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Low-distortion Subspace Embeddings in Input-sparsity Time
and Applications to Robust Linear Regression
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Abstract

Low-distortion subspace embeddings are critical building blocks for developing improved random
sampling and random projection algorithms for common linear algebra problems. Here, we show
that, given a matrix A € R™ ¢, withn > d, and ap € [1,2), with a constant probability, we can
construct a low-distortion embedding matrix I € RP°Y (D> that embeds A, the £, subspace
spanned by A’s columns, into (REPW(@) . l); the distortion of our embeddings is only
O(poly(d)), and we can compute ITA in O(nnz(A)) time, i.e., input-sparsity time. Our result
generalizes the input-sparsity time ¢ subspace embedding proposed recently by Clarkson and
Woodruff; and for completeness, we present a simpler and improved analysis of their construction
for ¢>. These input-sparsity time ¢, embeddings are optimal, up to constants, in terms of
their running time; and the improved running time propagates to applications such as (1 + €)-
distortion ¢, subspace embedding and relative-error ¢, regression. For {5, we show that a
(14 ¢€)-approximate solution to the ¢ regression problem specified by the matrix A and a vector
b € R" can be computed in O(nnz(A)+d> log(d/e)/€?) time; and for £,, via a subspace-preserving
sampling procedure, we show that a (1 £ ¢)-distortion embedding of A, into RO®Y (D) can be
computed in O(nnz(A)-logn) time, and we also show that a (14¢)-approximate solution to the £,
regression problem min, cga || Az —bl|, can be computed in O(nnz(A)-log n+poly(d) log(1/e)/€e?)
time. Moreover, we can also improve the embedding dimension or equivalently the sample size
to O(d3*t?/2log(1/€)/e?) without increasing the complexity.

1 Introduction

Regression problems are ubiquitous, and the fast computation of their solutions is of interest in
many large-scale data applications. A parameterized family of regression problems that is of par-
ticular interest is the overconstrained ¢, regression problem: given a matrix A € R™ 4 with n > d,
a vector b € R”, a norm || - ||, parameterized by p € [1,00], and an error parameter € > 0, find a
(1 + €)-approximate solution & € RY to:

f* = min [[Az — |, (1)

z€eR
i.e., find a vector & such that ||AZ — b||, < (1 + €)f*, where the £, norm of a vector z is ||z, =
O |:17¢|p)1/ P’ defined to be max; |z;| for p = co. Special cases include the f5 regression problem,
also known as Least Squares Approximation problem, and the ¢; regression problem, also known as

the Least Absolute Deviations or Least Absolute Errors problem. The latter is of particular interest
as a robust estimation or robust regression technique, in that it is less sensitive to the presence of
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outliers than the former. We are most interested in this paper in the ¢; regression problem due to
its robustness properties, but our methods hold for general p € [1,2], and thus we formulate our
results in £,,.

It is well-known that for p > 1, the overconstrained ¢, regression problem is a convex optimiza-
tion problem; for p = 1 and p = oo, it is an instance of linear programming; and for p = 2, it can be
solved with eigenvector-based methods such as with the QR decomposition or the Singular Value
Decomposition of A. In spite of their low-degree polynomial-time solvability, ¢, regression problems
have been the focus in recent years of a wide range of random sampling and random projection
algorithms, largely due to a desire to develop improved algorithms for large-scale data applica-
tions [3, 24], 10]. For example, Clarkson [9] uses subgradient and sampling methods to compute an
approximate solution to the overconstrained ¢ regression problem in roughly O(nd® logn) time; and
Dasgupta et al. [12] use well-conditioned bases and subspace-preserving sampling algorithms to solve
general £, regression problems, for p € [1,00), in roughly O(nd®logn) time. A similar subspace-
preserving sampling algorithm was developed by Drineas, Mahoney, and Muthukrishnan [16] to
compute an approximate solution to the ¢ regression problem. The algorithm of [I6] relies on
the estimation of the ¢ leverage scoresﬂ of A to be used as an importance sampling distribution,
but when combined with the results of Sarlés [29] and Drineas et al. [I7] (that quickly prepro-
cess A to uniformize those scores) or Drineas et al. [I5] (that quickly computes approximations to
those scores), this leads to a random projection or random sampling (respectively) algorithm for
the f5 regression problem that runs in roughly O(ndlogd) time [17, 20]. More recently, Sohler and
Woodruff [30] introduced the Cauchy Transform to obtain improved ¢; embeddings, thereby leading
to an algorithm for the ¢1 regression problem that runs in O(nd'-37%*) time; and Clarkson et al. [10]
use the Fast Cauchy Transform and ellipsoidal rounding methods to compute an approximation to
the solution of general ¢, regression problems in roughly O(ndlogn) time.

These algorithms, and in particular the algorithms for p = 2, form the basis for much of the
large body of recent work in randomized algorithms for low-rank matrix approximation, and thus
optimizing their properties can have immediate practical benefits. See, e.g., the recent monograph of
Mahoney [20] and references therein for details. Although some of these algorithms are near-optimal
for dense inputs, they all require Q(ndlogd) time, which can be large if the input matrix is very
sparse. Thus, it was a significant result when Clarkson and Woodruff [I1] developed an algorithm
for the f5 regression problem (as well as the related problems of low-rank matrix approximation
and ¢y leverage score approximation) that runs in input-sparsity time, i.e., in O(nnz(A)+poly(d/e))
time, where nnz(A) is the number of non-zero elements in A and € is an error parameter. This
result depends on the construction of a sparse embedding matriz 11 for ¢». By this, we mean the
following: for an n x d matrix A, an s X n matrix II such that,

(1= e)[[Az]l2 < [TAz[ls < (1 + €)[|Az]j2,

for all z € R?. That is, IT embeds the column space of A into R®, while approximately preserving
the £5 norms of all vectors in that subspace. Clarkson and Woodruff achieve their improved results
for ¢y-based problems by showing how to construct such a II with s = poly(d/e) and showing
that it can be applied to an arbitrary A in O(nnz(A)) time [II]. (In particular, this embedding
result improves the result of Meng, Saunders, and Mahoney [24], who in their development of

'Recall that for an n x d matrix A, with n > d, the ¢» leverage scores of the rows of A are equal to the diagonal
elements of the projection matrix onto the span of A. That is, if A = QR is a QR decomposition of A, or if A = QXV7T
is the thin SVD of A, then the leverage scores equal the Euclidean norms squared of the rows of the n X d matrix @,
and thus they can be computed exactly in O(nd?) time. See [20, [I5] for details; and note that they can be generalized
to ¢1 and other £, norms [I0] as well as to arbitrary n x d matrices, with both n and d large, if one specifies a low-rank
parameter [21] [15].



the parallel least-squares solver LSRN use a result from Davidson and Szarek [14] to construct a
constant-distortion embedding for /5 that runs in O(nnz(A) - d) time.) Interestingly, the analysis of
Clarkson and Woodruff coupled ideas from the data streaming literature with the structural fact
that there cannot be too many high-leverage constraints/rows in A. In particular, they showed
that the high-leverage parts of the subspace may be viewed as heavy-hitters that are “perfectly
hashed,” and thus contribute no distortion, and that the distortion of the rest of the subspace as
well as the “cross terms” may be bounded with a result of Dasgupta, Kumar, and Sarlés [13].

In this paper, we provide improved low-distortion subspace embeddings for £, for all p € [1, 2],
in input-sparsity time; and we show that, by coupling with recent work on fast subspace-preserving
sampling from [10], these embeddings can be used to provide (1 + €)-approximate solutions to £,
regression problems, for p € [1,2], in nearly input-sparsity time. In more detail, our main results
are the following.

e For /5, we obtain an improved result for the input-sparsity time (1 & €)-distortion embedding
of [I1]. In particular, for the same embedding procedure, we obtain improved bounds for the
embedding dimension with a much simpler analysis than [11]. See Theorem|I]of Section[3]for a
precise statement of this result. Our analysis is direct and does not rely on splitting the high-
dimensional space into a set of heavy-hitters consisting of the high-leverage components and
the complement of that heavy-hitting set. In addition, since our result directly improves the
¢y embedding result of Clarkson and Woodruff [I1], it immediately leads to improvements for
the 5 regression, low-rank matrix approximation, and ¢y leverage score estimation problems
that they consider.

e For /1, we obtain a low-distortion sparse embedding matrix I such that IIA can be computed
in input-sparsity time. That is, we construct an embedding matrix IT € RPOY (DX quch that,
for all z € RY,

1/ O(poly(d)) - [[Az |l < [[ITAz]1 < O(poly(d)) - [| Az]l1,

with a constant probability, and ITA can be computed in O(nnz(A)) time. See Theorem
of Section [] for a precise statement of this result. Here, our proof involves splitting the set
Y = {Uz||zl|c = 1, 2 € R}, where U is an ¢; well-conditioned basis for the span of
A, into two parts, informally a subset where coordinates of high ¢; leverage dominate |yl
and the complement of that subset. This ¢; result leads to immediate improvements in /¢1-
based problems. For example, by taking advantage of the fast version of subspace-preserving
sampling from [10], we can construct and apply a (1 £ €)-distortion sparse embedding matrix
for ¢; in O(nnz(A) - logn + poly(d/e)) time. In addition, we can use it to compute a (1 + €)-
approximation to the ¢ regression problem in O(nnz(A) - logn + poly(d/e€)) time, which in
turn leads to immediate improvements in ¢;-based matrix approximation objectives, e.g., for
the ¢; subspace approximation problem [6, [30} 10].

e For ¢,, for all p € (1,2), we obtain a low-distortion sparse embedding matrix II such that
ITA can be computed in input-sparsity time. That is, we construct an embedding matrix
I € RPOY(Dx7 quch that, for all z € RY,

1/ O(poly(d)) - [|[Azl, < [[ITAz], < O(poly(d)) - [|Az]p,

with a constant probability, and IIA can be computed in O(nnz(A)) time. See Theorem
of Section [5| for a precise statement of this result. Here, our proof generalizes the ¢ result,
but we need to prove upper and lower tail bound inequalities for sampling from general



p-stable distributions that are of independent interest. Although these distributions don’t
have closed forms for p € (1,2) in general, we prove that there exists an order among the
Cauchy distribution, a p-stable distribution with p € (1,2), and the Gaussian distribution
such that for all p € (1,2) we can use the upper bound from the Cauchy distribution and
the lower bound from the Gaussian distribution. As with our ¢; result, this ¢, result has
several extensions: in O(nnz(A) - logn + poly(d/e)) time, we can construct and apply a
(1 & ¢)-distortion sparse embedding matrix for £,; in O(nnz(A) - logn + poly(d/e)) time, we
can compute a (1 + €)-approximation to the £, regression problem; and in O(nnz(A) - dlogd)
time, we can construct and apply a near-optimal (in terms of embedding dimension and
distortion factor) embedding matrix.

The (1 + €)-distortion subspace embedding (for ¢,, p € [1,2), that we construct from the input-
sparsity time embedding and the fast subspace-preserving sampling) has embedding dimension s =
O(poly(d)log(1/€)/€?), where the somewhat large poly(d) term directly multiplies the log(1/e)/€?
term. We can also improve this, showing that it is possible, without increasing the overall complex-
ity, to decouple the large poly(d) and log(1/¢)/e? via another round of sampling and conditioning,
thereby obtaining an embedding dimension that is a small poly(d) times log(1/¢)/e2. See Theorem 7]
of Section [6 for a precise statement of this result.

Remark. Subsequent to our posting a preliminary version of this paper on the arXiv [23],
Clarkson and Woodruff let us know that, independently of us, they used a result from [I0] to
extend their £5 subspace embedding from [I1] to provide a nearly input-sparsity time algorithm for
¢, regression, for all p € [1,00). This is now posted as Version 2 of [I1]. Their approach requires
solving a rounding problem of size O(n/ poly(d)) x d, which depends on n (possibly very large). Our
approach does not contain this intermediate step and it only needs O(poly(d)) storage. Moreover,
to the best of our knowledge, their method does not provide low-distortion £,, subspace embeddings
in input-sparsity time, as we are able to provide (in a simple and oblivious way).

Remark. In the first version of this paper, the embedding dimension for ¢ in Theorem (1| was
O(d*/ €2). Subsequent to the dissemination of this version, Drineas pointed out to us that, with
a slight modification to our original proof, our result could very easily be improved to O(d?/e?).
Nelson and Nguyen also let us know that, at about the same time and using the same technique,
but independent of us, they too obtained and first published the O(d?/e?) embedding result [26].

2 Background

We use || - ||, to denote the £, norm of a vector, || - |2 the spectral norm of a matrix, || - ||r the
Frobenius norm of a matrix, and |- [, the element-wise £, norm of a matrix. Given A € R"*¢ with
full column rank and p € [1, 2], we use A, to denote the £, subspace spanned by A’s columns. In this
paper, we are interested in fast embedding of A, into a d-dimensional subspace of (RP°Y(@) |- |,),
with distortion either poly(d) or (1+¢), for some € > 0, as well as applications of this embedding to
problems such as /), regression. We assume that n >> poly(d) > d > logn. To state our results, we
assume that we are capable of computing a (1+¢)-approximate solution to an ¢, regression problem
of size n’ x d for some € > 0, as long as n’ is independent of n. Let us denote the running time needed
to solve this smaller problem by T ,(€;n/,d). In theory, we have Ta(€;n/, d) = O(n'dlog(d/e) + d°)
(see Rokhlin and Tygert [28] and Drineas et al. [I7]), and T (¢; 7/, d) = O((n'd*+poly(d)) log(n'/e)),
for general p (see, e.g., Mitchell [25]).



Conditioning. The ¢, subspace embedding and ¢, regression problems are closely related to the
concept of conditioning. We state here two related notions of ¢,-norm conditioning and then a
lemma that characterizes the relationship between them.

Definition 1 (/,-norm Conditioning (from [10])). Given an n x d matriz A and p € [1, 0], let

o> (A) = max ||Az|, and c™"(A) = min ||Az],.
2X(4) = max | el and oF"(4) = min_ Azl

Then, we denote by k,(A) the {y-norm condition number of A, defined to be:

Kp(A) = o (A) /o (A).

, and o"?*

» o when the underlying matriz is clear.

; ;i : min
For simplicity, we will use kp, o,

Definition 2 ((«, 3, p)-conditioning (from [12])). Given an n x d matriz A and p € [1,00], let ¢
be the dual norm of p. Then A is («, 3, p)-conditioned if (1) |Al, < a, and (2) for all z € R,
|zllg < BllAz||p. Define kp(A) as the minimum value of af such that A is («, B, p)-conditioned.

Lemma 1 (Equivalence of x, and &, (from [10])). Given an n x d matriz A and p € [1,00], we
always have

d~1V2=1Ple (A) < Ry(A) < dmax{l/ll/p},ﬁp(A).

Remark. Given the equivalence established by Lemma (I, we will say that A is well-conditioned
in the £, norm if k,(A) or k,(A) = O(poly(d)), independent of n.

Although for an arbitrary matrix A € R™*? the condition numbers #,(A) and &,(A) can be
arbitrarily large, we can often find a matrix R € R?? such that AR is well-conditioned. This
procedure is called conditioning, and there exist two approaches for conditioning: via low-distortion
¢, subspace embedding and via ellipsoidal rounding.

Definition 3 (Low-distortion ¢, Subspace Embedding). Given an n x d matriz A and p € [1, 00|,
IT € R**™ is a low-distortion embedding of A, if s = O(poly(d)) and

1/ O(poly(d)) - | Azl < ||ITAz]l, < O(poly(d)) - [ Azl,, Vo € R,

Remark. Given a low-distortion embedding matrix II of A, let R be the “R” matrix from the
QR decomposition of ITA. Then, the matrix AR~ is well-conditioned in the ¢y norm. To see this,
note that we have

|AR ™[], < O(poly(d)) - [HAR *z||, < O(poly(d)) - [ITAR™ |2 = O(poly(d)) - [|lz]|l2, Vz € RY,

where the first inequality is due to low distortion and the second inequality is due to s = O(poly(d)).
By similar arguments, we can show that |AR™'z|, > 1/ O(poly(d)) - ||z|l2, Yz € R% Hence, by
combining these results, the matrix AR™! is well-conditioned in the ¢, norm.

For a discussion of ellipsoidal rounding, we refer readers to Clarkson et al. [I0]. In this paper,
we simply cite the following lemma, which is based on ellipsoidal rounding.

Lemma 2 (Fast O(d)-conditioning (from [10])). Given an n x d matriz A and p € [1,00], it takes
at most O(nd>®logn) time to find a matriz R € R¥? such that r,(AR™) < 2d.



Subspace-preserving sampling and ¢, regression. Given R ¢ R%? guch that AR is well-
conditioned in the £, norm, we can construct a (1+e¢)-distortion embedding, specifically a subspace-
preserving sampling, of A, in O(nnz(A)-logn) additional time and with a constant probability. This
result from Clarkson et al. [I0, Theorem 5.4] improves the subspace-preserving sampling algorithm
proposed by Dasgupta et al. [12] by estimating the row norms of AR~ (instead of computing them
exactly) to define importance sampling probabilities.

Lemma 3 (Fast Subspace-preserving Sampling (from [I0])). Given a matriz A € R™¢, p € [1, 00),
e > 0, and a matric R € R™? such that AR~ is well-conditioned, it takes O(nnz(A) - logn)
time to compute a sampling matriz S € R**™ (with only one nonzero element per row) with s =
O(RD(AR™1)dlP/2=1U+110g(1/€) /€?) such that with a constant probability,

(1 - o)l Az]l, < [|SAz, < (1 +€)llAzlly, Vo€ R?.

Given such a subspace-preserving sampling algorithm, Clarkson et al. [10, Theorem 5.4] show that

it is straightforward to compute a %—approximate solution to an /£, regression problem.

Lemma 4 (¢, Regression via Sampling (from [I0]). Given an £, regression problem specified by
AeR™ peR™ andp € [1,00), let S be a (1 + €)-distortion embedding matriz of the subspace
spanned by A’s columns and b from Lemmal3, and let & be an optimal solution to the subsampled

problem min _pa ||SAx — Sb||,. Then & is a ifi-app'roximate solution to the original problem.

Remark. Collecting these results, we see that a low-distortion ¢, subspace embedding is a funda-
mental building block (and very likely a bottleneck) for (1 =+ €)-distortion ¢, subspace embeddings,
as well as for a (1 + €)-approximation to an £, regression problem. This motivates our work and its
emphasis on finding low-distortion subspace embeddings more efficiently.

Stable distributions. The properties of p-stable distributions are essential for constructing
input-sparsity time low-distortion £, subspace embeddings.

Definition 4 (p-stable Distribution). A distribution D over R is called p-stable, if for any m real
numbers ai, ..., any, we have

m m 1/p
ZaiXi ~ <Z|al|p> X,
=1 =1

where X; WD and X ~ D. By “X ~Y7 we mean X and Y have the same distribution.

By a result due to Lévy [19], it is known that p-stable distributions exist for p € (0,2]; and from
Chambers et al. [7], it is known that p-stable random variables can be generated efficiently, thus
allowing their practical use. Let us use D, to denote the “standard” p-stable distribution, for
p € [1,2], specified by its characteristic function ¥ (t) = e~ 1" Tt is known that D; is the standard
Cauchy distribution, and that D5 is the Gaussian distribution with mean 0 and variance 2.

Tail inequalities. We note two inequalities from Clarkson et al. [I0] regarding the tails of the
Cauchy distribution.

Lemma 5 (Cauchy Upper Tail Inequality). For i =1,...,m, let C; be m (not necessarily inde-
pendent) standard Cauchy variables, and v; > 0 with v = >, v;. Let X = >, v|Ci|. For any

t>1,
o m 2
Pr[X > ty] < % <1 g1(1_+1ﬁm? ) 4 1) .

For simplicity, we assume that m > 3 and t > 1, and then we have Pr[X > t] < 2log(mt)/t.




Lemma 6 (Cauchy Lower Tail Inequality). For i = 1,...,m, let C; be independent standard
Cauchy random variables, and v; > 0 with v =Y. v;. Let X =Y. v|C;|. Then, for any t > 0,

log Pr[X < (1 —t)y] <

We also note the following result about Gaussian variables. This is a direct consequence of Maurer’s
inequality ([22]), and we will use it to derive lower tail inequalities for p-stable distributions.

Lemma 7 (Gaussian Lower Tail Inequality). For i = 1,...,m, let G; be independent standard
Gaussian random variables, and v; > 0 with v =Y, v;. Let X =Y, vi|Gi|?. Then, for any t >0,

log Pr(X < (1—1t)y] <

3 Main Results for /, Embedding

Here is our main result for input-sparsity time low-distortion subspace embeddings for /. See also
Nelson and Nguyen [26] for a similar result with a slightly better constant.

Theorem 1 ((1 + ¢)-distortion Embedding for ¢5). Given a matriz A € R"™? and € € (0,1), let
IT = SD where S € R**™ has each column chosen independently and uniformly from the s standard
basis vectors of R® and D € R™*" is a diagonal matriz with diagonal entries chosen independently
and uniformly from +1. Given any § € (0,1), let s = (d* +d)/(€25). Then with probability at least
1—9,

(1 —o)||Az|l2 < |TAz|]2 < (1 + €)||Az|l2, Vo e R?.

In addition, ITA can be computed in O(nnz(A)) time.

The construction of I in this theorem is the same as the construction in Clarkson and Woodruff [11].
For them, s = O((d/€)*1log?(d/¢)) in order to achieve (1 =€) distortion with a constant probability.
Theorem |1/ shows that it actually suffices to set s = O((d?+d)/€?). Surprisingly, the proof is rather
simple. Let X = UTTITTIU, where U is an orthonormal basis for A. Compute E[||X — I|%] and
apply Markov’s inequality to || X — I||% < €2, which implies || X — I|2 < € and hence the embedding
result. See Appendix for a complete proof.

Remark. The O(nnz(A)) running time is indeed optimal, up to constant factors, for general inputs.
Consider the case when A has an important row a; such that A becomes rank-deficient without it.
Thus, we have to observe a; in order to compute a low-distortion embedding. However, without
any prior knowledge, we have to scan at least a constant portion of the input to guarantee that
a;j is observed with a constant probability, which takes O(nnz(A)) time. Note that this optimality
result applies to general p.

The results of Theorem [I| propagate to related applications, e.g., to the ¢o regression problem,
the low-rank matrix approximation problem and the problem of computing approximations to the
{5 leverage scores. Since it underlies the other applications, only the £ regression improvement is
stated here explicitly; its proof is basically combining our Theorem [1| with Theorem 19 of [11].

Corollary 1 (Fast /5 Regression). With a constant probability, a (1 + €)-approzimate solution to
an Uy regression problem can be computed in O(nnz(A) + Ta(e;d?/e2,d)) time.

Remark. Although our simpler direct proof leads to a better result for £5 subspace embedding, the
technique used in the proof of Clarkson and Woodruff [I1], which splits coordinates into “heavy”



and “light” sets based on the leverage scores, highlights an important structural property of /o
subspace: that only a small subset of coordinates can have large ¢35 leverage scores. (We note that
the technique of splitting coordinates is also used by Ailon and Liberty [I] to get an unrestricted
fast Johnson-Lindenstrauss transform; and that the difficulty in finding and approximating the
large-leverage directions was—until recently [20)], [I5]—responsible for difficulties in obtaining fast
relative-error random sampling algorithms for /5 regression and low-rank matrix approximation.)
An analogous structural fact holds for £; and other £, spaces. Using this property, we can construct
novel input-sparsity time £, subspace embeddings for general p € [1,2), as we discuss in the next
two sections.

4 Main Results for /{ Embedding

Here is our main result for input-sparsity time low-distortion subspace embeddings for /7.

Theorem 2 (Low-distortion Embedding for £1). Given A € R™? with full column rank, let TI =
SC € R**™ where S € R**™ has each column chosen independently and uniformly from the s
standard basis vectors of R®, and where C € R™" is a diagonal matriz with diagonals chosen
independently from the standard Cauchy distribution. Set s = wd®log® d with w sufficiently large.
Then with a constant probability, we have

1/ O(d*1og? d) - | Az |y < |TAz|)y < O(dlogd) - | Az||;, Vo € R?.
In addition, IIA can be computed in O(nnz(A)) time.

The construction of the ¢; subspace embedding matrix is different than its f3 norm counterpart
only by the diagonal elements of D (or C'): whereas we use +1 for the 3 norm, we use Cauchy
variables for the ¢; norm. The proof of Theorem [2| uses the technique of splitting coordinates, the
fact that the Cauchy distribution is 1-stable, and the upper and lower tail tail inequalities regarding
the Cauchy distribution from Lemmas [5] and [6] See Appendix for a complete proof.

Remark. As mentioned above, the O(nnz(A)) running time is optimal. Whether the distortion
O(d? log3 d) is optimal is still an open question. However, for the same construction of II, we

can provide a “bad” case that provides a lower bound. Choose A = (Id O)T. Suppose that s
is sufficiently large such that with an overwhelming probability, the top d rows of A are perfectly
hashed, i.e., |[ITAz|; = 22:1 lex||zx], Vo € RY, where ¢, is the k-th diagonal of C. Then, the
distortion of TI is maxy<g |cx|/ ming<g |cx| = O(d?). Therefore, at most an O(dlog® d) factor of the
distortion is due to artifacts in our analysis.

Our input-sparsity time ¢; subspace embedding of Theorem [2| improves the O(nnz(A) - dlog d)-
time embedding by Sohler and Woodruff [30] and the O(ndlogn)-time embedding of Clarkson et
al. [10]. In addition, by combining Theorem [2[ and Lemma |3, we can compute a (1 =+ €)-distortion
embedding in O(nnz(A) - logn) time, i.e., in nearly input-sparsity time.

Theorem 3 ((1+e¢)-distortion Embedding for £1). Given A € R™ 4, it takes O(nnz(A)-logn) time
to compute a sampling matriz S € R¥*"™ with s = O(poly(d)log(1/¢€)/€®) such that with a constant
probability, S embeds Ay into (R, || - ||1) with distortion 1 + e.

Our improvements in Theorems [2] and [3| also propagate to related ¢1-based applications, in-
cluding the ¢; regression and the ¢; subspace approximation problem considered in [30} 10]. As
before, only the regression improvement is stated here explicitly. For completeness, we present in
Algorithm [I] our algorithm for solving ¢; regression problems in nearly input-sparsity time. The
brief proof of Corollary [2, our main quality-of-approximation result for Algorithm |1} may be found

in Appendix



Algorithm 1 Fast 1 Regression Approximation in O(nnz(A) - logn + poly(d) log(1/¢€)/€*) Time
Input: A € R™*? with full column rank, b € R", and € € (0,1/2).

Output: A (1 + ¢)-approximation solution & to min_ pa || Az — b||1, with a constant probability.
Let A = (A b) and denote A; the ¢ subspace spanned by A’s columns and b.

Compute a low-distortion embedding IT € RO®W(@)xn of A} (Theorem .

Compute R € REFDX(d+D) from TTA such that AR™! is well-conditioned (QR or Lemma .
Compute a (1 + ¢/4)-distortion embedding S € ROPe(d) log(1/e)/e*)xn of A, (Lemma .
Compute a (1 4 ¢/4)-approximate solution & to min,pa [|SAz — Sb||;.

Corollary 2 (Fast ¢; Regression). With a constant probability, Algorithm |1 computes a (1 + ¢€)-
approzimate solution to an {1 regression problem in O(nnz(A)-logn+T1(e; poly(d)log(1/e)/e?, d))
time.

Remark. For readers familiar with the impossibility results for dimension reduction in ¢; [8] 18] [5],
note that those results apply to arbitrary point sets of size n and are interested in embeddings that
are “oblivious,” in that they do not depend on the input data. In this paper, we only consider
points in a subspace, and the subspace-preserving sampling procedure of [12] that we use is data-
dependent.

5 Main Results for /, Embedding

In this section, we use the properties of p-stable distributions to generalize the input-sparsity time
¢1 subspace embedding to £, norms, for p € (1,2). Generally, D, does not have explicit PDF /CDF,
which increases the difficulty for theoretical analysis. Indeed, the main technical difficulty here is
that we are not aware of ¢, analogues of Lemmas |5 and @] that would provide upper and lower
tail inequality for p-stable distributions. (Indeed, even Lemmas [5[ and @ were established only
recently [10].)

Instead of analyzing D, directly, for any p € (1,2), we establish an order among the Cauchy
distribution, the p-stable distribution, and the Gaussian distribution, and then we derive upper and
lower tail inequalities for the p-stable distribution similar to the ones we used to prove Theorem
We state these technical results here since they are of independent interest. We start with the
following lemma, which is proved in Appendix and which establishes this order.

Lemma 8. For any p € (1,2), there exist constants o, > 0 and B, > 0 such that
2
| C| = [ X7 = Byl G,

where C' is a standard Cauchy variable, X, ~ D,, G is a standard Gaussian variable. By “X = Y”
we mean Pr[X > t] > Pr[Y > t], Vt € R, i.e, Fx(t) < Fy(t), Vt € R, where F(-) is the
corresponding CDF.

Our numerical results suggest that the constants o, and 3, are not too far away from 1. See
Figure which plots of the CDFs of | X),/2P for p = 1,0,1.1,...,2.0, based on which we conjecture
| X, /2P = | Xp,/2/P2, for all 1 < p; < po < 2. This implies that 2P~ C| = |X,|P and |X,|P =
2P72| X,|? ~ 2P~1|G|?, which therefore provides a value for the constants o, and S,.

Lemma [§] suggests that we can use Lemma [5| (regarding Cauchy random variables) to derive
upper tail inequalities for general p-stable distributions and that we can use Lemma (7| (regarding
Gaussian variables) to derive lower tail inequalities for general p-stable distributions. The following
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Figure 1: The CDFs (F(t)) of | X,/2|P for p = 1.0 (bottom, i.e., red or dark gray), 1.1,...,2.0 (top,
i.e., yellow or light gray), where X, ~ D, and the scales of the axes are chosen to magnify the
upper (as t — oo) and lower (as ¢t — 0) tails. These empirical results suggest | X,, /2|P* = | X}, /2[P?
forall 1 <p; <pp <2

two lemmas establish these results; the proofs of these lemmas are provided in Appendix [A-5] and
Appendix respectively.

Lemma 9 (Upper Tail Inequality for p-stable Distributions). Given p € (1,2), fori=1,...,m,
let X; be m (not necessarily independent) random variables sampled from D,, and v; > 0 with
=2 % Let X =% v|X;|P. Assume that m > 3. Then for any t > 1,

< 2log(mt).
- t
Lemma 10 (Lower Tail Inequality for p-stable Distributions). For i = 1,...,m, let X; be in-

dependent random variables sampled from Dy, and v; > 0 with v = > . v;. Let X = Y . vilcil.
Then,

Pr[X > tayy]

2
logPr|X < (1-—t <
EPIX < (1- 03] < gl —

Given these results, here is our main result for input-sparsity time low-distortion subspace
embeddings for ¢,. The proof of this theorem is similar to the proof of Theorem [2, except that we
replace the £ norm || - ||y by || - |5 and use the tail inequalities from Lemmas [9] and [L0] (rather than
Lemmas [5| and @

Theorem 4 (Low-distortion Embedding for £,). Given A € R™ with full column rank and
p € (1,2), let IT = SD € R**™ where S € R**™ has each column chosen independently and
uniformly from the s standard basis vectors of R®, and where D € R™*" is a diagonal matriz with
diagonals chosen independently from D,. Set s = wd® log® d with w sufficiently large. Then with a
constant probability, we have

1/ O((dlog d)*/?) - || Az, < [ IAx]|, < O((dlogd)"/?) - | Aa],, Ve € RY.

10



In addition, IIA can be computed in O(nnz(A)) time.

Similar to the ¢; case, our input-sparsity time ¢, subspace embedding of Theorem @ improves the
O(ndlogn)-time embedding of Clarkson et al. [10]. As we mentioned in Section their construction
(and hence the construction of [I1]) works for all p € [1,00), but it requires solving a rounding
problem of size O(n/ poly(d)) x d as an intermediate step, which may become intractable when n is
very large in a streaming environment, while our construction only needs O(poly(d)) storage. By
combining Theorem 4| and Lemma we can compute a (1 £ €)-distortion embedding in O(nnz(A) -
logn) time.

Theorem 5 ((1 £ ¢)-distortion Embedding for £,). Given A € R and p € [1,2), it takes
O(nnz(A) - logn) time to compute a sampling matriz S € R**™ with s = O(poly(d)log(1/¢)/e?)
such that with a constant probability, S embeds A, into (R®, || - ||,) with distortion 1 £ e.

These improvements for ¢, subspace embedding also propagate to related £,-based applications. In
particular, we can establish an improved algorithm for solving the ¢, regression problem in nearly
input-sparsity time.

Corollary 3 (Fast ¢, Regression). Given p € (1,2), with a constant probability, a (1 + €)-
approxzimate solution to an £, regression problem can be computed in

O(nnz(A) - logn + T, (€; poly(d) log(1/€) /€%, d))
time.

For completeness, we also present a result for low-distortion dense embeddings for ¢, that the
tail inequalities from Lemmas [9] and [L0] enable us to construct. See Appendix for a proof of
the following theorem.

Theorem 6 (Low-distortion Dense Embedding for ¢,,). Given A € R with full column rank and
€ (1,2), let IT € R®*™ whose entries are i.i.d. samples from Dy. If s = wdlogd for w sufficiently
large, with a constant probability, we have

1/0(1) - ||Az], < [Az], < O((dlogd)/?) - | Aall,, Vo € RY.
In addition, IIA can be computed in O(nnz(A) - dlogd) time.

Remark. The result in Theorem |§| is based on a dense ¢, subspace embeddings that is analogous
to the dense Gaussian embedding for ¢ and the dense Cauchy embedding of [30] for ¢;. Although
the running time (if one is simply interested in FLOP counts in RAM) of Theorem |§| is somewhat
worse than that of Theorem {4} the embedding dimension and condition number quality (the ratio
of the upper bound on the distortion and the lower bound on the distortion) are much better. Our
numerical implementations, both with the ¢; norm [I0] and with the ¢ norm [24], strongly suggest
that the latter quantities are more important to control when implementing randomized regression
algorithms in large-scale parallel and distributed settings.

6 Improving the Embedding Dimension

In Theorem [2| and Theorem {4, the embedding dimension is s = O(poly(d)log(1/¢)/e?), where the
poly(d) term is a somewhat large polynomial of d that directly multiplies the log(1/€)/e? term.
(See the remark below for comments on the precise value of the poly(d) term.) This is not ideal

11



for the subspace embedding and the /, regression, because we want to have a small embedding
dimension and a small subsampled problem, respectively. Here, we show that it is possible to
decouple the large polynomial of d and the log(1/¢)/e? term via another round of sampling and
conditioning without increasing the complexity. See Algorithm [2] for details on this procedure.
Theorem [7] provides our main quality-of-approximation result for Algorithm |2} its proof can be
found in Appendix

Algorithm 2 Improving the Embedding Dimension

Input: A € R"*? with full column rank, p € [1,2), and € € (0, 1)

Output: A (1 + ¢)-distortion embedding S € RO /2 log(1/e)/e)xn o Ap.

: Compute a low-distortion embedding I € ROPOW ()X of g (Theorems I 2| and |4 '
Compute R € R¥? from A such that AR™! is well- cond1t10ned (QR or Lemma '
Compute a (1 4 1/2)-distortion embeddlng S € RO®Y(@Dxn) of A (Lemma 3
Compute R € R¥? such that x,(SAR™!) < 2d (Theorem [2

Compute a (1 £ €)-distortion embedding S € RO /2 log(1/ e)/ e of A, (Lemma .

Theorem 7 (Improving the Embedding Dimension). Given p € [1,2), with a constant probability,
Algom'thm@ computes a (1 £ €)-distortion embedding of A, into (RO(dSM/Q log(1/€)/€%) |- lp) in
O(nnz(A) - logn) time.

Then, by applying Theorem [7|to the £, regression problem, we can improve the size of the subsam-
pled problem and hence the overall running time.

Corollary 4 (Improved Fast ¢, Regression). Given p € [1,2), with a constant probability, a (1+¢)-
approximate solution to an £, regression problem can be computed in

O(nnz(A) -logn + Tple; d>FP/2log(1/€) /€2, d))
time. The second term comes from solving a subsampled problem of size O(d*TP/?log(1/€)/€?) x d.

Remark. We have stated our results in the previous sections as poly(d) without stating the value
of the polynomial because there are numerous trade-offs between the conditioning quality and the
running time. For example, let p = 1. We can use a rounding algorithm instead of QR to compute
the R matrix. If we use the input-sparsity time embedding with the O(d)-rounding algorithm of [10],
then the running time to compute the (1 + ¢)-distortion embedding is O(nnz(A) - logn + d®/€?)
and the embedding dimension is O(d%?/e?) (ignoring log factors). If, on the other hand, we
use QR to compute R, then the running time is O(nnz(A) - logn + d”/€?) and the embedding
dimension is O(d®/e?). However, with the result from this section, the running time is simply
O(nnz(A) - logn + poly(d) 4+ T,(e;d>P/2/e2,d)) and the poly(d) term can be absorbed by the
nnz(A) term.
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Appendix

A.1 Proof of Theorem (1| ((1 + ¢)-distortion Embedding for /)

Let the n x d matrix U be an orthonormal basis for the range of the n x d matrix A. Rather than
proving the theorem by establishing that

(1=e)|Uz]2 < [MUz]|2 < (1 + €)[|Uz]l2
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holds for all z € RY, as is essentially done in, e.g., [16] and [I1], we note that UTU = I, and we
directly bound the extent to which the embedding process perturbs this product. To do so, define

X = mu)"mu) =vTprsTspu.
That is,
Tp = Z Zsmd]u]k Zsmdju]l 3 kal € {17"'7d}7
i=1 \ j=1 j=1

where s;; is the (7, j)-th element of S, d; is the j-th diagonal element of D, and w;j, is the (j, k)-th
element of U. We will use the following facts in the proof:

E[djl djz] = 5j1j2 )

5 if ji # jo,
Elsiyj Sinja] = § & if i1 = i, 51 = Jo,
0 ifiy #d2,51 = jo.
We have,
Elzn] =Y > Elsydjyjn - sijpdipti] = > > Blsijujrui] = > ujpuj = 6,
i jig i j
and we also have
2
Elzf] =E [ [ DD sudjue | | Y sijdjus
i\ J j
=D B D siidiun | | D saidiug | | D siidiugn | | Y sijdiu
10 j j j j

= E E E[5i1j1dj1uj1k * Siyjo o Ujsl * SigjadjsUjsk * 3i2j4dj4uj4l]

11,12 J1,J2,J3,J4
= E E E[siyjujk - Siijujt - SizjUjk * SigjUsi
11,82 J
+ ) Elsiyjy ik - Sy Uiyl * Singa sk * Sing Uil
J1#j2
=+ § E[5i1j1uj1k " SiygoWUgal * Singi Ujik - Sizjzujél]

J1#£72

+ § E[Siljlujlk " SijaWjal * SiggaWjsk - $i2j1ujll]

#j2
L b e ey 2 2 41 s
= U Uy Ujy kUj 1 Ujo kUjol s Ujy W)yl S Ujy kUl UjakUjy 1
J J#j2 N#j2 J1#j2
2 2

1 2 2 2 2
Dy |+ (| 2o | | Do | | Do | = 2D
J J J J J
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1+ 2(1 = |U&]) if k=1,
(1—2(U*2k,U2>) if k#1.

Given these results, it is easy to obtain that

2
E[|X — I|F] = Y El(zn — 6u)*] = g (Z(l — Ul + D (1= 2(U2, U >)> < a :d.
ol

k<l

For any § € (0,1), set s = (d?> + d)/(e?5). Then, by Markov’s inequality,

?+d

€2s

Pr(|X —I||F > € = Pr[|X — I||F > €] < 0.

Therefore, with probability at least 1 — §, we have || X — I||s < || X — I||r < ¢, which implies
(1= [Uz]lz < [MUz]l2 < (1 + €)[|Uz]]2.

A.2 Proof of Theorem [2| (Low-distortion Embedding for /;)

We start with the following result, which establishes the existence of the so-called Auerbach’s basis
of a d-dimensional normed vector space. For our proof, we will only need its existence and not an
algorithm to construct it.

Lemma 11. (Auerbach [2]) Let (A, ] -||) be a d-dimensional normed vector space. There exists a
basis {e1,...,eq} of A, called Auerbach basis, such that ||ey| = 1 and ||e¥||* =1 fork =1,...,d,
where {e!, ... e"} is a basis of A* dual to {e1,...,en}.

This Auerbach’s lemma implies that a (d, 1,1)-conditioned basis matrix of A; exists, which will
be denoted by U throughout the proof. By definition, U’s columns are unit vectors in the ¢y
norm (thus |U|; = d, where recall that | - |; denotes the element-wise ¢; norm of a matrix) and
|z]loo < [[Uz||1, Yo € RZ. Denote by u; the j-th row of U, j = 1,...,n. Define v; = |ju;||1 the £,
leverage scores of A. We have ), v; = |U[1 = d. Let 7 > 0 to be determined later, and define two
index sets H = {j|v; > 7} and L = {j |v; < 7}. It is easy to see that |H| < £ where |- | is used
to denote the size of a finite set, and ||v|| < 7 where

vi, ifjeL
vL: J ] . 5 j:17...,n.
0, otherwise

Similarly, when an index set appears as a superscript, we mean zeroing out elements or rows that
do not belong to this index set, e.g., v* and U%. Define

Y={yeR"|y=Uz, |z =1, xERd}.
For any y = Uz € Y, we have ||y|l1 = ||[Uz||1 > ||z]c = 1,
lyil = uj 2] < lujlhillzlloe = v5, G=1,...,m,

and thus [jyl|; < |lv[1 = d. Define YL = {y € Y||ly%|1 > 3|yl1} and Y = Y\YL. Given S,
define a mapping ¢ : {1,...,n} — {1,...,s} such that sy;); = 1, j = 1,...,n, and split L into
two subsets: L = {j € L|¢(j) € ¢(H)} and L = L\L. Consider these events:
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o &y |[IU|; < widlogd for some wy > 0.

o £ ||SvF||so < wa/(dlogd) for some wy > 0.

o En: ¢(j1) # A(J2), Vi1 # j2. J1,J2 € H.

e ot minje g lcj| > ws/(d? log? d) for some w3z > 0.
° &;: |HU’5]1 < wy/(d?log? d) for some wy > 0.

Recall that we set s = wd®log®d in Theorem We will show that, with w sufficiently large
and proper choices of wy, wy, w3, and wy, the event £y leads to an upper bound of ||IIy||; for all
y € range(A), £y and £, lead to a lower bound of ||[Iy||; for all y € Y'X with probability at least
0.9, and g, £;, and E¢ together imply an lower bound of ||[IIy||; for all y € YH,

Lemma 12. Provided £y, we have
[My[ly < widlogd - [[ylly, Vy € range(A).
Proof. For any y € range(A), we can find an x such that y = Uz. Then,

Myl[y = MUz, < MU [lz]lo < MUL[Uz]y < widlogd - [|y[]s-

Lemma 13. Provided £1,, for any fized y € Y, we have

dlogd
24wy

1
log Pr [HﬂyHl < 4||Z/Hl] < -

Proof. Let z = Ily. We have,

l2il = D sigeiys| = | D saluil | 1@l = | Y silyll | 16l = iléil,

J J J

s

where {¢;} are independent Cauchy variables. Let ¥ = Y. 4 = ||y Since |y| < v, we have

¥ < |I1Sv¥||so. By Lemma@,

[ —lly" |1
logPr | X < < )
st [ =2 | T 12Sv
By assumption €7, and [|yZ|1 > L|jylli > 3, we obtain the result. O

Lemma 14. Assume both Ey and £1,. If wy and wo satisfy

1
dlog (6d(1 + 4wydlog d)) — dQEg 4 < log s
2

for some ¢ € (0,1) regardless of d, then, with probability at least 1 — &, we have

1
Myl > 2yl ¥y e vt
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Proof. Set ¢ = 1/(2 + 8widlogd) and create an e-net Y. C Y'* such that for any y € Y'*, we can
find a y. € Y.* such that ||y — ye|1 < e. Since ||y|l; < d for all y € Y%, there exist such an e-net
with at most (3d/¢)? elements (Bourgain et al. [4]). By Lemma we can apply a union bound
for all the elements in Y*:

1 3d _dlogd 3d __dlogd
MWMWZJMMVMEWﬁNf<)emizl—w%sﬂizl—d
€

For any y € Y, we have, noting that y — y. € range(A4),
1
Iyl 2 [yelly = [ILLCy = ye)ll1 = yellr — widlogd - [ly — yellx
1 1 1
> ol = (§ +endioga) e > L.

So we establish a lower bound for all y € YL O

Lemma 15. Provided £g and E; , if wg > 4wy, we have
Iyl > 2yl ey

Proof. For any y = Uz € Y, we have,

Tyl > ™ + ™)l > [y |y — [0 2],
> > lesllys| = U]l oo > mm!cg\HyHHl L Cal

JjEH
w3 w4
> —_—
(ﬁbgd(ﬂgd>Mh—ﬁl Nyl
which creates a lower bound for all y € Y. -

We continue to show that, with w sufficiently large, by setting 7 = w!/4 /(d log? d) and choosing
w1, we, ws, and w4 properly, we have each event with probability at least 1 — 0.08 = 0.92 and thus

Pr[gUﬂnggHﬂgiﬁgc} > 0.6.

Moreover, the condition in Lemma [14] holds with § = 0.1, and the condition in Lemma [15] holds.
Therefore, II = SC has the desired property with probability at least 0.5, which would conclude
the proof of Theorem

Lemma 16. With probability at least 0.92, Ey holds with wi; = 500(1 + logw).
Proof. With S fixed, we have,

S n

d s n d
U} = |SCUL =Y ) 1> sijejuinl = > (Isijusnl) Cikl,

k=1i=1 j=1 k=1 i=1 j=1
where {¢;;} are dependent Cauchy random variables. We have

S n

d d n
SO lsigugrl =D 0D lugel = UL = d.
k=1i=1 j

=1 k=1 j=1
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Apply Lemma

21
Pr[|IIU|; > td| S] < Ogt(‘%lt).

Setting w; = 500(1 + logw) and t = w; logd, we have

2log(sdt)  2log(wwd®log® d)
t N w1 logd

< 0.08.

We assume that logd > 1 and logw > 1. O

Lemma 17. For any § € (0,0.1), if s > d/7, we have,
I d
Pr [ [|Sv7]|eo > 1+210g—5 | <.
T

Proof. Let X;; = sijUjL. We have E[X;;] = v].L/s, E[XZQJ] = (ij)z/s, and 0 < X;; < ij < 7. Fixed

1, X;; are independent, j = 1,...,n. By Bernstein’s inequality,
[l —t?/2 —t?/2 —t?/(27)
log P X, > t] < < .
ogPr| D Xij > 4t < [EI2/s + 7t/3 = 7([oll[i/s + £/3) = dJs + /3

J

where we use Holder’s inequality: [[v”||2 < |[v”||1]|v*||«c < d7. To obtain a union bound for all i
with probability 1 — §, we need

—2/(2r)
“UTET) | Jog s < log .
djs+1/3 0BT S 08

Given ¢ < 0.1, it suffices to choose s = d/7 and t = 2log(d/(d7))7. Note that |[v"||1/s < ||v||1/s =
7. We have

Pr [|SvL]00 > <1 + 2log d) -T:| <.
ot
Increasing s will decrease the failure rate, so it holds for all s > d/7. O
Lemma 18. With probability at least 0.92, £, holds with wo = (15 + logw) /w'/4.
Proof. By Lemma [I7] with probability at least 0.92, £, holds with
B 1+210g% < 15+ logw
w2 wl/4tlogd - wl/A

O

Lemma 19. With the above choices of w1 and wa, the condition in Lemma holds with 6 = 0.1
for sufficiently large w.

Proof. With w; = 500(1 + logw), and wy = (15 + logw) /w!/4, the first term in

dlogd
24wo

dlog (6d(1 + 4wy dlogd)) —

increases much slower than the second term as w increases, while both are at the order of dlogd.
Therefore, if w is sufficiently large, the condition hold with § = 0.1. 0
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Lemma 20. Ifw > 160, event Ep holds with probability at least 0.92.

Proof. Given ji,j2 € H and ji # jo, let X 5, = 1if ¢(j1) = #(j2) and X}, ;, = 0 otherwise. It is
easy to see that Pr[Xj j, = 1] = 1. Therefore,
|H|? d? 1

>l ——2>1—- —F.
s sT2 — wl/2

Prigg] >1- > Pr[X;; =1>1-

J1<j2
It suffices if w > 160. ]
Lemma 21. With probability at least 0.92, event Ec holds with ws = 1/(8w'/*),
Proof. Let ¢ be a Cauchy variable. We have

2 2t
Prf|c| <t] = Ztan~1t < =,
s ’7T

|H| is at most d/7 = w!/*d?1og? d. Then

Pri€c] > 1—|H| - Pr [[c\ <3 d}

d?log
>1—w4d®log?d- L‘”’Q
mwd?log” d
Therefore, ws = 1/(8w'/*) would suffice. O

Lemma 22. With probability at least 0.92, event £; holds with wy = 25000(1 + logw)/w®4. Thus
with w sufficiently large and the above choice of ws, the condition in Lemma [I5 ws > 4wy holds.

Proof. We have,

; H| w'/*d?log? d 1
E[|U] = 1H] Ut < d= .
U7h] = =FIUh = =5 log® d w3/4d2 log® d
By Markov’s inequality,
; 25
Pr||UY); > ——" | <0.04.
' [' W= g log3d} =

Assume that |Uﬁ|1 < Similar to the proof of Lemma |16, we have

25
w3/4d? log® d”
L i -
), -y Z Z%Ca =y Z > silugil | léil,

k=1ico(H k=1ic¢(H) \ J

where {¢;;} are dependent Cauchy variables. Apply Lemma

2 log(| H|dt)

Pof|IIU| > U1 < S22

It suffices to choose ¢ = 1000(1 + logw) log d to make the RHS less than 0.04. So with probability
at least 0.92, we have £; holds with ws = 25000(1 + log w) /w?/*. O
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A.3 Proof of Corollary [2| (Fast ¢, Regression)

By Theorem [2] and Lemma [3| we know that Steps 2 and 4 of Algorithm [I] succeed with a constant
probability. Conditioning on this event, we have

(1+¢/4)?
1—e€/4

1 . 1+¢€/4
- <
1_6/4H5Ax Sbih = 1—¢/4

[AZ=b][1 < 1S Az*=S5b]l, < [Az"=blly < (1+€)[|Az"=b]]1,

where the last inequality is due to € < 1/2. By Theorem [2| Step 2 takes O(nnz(A)) time, and
Step 3 takes O(poly(d)) time because IIA has O(poly(d) rows. Then, by Lemma 3| Step 4 takes
O(nnz(A) - logn) time, and Step 5 takes T1(€/4; O(poly(d)log(1/€)/€?),d) time. Therefore, the
total running time of Algorithm [I]is as stated.

A.4 Proof of Lemma
First, we know that

Pr[| X,|P > t] = Pr[|X,| > t'/P] = 2. Pr[X,, > t!/7].
Next, we state the following lemma, which is due to Nolan [27].
Lemma 23. (Nolan [27, Thm. 1.12]) Let X ~ D, with p € [1,2). Then as x — oo,

Pr(X > z] ~ ¢pz ™7,
where ¢, =sin % - T'(p) /.
By Lemma it follows that, as t — oo,
Pr[| X, [P > t] ~ 2cpt .

For the Cauchy distribution, we have
-1

2 2 12
PI.HC| 2 ﬂ =1- *tan_lt = —tan_1, ~ — -1
v e t T

Hence, there exist oz;) > 0 and t1 > 0 such that for all ¢ > ¢4,
Pr[a;,]C| > t] > Pr[| X,|P > t].

Note that all the p-stable distributions with p € [1,2] have finite and positive density at = 0.
Therefore, there exists ozg > 0 such that for all 0 <t <,

Pr(ay|C| > t] > Pr[| X, [P > 1].
Let oy = max{a, ap}. We get a,|C| = | Xp[P. For the Gaussian distribution, we have, as t — oo,
Pr[|G|? > t] ~ 2e /2712,

which converges to zero much faster than t~!, so we can apply similar arguments to obtain Bp-

21



A.5 Proof of Lemma @ (Upper Tail Inequality for p-stable Distributions)

Let C; = F7Y(Fy)(X;)), i = 1,...,m, where F, is the CDF of the standard Cauchy distribution
and F), is the CDF of D). C; follows the standard Cauchy distribution, and, by Lemma [8| we have
a,|Ci| > | X;[P. Therefore, for any t > 1,

Pr[X > tapy] < Pr [Z%\Ci’ >ty n

7

] < 2log(mt)

The last inequality is from Lemma

A.6 Proof of Lemma (Lower Tail Inequality for p-stable Distributions)

Let G; be independent random variables sampled from the standard Gaussian distribution, ¢ =
1,...,m. By Lemma 8 we have

log Pr[X < B,(1 —t)7] < logPr [Z %Gl < (1 - t)'y] :
i
The lower tail inequality from Lemma [7| concludes the proof.

A.7 Proof of Theorem [6] (Low-distortion Dense Embedding for /,)

The proof is similar to the proof of Sohler and Woodruff [30, Theorem 5|, except that the Cauchy
tail inequalities are replaced by tail inequalities for the stable distributions. For simplicity, we omit
the complete proof but show where to apply those tail inequalities. By Lemma there exists a
(dl/ P, 1, p)-conditioned basis matrix of A,, denoted by U. Thus, |UJ} = d, where recall that |- |,
denotes the element-wise £, norm of a matrix. We have,

d s

d d s n P
MU R = Mgl =YY 1D Tguge| = 0> Jugllf| Xl
k=1

k=1 1i=1 |j=1 k=1 1i=1

where X;;, ~ D,. Applying Lemma |§|, we get |LIU|H/s = O(dlogd) with a constant probability.
Define Y = {Uz | ||z||, = 1,z € R?}. For any fixed y € Y, we have

p
S n S
Tyl =" > Mgy =Y llylbI X,
=1

i=1|j=1

probability with respect to s. By choosing s = wdlogd with w sufficiently large and an e-net
argument on Y, we can obtain a union lower bound of ||[Ily||5 on all the elements of Y with a
constant probability. Then,

where X; " D,. Applying Lemmalél, we get |[TIy|[h/s < 1/0O(1) with an exponentially small

1O -yl < Myl[;/s < MU[p|[z]l; < O(dlogd) - [[Uz[l, = O(dlogd)|yll, y €Y,

which gives us the desired result.
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A.8 Proof of Theorem |7| (Improving the Embedding Dimension)

Fach of Steps 1, 3, and 5 of Algorithm [2| succeeds with a constant probability. We can control
the success rate of each by adjusting the constant factor in the embedding dimension, such that
all steps succeed with a constant probability. Conditioning on this event, we have k,(AR™!) = 6d
because

IAR™ [l < 2|SAR™ ||, < 4d|z],

2~ 2
|AR ally > SISAR ally > Sllall2, Vo€ RY.

By Lemma I} &,(AR™') < 6d'/P*!) and then by Lemma [3| the embedding dimension of S is
O(RH(AR™1)dIP/*~Mdlog(1/€) /€?) = O(d3TP/?1og(1/e) /€?).

23



	1 Introduction
	2 Background
	3 Main Results for 2 Embedding
	4 Main Results for 1 Embedding
	5 Main Results for p Embedding
	6 Improving the Embedding Dimension
	7 Acknowledgments
	A Appendix
	A.1 Proof of Theorem 1 ((1)-distortion Embedding for 2)
	A.2 Proof of Theorem 2 (Low-distortion Embedding for 1)
	A.3 Proof of Corollary 2 (Fast 1 Regression)
	A.4 Proof of Lemma 8
	A.5 Proof of Lemma 9 (Upper Tail Inequality for p-stable Distributions)
	A.6 Proof of Lemma 10 (Lower Tail Inequality for p-stable Distributions)
	A.7 Proof of Theorem 6 (Low-distortion Dense Embedding for p)
	A.8 Proof of Theorem 7 (Improving the Embedding Dimension)


