2

j (A)

{

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂A,λ

)

j
− β∗

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
∣

∣β∗
j

∣

∣−
∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂A,λ

)

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

}

= 4σ

√

2n log

(

p

η

)

∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

ξ
1

2

j (A)

{

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂A,λ

)

j
− β∗

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
∣

∣β∗
j

∣

∣−
∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂A,λ

)

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

}

≤ 8σ

√

2n log

(

p

η

)

∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

ξ
1

2

j (A)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂A,λ

)

j
− β∗

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (9)
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This implies, in parti
ular, that β∗ − β̂A,λ is an admissible ve
tor α in Assump-

tion H(A′A, 3) be
ause

p
∑

j=1

ξ
1

2

j (A)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂A,λ

)

j
− β∗

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 4
∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

ξ
1

2

j (A)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂A,λ

)

j
− β∗

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

So, Inequality (9) be
omes

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)′
(A′A)

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)

+ 2σ

√

2n log

(

p

η

)

∥

∥

∥ΞA

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)∥

∥

∥

1

≤ 8σ

√

2n log

(

p

η

)

∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

ξ
1

2

j (A)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

β̂A,λ

)

j
− β∗

j

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 8σ

√

√

√

√2n
∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

[

(

β̂A,λ

)

j
− β∗

j

]2
∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

ξj(A) log

(

p

η

)

≤ 8σ

√

√

√

√

2

c(A)

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)′
(A′A)

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)

∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

ξj(M) log

(

p

η

)

,

by Assumption H(A′A, 3) and then

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)′
(A′A)

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)

≤ 128
σ2

c(A′A)
log

(

p

η

)

∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

ξj(A),

and

∥

∥

∥ΞA

(

β∗ − β̂A,λ

)∥

∥

∥

1
≤ 64

σ

c(A′A)

√

√

√

√

log
(

p
η

)

2n

∑

j:β∗

j
6=0

ξj(A).

Proof of Theorem 3.4. We have

(β̃A,λ − β∗)′(A′A)(β̃A,λ − β∗) = [ΞA(β̃A,λ − β∗)]′Ξ−1
A (A′A)(β̃A,λ − β∗)

≤ ‖ΞA(β̃A,λ − β∗)‖1‖Ξ−1
A (A′A)(β̃A,λ − β∗)‖∞

≤ ‖ΞA(β̃A,λ − β∗)‖1
{

‖Ξ−1
A (A′A)((X̃ ′X)−1X ′Y − β∗)‖∞

+ ‖Ξ−1
A (A′A)((X̃ ′X)−1X ′Y − β̃A,λ)‖∞

}

, (10)

by the 
onstraint on the de�nition on β̃A,λ we have

‖Ξ−1
A (A′A)((X̃ ′X)−1X ′Y − β̃A,λ)‖∞ ≤ λ,
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while Lemma 7.1 implies that for λ = 2σ
√

2n log(p/η) we have

‖Ξ−1
A (A′A)((X̃ ′X)−1X ′Y − β∗)‖∞ ≤ λ

2
,

with probability at least 1− η; and so:

(β̃A,λ − β∗)′(A′A)(β̃A,λ − β∗) ≤ 3λ

2
‖ΞA(β̃A,λ − β∗)‖1.

Moreover note that, by de�nition,

0 ≤ ‖ΞAβ
∗‖1 − ‖ΞAβ̃A,λ‖1

=
∑

β∗

j
6=0

ξ
1

2

j (A)
∣

∣β∗
j

∣

∣−
∑

β∗

j
6=0

ξ
1

2

j (A)
∣

∣

∣(β̃A,λ)j

∣

∣

∣−
∑

β∗

j
=0

ξ
1

2

j (A)
∣

∣

∣(β̃A,λ)j

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

β∗

j 6=0

ξ
1

2

j (A)
∣

∣

∣β∗
j − (β̃A,λ)j

∣

∣

∣−
∑

β∗

j =0

ξ
1

2

j (A)
∣

∣

∣β∗
j − (β̃A,λ)j

∣

∣

∣ ,

this implies that β∗ − (β̃A,λ) is an admissible ve
tor in the relation that de�nes

assumption H(A′A, 1).
Let us 
ombine this result with Inequality (10), we obtain

(β̃A,λ − β∗)′(A′A)(β̃A,λ − β∗) ≤ 3λ

2
‖ΞA(β̃A,λ − β∗)‖1

≤ 3λ
∑

β∗

j
6=0

ξ
1

2

j (A)
∣

∣

∣β∗
j − (β̃A,λ)j

∣

∣

∣

≤ 3λ

√

√

√

√

√





∑

β∗

j
6=0

ξj(A)









∑

β∗

j
6=0

∣

∣

∣
β∗
j − (β̃A,λ)j

∣

∣

∣

2





≤ 3λ





∑

β∗

j
6=0

ξj(A)





1

2
√

1

nc(A′A)
(β̃A,λ − β∗)′(A′A)(β̃A,λ − β∗). (11)

So we have,

(β̃A,λ − β∗)′(A′A)(β̃A,λ − β∗) ≤ 9λ2 1

nc(A′A)

∑

β∗

j
6=0

ξj(A),

and as a 
onsequen
e, Inequality (11) gives the upper bound on ‖ΞA(β̃A,λ −
β∗)‖1, and this ends the proof.

7.4 Proof of Theorem 4.1

Proof of Theorem 4.1. The proof is almost the same as in the previous 
ase.

For the sake of simpli
ity, let us write β̃∗
instead of β̃∗

λ2,
√

n/mZ
and the same

for β̂∗
. We �rst give a look at the Dantzig Sele
tor:
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n

m

(

β̃∗ − β∗
)′

Z ′Z
(

β̃∗ − β∗
)

≤
∥

∥

∥β̃∗ − β∗
∥

∥

∥

1

∥

∥

∥

n

m
Z ′Z

(

β̃∗ − β∗
)∥

∥

∥

∞

≤
∥

∥

∥β̃∗ − β∗
∥

∥

∥

1

{

∥

∥

∥

n

m
Z ′
(

Zβ̃∗ − Y̌λ1

)∥

∥

∥

∞
+
∥

∥

∥

n

m
Z ′ (Zβ∗ − Y̌λ1

)

∥

∥

∥

∞

}

≤
∥

∥

∥β̃∗ − β∗
∥

∥

∥

1

{

∥

∥

∥

n

m
Z ′
(

Zβ̃∗ − Y̌λ1

)∥

∥

∥

∞
+ ‖X ′ (Xβ∗ − Y )‖∞

+
∥

∥

∥
X ′
(

Xβ̃X,λ1/2 − Y
)∥

∥

∥

∞
+
∥

∥

∥

( n

m
Z ′Z −X ′X

)(

β∗ − β̃X,λ1/2

)∥

∥

∥

∞

}

. (12)

By Lemma 7.1, for λ1 = 2σ
√

2n log(p/η) we have

‖X ′Y −X ′Xβ∗‖∞ ≤ λ1

2
,

with probability at least 1− η, while Inequality (7) ensures that

∥

∥

∥

( n

m
Z ′Z −X ′X

)

u
∥

∥

∥

∞
≤ λ1

2
,

for any u su
h that ‖u‖1 ≤ ‖β∗‖1. Moreover, we have

‖β∗ − β̃X,λ1/2‖1 ≤ ‖β∗‖1 + ‖β̃X,λ1/2‖1 ≤ 2‖β∗‖1,

by de�nition of the Dantzig Sele
tor. This de�nition also implies that

∥

∥

∥X ′
(

Xβ̃X,λ/2 − Y
)∥

∥

∥

∞
≤ λ1

2
,

and �nally the de�nition of the estimator leads to

∥

∥

∥

n

m
Z ′
(

Zβ̃∗ − Y̌λ1

)∥

∥

∥

∞
≤ λ2

2
=

λ1

2
,

and as a 
onsequen
e Inequality (12) be
omes

n

m

(

β̃∗ − β∗
)′

Z ′Z
(

β̃∗ − β∗
)

≤ 5λ1

2

∥

∥

∥β̃∗ − β∗
∥

∥

∥

1
.

Using the fa
t that ‖β̃∗‖1 ≤ ‖β∗‖1 gives

n

m

(

β̃∗ − β∗
)′

Z ′Z
(

β̃∗ − β∗
)

≤ 5λ1

2

∥

∥

∥β̃∗ − β∗
∥

∥

∥

1
≤ 5λ1

∑

β∗

j
6=0

∣

∣

∣β∗
j − (β̃∗)j

∣

∣

∣

≤ 5λ1

√

√

√

√

√

∣

∣

{

j : β∗
j 6= 0

}∣

∣





∑

β∗

j
6=0

∣

∣

∣β∗
j − (β̃∗)j

∣

∣

∣

2





≤ 5λ1

∣

∣

{

j : β∗
j 6= 0

}∣

∣

1

2

√

1

nc(n/m(Z ′Z))

n

m

(

β̃∗ − β∗
)′

Z ′Z
(

β̃∗ − β∗
)

. (13)
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Then we have,

n

m

(

β̃∗ − β∗
)′

Z ′Z
(

β̃∗ − β∗
)

≤ 25λ2
1

∣

∣

{

j : β∗
j 6= 0

}∣

∣

1

nc(n/m(Z ′Z))
,

this ends the proof for the Dantzig Sele
tor.

Now, let us deal with the LASSO 
ase. The dual form of the de�nition of

the estimator leads to

− 2
n

m
Y̌λ1

Zβ̂∗ +
n

m
(β̂∗)′Z ′Zβ̂∗ + 4λ2‖β̂∗‖1

≤ −2
n

m
Y̌λ1

Zβ∗ +
n

m
(β∗)′Z ′Zβ∗ + 4λ2‖β∗‖1

and so

− 2
n

m
β̃X,λ1

Z ′Zβ̂∗ +
n

m
(β̂∗)′Z ′Zβ̂∗ + 4λ2‖β̂∗‖1

≤ −2
n

m
β̃X,λ1

Z ′Zβ∗ +
n

m
(β∗)′Z ′Zβ∗ + 4λ2‖β∗‖1.

As a 
onsequen
e,

n

m

(

β̂∗ − β∗
)′

Z ′Z
(

β̂∗ − β∗
)

≤ 2
n

m

(

β̂∗ − β∗
)′

Z ′Z
(

β̃X,λ1
− β∗

)

+ 4λ2

(

‖β∗‖1 − ‖β̂∗‖1
)

.

Now, we try to upper bound

(

β̂∗ − β∗
)′

Z ′Z
(

β̃X,λ1
− β∗

)

. We remark that

n

m

(

β̂∗ − β∗
)′

Z ′Z
(

β̃X,λ1
− β∗

)

≤
∥

∥

∥β̂∗ − β∗
∥

∥

∥

1

∥

∥

∥

n

m
(Z ′Z)

(

β̃X,λ1
− β∗

)∥

∥

∥

∞

≤
∥

∥

∥β̂∗ − β∗
∥

∥

∥

1

[

∥

∥

∥

(

(
n

m
Z ′Z −X ′X

)(

β̃X,λ1
− β∗

)∥

∥

∥

∞

+
∥

∥

∥

n

m
(X ′X)

(

β̃X,λ1
− β∗

)∥

∥

∥

∞

]

≤
∥

∥

∥β̂∗ − β∗
∥

∥

∥

1

[

λ2 +
λ1

2

]

,

and then we have

n

m

(

β̂∗ − β∗
)′

Z ′Z
(

β̂∗ − β∗
)

≤
∥

∥

∥β̂∗ − β∗
∥

∥

∥

1
[2λ2 + λ1] + 4λ2

(

‖β∗‖1 − ‖β̂∗‖1
)

= 3λ1

∥

∥

∥β̂∗ − β∗
∥

∥

∥

1
+ 4λ1

(

‖β∗‖1 − ‖β̂∗‖1
)

and so

n

m

(

β̂∗ − β∗
)′

Z ′Z
(

β̂∗ − β∗
)

+ λ1

∥

∥

∥β̂∗ − β∗
∥

∥

∥

1

≤ 4λ1

(∥

∥

∥
β̂∗ − β∗

∥

∥

∥

1
+ ‖β∗‖1 − ‖β̂∗‖1

)

and the proof of Theorem 4.1 is 
ompleted.

23



7.5 Proof of Proposition 4.2

Proof of Proposition 4.2. First, let us remark that

∥

∥

∥

(

X ′X − n

m
Z ′Z

)

u
∥

∥

∥

∞
= n sup

1≤i≤p

p
∑

j=1

uj

(

X ′
iXj

n
− Z ′

iZj

m

)

≤ n ‖u‖1 sup
1≤i,j≤p

∣

∣

∣

∣

X ′
iXj

n
− Z ′

iZj

m

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Now, using the "ex
hangeable-distribution inequality" in [Cat07℄ we obtain, for

a given pair (i, j), for any λ > 0, with probability at least 1− η,

X ′
iXj

n
− Z ′

iZj

m
≤ λk2

2n(k + 1)2

(

1

m

m
∑

k=1

X2
i,kX

2
j,k

)

+
log 1

η

λ

≤ λk2κ2

2n(k + 1)2
+

log 1
η

λ
=

κk

k − 1

√

2 log 1
η

n
,

for λ = (log(1/η)(k − 1)2n/kκ2)1/2 and so, by a union bound argument, with

probability at least least 1− η, for any pair (i, j),

∣

∣

∣

∣

X ′
iXj

n
− Z ′

iZj

m

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ κk

k − 1

√

2 log 2p2

η

n
≤ 2κk

k − 1

√

2 log p
η

n
,

(where we used p ≥ 2).
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