arXiv:2106.02356v2 [stat.ML] 14 Oct 2021

PCA Initialization for Approximate Message Passing in
Rotationally Invariant Models

Marco Mondelli* and Ramji Venkataramanan'

October 15, 2021

Abstract

We study the problem of estimating a rank-1 signal in the presence of rotationally invariant
noise—a class of perturbations more general than Gaussian noise. Principal Component Analysis
(PCA) provides a natural estimator, and sharp results on its performance have been obtained
in the high-dimensional regime. Recently, an Approximate Message Passing (AMP) algorithm
has been proposed as an alternative estimator with the potential to improve the accuracy of
PCA. However, the existing analysis of AMP requires an initialization that is both correlated
with the signal and independent of the noise, which is often unrealistic in practice. In this
work, we combine the two methods, and propose to initialize AMP with PCA. Our main result
is a rigorous asymptotic characterization of the performance of this estimator. Both the AMP
algorithm and its analysis differ from those previously derived in the Gaussian setting: at every
iteration, our AMP algorithm requires a specific term to account for PCA initialization, while in
the Gaussian case, PCA initialization affects only the first iteration of AMP. The proof is based
on a two-phase artificial AMP that first approximates the PCA estimator and then mimics the
true AMP. Our numerical simulations show an excellent agreement between AMP results and
theoretical predictions, and suggest an interesting open direction on achieving Bayes-optimal
performance.

1 Introduction

We consider the problem of estimating a rank-1 signal from a noisy data matrix. In the square
symmetric case, the data matrix is modeled as

X = Ywrw T+ W e RO (1.1)
n

where u* € R™ is the unknown rank-1 signal, W € R™*" is a symmetric noise matrix, and a > 0
captures the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). In the rectangular case, we observe the data matrix

X = %u*'v*T + W e R™™, (1.2)

where u* € R™ and v* € R” are the unknown signals, and W € R"*" is a rectangular noise

matrix. A natural estimator of the signal in the symmetric case is the principal eigenvector of X
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(singular vectors, in the rectangular case). The performance of this principal component analysis
(PCA) estimator and, more generally, the behavior of eigenvalues and eigenvectors of models like

(CI)-([T2) has been widely studied in statistics [Joh01), [Pau07] and random matrix theory [BBAP0S,
KY13].

If w*,v* are unstructured (e.g., they are uniformly distributed on a sphere), then it is not
generally possible to improve on the PCA estimator. However, in a broad range of applications,
the unknown signals have some underlying structure, e.g., they may be sparse, their entries may
belong to a certain set, or they may be modelled using a prior distribution. Examples of structured

matrix estimation problems include sparse PCA [DM14] [JL.09, [ZHT06], non-negative PCA [LS99,

[MRI6], community detection under the stochastic block model [Abb17], Moo17], and group
synchronization [PWBMIS|. Since PCA is ill-equipped to capture the structure of the signal,

we aim to improve on it using a family of iterative algorithms known as approximate message
passing (AMP). AMP algorithms have two particularly attractive features: (i) they can be tailored
to take advantage of prior information on the structure of the signal; and (i) under suitable
model assumptions, their performance in the high-dimensional limit is precisely characterized by a
succinct deterministic recursion called state evolution [BMIT] [Boll4l [TM13]. AMP algorithms have
been applied to a wide range of inference problems: estimation in linear models
DMMO09, [KMST12, MAYBI3], generalized linear models [BKMT19, MXMI19, MLKZ20, MV21al,
Ranill [SC19], and low-rank matrix estimation with Gaussian noise [FRIS8,
KKMT 16|, LKZ17, MV21b]. The survey [EVRS21] provides a unified description of AMP for these
applications. Using the state evolution analysis, it has been proved that AMP achieves Bayes-
optimal performance in some Gaussian models MV21Db], and a bold conjecture
from statistical physics posits that AMP is optimal among polynomial-time algorithms.

We study rank-1 matrix estimation in the setting where the noise matrix W is rotationally
invariant. This is a much milder assumption than W being Gaussian: it only imposes that the
orthogonal matrices in the spectral decomposition of W are uniformly random, and allows for
arbitrary eigenvalues/singular values. Hence, W can capture a more complex correlation structure,
which is typical in applications. For the models (LT))-(T2]) with rotationally invariant noise, AMP

algorithms were derived in [CO19, [OCWI16] and generalized in [Fan20]. In particular, the AMP
algorithm of [Fan20] for the problem (L)) produces estimates u! € R™ as follows:

t
' =u (), ff=Xu' =) bu’,  t>2 (1.3)
i=1

The iteration is initialized with a pilot estimate w'. We can interpret (I3 as a generalized power
method. Recall that the power method approximates the principal eigenvector of X using the
iterative updates u' = Xu'~!/[| Xu!'"!||. For each t, the function u; can be chosen to exploit
any structural information known about the signal (e.g., sparsity). The “memory” coefficients
{b1,...,bs s} have a specific form to ensure that the iterates (f*,u!™!) have desirable statistical
properties captured by state evolution. A rigorous state evolution result for the iteration (L3])
is established in [Fan20], but the algorithm and its analysis require an initialization w' that is
correlated with the unknown signal and independent of the noise W. In practice, one typically
does not have access to such an initialization.

Main contribution. In this paper, we propose an AMP algorithm initialized via the PCA esti-
mator, namely, the principal eigenvector of X for the square case (LI]) and the left singular vector



of X for the rectangular case (LZ). Our main technical contribution is a state evolution result
for this AMP algorithm, which gives a rigorous characterization of its performance in the high-
dimensional limit. The challenge is that, as the PCA initialization depends on the noise matrix
W, one cannot apply the state evolution machinery of [Fan20]. To circumvent this issue, our key
idea is to construct and analyze a two-phase artificial AMP algorithm. In the first phase, the
artificial AMP performs a power method approaching the PCA estimator; and in the second phase,
it mimics the behavior of the true AMP. We remark that the artificial AMP only serves as a proof
technique. Thus, we can initialize it with a vector correlated with the signal u4* and independent
of the noise matrix W, which allows us to analyze it using the existing state evolution result.

Our analysis is tight in the sense that our AMP algorithm can be initialized with PCA whenever
the PCA estimate has strictly positive correlation with the signal. This requires showing that, when
PCA is effective, the state evolution of the first phase of the artificial AMP has a unique fixed
point. To obtain such a result, we exploit free probability tools developed in BGN12|.
The agreement between the practical performance of AMP and the theoretical predictions of state
evolution is demonstrated via numerical results for different spectral distributions of W. Our
simulations also show that the performance of AMP—as well as its ability to improve upon the
PCA initialization—crucially depends on the choice of the denoising functions u; in the algorithm.
Thus, the design of a Bayes-optimal AMP remains an exciting avenue for future research.

Related work. The asymptotic Bayes-optimal error for low-rank matrix estimation has been
precisely characterized for Gaussian noise [LM19], but remains an open problem for
rotationally invariant noise. An AMP algorithm with PCA initialization was proposed in [MV21D]
for the Gaussian setting, and it was shown to be Bayes-optimal for some signal priors. A recent
paper by Zhong et al. [ZSE21b] shows how AMP with PCA initialization can be used for estimating
the top-k principal components in applications such as high-dimensional genomics datasets. The
authors use an empirical Bayes method to determine a joint prior distribution for the k& principal
components, and assuming a Gaussian noise model, employ an AMP algorithm tailored to the prior
to improve the PCA estimates of the principal components.

Both our AMP algorithm and proof technique differ significantly from those for Gaussian noise.
When W is Gaussian, the PCA initialization affects only the first iteration of AMP. In contrast, for
more general noise distributions, the AMP algorithm and its associated state evolution require a
correction term at every iteration to account for the PCA initialization. This is due to the fact that,
while AMP has a single memory term in the Gaussian case, more general noise distributions lead
to a more involved memory structure, as in ([.3]). As regards the proof technique, the argument
of [MV21Db] consists of decoupling the PCA estimate from the bulk of the spectrum of X. In
contrast, our approach is based on a two-phase artificial AMP algorithm. This technique has
proved successful in the context of generalized linear models [MTV20, MV21a], albeit for Gaussian
measurements. Other extensions of AMP beyond the Gaussian setting include Orthogonal AMP
[Tak20Q], Vector AMP [GAK20al [GAK20b, [RSF19, [SRF16], convolutional AMP and
Memory AMP [LHK20]. These algorithms have been derived specifically for linear or generalized
linear models, and extending them (with a practical initialization method) to low-rank matrix
estimation is an interesting research direction.

Finally, we mention the recent independent work of Zhong et al. [ZSF21a], which appeared after
the original submission of our paper. This work generalizes AMP with PCA initialization to the
problem of estimating rank-k matrices in rotationally invariant noise, for £k > 1. We remark that,



in order to prove a state evolution result for AMP initialized with PCA, in [ZSEF21a] it is assumed
that the signal strength is sufficiently large. In contrast, our result holds for any signal strength
such that the PCA method is effective, but we require the free cumulants of the noise matrix to
be non-negative. We also note that, when the signal strength is large, the assumption on the free
cumulants can be automatically satisfied (see the footnote on p[T).

2 Preliminaries

Notation and definitions. Given a € R, we define (a); = max(a,0). Given two integers i < j,
we define [i,j] = {i,...,j}. If i > j, then [i, j] denotes the empty set; products over the empty set
are taken to be 1. Given a vector x € R", we denote by ||x| its Euclidean norm and by (x) its
empirical mean, i.e., (x) = %Z?:l x;. The empirical distribution of & = (x1,...,x,)' is given by
% 2?21 0z, where d,, denotes a Dirac delta mass on x;. The notation x l) X denotes convergence
of the empirical distribution of « to the random variable X in Wasserstein distance at all orders.
Given a symmetric square matrix A € R™ ™, we denote by A\j(A) > \(A) > ... > A\, (A) its
eigenvalues sorted in decreasing order. Given a rectangular matrix A € R™*" with m < n, we

denote by 01(A) > 02(A) > ...0m(A) its singular values sorted in decreasing order.

Rank-1 estimation — Symmetric square matrices. Consider the problem of estimating the
signal u* € R™ from the data matrix X in (II). We assume that W is rotationally invariant in
law, i.e., W = OTAO, where A = diag(\) is a diagonal matrix containing the eigenvalues of W
and O is a Haar orthogonal matrix independent of A. As n — 0o, we assume that the empirical
distributions of A and u* satisfy

AL A and w D U., (2.1)

where A and U, represent the limiting spectral distribution of the noise and the prior on the signal,
respectively. We take ||u|| = /n so that E{U2} = lim, o 2||u*[|? = 1. We assume that the
moment E{U2+¢} < oo for some ¢ > 0. We also assume that A has compact support, and denote
by b the supremum of this support. We denote by {xj}x>1 the free cumulants corresponding to the
moments {my },>1 of the empirical eigenvalue distribution of X excluding its largest eigenvalue, i.e.,
mk = 137 5 A(X)F (for details, see (AI)-(A2) in Appendix [A). The assumption (2II) implies
that, as n — oo, my — m$° = E{A*} and rj, — £5°, where {m{};>1 and {k°}x>1 are respectively
moments and free cumulants of A.

PCA — Symmetric square matrices. Let upca be the principal eigenvector of X, and define
as = 1/G(bT), where G(z) = E{(2—A) !} is the Cauchy transform of A, and G(b*) = lim,_,;+ G(2).
Then, for a > ag, A (X) 25 G1(1/a) and Xo(X) &5 b, where G~! is the inverse of G; see
Theorem 2.1 in [BGNT11]. Furthermore, Theorem 2.2 in gives that, for a > as,

(UPCA,U*>2 a.s,. 92 -1
n Po = R2G(G-1(1/a))

> 0. (2.2)

In words, above the spectral threshold g, the principal eigenvalue of X escapes the bulk of the
spectrum and its associated eigenvector becomes strictly correlated with the signal u*.



Rank-1 estimation — Rectangular matrices. Consider now the problem of estimating the
signals u* € R™ and v* € R” given the rectangular data matrix X in (L2). Without loss of
generality, we assume that m < n (if m > n, one can just exchange the role of u* and v* and
consider X T in place of X ). We assume that W is bi-rotationally invariant in law, i.e., W = O"AQ,
where A = diag(\) is a m x n diagonal matrix containing the singular values of W, and O, Q are
Haar orthogonal matrices independent of one another and also of A. As n — oo, we assume that
A A, u* W, U, v* Y.V, and m/n — =, for some constant v € (0,1]. We take ||u| = /m and
|v|| = v/ so that E{U2} = E{V2} = 1. As before, b < 0o is the supremum of the compact support
of A, and U,, V, are assumed to have finite (2+¢)-th moment for some € > 0. To analyze PCA using
the framework in [BGN12|, we also assume that the entries of u* and v* are i.i.d., and their law
has zero mean and satisfies a log-Sobolev inequality. We denote by {kgof }r>1 the rectangular free
cumulants associated to the even moments {moy, }r>1, with moy, = % Yo, oi(X )2k (for details, see
(AT11)-(A12) in Appendix [A]). Furthermore, as n,m — oo, ma, — m3y = E{A%} and ko, — K52,
where {m3g }r>1 and {k3} }x>1 are respectively even moments and rectangular free cumulants of A.

PCA — Rectangular matrices. Denote by upca and vpca the left and right pI‘lIlClpal smgular

vectors of X, and define s = 1/4/D(bT), where D(2) = ¢(2)¢(2), ¢(z) = E{z/(z? — A?)},
#(2) = v9(2) + (1 —7)/z, and D(bT) = hmz_,b+ D(z). Note that the singular value of the rank-one

signal 2u*v*T is @ £ a/\/7. Then, for & > s, 01(X) 2% DY(1/a%) and o9(X) 23 b; see
Theorem 2.8 in [BGN12]. Furthermore, Theorem 2.9 in [BGN12] gives that, for & > ag,

upca,u*)? as. —20(D” (1/a
<PCA7> = Apoa = = g/(( D- ((1//042)))) -
v v*)? a.s. —20 @

In words, above the spectral threshold ag, the principal singular value escapes from the bulk of the
spectrum and the left /right principal singular vectors become correlated with the signal u*/v*.

3 PCA Initialization for Approximate Message Passing

3.1 Symmetric Square Matrices

We consider a family of Approximate Message Passing (AMP) algorithms to estimate u* from
X = 2u*u*T + W. We initialize using the PCA estimate upca:

u' = Vnupca, f=Xu' - but, (3.1)

with by = Z?io /ii+1a_i. Then, for ¢t > 2, the algorithm computes
t
=u(f7Y), ff=Xu' =) byl (3.2)
where the memory coefficients {by;};c[1, are given by by = k1, and

bt’IZH fz 1 ZK,H_tO[ i, btt j = Kj+1 H fl 1 7 for (t_])e [27t_1] (33)
=2

i=t—j+1



Here, the function u; : R — R is continuously differentiable and Lipschitz, it is applied component-
wise to vectors, i.e., us(F1) = (u(fI7h), ... u(f1)), and u} denotes its derivative. The AMP
algorithm in (B.I))-(B3) is similar to the one in [Fan20, Sec. 3.1] (and the ones in OCW16]),
with the main differences being the initialization u' and the formula for the memory term b¢,1. We
highlight that the algorithm does not require the knowledge of « or of the noise distribution. In
fact, a can be consistently estimated from the principal eigenvalue of X via @ = (G(\(X))) ™%
Furthermore, one can compute the moments {my};>1 of the empirical eigenvalue distribution of
X (excluding its largest one) and, from these, deduce the free cumulants {xg}r>1.

The asymptotic empirical distribution of the iterates ut, f¢, for t > 1, can be succinctly charac-
terized via a deterministic recursion, called state evolution, and expressed via a sequence of mean
vectors prpe = (pt)eeq1,x] and covariance matrices Xk = (0st)s4e(1,x]- For K = 1, set p1 = apq
and 011 = o?(1 — p2), with p, given in (ZZ). Then define pg . 1, Ex41 from pg, X as follows.
Let

(Fl,...,FK) = [LKU>,< + (Zl,... ,ZK), where (Zl,... ,ZK) NN(O,EK), (3.4)
F

U =u(F—1) for2<t<K+1, and Ut:_l for —oco <t <1. (3.5)
@

Then, the entries of py,, are given by p; = aE{U;U,} for t € [1, K + 1]. Furthermore, the entries
of ¥ 11 can be expressed via the following formula, for s,t € [1, K 4 1]:

Ost = ii”ﬁkw <é>(k. t+%?(r](: j(}rtl k) ( H E{u}(F, ) < H E{u}(F, > (3.6)

7=0 k=0 t=max(2,s+1—j) i=max(2,t+1—k)

Our main result, Theorem [, shows that for ¢ > 1, the empirical joint distribution of the
entries of (u*, fi.o., F!) converges in Wasserstein distance Wy to the law of the random vector
(Ui, Fy, ..., Fy). We provide a proof sketch in Section Bl and the complete proof is deferred to
Appendix Bl This result is stated in terms of pseudo-Lipschitz test functions. A function ¢ : R™ —
R is pseudo-Lipschitz of order 2, i.e., ¢ € PL(2), if there is a constant C' > 0 such that

[(z) = P(y)ll < OO+ [zl + [lyl) llz -yl - (3.7)

The equivalence between convergence in terms of PL(2) functions and convergence in Wy distance
follows from [Vil08| Definition 6.7 and Theorem 6.8].

Theorem 1. In the square symmetric model (1)), assume that o > oy, and that the free cumulants
of order 2 and higher are non-negative, i.e., ki° > 0 for k > 2. Consider the AMP algorithm with
PCA initialization in (B1)-B2), with continuously differentiable and Lipschitz functions u; : R —
R. (Without loss of generality, assume that (u*,uFCA) >0.)

Then, for t > 1 and any PL(2) function 1) : R**2 = R, we almost surely have:

R
nh_{gloﬁzqﬁ(uwu})7 f—l—l)fz’ . fzt):E{¢(U*7U17"'7Ut+17F17"'7Ft)}7 (38)

where Uy, ..., Upy1 and Fy, ..., Fy are defined in (34]).



Assumptions of the theorem. The basic assumption that the noise matrix is rotationally
invariant is rather mild as it allows for arbitrary eigenvalue distributions. The assumption a > ag
ensures that the PCA initialization is correlated with the signal. This condition is necessary and
sufficient for PCA to be effective: under the additional requirement that G’(b) = —oo, we have
that, if a < ag, then the normalized correlation between upca and w* vanishes almost surely; see
Theorem 2.3 of [BGN11]. Conversely for o > «g, the asymptotic correlation is strictly non-zero
and given by (22]).

Non-negativity of free cumulants: The assumption that x7° > 0 for k > 2 appears to be an
artifact of the proof technique. As detailed in the proof sketch in Section [l this assumption is
needed to show that the state evolution of the artificial AMP in the first phase has a unique fixed
point. We expect our approach to generalize to any limiting noise distribution A with compact
support, and defer such a generalization to future work. In support of this view, the simulations of
Section M verify the claim of Theorem [lin a setting where the free cumulants of A have alternating
signs (corresponding to an eigenvalue distribution A ~ Uniform[—1/2,1/2]; see Figs. [IDHIdl and
RO 2d). Finally, we remark that, if W follows a Marcenko-Pastur distribution (W = AAT, where
A has i.i.d. Gaussian entries), then the free cumulants of A are all equal and strictly positive; see
[MS17, Chap. 2, Exercise 11]. Thus, the assumption of Theorem [l holds for noise distributions that
are sufficiently close to the Marcenko-Pastur one, or for sufficiently large values of the signal-to-noise
ratio a

Continuous differentiability and other technical assumptions: The assumption that u; is con-
tinuously differentiable can be weakened to: (i) u; being differentiable almost everywhere, and (%)
satisfying a mild non-degeneracy condition (Assumption 4.2(e) in [Fan20]). In this way, we can
cover most practically relevant choices of u; such as soft thresholding and ReLU. Theorem [ also
requires the technical assumptions in (21 and the text below it: convergence of the empirical
distributions of the signal and of the eigenvalues of the noise matrix; boundedness of the (2 + ¢)-
moment of the signal; and compact support of the spectrum of the noise matrix. We regard these
technical assumptions as minor, and remark that they are quite standard in the literature. For the
rectangular case, we also need the additional assumption that the law of the signal is zero mean
and satisfies a log-Sobolev inequality, which is necessary to apply the framework in [BGNTI].

How PCA initialization influences AMP. The form of the memory coefficient b ; in (B3]
reflects the PCA initialization of the AMP iteration. PCA initialization can be interpreted as
the result of a first AMP phase with linear denoisers (see the proof sketch in Sec. [l). The
coefficient b, ; multiplying the initialization w; represents the cumulative effect of this first AMP
phase leading to the PCA estimate. The main differences from the AMP algorithm in [Fan20]
(where the initialization is independent of W) are the expressions for the coefficient b;; and the
state evolution parameters os; (compare (3.3]) and (B.6) in this paper with (1.15) and (1.17) in
[Fan20]). Ome can interpret the new form of by ; and o, as a memory of the PCA initialization.
For the special case of Gaussian noise, the spectral initialization only affects the first iteration of
AMP [MV21Db]. This is due to the fact that, while in a rotationally invariant model the AMP iterate
at step t depends on all previous iterates, in the Gaussian case it depends only on the iterate at
step t — 1.

1One can add an independent artificial noise matrix with Marcenko-Pastur distribution to the data in order
to make the required free cumulants non-negative, and the result would hold for « greater than the new spectral
threshold.



Choice of us(-). Theorem [[holds for any choice of denoisers {u;} that are Lipschitz and continu-
ously differentiable. Indeed, our analysis shows that by picking us(f) = f/a, AMP just returns the
PCA estimate; see the proof sketch in Section [Bl If some structural information about the signal
is available (e.g., sparsity), denoisers that take advantage of this structure can give substantial
improvements over PCA. Thus, a key question is how to optimally select the u;’s. Theorem [ tells
us that the empirical distribution of f' converges to the law of u,U, + o4, for Z ~ N(0,1)
and independent of U,. Hence, the quality of the estimate at each iteration ¢ is governed by the
SNR p; := pi?/or;. Consider running the algorithm for £ iterations, and let w'*! = uz | (f%) be the
final estimate. Then, for each t € [2,%], the Bayes-optimal choice for u; is the one that maximizes
pt, i.e., the SNR for the next iteration. In the case of Gaussian noise [MV21b|, the maximum
is achieved by the posterior mean u;(f) = E{Us | :Ux + (/5¢:Z = f}. For rotationally invariant
noise, this choice minimizes the mean-squared error & [|u’ —w*||? (for fixed uy,...,u;_1), but it does
not necessarily maximize the SNR, p;. We provide an example of this behavior in the simulations
reported in Section @l Therefore, the optimal strategy would be to choose functions us, ..., us to
maximize the SNRs pa, ..., p;, and then in the final iteration, to pick us,; to minimize the desired
loss. Note that u; depends on the previously chosen functions uq,...,u;—1 in a complicated way,
due to the definition of oy in @B.6). Thus, finding u; that maximizes the SNR p; remains an
outstanding challenge. Finally, we remark that though we only consider one-step denoisers in this
paper, Theorem [Il can be readily extended to cover denoisers with memory, i.e., those of the form

u(FL . .

3.2 Rectangular Matrices

We now present an AMP algorithm to estimate u* and v* from the m x n data matrix X =
2a*p*T + W. We initialize the algorithm using the PCA estimate upca:

-1

> i
u! = mupca, g'= |1 +vzfm(l2) XTul, w'=vi(g)="Tg".  (39)
i=1 @ @
Then, for t > 1, we iteratively compute:

t t
— X! _Z at,iuly ut-l—l _ Ut+1(ft), gt+1 :X,ut—l—l _Z bt+1,i'v2, ,vt+1 :Vt+1(gt+1)- (310)
= i=1

Here, ut41,vi41 : R — R are continuously differentiable Lipschitz functions that act component-wise
on vectors. We define aj; =a ) 2, Hgi(%)l, and for t > 2:

ap, = H (FiY) (g™ 1) (Z Ka(itt) (%)Z> , (3.11)
i=0

Ay = (Vi(gt)f [T WD vioig™ Drag . for (t —j) € [2,t]. (3.12)



Furthermore, for ¢t > 1,

t o] .
bet1,1 = Y (upyr (f H ui (F70) <H2t + Z@(Ht)(%) > ’ (3.13)
i=2 i=1
t
bryr i1y = (i (F)) [T i@ Wi(F ) ke, for (t+1-7)€[2,1]. (3.14)
i=t+2—j

Similarly to the square case, a can be consistently estimated from the largest singular value of X
via @ = \/7(D(01(X))) !, and the rectangular free cumulants {kay }1>1 can be obtained from the
even moments of the empirical distribution of the singular values of X (excluding its largest one).

The asymptotic empirical distributions of the iterates (f*, g*) can be characterized via a state
evolution recursion, which specifies a sequence of mean vectors p = (11t)iecjo, k], VE = (Vt)ie)1, K]
and covariance matrices X = (0s)s1e0,x], 2Kk = (Ws,t)step1,x]- These are iteratively defined,
starting with the initialization po = av/Apca and g = a?(1 — Apca), where Apca is given by
23). Having defined pp, X, vk, Qx, let

(F(], R ,FK) =p U, + (Yb, R ,YK), where (}/0, R ,YK) N./\/(O, EK), (3.15)
F{

U =u(F—y) for 2<t<K+1, and Ut:EO for —co<t<1, (3.16)

(Gl, oo ,GK) = I/KV* + (Zl, .o .,ZK), where (Zl, .o .,ZK) NN(O,QK), (317)

Vi=w(Gy) for 2<t< K41, and Vt:%Gl for —oco <t <1. (3.18)

Given pjy and X, the entries of v 11 are given by vy = oE{UU,} (for t € [1, K + 1]), and the
entries of Qg4 (for s+ 1,t+ 1 € [1, K 4 1]) are given by

s+1 t+1

s)y+(k—t)+
Ws+1,t4+1 = ZZ ( ) v ( H X Yi—l) ’ ( H X Yi—l)
7=0 k=0 i=max(2,5+2—7) i=max(2,t+2—k)
' [“S?j+k+1)E{Us+1—jUt+1—k} + 550kt EAVeomj Viek X1 -xt+1_k]. (3.19)

Here, we define x; = E{u}(F;_1)} if i« > 2, and x; = 1/« otherwise; y; = E{v}(G;)} if i > 2, and
y; = 7v/a otherwise. We note that wqy is computed by solving the linear equation obtained by
setting s =t = 0 in (BI9) (see (CO6)). Next, given vi 1 and Qx4 for some K > 1, the entries
of pye 1 are py = %E{V}V*} (for t € [0, K + 1]), and the entries of X1 (for s,t € [0, K + 1]) are

= BT e (T )

j=0 k=0 i=max(2,s+1—j) i=max(2,t+1—k)
: {ch()j-i-k-i—l)E{Vs—jW—k} + K530k E{Us— iUtk ys—j - Yt—k]~ (3.20)

Our main result for the rectangular case, Theorem 2, shows that for ¢ > 1, the empirical joint
distribution of the entries of (u*, f L F') converges in Wasserstein distance Wy to the law of
the random vector (U, F1,...,F}). Similarly, the empirical joint distribution of the entries of
(v*,g',...,g") converges to the law of (V,,G1,...,Gy). The proof is given in Appendix[Cl As in
the square case, we state this result in terms of pseudo-Lipschitz test functions.



Theorem 2. In the rectangular model (L2)), assume that & > & and that k35, > 0 for k > 1. Con-
sider the AMP algorithm with PCA initialization in B.9)-BIQ), with continuously differentiable
and Lipschitz functions ug, v : R — R. (Assume without loss of generality that (w*,uFCA) >0.)

Then, for t > 1 and any PL(2) functions ¢ : R**2 — R and ¢ : R¥*T! = R, we almost surely
have:

B
ml,l—%og §1¢(u27u1177u2+17f117fzt):E{w(U*lev7Ut+17F177Ft)}7 (321)
N
nh_)ngog Elgp(vi,vil,...,vf,gil,...gf):E{(p(V*,Vl,...,Vt,Gl,...,Gt)}, (3.22)

where (Uy,...,U1), (F1,...,F), (Vi,..., Vi) and (G1,...,Gy) are defined as in (3.13])-BI8).

The condition & > g is necessary and sufficient for PCA to be effective: under the additional
requirement that ¢/(b*) = —oo, if @ < as, then the normalized correlation between upca and
u* vanishes almost surely, see Theorem 2.10]. Comments similar to those at the end of
Section 3] can be made about (i) the requirement that the rectangular free cumulants are non-
negative, (ii) the effect of the PCA initialization on AMP, and (%i) the choice of the denoisers
Ug, V.

4 Numerical Simulations

We consider the following settings: (i) square model (II]) with Marcenko-Pastur noise, i.e., W =
%AAT € R™*"™ where the entries of A € R"*P are i.i.d. standard Gaussian, see (a) in the figures;
(i) square model (L)) with uniform noise, i.e., W = OTAO € R™ " where O is a Haar orthogonal
matrix and the entries of A are i.i.d. and uniformly distributed in the interval [—1/2,1/2], see (b)
in the figures; (iii) rectangular model (L2)) with uniform noise, i.e., W = OTAQ € R™*" where
O, Q are Haar orthogonal matrices and the entries of A? are i.i.d. and uniformly distributed in
the interval [0, 1], see (c)-(d) in the figures.

In the simulations, « is estimated from the largest eigenvalue/singular value of X. Furthermore,
the free cumulants rj, (kg in the rectangular case) are replaced by their limits x° (k35 resp.), which
are obtained as follows. For (a), all the free cumulants of A are equal to ¢ 2 p/n, i.e., Ky = ¢
for k > 1, see [MS17, Chap. 2, Exercise 11]. For (b), the odd free cumulants of A are 0 and
the even ones are given by k35 = Ba,/(2n!), where By, denotes the 2n-th Bernoulli number. For
details, see the derivation of (AI0) in Appendix [Al For (c)-(d), the even moments of A are given
by m3, = 1/(k + 1) and, from these, we numerically compute the rectangular free cumulants via
(A.12) in Appendix[Al Furthermore, the spectral threshold for the setting in (a) is ag = 1 4 /¢ ;
for (b), as =0 ; and for (c)-(d), & = 0. In (a), we set n = 8000 and ¢ = 2; in (b), we set n = 4000;
and in (c)-(d), we set n = 8000 and v = 1/2. The signal u* has a Rademacher prior, i.e., its entries
are i.i.d. and uniform in {—1,1}. In the rectangular case, the signal v* has a Gaussian prior, i.e.,
it is uniformly distributed on the sphere of radius y/n. Given these priors, u; is chosen to be the
single-iterate posterior mean denoiser given by u(z) = tanh(ut xz/o+), where py and oy, are the
state evolution parameters; these are replaced by consistent estimates in the simulations. For the
rectangular case, we choose v¢(z) = x. Fach experiment is repeated for ni.s = 100 independent
runs. We report the average and error bars at 1 standard deviation.

10



1 1
O.SZK - - — o.sz/iii ——————————

£ PCA+AMP, a = 0.6 £ PCA+AMP, =08

0.6 0.6 ——SE, a=0.6 0.6 ——8SE,a=0.8 0.6
— — PCA,a=06 — _ PCA a—0s T PCATAMP, a—08
) F PCATAMP, a =02 § PCAYAMP, a 02 ——SE, 0=08
0.4 7 PCA+AMP, a =14 0.4 ——SE, a=02 04 SE. - 0.2 04 - - PCAa=0s5
——SE, a=4 —-—-PCA, a=0.2 —-—-PCA, =02 igg!\:@yg a=02
— = PCA,a=4 - = PCA,a=0.2
02 § PCA+AMP,a=3 02 02
—0SE, a=3 =
S— O e Sty
0 0 0 0
2 4 6 8 2 4 6 8 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
# iterations # iterations # iterations # iterations
(a) Square, MP. (b) Square, uniform. (c) Rectangular, left. (d) Rectangular, right.

Figure 1: Comparison between AMP with PCA initialization and the related state evolution (SE). The
plots show the normalized squared correlation between iterate and signal, as a function of the number of
iterations.
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Figure 2: Comparison between AMP with PCA initialization and the PCA method alone. The plots show
the normalized squared correlation between the signal and the estimate (PCA, or AMP+PCA), as a function
of a.

Figure [l compares the performance between the proposed AMP algorithm with PCA initializa-
tion (PCA+AMP) and the theoretical predictions of state evolution (SE), for two different values
of a. On the z-axis, we have the number of iterations of AMP, and on the y-axis the normalized
squared correlation between the iterate and the signal. As a reference, we also plot the performance
of PCA as a horizontal line. We observe an excellent agreement of AMP with state evolution, even in
the settings (b)-(c)-(d) where the free cumulants (resp. rectangular free cumulants) are alternating
in sign. This supports our conjecture that Theorems hold for more general noise distributions.

In Figure Bl we run PCA+AMP until the algorithm converges, and we compare the results
with (i) the AMP with PCA initialization developed in which assumes that the noise
matrix is Gaussian (with the correct variance), and (7i) the PCA method alone, as a function of
the SNR «. For Marchenko-Pastur noise (setting (a)), PCA+AMP always improves upon the PCA
initialization. However, this is not the case when the eigenvalues/singular values of the noise are
uniformly distributed (settings (b), (¢) and (d)). In fact, we observe a phase transition phenomenon:
below a certain critical «, AMP converges to a trivial fixed point at 0, while PCA shows positive
correlation with the signal; above the critical o, PCA+AMP is no worse than PCA. This is due
to the sub-optimal choice of u; recall the discussion on p8 We observe no improvement for the
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estimation of the right singular vector (setting (d)), as the prior of v* is Gaussian, in which case
we expect the PCA estimate to be optimal. The interesting behavior demonstrated in Figure
motivates the study of the optimal choice for us,v; in future work. We also note that, in settings
(¢)-(d), as = 0, which means that the PCA estimator has non-zero correlation with the signal for
all @ > 0. However, for o < 0.1, this correlation remains rather small. Finally, we highlight that
our proposed rotationally invariant PCA+AMP always improves upon the Gaussian PCA+AMP.
In general, this performance gap will be significant unless the sequence of free cumulants x° (k3
in the rectangular case) decays quickly. For Marchenko-Pastur noise, the free cumulants are all
equal, and thus the performance gap is significant. If the eigenvalues/singular values of the noise
are uniform, then the sequence of free cumulants decays rapidly and the performance gap is small.

5 Proof Sketch: Symmetric Square Matrices

We consider the following artificial AMP algorithm, whose iterates are denoted by u?, ft fort > 1.
We initialize with @' = p,u* + /1 — p2n and ]Ncl = X' — k1!, Here, n is standard Gaussian
and p,, is the normalized (limit) correlation of the PCA estimate given in (22]). We note that this
initialization is impractical, as it requires the knowledge of the unknown signal u*. However, this
is not an issue since the artificial AMP serves only as a proof technique. (The true AMP [B.2]) used
for estimation uses the PCA initialization in ([8.I]).) The subsequent iterates of the artificial AMP
are defined in two phases. In the first phase, which lasts up to iteration (7" + 1), the functions
defining the artificial AMP are chosen so that @’ ' is closely aligned with the eigenvector upca
as T — oo. In the second phase, the functions are chosen to match those in the true AMP.

The artificial AMP initialization @' is chosen such that it has non-zero asymptotic correlation
with the signal u*. Indeed, when the signal prior has zero mean, a random initialization (indepen-
dent of u*) would be asymptotically uncorrelated with the signal; consequently, the first phase of
the artificial AMP would get stuck at a trivial fixed point and the iterates would not be guaranteed
to converge to the principal eigenvector. We ensure that this does not happen by defining the
initialization @' to be a linear combination of the signal and Gaussian noise.

First phase. For 2 <t < (T + 1), the artificial AMP iterates are
at=f /o, fr=Xxal =) by, (5.1)

where Bt,t_j = kjp1a7, for (t—j) € [1,t]. We claim that, for sufficiently large T, @’ approaches
the PCA estimate upca, that is, limp_ oo lim, oo ﬁ ||€LT"'1 —v/nupcal| = 0. This result is proved
in Lemma in Appendix [B:3l We give a heuristic sanity check here. Assume that the iterate
@’ ™! converges to a limit @™ in the sense that limp_ o lim,, oo % |[@T+! —@°|| = 0. Then, from

(ET), the limit @™ satisfies

1 o0 1\¢ o0 1\ 1
0° = — Xa>® — = ~ 00 = ~oo:‘X-~oo7 92
U S Xu ZHZ <a> U™ = <a+;n <a> )u u (5.2)

i=1

which means that 4 is an eigenvector of X. Furthermore, by using known identities in free
probability (see (A.4]) and (AG])), the eigenvalue a4 2 k; (é)l_l can be re-written as G~1(1/a).
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Recall that, for a > ag, X exhibits a spectral gap and its largest eigenvalue converges to G~1(1/a).
Thus, 4 must be aligned with the principal eigenvector of X, as desired.

A key step in our analysis is to show that, as T' — oo, the state evolution of the artificial AMP
in the first phase has the unique fixed point (fi = ap,,& = a?(1 — p2)). This is established in
Lemma proved in Appendix The proof follows the approach developed in Section 7 of
[Fan20]. However, the analysis of [Fan20] requires that « is sufficiently large, while our result holds
for all @ > ag. Our idea is to exploit the expression of the limit correlation between the PCA
estimate and the signal. In particular, we prove that, when the PCA estimate is correlated with
the signal, state evolution is close to a limit map which is a contraction. The price to pay for this
approach is the requirement that the free cumulants are non-negative.

~T+k

Second phase. The second phase of the artificial AMP is designed so that its iterates (@’ ™%, " )
are close to (u”, f¥), for k > 2. For t > (T 4 2), the artificial AMP computes:

~t ~t—1

t
@ =u r(f ), F=Xxa' - bl (5.3)
i=1

Here, the functions {uy}x>2, are the ones used in the true AMP (B2). The coefficients {b;;} for
t > (T + 2) are given by:

) ) I\ Tt .
b =1, ey =i () I WG G-jeme-1. (4

i=max{t—j+1,7+2}

Since the artificial AMP is initialized with @' that is correlated with «* and independent of the
noise matrix W, a state evolution result for it can be obtained directly from [Fan20l Theorem 1.1].
We then show in Lemma [B.8 in Appendix [B.4] that the second phase iterates in (5.3]) are close to
the true AMP iterates in ([8.2)), and that their state evolution parameters are also close. This result
yields Theorem [T} as shown in Appendix[B.5l The complete proof of Theorem 2] (rectangular case)
is given in Appendix [Cl We describe the artificial AMP for this case along with a proof sketch in
Appendix
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A Free Probability Background

A.1 Symmetric Square Matrices

Let X be a random variable of finite moments of all orders, and denote its moments by my =
E{X*}. In this paper, X represents either the empirical eigenvalue distribution of the noise matrix
W e R™" or its limit law A (in the latter case, the moments and free cumulants are denoted
by {mg°}i>1 and {k;°}x>1, respectively). For the model (ILI]), note that the empirical eigenvalue
distribution of W coincides with the empirical eigenvalue distribution of X after excluding the
largest eigenvalue of X, since we consider the case & > ag. The free cumulants {xy}r>1 of X are
defined recursively by the moment-cumulant relations

Z H IQ‘S| (Al)

TeENC(k) Sem

where NC(k) is the set of all non-crossing partitions of {1,...,k}, and |S| denotes the cardinality
of S. Furthermore, by exploiting the connection between the formal power series with coefficients
{my}r>1 and {ki}r>1, each free cumulant kj can be computed from my,...,my and k1,...,KE—1

as Section 2.5]
k—1 ;
ke = my, — [2¥] Z Kj (z +myz? 4+ me2d 4+ mk_lzk) ) (A.2)
j=1

where [2¥](¢(2)) denotes the coefficient of z* in the polynomial g(z).

Consider now the random variable A representing the limiting spectral distribution of W, and
recall that b < oo denotes the supremum of the support of A. Then, for z > b, the Cauchy transform
G(z) of A is given by

G(z):E{Z_lA}. (A.3)

Another transform that will be useful in our analysis is the R-transform R(z) of A, which can be
defined by the convergent series:

Z) = Zﬂgj—lzi7 (A4)
=0

where {£°}1>1 are the free cumulants of A. The derivative of the R-transform is denoted by R'(z)
and given by

R(z) =) (i+1)K257" _ZZF%W% (A.5)
i=0 j=0 k=0

where the second equality follows from a double-counting argument. The series in (A.4]) and (A.5])
are well-defined and converge to a finite value for z < 1/ay, where g = 1/G(b™) is the spectral
threshold [BGN11]. The R-transform can also be expressed in terms of the Cauchy transform, see
e.g. Theorem 12.7 of [NS06]:

1
R(z) =G '(2) - e (A.6)
By taking the derivative on both sides of (A.5]), we have
1 1

R'(2) = (A.7)

GGG
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If W follows a Marcenko-Pastur distribution (i.e., W = %GHGI € R™*", where the entries of
G, € R"P are i.i.d. standard Gaussian), then it is well known that x° = ¢ 2 p/n for k > 1, see
e.g. [MSI7, Chap. 2, Exercise 11]. This corresponds to the setting (a) in the numerical results of
Section [ If the eigenvalues of W' are i.i.d. and uniformly distributed in the interval [—1/2,1/2],

the free cumulants x7° have also a simple form. In fact, by explicitly computing the expectation in
([A.3]), we have that

2z+1
G(z) = log 5, 1" (A.8)
Thus, by applying (A.6]), we deduce that
1 z 1

By comparing the series expansion ([A.4)) with that of the hyperbolic cotangent, we conclude that

0, if k is odd,
R if k£ is even,

where By, denotes the k-th Bernoulli number. This corresponds to the setting (b) in the numerical
results of Section [

A.2 Rectangular Matrices

Let X be a random variable of finite moments of all orders, and denote its even moments by moy =
E{X 2k}. In this paper, X? represents either the empirical eigenvalue distribution of WW T e
R™>™ or its limit law A? (in the latter case, the moments and rectangular free cumulants are
denoted by {m}, }r>1 and {k3}}r>1, respectively). For the model (I2), note that the empirical
eigenvalue distribution of WW T coincides with the empirical eigenvalue distribution of X X T after
excluding the largest eigenvalue of X X T, since we consider the case & > és. The rectangular free
cumulants {ka }r>1 of X are defined recursively by the moment-cumulant relations [BG09, Section

3]
mok =7 ) H ms [T s (A.11)
TeNC/(2k) ~ Sen
mlnS 1s odd min S is even

where NC'(2k) is the set of non-crossing partitions 7 of {1,...,2k} such that each set S € 7 has
even cardinality. Furthermore, by exploiting the connection between the formal power series with
coefficients {moy }r>1 and {kor}r>1, each rectangular free cumulant kg can be computed from
M, ..., Mo and Ko, ..., Ko_1) as Lemma 3.4]

Kok = Mo — Z Ko (2 )+ 1)(M(2) + 1)), (A.12)

where M(z) = S_72, marz® and [2*](g(z)) denotes again the coefficient of 2* in the polynomial

q(z).
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Consider now the random variable A representing the limiting distribution of the singular values
of W, and recall that b < oo denotes the supremum of the support of A. Then, for z > b, the
D-transform D(z) of A is given by

D(z) = ¢(2) - ¢(2), (A.13)

where

z

R IR G RO R (A14)

Another transform that will be useful in our analysis is the rectangular R-transform R(z) of A,
which can be defined by the convergent series:

= Z RS2, (A.15)
i=1

where {x3}}r>1 are the rectangular free cumulants of A. The derivative of the rectangular R-
transform is denoted by R’(z) and given by

R(z) =Y (i+ 1302 =D > Fageern? (A.16)
=0 =0 k=0

where the second equality follows from a double-counting argument. By combining (AJ5) and
([A.16]), we also obtain the useful identities

oo o0

DD kagrkin? = 2R/(2) - R(2), (A.17)

7=0 k=0

Mt

~
Il
o

(1 + 1)/£C2’<(’i+2)zi =27 'R/(2) — 272R(2). (A.18)

The series in (AI5)-(AIS]) are well-defined and converge to a finite value for z < 1/(ds)?, where
as = 1/4/D(bt) is the spectral threshold [BGN12]. The rectangular R-transform can also be
expressed in terms of the D-transform, see e.g. [BGN12l Section 2.5]:

YR*(2) + (v + 1)R(2) + 1 = 2(D7(2))*. (A.19)

B Proof of Theorem [

This appendix is organized as follows. In Appendix [B.Il we present the state evolution recursion
associated to the artificial AMP iteration defined in (5I) and (53). In Appendix [B.2] we prove
that the first phase of this state evolution admits a unique fixed point. Using this fact, in Appendix
B3l we prove that the artificial AMP iterate at the end of the first phase approaches the PCA
estimator. Then, in Appendix[B.4] we show that (i) the iterates in the second phase of the artificial
AMP are close to the true AMP iterates, and (7i) the related state evolution parameters also remain
close. Finally, in Appendix [B.5 we give the proof of Theorem [l
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B.1 State Evolution for the Artificial AMP
Consider the artificial AMP iteration defined in (5.I]) and (5.3), with initialization

@' = pou* + /1 — p2n, }1 = Xa' — ma'. (B.1)

Then, its associated state evolution recursion is expressed in terms of a sequence of mean vectors
B = (fit)ejo,x] and covariance matrices X = (0st)sc(0,x] defined recursively as follows. We
initialize with

fio = apa,  Goo=0a*(1—p2), Gor=610=0, fort>1. (B.2)

Given fiy and X, let

(FQ,...,FK):ﬁKU*-l-(ZQ,...,ZK), where (Z(),...,ZK)NN(O,EK), and
x/a, 1<t<T+1,

(B.3)
u—r(x), t>T+2.

U, = Gt(ﬁ}_l), where O(x) = {

Then, the entries of fiy . are given by ji; = aE{U,U.} (for t € [1, K 4 1]), and the entries of S
(for s,t € [1, K + 1]) are given by

s—1t—1 s t
Goe=>.> w5 | [ Ef@(F-1)} < I1 E{ﬁ;(Fi_l)}) E{U,_;U,_1}.  (BA)

Proposition B.1 (State evolution for artificial AMP — symmetric square matrices). Consider the
setting of Theorem[dl, the artificial AMP iteration described in (B.1)) and (53)) with the initialization
given in (B, and the corresponding state evolution parameters defined in (B2)-(B4). Then, for
t > 1 and any PL(2) function ¢ : R**2 — R, the following holds almost surely:

: l - * ~1 ~t+1 f1 AN g 7 n n
T}L)IIolonZZ;w(UZ’uZ”ul ) i?”‘fi)_E{w(U*7U17”’7Ut+17F17”’7F1t)}' (B5)

The proposition follows directly from Theorem 1.1 in [Fan20] since the initialization @' of the
artificial AMP is independent of W.

B.2 Fixed Point of State Evolution for the First Phase

From (B.2))-(B.4)), we note that the state evolution recursion for the first phase (¢ € [1,T + 1]) has
the following form:

fay = apy, forte[l,T+1],

s—1i-1 1\ JHE+2
Ost = ZZ K% o <E> ((ozpa)2 4+ Gs—j14—k—1), fors,te[1,T+1].
§=0 k=0

(B.6)

In this section, we prove the following result concerning the fixed point of the recursion (B.4)).
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Lemma B.2 (Fixed point of state evolution for first phase — Square matrices). Consider the state
evolution recursion for the first phase given by (B.G), initialized according to (B.2). Assume that
> >0 for all i > 2, and that o > . Pick any £ < 1 such that a& > ag. Then,

1 max(s,t) _ 1— =0. B.7
7&§;8§2%§q£ Gr1—sm+1-t — @*(1 — p2)| = (B.7)

To prove the claim, we consider the space of infinite matrices = (z5¢ : s, < 0) indexed by
the non-positive integers and equipped with the weighted £..-norm:

||mH£ = S;l<1)0£max(‘s|7|t‘)|$s’t|‘ (B8)
87 —

We define X = {x : ||z|¢ < oo}, and note that X’ is complete under || - ||¢. For any compact set
I C R, we also define
Xp={x:z5, € forall s,t <0} CX. (B.9)

Then, A7 is closed in X' and therefore it is also complete under || - ||¢. We embed the matrix 37 as
an element & € X with the following coordinate identification:

55,t = Ls_Tt—T>
Tst =0, ifs<—-Tort<—T.

The idea is to approximate the map X7 ; — X7 with the limit map h> defined as

O X 1 Jt+k+2
=D D Kk ( > ((apa)?® + Ts—ji-k) - (B.10)

§=0 k=0

The map h” has a similar structure to the embedding of the map X7_; — 3+ into X. However,
comparing (B.6) and (B.I0), we highlight two important differences. First, the indices of zs_;;—j
are shifted with respect to the indices of o,_;_1; —1. This difference is purely technical and
it simplifies the proof of the subsequent Lemma B.6l which shows that h* is close to the map
¥+, + X4, Second, the map h” is fized, in the sense that it does not depend on s,t. In fact,
note that the sums over j and k run from 0 to oo in (B.I0). This is in contrast with (IEI) where
the two sums run until j = s —1and k=t — 1.

The approach of approximating the state evolution map with a fixed limit map was first devel-
oped in [Fan20]. The key difference is that, in [Fan20], it is assumed that « is sufficiently large,
which allows to simplify the analysis. On the contrary, our result holds for all @ > ag, a5 being the
spectral threshold for PCA. This is because of two main reasons. First, the expressions for the state
evolution recursion are simplified by considering linear denoisers in the first phase of the artificial
AMP. Second, we crucially exploit the form (and the strict positivity) of the correlation between
the signal and the PCA estimate, in order to prove that the limit map (B.I0) is a contraction (cf.

(B.14) in Lemma [B.5]).

First, we show that h™(Xp+) C X7« for a suitably defined compact set I*.

Lemma B.3 (Image of limit map — Square matrices). Consider the map h* defined in (B.I10).
Assume that k2° > 0 for all i > 2, and that o > as. Then, there exists I* = [—a*,a*] such that, if
x € Xp+, then h™(x) € X~
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Proof. Let « € X7«. Then, the following chain of inequalities holds:
S @2 R S 1)/
e R () 4 S () e
7=0k
(b) 1 0o o0 . 1 jt+k+2
P () e

2
< Pa
7=0 k=0

1 1\ (1)
() () )

a a) \a
Here, (a) follows from (B.I0) and ([A.5); (b) follows from the hypothesis that x$° > 0 for i > 2; and
(c) uses again (AD) and the fact that € X-.

Now, recall from (22 that above the spectral threshold, namely, when « > ag, the PCA
estimator upca has strictly positive correlation with the signal u*:

(UPCA,U*>2 as,. 2 -1
n T 2aGa/a)

which immediately implies that
1

2G/(G1 (1))
Thus, by combining (BIIl) with (A1), we deduce that

R <$> (é)z <1 (B.12)

Hence, as R’ ( ) < 00, there exists an a* such that

e () (0=

< 0. (B.11)

Pa

which implies the desired claim. ]
Next, we compute a fixed point of h*.

Lemma B.4 (Fixed point of limit map — Square matrices). Consider the map h* defined in (B.I0),
and let x* = (xf, : s,t <0) with z%, = o*(1 — p2). Assume that a > os. Then, x* is a fived point
of h*.

Proof. Note that, for 2 = 1/«, the power series expansion ([A.5]) of R’ converges to a finite limit as
a > 5. Hence, by using the definition (BI0), we have that

. 1
hyy(x*) = R <E> :
Then, the claim follows from (A7) and the definition p, = W}l(l/a))’ which together show

that R’ (1) = a?(1— p2). O
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Let I* be such that h* : X7« — X7« (the existence of such a set I* is guaranteed by Lemma
B.3). Then, the next step is to show that h> : X7+ — X« is a contraction. We remark that, by
the Banach fixed point theorem, this result implies that the fixed point * defined in Lemma [B.4]
is unique.

Lemma B.5 (Limit map is a contraction). Consider the map h™ : X« — Xy« defined in (B.10)
and where I* is given by LemmalB.3 Assume that k3° > 0 for all i > 2, and let £ < 1 be such that
aé > ag. Then, for any x,y € X+,

(@) - ¥ )l < ) (5%)2\\:::—1;\\&, (5.13)

R <§ia> <§%>2 <1 (B.14)

Proof. First of all, for any s,t < 0, we have that

1\ JHh+2
Pl il . _ k)
Kjtk+42 o (l’s—y,t—k Ys—jt—k

7=0 k=0

(b) >0 1 j+k+2
< K5S |Ts—jt—t — Ys—jt—k]
— j+k+2 Ts—jt—k — Ys—jt—k|-

7=0 k=0

where

IIm

B () — ()
(B.15)

Here, (a) follows from (B.I0), and (b) follows from the hypothesis that £7° > 0 for ¢ > 2. Further-
more, we have that

@5k = Ys—jut| < [l — gl mUsTIHIAD, (B.16)
Thus, by using (B.I13]) and (B.I6]), we obtain

1h*(x) — h=(y)lle = sup N IRE, (2) — hy(y)]

1 J+k+2 ) A (Bl?)
< sup gmax(\ 5|, |t\ |z — y”ézzﬁﬁkw < > g—max(ls—y\,\t— D

s,t<0 =0 k=0

Note that, as £ < 1,
g max(js—jhlt—kl) < ¢—max([s|t)—j—k-2

which implies that the RHS of (B.I7) is bounded above by
1 \JtHk+2 1 1\2
e
=yl ]2 0: k§ () = () (@) e vl (B.13

where the equality follows from (AZ5). This shows that (B.I3) holds. The proof of (BI4) follows
the same argument as (B.12), since {a > as. O

At this point, we show that the state evolution of ZNJT can be approximated via the fixed map
h*.
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Lemma B.6 (Limit map approximates state evolution map — Square matrices). Consider the map
hE : X+ — X« defined in (BIQ), where I* is given by Lemma[B.3. Assume that k3° > 0 for all
1> 2, and let £ < 1 be such that a& > as. Then, for any x € X+,

_ 1 1\2 _ _
I£r - n@le < 7 (o ) (o) 1Br—alle+ PO, (8.19)
where
Tlim F(T) = 0. (B.20)

Proof. Throughout the proof, we consider Z~)T-, 21‘“-1 as embedded in X. First, we write

137 — h*(@)lle = sup gnH (S50 — by ()|

= max sup émax(‘s|’|t‘)|(§~3:r)s,t - hsz,t(m)|,

5,t<0
max(|s],[t])<T (B.21)

sup 5max(ls\,\tl)|(§;T)s¢ _ hit(m”)v
s,t<0
max(|s],[t))>T

where (27)s¢ = Gorppqr if s> =T and t > —T, and (X7)s4 = 0 otherwise. B )
Let us look at the case max(|s|,|t|) < T, and define I = {(j,k) : j > s+ T ork >t+T}.
Then,

s+T—1t+T-1 1
(Sr)as — W (a)| = (5

Z Z K k2
J=0 k=0

j+k+2
2, =~ _ _
> 04 Pa T Js—j—i—T—l,t—k—l—T—l)

0o 00 1 j+k+2
§ :E : 00 2 2
7=0 k=0

s+T—1t4+T—1 (B.22)

1 jt+k+2
E : E : “g+k+2 (a) (Js—j+T—1,t—k+T—1 —$s—j,t—k)

IN

1 J+k+2 5 o
Z K4 k42 <a> (%5 + ws—ji—i) | == Th + To.
j7k€Il
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The term 77 can be upper bounded as follows:

S+T 1t+T 1 1 ]+k+2
T < Z Z “J+k+2 < > |Js—j+T—1,t—k+T_1 - fL”s—j,t—k‘
Jj=0 =

5+T 1t+T-1 1 JH2 |
Z Z “J+k+2< > |27, — e max(s—allt=k)
3=0 =
5+T 1t4+T—-1 k2
1 -
e}
Jj=0 =

g 1 \dth+2
< ZZ%S—’im <§—a> X7, — m||€£—max(|s\,\t|)

k
/ 1 1 ? max
@ p <§_a> <§a> 1S5y — afleemaxshie),

Here, (a) and (c) follows from the hypothesis that x$° > 0 for ¢ > 2; (b) uses that £ < 1; and (d)
uses ([A.5). The term T3 can be upper bounded as follows:

1 J+k+2
T2§ Oé,Oa—FCL Z’q‘]+k+2< >
kel
Pheh Z. (B.24)
a?p? +a* o /. 1
S T Z /ﬁli+2(l + 1) a s

i=—max(|s|,[t[)+T
where the first inequality_uses that © € X7+ and the second inequality uses that, if (7, k) € I, then
J+k > —max(|s|, |t|) + T. By combining (B.22), (B:23)) and (B.24]), we obtain that
sup € () — ()

5,t<0
max(|s],[t])<T

1 1\? < a?p2 + a* P Y= oo /. 1\
<7 () () 1Bra-ale+ 255 sw ¢ 3w+ (3) -

0st<T 7,

(B.25)

Let us now look at the case max(|s|,|t]) > T. Recall that |h¥ ()| < a*, 50,0 = (1 — p2)a? and
6ot = 0 for t € [1,T]. Thus,
(B7)se — hip(®)] < e,

where ¢; is a constant independent of s,¢,7. This immediately implies that

sup §ma"('s"‘t')\(ET) 1= h3 (@) < el
5,t<0
max(|s|,|t])=>T

which combined with (B:25]) allows us to conclude that

- 1 1\2 .
187 - K@) < R (5) (5) 1851 — e

a?p? + a* o 1\ ~
+ e sup &) KL(i+ 1) <—> + €T
@ 0<t<T 7y @

(B.26)
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As o > a5 and the series in ([AJB]) is convergent for z < 1/as, one readily verifies that

. S 1y’
lim sup & Z Kigo(i+1) <E> =0, (B.27)

T—o0 0<t<T Tt
which concludes the proof. O

Finally, we can put everything together and prove Lemma

Proof of Lemma[B.4 Fix € > 0 and denote by (hZ)TO the Tp-fold composition of h”. Recall from
Lemmas [B4] and [BF that * is the unique fixed point of h* : X- — X«. Then, for any « € X,

s 1o x| s\ 1o o s\ 1o * /i L2Tom_m*
10™)" @)~ e = 1 (0%)" @)~ ()" @ >ug§<R (&) <£a>) ol (3.29)

2
where the inequality follows from Lemma [B.El Note that R’ (i) <§%) < 1 (see (B.14)) and that
x,x* € Xp+. Thus, we can make the RHS of (B.28]) smaller than ¢/2 by choosing a sufficiently

large Tp. Furthermore, an application of Lemma gives that, for all sufficiently large T,

2\ To
IS01m — (%)™ @) < (R’ (g) (é) ) 17— afl + 5 (B.29)

Note that © € X7~ implies that ||z|¢ < a*. In addition, by following the same argument as in
Lemma [B.3] one can show that || < a* for all s,¢, which in turn implies that |27 < a*. As
a result, we can make the RHS of (B.29) is smaller than €/2 by choosing sufficiently large Tp. As
the RHS of both (B.28]) and (B.29) can be made smaller than ¢/2, an application of the triangle
inequality gives that

limsup || X7 — ¥ <, (B.30)
T—o0
which, after setting 7' = T + 1, implies the desired result. O

B.3 Convergence to PCA Estimator for the First Phase

In this section, we prove that the artificial AMP iterate at the end of the first phase converges to
the PCA estimator in normalized /5-norm.

Lemma B.7 (Convergence to PCA estimator — Square matrices). Consider the setting of Theorem
[, and the first phase of the artificial AMP iteration described in (B1l), with the initialization given
in (B)). Assume that k° >0 for all i > 2, and that « > as. Then,

. . L.
lim lim — &’
T—00n—00 4/

— Vnupcall =0 almost surely. (B.31)
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Proof. Consider the following decomposition of &’ ¥

a’™ = (ryqupos + T (B.32)

T+1 T+1

where (741 = (@' ", upca) and (r’ T upca) = 0. Define

et = <X -G <é> In> al+l (B.33)

where G~! is the inverse of the Cauchy transform of A. Then, using (B:32)), (B.33)) can be rewritten

<X -Gt (é) In> pTTh =TTl (X -Gt (é) In> (T4 1UPCA- (B.34)

First, we will show that
X _ ! 1 I\ p7+!
a n

where ¢ > 0 is a constant (independent of n,T). We start by observing that the matrix X —
G! (é) I,, is symmetric, hence it can be written in the form QAQT, with Q orthogonal and A

diagonal. Furthermore, the columns of @ are the eigenvectors of X — G~! (1) I, and the diagonal
T+1

> e (B.35)

entries of A are the corresponding eigenvalues. As 7

(X e (é) In> T _ QA'QTrTH, (B.36)

is orthogonal to upca, we can write

where A is obtained from A by changing the entry corresponding to A (X)— G~ (é) any other
value. For our purposes, it suffices to substitute A\ (X) — G~ (1) with X\o(X) — G (). Note
that

IQA'QTrTH |2 > ||rT+12 Juin IQA'QTs|?
1

— IR min (5.Q (A) QT (B.37)

= [P din(@ (K) @T),

SN2 A2
where Apin(Q (A/) QT) denotes the smallest eigenvalue of @ (A/> Q" and the last equality

follows from the variational characterization of the smallest eigenvalue of a symmetric matrix.
Note that

ain@ (A) Q) = duin ((R) = _ain ((G (3)- Ai(X)>2> . (B.38)

Recall that, for o > as, A1 (X) 25 G71(1/a) and Xo(X) 25 b < G71(1/«), see [BGNTI] Theorem
2.1]. Thus, the RHS of (B.38]) is lower bounded by a constant independent of n,7. By combining
this result with (B.36) and (B.37), we deduce that (B.33]) holds.

Next, we prove that a.s.
(1
et — (X —-G! (E) In> (r+1UpCA
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T—00Nn—00 \/T

~0. (B.39)



An application of the triangle inequality gives that

1 1
oI+ _ <X _ ol <E> In> Crprupca < |l + H (X -G (E) In> (r+1upca ‘

The second term on the RHS of (B.40) is equal to 240
Gl A (X) — G (é) ‘ | (BA1)

By using Theorem 2.1 of [BGNT1], we have that, for @ > ag, almost surely,
lim | (X) — G <é> = 0. (B.42)

Furthermore,
’,&T—i-l H _

1 1 ~T
%’CT-H’ < %| a—\/ﬁﬂf I

By Proposition [Bl we have that

hm W”f | = _\/ﬂ%+5T,T7

which, for sufficiently large T', is upper bounded by a constant independent of n, T, as fir = apa
and 671 converges to a?(1 — p2) as T — oo by Lemma[B.2l By combining this result with (B.42]),
1
lim lim —

we deduce that .
— _1 —
Al = <X G <a> In> CT+1UPCA

To bound the first term on the RHS of (B.40]), we proceed as follows:
2

= 0. (B.43)

lim

1 1 1
. —H6T+1||2 — lim = (X _ G_l <_> In> ,&IT+1
n—oo n n—oo n «
T+1

(@ . 1|+ 1\ (1 s
_nh_)n;o; f +ZI€T_H_2 (a ' — G > U

i=1

T+1 T—i+1
b 1~ 1 ; 1
0 L fT—l—l n Z K e (E) @i — ! <_> aT+1

. «
=1

© i T+1 I\ Tit N - 2
=E <FT+1 + Z KT iy (a) U, — G (5) UT+1>

1=1

2 (B.44)

Here, (a) uses the iteration (5.I) of the first phase of the artificial AMP, and (c) follows from
Proposition [B.1], where U, for t € [1,T + 1] and Fr are defined in (B.3). To obtain (b), we write

T+1 1 T—i+1
lim H E KT—it2 — KT Z+2)< > u'

2

n—oo N
T+1 NI (B.45)
. bl
= nh_{go .Zl(KT_Hz — KT—iyo) (KT—j12 — “%O—j+2) <E> n '
27]:
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Using the state evolution result of Proposition [B.I] and (B.3]), we almost surely have

lim M _ 1
n— o0 n a2

(0202 +615) < 1, (B.46)

where the last inequality uses 7;; < 600 = a?(1 — p2). (This can be deduced from the recursion
([B.6) using the formula Z2) for p2, and the relations (A.F) and (AT).) Therefore, since r; "—3 K
for ¢ € [1,T 4 1] (by the model assumptions), we almost surely have that (b) holds.

Next, by the triangle inequality, (B.44]) is upper bounded by

) T+1 1\ T+ 2
3-E <a -Gt <E> + ; KT iy2 <E> ) Uf i1
T+1 T—it1 2
+3-E (; KT —i42 (é) (Ui — ﬁT-l—l)) (A7
+3.E {(FT+1 - aﬁT+1)2} = S + Ss + S5.
The term S3 can be expressed as
S3=3-E {(FT—H - FT)z} = 3(0r+1,741 — 20741,7 + 0T 1)-

Thus, by Lemma [B.2] we have that
Tim S5 =0. (B.48)
— 00

The term S; can be expressed as

T+1 T—i+1\ 2 2 9 | =
B 1 1 a“ps, +orr
J— 1 9
S1=3- <a -G <_a> + ;:1 KT _iyo <_a> ) aa2 =

By Lemma [B.2] we have limy_, 6717 = a?(1 — p,2), and hence

[e'e} ) 2
1 1
i =3. la-G'[= +§ Ea =
Thm S1=3 (a G <a> Z-:OHZH (a)) 0, (B.49)

where the last equality follows from (A.4) and (A.6). Finally, consider the term S, which after
expanding the square and some manipulations, can be expressed as

3 T 1 i+7
52 = @ E /i?_?_llijo-il <a> (&T—j,T—i + &T,T - 6T,T—i - &T,T—j) . (B50)
7‘7.]:0

The expression above can be bounded above as

3 T 1 i+J
S0= % 30wt (2) (orosres = 02— )+ fone - 01 - g2)

= (B.51)

+|6rr—i — o*(1 = p2)| + |6r,0—j — (1 — p2)]).
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We now apply Lemma to bound each of the four absolute values on the RHS of (B.EI]). Fix
any £ € (2=,1). Then, by Lemma [B.2] for any e > 0 there exists 7™ (¢) such that for T' > T%(¢), we
have

i+ o ) )
Sy <e-— Z Kit1R4 ( > . (g—maX(w) +14+&0 4 g—a)

,7=0
(a) 1 i+J
<€ — Z iy 1RG4 <§—a>

i,j=0 (B.52)
(b) 12 & 1\

27-]:

© 12 1Y\)\?
iy <R<5a>>

Here, (a) uses that & < 1, (b) uses that £ > 0 for ¢ > 2, and (c) uses the power series expansion
([A4) of R(-), which converges to a finite limit as o > ay. Since e can be arbitrarily small, we have

lim S5 = 0. (B.53)
T—o00

By combining (B.44]), (B.47), (B.48]), (B.49) and (B.53)), we have that

SR SN L ST
T11—1>réo nh—g)lo% e | =0, (B.54)

which, combined with (B.43)), gives (B.39). Finally, by using (B.33]) and (B.39), we have that

. . 1
lim lim N HrT+1H =0. (B.55)

T—00 n—00
Thus, from the decomposition (B.32]), we conclude that, as n — oo and T — oo, a’t!
with upca. Furthermore, from another application of Proposition [B.Il we obtain

1
T+1) _ LY TR
Th—I};o nh—1>noo \/_Hu = 11_13;0 o Vir+orr = L (B.56)

which implies that lim7_, o lim,_~0 (741 = 1 and concludes the proof. O

is aligned

B.4 Analysis for the Second Phase

We first define a modified version of the true AMP algorithm, in which the memory coefficients
{briticn,g in BI)-B2) are replaced by deterministic values obtained from state evolution. The
iterates of the modified AMP, denoted by @', are given by:
~1 _
= Vnupca, f =Xa'—byal, (B.57)
t

W =u(F ), F=Xal =Y bal,  t>2, (B.58)
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where
b171 = Z Hfj_la_l,
i=0
byt = k7", by = Z Kigpa HE{UZ(Fé—l)}a (B.59)

bri—j = K53 H E{u}(F;_1)}, for (t—j)e[2,t—1].
zt]-i-l

We recall that {x$°} are the free cumulants of the limiting spectral distribution A, and the random
variables {F;} are given by (B.4]).

The following lemma shows that, as T' grows, the iterates of the second phase of the artificial
AMP approach those of the modified AMP algorithm above, as do the corresponding state evolution
parameters.

Lemma B.8. Consider the setting of Theorem [l Assume that k3 > 0 for all i > 2, and that
a > as. Consider the modified version of the true AMP in (BE10)-(B5S), and the artificial AMP in
GEI)-E3) along with its state evolution recursion given by (B.2)-(B.4). Then, the following results
hold for s,t > 1:

1.
lim fipie = pu, lim orys14t = 05y (B.60)
T—o00 T—o00

2. For any PL(2) function v : R?*+2 5 R, we have

lim lim
T— 00 n—00

Zw s GTHL | gl FTHL T
(B.61)
— —Z?/) Yok ...,Afﬂ,fl,. ff) =0 almost surely.

Proof. Proof of (B.60). We prove by induction. Consider the base case ¢ = 1. The formula in
B.8) for fi; shows that ji; = ap, = py for t € [1,T + 1]. Furthermore, Lemma [B:2] shows that
limy oo 6741741 = (1 — p2), which equals o1 (defined right before (B4])).

For t > 2, assume towards induction that limr_, fir4r = pe and orip 740 = 0py, for k, 0 €

[1,t — 1]. From (B.3)-(B.4), we have
it = aB{up(fir e 1Us + Zris1) Ui} (B.62)

Recalling that Zpi,_q ~ N, 6r4+¢—17+¢—1) and Zy—q ~ N(0,04-14-1), by the induction hy-
pothesis and the continuous mapping theorem, the sequence of random variables {u;(fip4¢—1Us +
ZT+t_1)U*} converges in distribution as 7" — 0o to uy(p¢—1Usx + Zi—1) Ux. We now claim that the
sequence {uy(firyi—1Us + ZT—i—t—l) U,} is uniformly integrable, from which it follows that

Th_l)l;o frit = aB{ug(pe—1Us + Zi—1) Ui} = pu. (B.63)
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We show uniform integrability by showing that supy B{|us (fizs¢—1 Us+Z7o—1)Us|'T5/?} is bounded,
where we recall that ¢ > 0 is any constant such that E{U2*¢} exists. Using L; > 1 to denote a
Lipschitz constant of ug, we have

1+a/2}

Eﬂ”t(ﬂT—l—t—lU* + ZT+t_1)U*|1+€/2}
< L;*PE {\\fmt_l! U2 + | Zrst-1Us| + [ur(0) U,

a) 3

< 202 (s PEUHY + (B0 242+ a0 )R 4) )
(b)

< 00, (B.64)

where (a) is obtained using Holder’s inequality, and (b) holds because, by the induction hypothesis,
Aryt—1 — pe—1 and 07441741 —> Ot—1,¢t—1-
Next, consider 674574+ for s € [1,¢]. From (B.4),

T+s—1T+t—1 T+s
~ ~, nd
OrpsTit= ) E: K742 I E{EE-))
Jj=0 = i=T+s—j+1

Tt . 5 .
. < 11 E{ﬁ;(Fi_l)}> E{Ur+s—jUr+t—1}

i=T+t—k+1
= A1 + A2 + Ag + A4, (B65)

where the four terms correspond to the sum over different subsets of the indices (j, k). By using
the definition of 4;(-) in (B.3), those terms can be written as

2 s t
fnee | 11 B{ui(Freion)} ( 11 E{UQ(FT“—Q})
0

—2 t—

s—2
A=)
j=0

—0 ke i=sj+1 i=t+1—k
B{Ur45—;Ursi—k}s (B.66)
s—2T+t—1 s t
1y (k—t+1) _ _
Ap=>"%" (a) K | [] Efui(Freioa)} <HE{U§(FT+i—1)}>
i=0 k=t—1 i=s—j+1 i=2
E{Ur45—jUrs1—k}, (B.67)
T+s—1t—2 (j—s+1) s ~ t ~
6 (HE{%(FMQ})( I1 E{u;<FT+i_1>})
j=s—1 k=0 =2 i=k—t+1
B{Ur45—;Urst—k} (B.68)
T4s—1T+i-1

Z Z ( >]+k_s_t+2)’fgo‘j-k+2 <HE{U§(FT+1'—1)}> <HE{U§(FT+,~_1)}>

Jj=s—1 k=t—1 1=2
E{Ur45—jUr -k }- (B.69)
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For i € [2,t], the induction hypothesis implies that Fry;_ 1 = fir1i—1Us + Zryio1 A F, 4 =
wi—1Us + Z;_1. Since u; is Lipschitz and continuously differentiable, Lemma [D.1] implies that

Jim E{u;(Frii—1)} = E{u}(F;_1)}, i€[2,t]. (B.70)
—00
Next, note that

0 _ {Us—j(FT—i-s—j—l)v 0<j<s—2
T+s—j —

FT _i_1/Q, S—lg,jST-l-S—l,
N (B.71)

o B ek (Frog—k—1), 0<k<t—2,
Ttk =9 =~
FT+t_k_1/a, t—1§k§T+t—l.

We separately consider E{Ur,_ j Ur.e—p} for the four cases of (j, k), corresponding to Ay, Ay, As, Ay.
First, for j € [0, — 2], k € [0, s — 2], we have

E{Ur+s—jUr i1} = B{Us—j (Fris—j1) ur—k (Frye—r—1)}. (B.72)
By the induction hypothesis and the continuous mapping theorem, the sequence
{us—j (Frys—j1)uei(Froe—g—1)}

converges in distribution to Us—j(Fg—j—l)Ut—k(E—kN—l) as T — oo. From an argument similar to
(B.64), we also deduce that {us—;j(Fris—j—1)u—g(Frys—k—1)} is uniformly integrable, from which
it follows that

lim E{us—j(Pris—j—1)u—t(Fraix-1)} = B{us—j(Fs—j—1)us—x(Fi—x_1)},

jefo,t—2], kel0,s—2].

Egs. (B.10) and (B.73]) imply that

s—2 t—2 s t
Jim Ay = Zzﬂﬁkw | H E{uj(Fi-1)} < 11 E{UQ(Fz’—l)}) E{Us—;Us—x}. (B.74)
7=0 k=0 i=s—j+1 i=t+1—k

Next consider the case where j € [s—1, T+ s— 1] and k€ [t —1, T +t — 1]. Here,

. - 1 - ~ L
E{Ur+s-Urst-i} = EUFr—(ir1-9) Fr-eni-n} = P+ 20T—(j+1-9)T-(k+1-0)-  (B.T5)
From Lemma [B2] for any ¢ > 0, for sufficiently large T', we have
max(j+1—s, k+1—t)

167 (j1—5) (o 1—t) — @ (1 = p2)| < 66 7 (B.76)

for some £ > 0 such that o > a;. Combining (B.75)-(B.70) and noting from (3.4) that E{U,_;U;_;} =
%E{Ff} = 1 we obtain, for sufficiently large T

FB{U7 4o iUppi} —E{U,_ ;Ui }| < ig—maXU“—Svk“—t), for j > (s—1), k> (t—1). (B.77
j J a2
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Now we write A4 in (B.GI)) as

Ay = (HE{UQ(FTH—Q}) (HE{UQ(FTH—Q})
1=2 1=2

(B.78)
THs—1T+t—1 (+h—s—t42) _
>y ( > K5 k2 B{Us—jUt—i} + Aq|
Jj=s—1 k=t—1
where
T4s—1T+t—1 (rhs—t42) _ . .
- > > (5) W% kss B{0 s iUrsei} — E{Us—iUii}. (BT9)
j=s—1 k=t—1
Using (B.77), for sufficiently large 7' we have
TH+s—1T+t—1 1 (j+k—s—t+2)
|A4I<— >y <£—a> Rt
Jj=s—1 k=t—1
T T (j+k+s+t) (B.80)
5 S 1 [e.e]
= — (§a)™" Z Z <£_a> Kjthtstt
§=0 k=0
< Cy 46,

for a positive constant Cj; since the double sum is bounded for {a > o (see (AK])). Since § > 0
is arbitrary, this shows that Ay — 0 as T'— co. Using this in (B.78) along with (B.Z0l), we obtain

Jim Ay = <HE{UQ~(FZ-_1)}> (HE{U;’(Fi—l)})

=2

(B.81)
(j+k—s—t+2) 00
Z Z ( ) K54 k42 E{Us iUk}
Jj=s—1k=t—1
Next consider j € [0,s — 2], k € [t — 1, T +t — 1]. Here
N - 1 _ _
EUr45—Ur -k} = ~B{us—j (Frys—j-) Fr—gei1-0) }
1 ~ ~ 1 - - ~
= ~B{usj (Fres—j-1)Fra} + SB{us—j(Frys—j-1) (Fre1 = Fr—gpa-9)}- (B.82)
By the induction hypothesis and the uniform integrability of {u s_j(FT+8_j_1)}, we have
lim E{Us J(FT—i-s —j— I)FT—H} - _E{us ]( s—j— l)Fl} E{Us ]Ut k} (B'83)

T—oo (X

The second term in (B.82) can be bounded as follows, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

IB{us—j(Frys—j—1)(Fri1 — Fr_ger1-p)}

~ ~ ~ ~ 1/2
< Li({ifyg—jo1 + 014emj-104s—j-1+ CV2(B{(FPro1 — Pr_u1-9)%}) 2,

(B.84)
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Using Lemma [B.2] for any ¢ > 0 and T sufficiently large, we have

E{(Fr11 — Fr_(r1-1)°} < loriira —a®(1 = p2)
+ or— o1ty r—(hr1—t) — @ (1= p2)| + 2|or_(s1-p.711 — (1 — p2)]
< g~k F1=8), (B.85)

Combining (B.82)-(B.84)), we deduce that for any § > 0, the following holds for sufficiently large T':

B{U 45— Ursi—} — B{Us—jUs—i}| < 6D for j € [0,s -2, ke [t—1,T +t—1].

(B.86)
We write A in (B.61) as
t ~ s—2 s ~
Ay = (HE{UQ(FTH—Q}) IT E{ui(Fryioa)}
i=2 j=0 \i=s—j+1
T 1\ k-t
Y (= Fitkre B{Us— iUk} + Do | (B.87)
k=t—1
where
Tl (k—t11) . . .
Ngj= ) o K55 kro (B{Urs—jUrpir} — B{Us— ;U 1) }). (B.88)
k=t—1
From (B.86l), for any § > 0 and sufficiently large 7" we have
' T+1 1 Jt+k+t
D] < 3(Ea)H 1y <§—a> At < Cog, (B.89)
k=1

for a positive constant Cj ; since the sum over k is bounded (see (AZ)). Using this in (B.87) along
with (B.Z0), we obtain

s—2 o0 s

) 1y (k=t+1)

Jm A=Y 3 (o) s B U | T B
7=0k=t—1 i=s—j+1

- (HE{uxFi_l)}) . (B.90)
=2

Using a similar argument, we also have

co t—2 (j—s+1) s
Jim Ay =Y Z(é) jos+l K2 o BAU;Us 1} (HE{U;(FZ-_I)}>

j=s—1k=0 =2

- < 11 E{uzm_l)}) . (B91)

i=t—k+1
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Noting that the sum of the limits in (B.74)), (B.81), (B.90) and (B.9I) equals o (defined in (B4),

we have shown that limr_,oc 074574t = 05y
Proof of (B.GI)). Since ¢ € PL(2), for some universal constant C' > 0 we have

~T1 ~T+t+1 fT+1 T+t Al ~t+1  £1 it
Z¢ : * 77;++7f1'+7"'f7;+ - ZTZJ : "'7ui+7fi7"'fi)

C t+1 t _ R
Z <1+yu,\+z (lal ™| + |af)) +Z(!f?”\+\ff\))
/=1

=1

[NIES

. ((ﬂ?“ a2yt (ﬂ;f-i-t-i-l _ a§+1)2 n (fiTH A (-ﬁT+t _ ff)2)

1
% t+ T4£2 02 t #4272
[[u*||? Jw” ™ Hu | FR 1
<20(t+2) |1+ 5 1S ( ) ) < )
S20(+2) |1+ ——+ - + +
/=1 /=1
1
T+ _ 4112 T+t4+1 _ gt+1)12 PTHL 2l prHt _ ti2\ 2
u u — —
<|| [ (R P i O f\l) . B)
n n n n

where the last inequality is obtained by using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (twice).

We will inductively show that in the limit 7,n — oo (with the limit in n taken first): i) the
& —at > [ [ G i
terms — s ~ e all converge to 0 almost surely, and ii) each of

the terms within the square brackets in (m converges to a finite deterministic value.
Base case: t = 1. From Lemma [B.7], we have
T+1 _ 5t H2

R
lim lim
T— 00 n—00 n

From the definitions of }TH and f " in (GI) and (B57), we have

= 0. (B.93)

T+1

T+l -1 . . _ e 2
—fI*= HX(UTH — ) — (Z briiu" — b1,1u1)H
=1

1

(B.94)
2
<2 X2 la™ —at|?

From [BGNTI, Theorem 2.1], we know that the || X|lop = [A1(X)] "= |G~ (1/a)| almost surely.
Therefore, from (B.93]), we almost surely have

‘2 HuT—l—l 1||2

hm hm | X | =0. (B.95)

For the second term in (B.94)), recalling that bryy 41— = &j41a77 for j € [0,7] (see (BI), and

b1 = > o kGG ~J (see (B.5D)), we write

T+1 T T
K ~i poal 00 N\ —imT+1—j 0o —j=T+1—j _ ~T+1
E bri1a" — biju = E (K41 —’fj+1)04 ‘u 7+ E :’fj+104 I(a T—u )
=1 j=0 j=0
[e.9]
al+l _ it 0o o —jal
+ E Ko ) — E kil (B.96)
j=T+1
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Hence,

1 L o 2 . 12
;H Z: bryiu" — bl,lﬁlu H Z (Kjr1 — K1) ﬁTH_]H
2
H Z k2% a7 al+i-i _ T+ H H Z K50 al+! ,al)H
4 T
+EH Z Hﬁla Ta H =Ry + Ro + R3 + Ry. (B.97)
J=T+1

First, by using passages analogous to (B.43)-(B.46]), we almost surely have limy_, o lim, oo Ry = 0.
Considering Ry next, Proposition [B.1] implies that almost surely

T T
1 i a2 I - 2
s Y S = (S0 )
7=0 7=0
rr 1 - - - -
=>. “ﬁl“ﬁla_(H])EE{(UTﬂ—i = Urs1)(Ursa-j — Urqa)}
i=0 j=0
A o
=D > wxangna” TG+ Grr — Froir — F7—41)- (B.98)
i=0 j—0

Here, (a) is obtained from the definition U, = F;_1/a from (B3), for £ € [1,T +1]. As T — oo, it
was shown in (B50)-(B53) that the sum on the RHS of (BX98) converges to 0. Therefore

2
lim lim —HZ/{JHO( al i~ ~TH)H =0 almost surely. (B.99)

T—oon—0o0 N,

For the third term in (B:97), recalling that @' = \/nupca, we almost surely have

1. [e'e) -7 2 l 1 HﬁT“l‘l_ﬁ1”2 B
i (Do) Jim i S <0 (3100
]:

where we use Lemma [B.7 and the fact that Y 72 k32,077 = R(1/a) is convergent (see (A4)). The

convergence of this series also implies that limp_ . E]‘)’;T 11 /fj+1a_j = 0, and hence the fourth
term in (B.97) goes to 0. We have therefore shown that

T+1
lim lim —H ZbTJrl at — b1 1 H (B.101)

T—o0on—00 N,

almost surely. Using (B.95]) and (B.I0T)) in (B.94]) shows that almost surely

lim lim —Hf o= (B.102)

T— 00 n—00
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- N a1 N
Recalling that al*? = uy(a’™1), 4% = ua(f ) and that uy is Lipschitz, we have ||a’*2 — 42| <
~T+1 . . .
Lol f AR f ||, where Lo is the Lipschitz constant. Eq. (B.102]) therefore implies

1
lim lim —[@’ ™ —4?%|*> =0 almost surely. (B.103)
T—oon—oc0 N

By the triangle inequality, we have for ¢t > 1:

la | — @t - at) < el < @t + ettt - al. (B.104)

Therefore, from (B.93)), Proposition [B.I] ([B3.4) and ([B.3]), we almost surely have

)

—

. . . 1 N a) 1
= lim lim = lim —2(,u%+1 +0r41,741) = oz_('ul +o11) =1, (B.105)

n—)oo n T— 00 N—00 n T—o0o (¢

where (a) is due to (B.60). Similarly using (B.102), (B103)), Proposition Bl and [3), we almost

surely have

N

[lat)?

lim w = lim lim [a” ) = B{ua(uaUs + Z2)°}
n—o00 n T — 00 Nn—00 n * ’
PSS 2T+ o (B.106)
[ ¥ e PO
n—o00 n T— 00 N—00 n H1 1,1
Using (B.93), (B.102), (B.I03), (B.I03), and (BI06) in (B.92)), we conclude
Z”L/J wp al T al fiTJrl — Zl/) wf b, a2, f1) =0 almost surely. (B.107)
Induction step: For t > 2, assume towards induction that almost surely
0— ~ =1 1, R
lim lim —HfT+ ! ~-f P=o, lim lim —|a?** —af)> =0, for2<¢<t,

T—oon—oo N T—00Nn—00 N,
. . * ~T+1 ~T+£ rT+1 FT+0—1
A | Zw P BT FET)

——Zq/) (wiyal, ..ol fh . fY] = for 2<¢<t  (B.108)

Using the definitions of ]~°T+t and j‘t in (53) and (B.58) and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
ity, we have

t

1, 2T+t ot (t+1) ~ _ -
SlIf = f (= IX (@ —a)|P + Y [bryr @ = bypa|?

n
(=2

T+1
+ H Z brye, i — bt 1% H > (B.109)
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For the first term on the right, we have || X (a?+ —a')||2 < | X|| pHuT“ @'||2. Since || X|lop —
|G='(1/a)|, using the induction hypothesis we obtain

lim lim —||X( T+ _ 4|2 =0  almost surely. (B.110)

T—oon—o0 N,

Next consider %HBTH’TM'&TM — by g’ ||?, which, for £ € [2,#] can be bounded as

1 - ~ _ 5 ,&T-i-é_,a€2 u€2
;HbTth,THuTM — by’ ||* < 2briy 1 | H H | (brierie —bie)?.  (B.111)
By the induction hypothesis, we almost surely have
”uT—I—Z A€”2
lim lim — =0, and (B.112)
T—r00 N—00 n
0 -
lim (i lim lim a0 _ = lim (@3, )+ Gryerre) = 7 + opg (B.113)
n—oo N T—00 n—00 n Tosoo T+ ) 4 s

where the last equality is due to (B.60). Furthermore, BT+t T4t = K1 — K = by as n — oo. For
T+i—1
¢ e [2,t — 1], from (54) we have bT+t T+g = Kp—ps1 [ Lo pq (US(F

that the empirical distribution of f - converges almost surely in Wasserstein-2 distance to the
law of Fry; 1 = jir+i—1Us + Z1;_1. Therefore, applying Lemma [D.I] we almost surely have

)). Proposition [B.I] implies

t

Jim bryrrye =120 [ B{0(Proio1)} (B.114)
1=0+1

Since FT—i—i—l converges in distribution to F;_1 = p;_1U, + Z;_1 as T — oo, applying Lemma [D.T]

once again, we obtain

t
lim lim broyrie= s [[ B{uj(Fi1)}. (B.115)

T—00 N—>00
1=0+1

Using (B.112), (B113) and (B.I13) in (B.I11]), we obtain

lim lim —||bT+t et T — Bt7gﬂ€||2 =0 almost surely for ¢ € [2,¢]. (B.116)

T—oon—o0 N

To bound the last term in (B.I09]), we write it as

T+1 o ) T o
H Z brieiu’ — bt,1u1H = H Z T4t T+1—jU T+1=j — by, (B.117)
i=1 j=0
where from (.4]) we have
! T+ 1
1— .
bT—l—t TH+1—j = Kt45jQ -7 H )>7 0< ] < T. (B118)

=2
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Using this together with the formula for by ; in (B:59), we have

T+1

_szﬂmu byt
S IO SNRSEERE ERTA
<3<_HH TH ' ZHH A T HE{”Z Fy1) Z’%tﬂa—y wl JH2

7=0 (=2 7=0

2

+ %H UE{UZ(Fé—l)}i“ﬁjo‘_j (@ _ﬂl)H *

—HHE{ug ) Y et {>:=3<sl+s2+53>. (B.119)
i=T+1
Considering the second term So first, we have
1 . . 2
|3 s )|
nll <
LIIS™ po o (a7 g™ |2 4 (S 2l - a|?
<2 Euzmgﬁja i (@717 - gT+ )H + (Zn;’i] ) ) (B.120)
j=0 j=0

By an argument similar to (B.98])-(B.99]), we have

T
lim lim —HZK,H_]CM I (a7 — ~T“)H =0 almost surely. (B.121)

T—oon—0o0 N,

Moreover, since R(1/a) < oo, from (A4]) we have

Th_r)roloZ/itﬂ =o' ( (1/a) — Z/@Ha Z).

Combining this with (B.93]), we have that almost surely

lim lim Sy = 0. (B.122)

T— 00 Nn—>00

. . . [e’e) 00 —7 . oo o) —1 __
Next consider Ss. Since the series > j=0 KipiQ 7 converges, limp_,0 Y .~ p 41 6¢;” " = 0. Further-
more, by ([B.105), ||[@'||?/n converges almost surely to a finite value. Therefore

lim lim S3 = 0. (B.123)

T— 00 N—>00
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Finally, we consider the term S in (B.II9]). We have

! 71 21 || —j =T+
S < 2( [ [¢ui(s )>) EH > (ke — g @l ]H
j=0

(=2

+ 2(ﬁ<“2(1~cT+g—1)> - ﬁE{UZ(FZ—l)})2%H ET: /{f_ﬁja_j '&T“_j‘r. (B.124)

(=2 (=2 §=0

.- . . .. . . . ~T+0—1
Proposition [B] implies that for ¢ € [2,], the empirical distribution of f * converges almost
surely in Wasserstein-2 distance to the law of Frr,,_1, which converges in distribution to Fy_; (due
to (B60)). Therefore, applying Lemma [D.1] twice (as in (B.114)-(B11%])) we almost surely have

t

H(UZ(}T+Z—1)> = HE{UZ(FZ—l)}- (B.125)
=2

(=2

Next, we have already shown that limy_, e limy, 0 1| Z;F:o(“tﬂ Kig)ar 7T 1772 = 0 almost

surely. (See (B.45)-(B.46) and the subsequent argument.) This, together with (B.I25) implies that
that limp_, lim, o S1 = 0 almost surely. Thus, using (B.122]) and (B.123]) in (B.119), we have

T+1
lim lim —H Z bris, at— bt 1 H =0 almost surely. (B.126)

T—o00on—00 N,

Using (B.I110), (B116l), and (BI19) in (BI09), we conclude

lim lim —Hf ft|]2 =0 almost surely . (B.127)

T—oon—o00 N

T+t

r N »t . . . . .
Since ! T = uy (£ ) and @' = w1 (F), with ugyy Lipschitz, (BI127) implies that

1
lim lim —|a’ ™! — a2 =0 almost surely . (B.128)
T—oon—oon

Using the arguments in (B.104)-(B.106)), we also have almost surely:

t+T
o IR ||f I ey
T—00 N—00 n n—)oo t (B 129)
||aT+t+1||2 ||,&t+1H2 9 '
Pl n oAbk w o Etwn(F}

Using these together with the induction hypothesis (B.I08) in (B.92]) completes the proof that

* ~TH41 ~T+t+1 fT+1 rT+t *Al ~t41 it
ZTZJ Uj s z+ "'7u7;++7fi+7"'fj+ - Z¢ e z+7fz7 fz) (B130)

= 0 almost surely.
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B.5 Proof of Theorem [

We will first use Lemma to prove that the state evolution result holds for the iterates of the
modified AMP, i.e., for ¢ € PL(2):

nh—>HoloEZ¢ u; Al "7AZ+17fz7 "7fzt):E{¢(U*7U17"'7Ut+17F17"'73)}' (B131)

Using the triangle inequality, for 7" > 0 we have the bound

Zw ;ka Azlu"' At+1 Ailu"wf.zt)_E{TZJ(U*aUla"'7Ut+17F17"'7F1t)}‘

A1 Atll 't ~T+1 ~T+t+1 fT+1 T+t
Zzp (ul,al, ... ot o fh ——Zw wl al gl preL o pT

U; 5 Uy

' Zﬂ’ s T ~T+t+1,ﬁT+1,‘”’fZT+t) (B.132)

—E{p(Us, Urs1s -, Ursisn, Praa, . .. aFT-i-t)}‘

+ ‘E{w(U*aﬁT-i-la .. '7ﬁT+t+17FT+17’ .. 7FT+t)} - E{w(Uﬁth . ’7Ut+17F17- .. 7F1t)}
=51+ 59 + 53.

First consider S3. From (B.60Q), (Us, Urit,. .., Upyesr, Frod, ... ,FT-i—t)) converges in distribution
to the the law of (Us,Ur,... up41,F1,...,F;) as T — oo. By Skorokhod’s representation the-
orem [Bil0g], to compute the expectations in S3, we can take the sequence of random vectors
(U, UT+1, .. UT+t+1, FT+1, .. FT+t) to be such that they belong to the same probability space
and converge almost surely to (U*, Ui,...,Upt1, F1,...,F}) as T — oo. Then, using the pseudo-
Lipschitz property of ¢ and using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (twice, as in (B.92])), we obtain

t+1 t 1/2
S3 < 20(t +2) (2 + > (E{OF .} +B{UZY) + D (B{FF, .} + E{FE})>
=1 =1

B.133
t+1 - t . 1/2 ( )
' (ZE{(UTH — U} + D E{(Prec - FZ)Q}) :
=1 =1
From Lemma [B.8] we have limp_, E{F%M} = E{F?} and limy_,0o E{ﬁ%H} = E{U?}. Moreover,
since for each /,
E{(Fri¢— Fy)*} <2B{F}, )} +2E{F}} <oco VT, (B.134)

by dominated convergence we have limy_,oo E{(Urps — Up)?} = limp_oo B{(Frye — F;)?} = 0.
Therefore limp_ .o S3 = 0. Furthermore, by Lemma and Proposition [B], we also have

limpeo limy, oo S1 = limp_ oo limy, o0 So = 0 almost surely. This proves the state evolution re-
sult (BI3) for the modified AMP.
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We now prove the result of Theorem [Il by showing that for ¢ > 1, almost surely:

. 1 . * * ~ R

nh—>Igo Ezw(uzvuzlvv f+17f7,7"'7f7, __Z¢ 1 ceey Z+17f7,7"'7fzt) :07 (B135)
t 2 t+1 _ ~t+112

tim 1F =S il _o, fm TR (B.136)

n—00 n n—oo n

The proof of (BI35)-(BI36) is by induction and similar to that of (B.61)). Noting that u' =
@' = \/nupca, assume towards induction that (B.135)-(B.136) hold with ¢ replaced by t — 1. Since
1 € PL(2), by the same arguments as in (B.92]) we have

1< 1 1 1 At 1 Fl
Ezw(uf,ui,..., ut D ——Zw wi a0t L fhH
i=1

1

x 1 02 S 012 t 2 22,72
]2 [l [

<20(t+2) |1+ 2L (B + =0 (PR + )
<2(t+2) [T+ 4D (Tt ) D (T
(=1 =1
Sl 12 t+1 12 1_A12 t 2
| (nu L [N (it v 1 Al N i > (B157)

n n n n

Using the definitions of f* and ft in (3:2) and (B.58)), and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

we have

t
1 At t+1 N oo
L= 7 < T (it — a2+ 3 b — b i?)

n
(=1

t
1 R 2 _
< (64 (I3t = @2+ 3 2 by’ = Byl + 2 by’ ~Bal?).  (B13)
(=1

Recall that || X ||op converges almost surely to |G~!(1/a)| and by the induction hypothesis, 1 [|u’ —
@’||? — 0, for £ € [1,#]. Next, we note that by; = k1 — K° = by as n — co. For £ € [2,t — 1], we
have byy = ki—ps1 [[i_pq (U(£71)). The induction hypothesis (BI35) implies that the empirical
distribution of £~ converges almost surely in Wasserstein-2 distance to the law of F;_; for i € [1,1].
Therefore, applying Lemma [D.] we almost surely have

t
i by = [] EQul(Fo0) (B.139)
i=0+1

ot

This shows that lim, o, 2[| f* — f || = 0 almost surely. Since u'*! = u;1(f") with u;41 Lipschitz,
we also have lim,, ;o %Hu”’1 — @2 = 0 almost surely. Moreover using a triangle inequality
argument similar to (B.I04l), for ¢ € [1,¢], we almost surely have

(41
[l )

212 2
i 117 _ ”f E g2y i = lim

n—oo n n—)oo n—o00 n n—00 n

= Efugs1(F)*}. (B.140)
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Using this in (BI37), we conclude that

n

RN 1 . PR
nh—>Hc?>lo ;;¢(ui7u}7"'7u§+17fi17"'fzt) - E;¢(ui7u}7"'7u§+17fi17"'fit) :07 (B141)

which combined with (B.131]) completes the proof of the theorem. O

C Proof of Theorem

This appendix is organized as follows. In Appendix [CI] we present the artificial AMP for the
rectangular model (L2)), and provide a sketch of the proof. In Appendix[C.2] we present the state
evolution recursion associated with the artificial AMP iteration. In Appendix [C.3], we prove that
the first phase of this state evolution admits a unique fixed point. Using this fact, in Appendix|[C.4],
we prove that the artificial AMP iterate at the end of the first phase approaches the left singular
vector produced by PCA. Then, in Appendix[C.5 we show that (i) the iterates in the second phase
of the artificial AMP are close to the true AMP iterates, and (ii) the related state evolutions also
remain close. Finally, in Appendix [C.6] we give the proof of Theorem 2

C.1 Proof Sketch
First phase. We consider the following artificial AMP algorithm. We initialize with

_ . _ _ - _ <1 ~ ~
a' = \/Apcau® + /1 — Apcan, g'=XTal, ot = %gl, f =Xo' - mggul. (C.1)

Here, n has i.i.d. standard Gaussian components and Apca is the (limiting) normalized squared
correlation of the left PCA estimate, given in (2.3]). As in the square case, the initialization of the
artificial AMP is impractical. However, this is not a problem, as the artificial AMP is only used as
a proof technique. Then, for 2 < ¢ < T + 1, the artificial AMP iterates are

oy 11 ~t Tt - ~i
u_a.f ) g_X _;bt,zva
. (C.2)
o ="g',  f=xv-Y aua
@ i=1
K - v ()it ; = _ v (N :
where by j = ko2 (Eg) for j € [1,t — 1], and a4 ; = Ka(j+1)2 (ag) for j € [0,t — 1].
We claim that, for sufficiently large T, @’ ' approaches the left PCA estimate upca, that is,
limy_y o0 lim,,— o0 \/—%H'&TH — v/mupcal|| = 0. This result is proved in Lemma in Appendix

Here we give a heuristic sanity check. Assume that the iterates @’ t! and 7+ converge to

the limits @ and >, respectively, in the sense that limp_, o lim, o0 \/—%HﬁTﬂ —u*®| =0 and
lmy_ o0 limy, o0 %Hi)Tﬂ — 0| = 0. Then, from (C.2)), the limits > and v satisfy
U R 7V -
> = aX'v — Z/@i <¥> >,
=t i (C.3)
P = gXTuC>O — 7;/{22- (%) °°.
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By using (AI5), we can re-write (C3) as

2
(1+9R <(;>>v00:§XT~oo, (C.4)
which leads to
(10 () (0 () o= - Zpextas -

As a result, @™ is an eigenvector of X X . Furthermore, by using (A.19), the eigenvalue
2

0‘7 (1+8 (%)) (1+&(Z))
()

Recall that, for @ > das, X exhibits a spectral gap and its largest singular value converges to
D! (%) Thus, ©* must be aligned with the left principal singular vector of X, as desired.

A key step in our analysis is to show that, as T' — oo, the state evolution of the artificial AMP
in the first phase has a unique fixed point. This is established in Lemma [C.2] proved in Appendix
As for the square case, we follow the approach of [Fan20l Section 7]. The crucial difference
with [Fan20] is that we provide a result for all & > @&, while the analysis of [Fan20] requires that
& is sufficiently large. To achieve this goal, we exploit the expression (23] of the limit correlation
between upca and w*, and show that, as soon as the left PCA estimate is correlated with the
signal u*, state evolution is close to a limit map which is a contraction. For this approach to work,
we need the rectangular free cumulants to be non-negative.

can be re-written as

Tak PT+k
™

Second phase. The second phase is designed so that the iterates (g ) are close to

(g*, %), for k > 2. For t > (T + 2), the artificial AMP computes

t—1
_ ~i—1 ~ . ~
a' =ur(f ), g=XxTal - Z b,
. (C.6)
- ~ wt ~ ~ o~
o =vir(g), f=X0"-) &
i=1

Here, the functions {vg,uy}r>2 are the ones used in the true AMP ([B.I0). Additionally, letting
ui(z) = /o and vy (z) = yz/a, the coefficients {a;;} and {b;;} are given by:

t

) o [\ T Zim1 i
at,t—j = 52(j+1)(v£_T(gt)> <$) H <u;—T(f )><V;—1—T(g 1)>7
i=max{t—j+1,T+2}
(t - J) S [17t]7 (07)
t—1

Bt,t—j = 7/42j<“;—T(J~ct_1)> <%>(T_(t_j))+ H <vg_T(§")><u;_T(}i_1)>’

i=max{t—j+1,T+1}
(t—j) €1t —1]. (C.8)
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Since the artificial AMP is initialized with @' that is correlated with w* and independent of the
noise matrix W, a state evolution result for it can be obtained directly from [Fan20, Theorem 1.4].
We then show in Lemma in Appendix that the second phase iterates in (C.6) are close
to the true AMP iterates in ([B.I0), and that their state evolution parameters are also close. This
result yields Theorem 2 as shown in Appendix

C.2 State Evolution for the Artificial AMP

Consider the artificial AMP iteration defined in (C2)) and (C.6)), with initialization @' = /Apcau*+
v1— Apcan. Then, its associated state evolution recursion is expressed in terms of a sequence
of mean vectors fiye = (fit)c(o,x], YK = (Pt)tep, k] and covariance matrices S = (Gs.t)s,te0,K]>
Qr = () s,te[1,k] defined recursively as follows. We initialize with

fio = av/Apca, Goo = a*(1 — Apca), Gog=0d10=0, fort>1. (C.9)

Given fig, 2]{, Vi, QK, let

(F(),. .. ,FK) = ﬁKU* + (}70, ce 7}~/K)7 where (}70, .. 7}~/K) NN(O,XN:K), (ClO)

- - 1<t<(T+1

0, = ty(Fy_1) where (z) = 4/ st<(T+1), (C.11)
ut—T(x)a t>T+2,

(Gr,...,Gr) =vVi+ (Z1,...,ZK), where (Z1,...,Zx) ~ N(0,Qx), (C.12)

- ~ 1<t<T+1

7, = 5(Gy) where fy(z) = %/ 1StsTH+L (C.13)

vi_r(z), t>T+2.

Given fig and Sk, the entries of g1 are given by 7, = aE{U,U,} (for t € [1, K + 1]), and the
entries of Qx4 (for s+ 1,t+ 1 € [1, K 4 1]) are given by

De41e1 :'yii:( ﬁ E () (Fr))E( (G} ) ﬁ E{}(F-1) YE(V)_1 (Gi-1)} )
j=0 k=0 1=5—7+2 i=t—k+2

[“§j+k+1)E{ﬁs+1—jﬁt+l—k} + ’fgfj+k+2)E{f"s+1—j(Fs—j)}E{ﬁfaH_k(E—k)}E{Vs_jfé_k}} :
(C.14)

(We use the convention that }70 = 0.) Next, given x4 and Q K+1 for some K > 1, the entries of
P 1 are given by fiy = SE{V;V.} (for t € [0, K +1]), and the entries of X1 (for s,¢ € [0, K +1])
are given by

s—1t—1 s t

Got = (T E@@E-E@G))( TT B0 EEG)})

j=0k=0 i=s—j+1 i=t—k+1
’ [Hg?j+k+1)E{‘7s—j‘z—k} + ﬁg?j+k+2)E{‘7ls—j(és—j)}E{%—k(ét—k)}E{ﬁs—jUt—k}]~ (C.15)

Proposition C.1 (State evolution for artificial AMP). Consider the setting of Theorem [2, the
artificial AMP iteration described in (C.2) and (C.6l), with initialization given by (CIl), and the
corresponding state evolution parameters defined in (C9)-(CI5).
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Then, for t > 1 and any PL(2) functions ¢ : R**2 = R and ¢ : R**1 = R the following hold
almost surely:

W}E)nooazw ;ka~217"' ~t+1 . ft) { (U*aﬁla"'7Ut+17F17"'7Ft)}7 (016)
nh_{aloﬁz(p(l):v{)zl)76579217971?):E{(10(Vk7‘7177‘257611776115)} (017)
i=1

The proposition follows directly from Theorem 1.4 in [Fan20] since the initialization @' of the
artificial AMP is independent of W.

C.3 Fixed Point of State Evolution for the First Phase

From (C9))-(C.I5), we note that the state evolution recursion for the first phase (¢ € [1,7 + 1]) has
the following form:

fy =y = an/Apca, fort e [1,T+ 1],

- — Y Jj+k y 2 9 _
Tt = > (@) <H§?j+k+1) (5> (@"Apca +@s—ji—k)
7=0 k=0
2
-+ /ig?j+k+2) (%) (a®Apca + 5s—j—1,t—k—1)>, for s,t € [1,T +1]. (C.18)
. s—1t—1 itk 1
Wt =1y ( > <H2(]+k+1) (a®?Apca + Gs—j14-k-1)
=0 k=0

-+ ﬁ§fj+k+2) (%) (a2APCA + @s—j—l,t—k—1)>7 for s,t € [1,T + 1].

In this section, we prove the following result characterizing the fixed point of state evolution
for the first phase in the rectangular setting.

Lemma C.2 (Fixed point of state evolution for first phase — Rectangular matrices). Consider the
setting of Theorem[d, and the state evolution recursion for the first phase given by (CIJ)). Assume
that k3 > 0 for all i > 2, and that & > a&s. Pick any & < 1 such that &/ > &s. Then,

1 max(s,t) . N _
Mo i P Tl =0
1 max(s t)|~ b*| —0 (019)
Tgﬂg%g%fﬂé WOT 41—, T+1—t =0,
where
a* = a?(1 — Apca),
Apcaya®(zR (z) — R(x)) + vR'(x) v (C.20)

b* = with © =

1+ ~R(z) — vxR/(z) ' a?’
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As for the case of square matrices, we consider the space of infinite matrices * = (x5 : s,t <0)
equipped with the weighted ¢s-norm defined in (B.S). Let X = {x : |z < oo} and, for any
compact set I C R, define A7 as in (B.9). Recall that both & and X} are complete under || - [|¢.

We embed the matrices X7, 2+ as elements x,y € X with the following coordinate identification:

g oy Wst = Ys_Ti_7>
Tst =0, ys:=0, ifs<—-Tort<—T

The idea is to approximate the maps (X7_;,Q7 ;) — Qf and (Z7_;, Q) — I with the fired
limit maps h> and h®, respectively, which are defined as

hoy(x,y) = ’YZZ (l)j+k <,€c2><(>3+k+1) : (0*Apca + Ts—j i)

7=0 k=0
00 g 2 2
+ Hg(j+k+2) (@) (a APCA + ys—j,t—k) )
0o o0 ~ itk . ~ 9
hiy(@,y) = Z Z <§> <"‘2(j+k+1) <5) (0®Apca + Ys—ji—t)

ot 2
+ K3(he2) (@) (a®Apca + xs—jvt—k)>-

(C.21)

First, we show that (hQ(ng, Xrz), hE(XIE, X)) C (X, AXpy ) for suitably defined compact sets
I I3

Lemma C.3 (Image of limit maps — Rectangular matrices). Consider the maps h't, h* defined in
(C21). Assume that k33 > 0 for all i > 1, and that & > &s. Then, there exist 1y = [—aq, aq] and
I3, = [~ax, ax] such that, if (x,y) € Xz x Xpx, then (W (z,y), h>(z,y)) € Xy X Xz

Proof. Let (z,y) € Xpz x Xpx. Then, the following chain of inequalities holds:

@) Sy VitE 1
‘hgl,t(w7y)’ < ’YZZ <_) <H/2(]+k+1) (a APCA + ‘xs —J,t— k’)
') Y 2 2A .
+hsGinez) (Gz) (@ Apca + [Ys—j-k])
< ’YZ Z (l) (“g?ﬁkﬂ) S(0?Apca + ax) (C.22)

—)2 (azAPCA + ag))

9 (ren + ) () + @ren o) (G () - 7(3))

Here, (a) follows from the hypothesis that £7° > 0 for i > 2; (b) holds since (z,y) € Xz x AJ;
and (c) uses (AI6])-(AI7). With similar passages, we also obtain that

)R (2) + @area o) (SR (Z) - R(Z)). (©2)
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Set © = v/a?. Then, by using ([C22) and (C23), we obtain that the desired result holds if the
following pair of inequalities is satisfied:

Apca(YR (z) + va? (xR (z) — R(x))) + axzR' (z) + agy(zR'(z) — R(z)) < aq, (C.24)
Apca(V?R'(z) + o?(zR'(z) — R(2))) + ax(zR'(z) — R(x)) + agyzR'(z) < ax. '
Set 8 = axn/aq. Then, (C24) can be rewritten as
Apca(VR (z) +va® (xR (x) — R(x))) + aq (BzR/(z) + v(x R (z) — R(x))) < aq,
Apca (V2R (z) + o?(zR'(z) — R(x))) + aq (B(zR'(x) — R(z)) +yzR'(z)) < Bag.
This pair of inequalities holds for a sufficiently large agq if
BrR (z) + (xR (z) — R(z)) < 1, (C.25)

AR (x) — R(z)) + R/ (x) < B.

Recall that, above the spectral threshold, namely, when & > a4, the PCA estimator upca has
strictly positive correlation with the signal w*:

(upca,u*)?
n

ﬁ) Apca > 0.

Furthermore, from [Fan20l, Eq. (7.32)], we have that Apca can be expressed as

T(R(x)) — zT'(R(z)) R (x)
1+ ~R(x) ’

Apca =

where T'(z) = (1 + 2z)(1 + vz). We therefore obtain that
T(R(z)) — 2T (R(z))R'(z) > 0. (C.26)

By using (C.26]), one can readily verify that 1 — zR'(x) + R(x) > 0. Furthermore, we have that
xR'(x) > 0, as z > 0 and the rectangular free cumulants are non-negative. Since xR'(z) > 0 and
1 —2R'(z) + R(z) > 0, (C25) can be rewritten as

YR (z)

1 —~yxzR'(xz) + vR(x)
1—zR'(x) + R(x) )

xR (x)

< B <

These above inequalities can be simultaneously satisfied for some value of 5 if

~xR'(x) 1 —~aR'(z) +vR(x) '

1—zR'(z) + R(x) xR/ () (C.27)

By using again that 2R/(z) > 0 and 1 — 2 R/(z) + R(x) > 0, (C27) can be rewritten as
1= (1+9)(zR (z) - R(2)) + (xR (z) — R(x))* > (xR (x))". (C.28)
The inequality (C28) can be readily obtained from (C26]), and the proof is complete. O

Next, we compute a fixed point of (h*, h?).
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Lemma C.4 (Fixed point of limit maps — Rectangular matrices). Consider the maps hS, h> defined
n (C2I). Let x* = (x3,:5,t <0) and y* = (yi,: s,t <0) with 235, = a* and yi, = b*, where a*
and b* are defined in (C20). Assume that & > as. Then, (x*,y*) is a fized point of (b, h?).

Proof. Note that, for z = v/a?, the power series expansion (AI6) of R’ converges to a finite limit
as & > as. Hence, by using the definition (C.21]), we have that

sttt = ((sren ) (G2 Paven o0 (5 () - (1))

2b*

b kY 2 l 2 * / l
hsi(x™,y") = ( Apca + 1 >R <a2> + (a"Apca +a”) ( R <a2> R<a2>) :
Since a fixed point should satisfy hgt(m*, y*) = b* and hgt(az*, y*) = a*, writing z = v/a?, (C29)
becomes

{wAPCMR'() 0a? (xR (z) — R(z))) + a*zR'(x) + b*y(2 R (z) — R(x)) = b, (C.30)
Apca(VR () + (R (z) — R(x))) + a* (R (x) - R(x)) + b 2R (z) = a. '

Solving (C30Q) for a* and b*, and using the expression for Apca given in [Fan20, Eq. (7.32)], we
obtain the formulas for (a*,b*) given in (C.20). O

(C.29)

The next step is to show Lipschitz bounds on the maps h*>, h®.

Lemma C.5 (Lipschitz bounds on limit maps). Consider the map (h*(x,y), h™(x,y)) : Xps X
Xz — Xpx x Xpy defined in (C21)) and where 1§, I3, are given by Lemma [C.3  Assume that
k3 >0 for alli>1, and let £ < 1 be such that /€ > as. Then, for any (x,y) € Xrg X Xy,

1% (2, y) — W (&', y)lle < TR (2)|lz — @/lle +v (ZR' (&) — R(@)) |y — 'l (C.31)

1h* (2, y) — b= (2, y')le < ViR (Z)lly — ¥l + (ZR'(Z) — R(Z)) |2 — 2’|, (C.32)
where we have set & = v/(£a?).

Proof. Since k57 > 0 for ¢ > 1, we have
o0 o0
Jtk 1
|hs t(m y) — hst x' y')| <y Z Z <a2> (“2 J+k+1) o2 |Ts—ja—k — ‘/Els—j,t—k
§=0 k=0 (C.33)

~2
o0 /
+ ’12(j+k+2)¥ |Ys—jit—k — ys—j,t—k’) :

Note that
@5 gk — Ty gl < [l — @[ &P TIIRD < iz — | g7 max(lsh it =I 7k, (C.34)
Ws—ji—t = Ysjir] < ly — ¢lle§™ ™ (Is=gHE=kD < gy — yf|| 6= mex(shlth=i=F, '
Thus, by combining (C.33) and (C.34), we have
o oo j+k 2
1)~ 1) < 530 () (Wewenlle = @le + 03 i S5~ vl )
S (C.35)
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By using (AI6) and (A7) to compute the sums in (C30]), we deduce that

a2

Tty (%R (%) R (%)) ly =9/l

Recall that ¢ < 1 and note from (A7) that ZR'(%) > R(%) > 0 with & = v/(£a?). Thus, the claim
(C.31) readily follows from (C.34).

The proof of (C32) is analogous. First, we use that k3¢ > 0 for ¢ > 1 and obtain

1K@, y) — (o) le < LR @7) T
(C.36)

by Y (ol ol — YV 7 /
’hs,t(wa y) - hs,t(w Y )‘ < Z Z <_> Hg(j.;.k.;_l)@’ys—j,t—k - ys_jﬂf_k’
§=0 k=0 (C.37)

A2
[o¢] /
*’“2u+k+2)agwxs—j¢—k _'xs—j¢—k’>’

Thus, by using (C.34]), we have

X X Jtk 2 2
v g gl
Ih%(@,y) ~ b5 @yl < Y (5) (mzfﬂm)@ny =¥ lle + K5k gl m/ng)-
j=0 k=0

(C.38)
Finally, by using (A.I6]) and (A7) to compute the sums in (C.38)), we deduce that
2
()~ G < R (s ) T o/l
o \La (C.39)
2 (L p( ) _p( _
+¢ (e () -7 () ) 1o ==
which readily leads to (C.32]). O

Let us consider the map G*%* obtained by the successive composition of (z,y) — (z, % (x,y))
and (m7y) H (hz(m7y)7y)7 i'e'7

GP¥(x,y) = (G (@,y), Gy (=) = (W (2,1 (x,y)), i (2, y)) (C.40)
Given 3 > 0, define the norm || - [|¢ g as

@, Y)lles = lzle + Bllylle. (C.41)

We now use the Lipschitz bounds of Lemma to prove that G*>* is a contraction for a certain
value of f3.

Lemma C.6 (Composition of limit maps is a contraction). Consider the map G** defined in
(C.4Q), and let I§, I3 be the sets given by LemmalC3 Assume that k39 > 0 for all i > 1, and let
§ <1 be such that a\/€ > as. Then, if (z,y) € Xpz x Xpx, we have that G (x,y) € Xz X Xz
Furthermore, there exists f* >0 and 7 < 1 such that, for any (x,y) € Xz X Xz,

16 (@, y) - G¥ @y e < Tl y) — (@9 e (C.42)
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Proof. The claim that G** : X[* x X Iz — X Iz ¥ X[* follows directly from Lemma [C.3l We now
show that (C.42) holds. By using the definition (m) and the Lipschitz bounds (KEI)-(KEI) of
Lemma [C.H we obtain that

162 (@,y) - ¥ (! y)les < 12— o/lle (7R (@) — R() + 7GR @) + 5R(@))

, o . g (C.43)
+lly — ¥ lle (V(@ER())* — YER (D)R(E) + By(ER (&) — R(%))) ,

where we have set & = 7/(£a?). Hence, the claim of the lemma holds if there exists 3* > 0 and
7 < 1 such that

B*ER'(7) + (2R (7))° - R(@) + 2R'(Z) < (C.44)
By (&R () — R(7)) + (TR (2))* — v’ ZR(T) R/ (2) < 75" '
We note that, as ay/€ > ag, ([C26]) holds with Z in place of x. Hence, one readily verifies that
1 —~&R/'(Z) + R(Z) > 0. Furthermore, we have that ZR'(Z) > 0, as Z > 0 and the rectangular free

cumulants are non-negative. Thus, the two inequalities in (C.44)) can be satisfied simultaneously if
there exists f* > 0 such that

V(@R (2))* — y*ER(E) R (%)

—v(zR'(%))? — R/ (%) + R(z)
1 —y2R/(%) + vR(Z) '

.1
<< TR (7)

These last two inequalities can be satisfied simultaneously if

V(ER(2)? —VER@E)R(E) _ 1-(2R(2))° — TR/ (Z) + R(x)
1 =2 R(Z) + yR(Z) TR(Z) '

(C.45)

By using again that 1 —v2R/(Z) + R(Z) > 0 and ZR/(Z) > 0, (C.45)) can be rewritten as
(1 = 1(ER @) - #R'(@) + R(x)) (1 - 3R @) + 1R())
> &R'() (v*(2R'(#))* — v #R(Z)R' (7)) ,

which again follows from (C26]) with Z in place of z. Thus, there exists f* > 0 and 7 < 1 such
that (C.44) is satisfied, completing the proof. O

At this point, we show that the state evolution of §~]T, QT can be approximated via the fixed
maps h>, h't.

Lemma C.7 (Limit maps approximate SE maps — Rectangular matrices). Consider the map
(R (x,y), h>(x,y)) : Xpz X Xpz, — Xz x X defined in (C21), where I, I3, are given by Lemma
[C 3 Assume that k% > 0 for all i > 1, and let £ < 1 be such that &€ > &s. Then, for any
(z,y) € X1y x A,

127 — b (2, y)lle < 2R ()| B7_y — lle + (@R (Z) — R(2))[1Q%-y —ylle + Fu(T),  (C.46)

1B — h¥(x,y)le <AIR (@)1 1 — yle + @R(@) — R(@)|S7y —2le + B(T),  (CAT)

where & = v/(£a?) and
lim F(T) =0, lim Fy(T) = 0. (C.48)

T—o00 T—o00
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Proof. First, we write

1907 — B (@, y)lle = sup &*EHD|(Q7), 0 — B (2, y)]

87t7

= max sup U Qp), - B ()],
5,6<0 ’
max(|s|,[¢])<T

sup LD (Q),, — h?,t(m,y)l>,
s,;t<0
max(|s,[t)) =T

where (Q7)s: = @y qppr if s> =T and ¢ > ~T, and (Q)s; = 0 otherwise. B )
Let us look at the case max(|s|,|t|) < T, and define I = {(j,k) : j > s+ T ork >t+T}.
Then,

(7)1 — bz, )]
r— t+T
k=

s+1T—1
3
j=0

itk [ 1
<a2> K’2(]+k2+1) ( APCA + O-s —j4+T—1,t—k4+T— 1)

2
[e%e) i 2 ~ _ _
T R2(j+k+2) ol (O‘ Apca + Ws—j+T—1,t—k+T—1) >

12 Z <a2>]+ <H2U+k+1) 7 (0 Apca + T5—ji—k)

2
- ¥
MWW<a2APCA+ys—w—k>>1 (©49)

~ j+k 1
v Z > (%) <“§?j+k+1)a2 (%s—jt—k = g jit14—k4T—1)

2
Y
+K2(]+k+2) (ys —jt—k — We 4T 1 t— k4 T— 1))‘

~ j+k 1 2
ol Z <$) </{;<()j+k+l)g (Oé AP’CA + fEs—j,t—kJ)
j.kelr

+

2
* “g(()j+k+2)% (o’ Apca + Ys—j i) > ‘ =T+ Ts.
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The term 77 can be upper bounded as follows:
s+T—1t4+T—1

j+k
Ty <’Y Z Z < > (“2(g+k+1 |xs —jit—k ~ Os 4 T—14—k+T— 1‘
7=0

2
+52(]+k+2 4 ‘ys —jit—k — We_j4 1 t—k+T— 1‘)

s+T—1t+T—1 ik 1
N - t|)
<87 el 32 S (&) S
Jj=0 =
s+T—1t+T—1

+k
A —max(|s co i
+ 19271 — ylle€ (Ishlth-y E E : <£a2> F2(j+k+2) o2
Jj=0 =

b) < — max(|sl,[¢]) o 7 itk 1
< NBpoy — 2l 722(@) RoG+k+1) 52

=0 k=0

0o oo j+k
() max (o) i .
) < ) T (C.50)
Jj=0 k=0
95 7 5 0 — max(|s ~ ~ ~
< |27y — ) ENER(F) + Q7o -yl "Dy (@R (E) - R(2)),

where & = v/(£a?). Here, (a) and (b) follow from the hypothesis that k3% > 0 for i > 1, (c) uses
(A.16), (AI7) and that £ < 1. By using that (x,y) € X7z x A7, the term T3 can be upper bounded
as follows:

YV s o)
T, <Cy Y <@> (B30 4h+1) + B2(4k42)): (C.51)
J.kelh

where (1 is a constant independent of s,¢,T. Note that, if (j, k) € I, then j+k > — max(|s|, |t|)+T
Consequently, the RHS of (C.51]) can upper bounded by

G > (%) (i + 1R300 (C.52)

i=T—max(|s]|1]

where Cs is a constant independent of s,t,T. By combining (C.49), (C50), (C.51) and (C52), we
obtain that

sup b Q)5 — Wy (@, y)| < NB7y — 2|2 R (2)
max(|’s\,_\t|)<T

o0 . (C.53)
A ~ ~ ~ YN [ee)
19271~ yley(@ER(@) — R@) +Co swp ¢ 30 () i+ Dasipy-
ost<T  Zp y
Let us now look at the case max(|s|, |t|) > T. Recall that |hS! (x,y)| < ag, 600 = (1—Apca)a®

and 60, = 0 for ¢ € [1,T]. Thus,

(1)t — hy(m, )| < Cs,
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where C3 is a constant independent of s,¢, 7. This immediately implies that

sup Smaxas"‘t')‘(ﬂ’f)&t _ h?’t(w’y)‘ S C3§T,
s,;t<0
max(|s|,[t]) =T
which combined with (C.53]) allows us to conclude that

197 — (@, )¢ < |87, — 2R/ (2)

~ - _ = (TN o » (C.54
FIfr s~y GRG) - R@) + G swp € S () 6+ Dmgiy + g™ (O
0<t<T 5,
As & > @5 and the series in (AI6) is convergent for z < 1/(as)?, one readily verifies that
lim sup & 2 i 1+ 1D)kor . =0, C.55
T—o00 ()glé)il_“S ZZ <Oz2> ( ) 2(i+1) ( )

=Tt

which concludes the proof of (C.44).
The proof of (C.47)) follows similar passages, and we outline them below. First, we write

1357 — h¥(z, y) e = S%émx('s"‘t')\(if)s,t — hiy(z,y)|

s,t<0

= max < sup MM |(S7), — b3y (@),
max(|s|,|t])<T

sup 6max(|8\v\t|)’(z~]f)s7t _ h?t(w, y)‘)7
5,t<0

max(|s|,|¢))>T
where (X7)s.4 = Ggiqper it s > =T and t > —T, and (27)st = 0 otherwise. For the case
max(|s|,|t|) < T, we have

(Z7)ss — hoy(z, )]
s+T—1t+T—1

v\ Itk 72 B
<| XX (B (ks st 8 iiriran)
j=0 k=0
2
+ Hg?ﬂmz)@ (xs—j,t—k - Us—j+T—1,t—k+T—1) > ‘ (C.56)
v \Jtk ,72 )
+ Z <@> <’i§?j+k+1)@ (a Apca +ys—j,t—k)

Jkeh
S
+ Hg(()j+k+2)¥ (a Apca + a:s_j,t_k) > ' =Ts+ Ty.

By using (A1), (A7) and the non-negativity of the rectangular free cumulants, the term T3 can
be upper bounded as follows:

Ty < Q7 — ylle& "> LDz R (3) + |B7_y — 2|l ™>HD (@R (2) — R(2)). (C.57)
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Furthermore, the term T4 can be upper bounded as

n<c Y (L) G0, (C.59)

i=T—max(|s],|¢])
where Cj is a constant independent of s,¢,T. For the case max(|s|,|t|) > T, we have

sup  EmUHD(S L), - (x,y)| < O, (C.59)
5,t<0
max(|s|,|t)>T

where Cj is a constant independent of s,t,T. By combining (C.56), (C57), (C.58) and (C.59), we

conclude that

157 — P (z, y)|e < 197 — ylleriR (2)

- ~ ~ ~ a Y\ - _
+ |7y —@le(@R (#) — RE) +Cs sup & 3 () (i+ gy + 6"
ost<T 7
which, together with (C55]), concludes the proof of (C.47]). O

Finally, we can put everything together and prove Lemma

Proof of Lemma[C A Fix € > 0 and denote by (GQ’E)TO the Tp-fold composition of the map G%>
defined in ([C40). Note that Lemma [C:4l implies that (z*,y*) is a fixed point of G*»*, and Lemma
implies that this fixed point is unique. Then, for any (z,y) € X1z x A,

Tt * ok T T * oyt
1(GE5)7 (@,y) = @y e = | (G™5) 7 (@) = (G25) 7 (@ y") leor
<700)(z,y) — (=, y") .5+

where the inequality follows from Lemma Note that 7 < 1 and &Xjx x Az is bounded under
| - ll¢,s+- Hence, we can make the RHS of (C.60l) smaller than €/2 by choosing a sufficiently large
Ty. Furthermore, an application of Lemma [C.7 gives that

(S5, Q7) — G (@,y) g < |B51 — @ (ER'(F) — R(E) + y(ER'(8))* + B*ZR (%))
+ 1971 —ylle (V(ER(2))” — v*ZR (2)R(Z) + B*1(ER () — R(¥))) + H(T) (C.61)
<771, Q1) — (@, y)lles- + H(T),

(C.60)

where limy_, . H(T) = 0 and the inequality follows from (C.44]). Therefore, for all sufficiently large
T,

< ~ T 5 & €
1B 141, Qi) = (GHF) 7 (@, 9)lles- < 70N(Br Q) = (@, 9o + - (C.62)

Note that (z,y) € Xz x Ay, implies that ||z < ax and [ly[l¢ < aq. In addition, by following
the same argument as in Lemma [C.3] one can show that |0+ < ag and |05,| < ax, which in turn
implies that || Q7] < aq and | Z7[l¢ < ax. As a result, we can make the RHS of ((L62)) smaller
than €/2 by choosing a sufficiently large Ty. As the RHS of both ([C.60) and (C62) can be made
smaller than €/2, an application of the triangle inequality gives that

limsup [|(Z7,Q7) — (@, ") e+ <e, (C.63)
T—o0
which, after setting 7' = T + 1, implies the desired result. O
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C.4 Convergence to PCA Estimator for the First Phase

In this section, we prove that the artificial AMP iterate at the end of the first phase converges in
normalized fo-norm to the left singular vector produced by PCA.

Lemma C.8 (Convergence to PCA estimator — Rectangular matrices). Consider the setting of
Theorem[2, and the first phase of the artificial AMP iteration described in (C.2), with initialization
gwen by (CI)). Assume that k39 >0 for all i > 1, and that & > &s. Then,

lim lim —||
T—00Nn—00 /TN

al*tt — Vmupcal| =0 a.s. (C.64)

Proof. Consider the following decomposition of @’ +!:

™ = Crupca + 7Y (C.65)

T+ T+1

where (1 = (@7 upca) and (r7H upca) = 0. Define

™ = (XXT— (D7 (1/a%)" I, ) @™, (C.66)

where D~ is the inverse of the D-transform of A. Then, by using (C.65), (C.66) can be rewritten
as

(XXT— (D7 (1/6%)" L) 77 = €77 = (XXT = (D71 (1/6%))" I ) Croaupcn. (C.67)

Note that X (and consequently X X T) has a spectral gap, in the sense that, almost surely, o1 (X) —
D71(1/&%) and 09(X) — b < D7'(1/&%). Furthermore, r*! is orthogonal to the left singular
vector associated to the singular value o1(X). Thus, by following passages analogous to (B.36)),

(B37) and (B38), we obtain that
H(XXT — (D71 (1/d2))2Im) rT+1H > ¢ T, (C.68)

where ¢ > 0 is a constant (independent of n,m,T).
Next, we prove that almost surely

lim lim —— |7 = (XXT = (D7 (1/&*))" In ) Crerupcal| = 0. (C.69)

T—00n—00 /M

An application of the triangle inequality gives that

HeT“ - <XXT — (D! (1/072))2Im) CT+1UPCAH

(C.70)
< [l + | (XX = (D71 (1/8%))* L) Grarupca |
The second term on the RHS of (C.70) is equal to
G| ‘/\1(XXT) — (D! (1/@2))2‘ . (C.71)
By using Theorem 2.8 of [BGNIZ], we have that, for & > s, almost surely,
lim ‘Al(XXT) — (D! (1/542))2‘ —0. (C.72)

m—o0
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Furthermore,
T+1 H —

1
[CEEES —Hu
\/_

~T
\/mllf I

By Proposition [C.I] we have that

lim a\/—Hf I= _\/NT +torr,

lim

which, for sufficiently large T, is upper bounded by a constant independent of n,m, T, as jr =
av/Apca and 7,7 converges to a?(1— Apca) as T — oo by Lemma[C2 By combining this result
with (C.72), we deduce that

: . T D1 ~2\)2
it (T = (07 (@) L) G| <0 e
In order to bound the first term on the RHS of (C.70), we proceed as follows:
P S IR T ST+
i e = i H(XX - (07 (/) m) i
T+1 T—it1 T T—i
(a) .. 1 1- T+1 1
:nvlbgnooﬁ a <a F Z"izT i+2) <&—> Z: 2T —i+1) <~—>
i—j ) 2
. <~z+l +— 252(2 i) <a2> ,&])) _ (D—l (1/@2)) ,&T—i-l
T+1 T—itl T—i
(b) .. 1 1- T+1 1 1
2t 2 (2 (2) e () e

(s i () u)) o gy
T

1 T—i+1 1 T—i
X ) 0 (2
i=1
- 1 - 1\"7 . o2 2
' Ui+1+§zﬁ2(z’—j+1) =) Ui) | =@ (1/a%) Ural .
j=1

Here, (a) uses the iteration (C2)) of the first phase of the artificial AMP; (b) uses that, for all
i, Koi — K3 as n — 00, as well as an argument similar to (B.43)-(B.46); and (c) follows from
Proposition [C.1] where U, for t € [1,T+ 1] and Fry, are defined in ((CC10) and (CI1). After some

T+1

~
Fryn+ = a2 Z’%T i+2)

d2
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manipulations we can upper bound the RHS of (C74]) by triangle inequality as

{(04 +ZK2(2+1 <_>i+72“2(z+1 <—> +7§T:T§:Z/£22ﬁ23+1 <1>i+j

i=1 j=0

-0 ) O

T T— 1 Z—l—] B 5 2
ZZ K3i K3(j4+1) <@> (Ur—i—j+1 — Urt1)
i=1 j=0
- i 9 (C.75)
+5-E { < ; 20i+1) <a > (Ur—iy1 — UT+1)>
T i 2
+5-E <Z Rali+1) > (Ur—i+1 — UT+1)>
1 2
+5- E{ 3! <aFT+1 UT+1> } =81+ Sy + S3+ 54+ Ss.
The term S5 can be expressed as
a? - -
S5 = 57(0T+1,T+1 — 20741, + 01,7).
Thus, by Lemma [C.2] we have that
lim S5 = 0. (C.76)
T—o00
The term S; can be expressed as
~9 7 7
M+ UTT
S =5—~+——"— —
1 o2 < +ZH2H—1 <d2> +’YZ“21+1 <a2>
T T—1 1 ) 2
XS s () - 07 )
i=1 5=0
Thus, by Lemma [C.2] we have that
o (e (3) S (2
(C.7T7)

D) I (5)” o) <o

i=1 j=0

where the last equality follows from (A.15]) and (A.19). The term S4 can be expressed as

5 1 i+
. o0 o0 ~ . . ~ - - 3
Sy = 2 E Ro(i+1)F2(j+1) <_d2> (6r—jr—i+ 01T — 6108 — OTT—j),
1,j=0
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which can upper bounded by

5 — 1\
o2 Z Fa(i+1)2(j+1) (@)
”:f ) ] , (C.78)
(|67—j7—i — &*(1 = Apca)| + |67 — a*(1 — Apca)

+ |57 — a®(1 = Apca)| + [67,7—; — *(1 — Apca)l).

By Lemmal[C.2] for any ¢ > 0, there exists T*(¢) such that for all ' > T*(¢), the quantity in (C.78))
is upper bounded by

2 Z H2(2+1 H2 (j+1) < > S_ max(i,5) +1 _|_€—z +§ )

1,j=0
(@) 20 1\
<e- o2 “2(z+1 “2 (+1) @
i,j 0
(b) 20 1\
<e: o2 “2(z+1 “2 (j+1) §—

i,j=0

() 20 1

Here, (a) uses that £ < 1, (b) uses that ko; > 0 for ¢ > 1, and (c¢) uses the power series expansion
(A15) of R, which converges to a finite limit as \/£& > as. Since € can be taken arbitrarily small,
we deduce that

lim Sy = 0. (C.79)
T—o00
By using the same argument, we also have that
T—o00
Finally, the term Sy is upper bounded by
T T—i T T—k 1\ itk
ESHNIWIEL- L0 )
=1 j=0 k=1 (=0 (081)

(lorr — @*(1 — Apca)| + lor,r—i—j — &*(1 — Apca)|
+ o7 r—k—r — &*(1 — Apca)| + lor—i—jr—k—e — &*(1 — Apca)|).

By Lemmal[C.2] for any ¢ > 0, there exists T*(¢) such that for all T > T*(¢), the quantity in (C.81)
is upper bounded by

20 T T—1 T T—k 1 i+j+k+0
Z Z Koy “21@"@2 (j+1) ’fz(e+1 <@>
1 7=0 k=1 (=0
EON N DA L)
Ko; /‘izk’fz (j+1) “2(z+1 <T2>
i=1 0 k=1 ¢=0 fOé
2072 1\\*
<e€-
<% (2(m))
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where we use again that r9; > 0 for ¢ > 1 and the power series expansion (A5 of R. Since € can
be taken arbitrarily small, we deduce that

T—o0
By combining (C.4), (C.75), (C76), (C.71), (C79), (C80) and (C.82), we conclude that
lim lim — [l+]| =0, (C.83)

T—00m—00 /M

which, combined with (C.73), gives (C.69). Finally, by using (C.68]) and (C.69]), we have that
1
lim lim — ||| = 0. (C.84)
T—o00om—00 4/,
Thus, from the decomposition (C6H), we conclude that, as m — oo and T — oo, aTt!
with upca. Furthermore, from another application of Proposition [C.1l we obtain

1 1
li lim —— gl = 1 —\/ﬁzl '
A Jim et = fim 2y R+ orr =1, (C.85)

which implies that lim7_, o lim,, 00 (711 = 1 and concludes the proof. O

is aligned

C.5 Analysis for the Second Phase

As in the proof of the square case, we define a modified version of the true AMP algorithm, in
which the memory coefficients {a;,, bt+17,~}i€[17ﬂ are replaced by deterministic values obtained from
state evolution. This modified AMP is initialized with

-1

al = Vmupcs, §' = (1+72n53(§)> xTal, o =w(@) =19 (C86)
=1

Then, for t > 1, we iteratively compute:

t

Wt N — g N wt N N = ~i N N

f=Xv"- E agt', a4t =ug(f), ¢t =Xat - E brr1,0', T =viq(g"th). (C.87)
i=1 =1

The deterministic memory coefficients are: a;; = azg’il mgﬁ(%)l, and for ¢t > 2:

a1 = E{V,(Gy) HE{u (Fio)}E{VI_, (G (Z@(m (%)) (C.88)

ari—j = E{vi(G1)} H E{u (Fi—1) YE{V;_1(Gi-1)}K5(;41)» for (t—j)€(2,t]. (C.89)
i=t—j+1

Furthermore, for ¢t > 1,

b1, = VE{u} 1 (F)} [ BAVA(G)HEL i (Fi1)} (3" + Y K (%)i) , (C.90)
i=2 =1

bryr i1y = vB{up (F)} [ EAV(G)YE{ui(Fo1)} 35, for (t+1—j)€[21. (CI1)
i=t+2—j
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We recall that {37} are the rectangular free cumulants of the limiting singular value distribution A,
and the random variables {F;, G;} are given by [B.I5)-(B.I7). The following lemma shows that, as
T grows, the iterates of the second phase of the artificial AMP (described in Section [C]) approach
those of the modified AMP algorithm above, as do the corresponding state evolution parameters.

Lemma C.9. Consider the setting of Theorem [A. Assume that k35 > 0 for all i > 1, and that
& > as. Consider the modified version of the true AMP in (C86)-(C8T), and the artificial AMP

in (CI), (C2), and (CO) along with its state evolution recursion given by (CO)-(CIH). Then,

the following results hold for s,t > 1:

1.
lim fipig = pu, im 674574t = Osts (C.92)
T—o00 T—o00
lim vy = 1y, im @rys T4 = Wsyt, (C.93)
T—o00 T—o00

2. For any PL(2) functions ¢ : R**2 5 R and ¢ : R*T! — R, we almost surely have:

m

BTN D DRI AN S AN A
i=1 o (C.94)
- Ezzp(uz,a},”.,aﬁl, =0,

i=1

n

Jim timn |30 gl a6 I
i=1 . (C.95)
— ;ng(v;*,@},...,@f,g},...g;?) = 0.

1=1

Proof. Proof of (C92)- (C93). For t € [1,T + 1], from (CIR) we have iy = iy = a/Apca =
p1 = v1. Next, Lemma shows that lim7_,oc 0741741 = a* and limyp_,c W1 741 = b*, where
a*,b* are defined in ([C.20). We now verify that 017 = a* and wq; = b*. Setting s =t = 0 in (B3]
and solving for wi1, we obtain:

Apcaya? (xR (z) — R(x)) + vR'(x)
1+ ~vR(z) — yzR!'(z) ’

where z = L (C.96)

— *_
w171—b = a2

Here, we have used (A6) and (A7) to express the double sums in terms of R(z) and R'(z).
Similarly, from (3.20]), we obtain

o11 = vaR (z)(a®Apca + wi1) + YR (z) — o®R(z), where x =v/a?. (C.97)

Using the formula for Apca in [Fan20, Eq. (7.32)], it can be verified that the above expression for
01,1 reduces to a* = a?(1 — Apca), as required.
Assume towards induction that the following holds for 1 < k,¢ < t:

Lm fipge = pe,  lim Grqppr4e = ope, lim Dpyy=wvp,  lm Opiprie=wre  (C.98)
T—o00 T—o0 T—o0 T—o00
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Consider Upit11 = aE{UTHHU*} = aE{qu(FTH)U*}. By the induction hypothesis Fry, =
pr+tUs + Y74y converges in distribution to Fy = Us 4+ Y;, and by arguments similar to (B.64),
the sequence of random variables {u¢y1(Fr4¢)U,} is uniformly integrable. Hence,

Th—?;o DT+t+1 == ozE{qu(Ft)U*} = Vt41- (C.99)

Next, for s < ¢, consider @pist1741+1 which is defined via (CI4). We write @rist1 ryir1 =
014+ O3 4+ O3 + Oy4 , where
s—1t—1 s+1 ~ B
Or=9>_ 3, < 11 E{UQ(FT'Fi—l)}E{Vg—l(GT—H’—I)})
§=0 k=0 i=s—j+2
t+1

II E{UQ(FT+2'_1)}E{V§_1(éTﬂ'—l)}) ‘ ["‘g?ﬂkﬂ)E{ﬁT+s+1—jﬁT+t+1—k}
i=t—k+2
+ 150 k) BV (Fros—)} E{u:ﬁ—‘rl—k(FT+t—k)}E{VT—i—s—jVT-i-t—k}} , (C.100)
s—1T+t s+1 ) i
722( > ( H E{”;(FTJri—l)}E{V;q(GT+i—1)}>
=0 k=t i=s—j+2
t+1 ] ] ) )
(HE{UQ(FTH_l)}E{Vg_l(GTH_l)}) ’ [Kg?j—l—k—l—l)E{UT+8+1—jUT+t+1—k}
i=2
63 +k+2) E{USH JEry s ) YE{Vrg o iV k}} (C.101)
T+s t—1 ~ s+1 . )
O3=73 3 <_2) (H E{UQ(FT+Z'—1)}E{V§—1(GT—I—i—l)})
J=s k=0 i=2
t+1 ~ ) ) )
11 E{UQ(FT+i—1)}E{V§_1(GT+i—1)}) : [/fgfjJrkJrl)E{UTJrsH_jUT+t+1_k}
i=t—k+2
03 +k+2) E{Ut+1 W (Fr i) YE(Vry o Viyr k}} (C.102)
Trelt v \Itk—s—t s+l - B
Or=1 Z Z (@) (H E{UQ(FT+Z'—1)}E{V§—1(GT+i—1)})
=5 ket paiey
t+1 ~ ] ) )
(H E{UQ(FT+i—1)}E{V§_1(GT+i—1)}) : [/fgfﬁkﬂ)IE{UT+S+1_jUT+t+1_k}
i=2
+ 52(g+k+2 E{VT+5 Vs k}} (C.103)

By the induction hypothesis, for i € [2,t + 1], we have Froi L\ Fy_y and Gryi_y L\ Gi_1. Since
u; and v;_q are Lipschitz and continuously differentiable, Lemma [D.I] implies

lim E{uj(Fri—1)} = B{uj(Fi—1)}, lim E{vj_(Gr4i-1)} = E{v|_1(Gi—1)},
T—oo T—o0
for i€ [2,t+1].

(C.104)
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Next, note that

~ ~ (Us+l—j(FT+s—j)7 Vs—j(GT—i-s—j))a 0<j<s-—1,
(Urts+1—js Vrts—j) = § (FPrys—j/o, Grys—jv/a), s<j<T+s—1, (C.105)
(Fo/Oé,O), J=T+s.

An analogous set of expressions holds for the pair (Upyss1—p, Viee—i). For j € [0,s — 1] and
k € [0,t— 1], using an argument similar to that used to obtain (B.73), we deduce that the sequences
{usr1—j (Frys—j)usp1—k (Frye—g) } and {vs—;(Gris—j)Vi—k(Gryi—i)} are each uniformly integrable.
This, together with the induction hypothesis, implies that

1t-1 s+1

S (I BB (G

o
=0 k=0  i=s—j+2

lim O; =
Toee 1

<

o , . (C.106)

(I EE OBV (Gi)}) - [555 s BAT 1 U1 1}

i=t—k+2
+ Hg?j+k+2)E{u;+l—j(F8—j)}E{u:t—l—l—k(Ft—k)}E{VS—jvt—k}]'
Next consider the term Oy. In this case, for j € [s,T+s—1] and k € [t,T +t — 1]:
i i R 1

E{Ur+s+1-5Ur 1111} = QE{FTJrs—jFTH—k} = Apca + 20T (=), T—(k—1)>
- , ) , (C.107)

E{Vrys—iVri—i} = %E{GT—i—s—jGTﬁt—k} = %(OPAPCA + @ (j—s), T—(k—t))-

When j =T + s or k =T +t, the formula above for E{U'T+8+1_jﬁT+t+1_k} still holds, while the
one for E{Vris_ iV} becomes 0 as Vy = 0. From Lemma [C.2] for any § > 0, for sufficiently
large T" we have

- - i1—s,k1—
’UT+s—j,T+t—k_a*’<5§ max{j+1—s,k+ t}7

| (C.108)
|74 smj stk — b < 0 MXUTImShIT e [ Ty 5], k€ [t,T + 1],

for some & > 0 such that a\/€ > as. From B.I5)-(3I8), we note that E{U,_;U;_;} = %E{FOQ} =1

and E{V,_;V,_;} = l—zE{G%} = Z%(CMZAPCA + b*). Combining this with (C.I107) and (C.I08]), we
have for sufficiently large T

7 7 4 —max{j+1—s —
IB{UT 4 145—jUriit-i} — B{U—jUp—i}| < —5& maxtitizshii=i)
@ C.109)
- ~ 725 . ( :
E{VrtsiVrsi—r} — B{Vie;Vicg}| < & mxUTIms bt =0 for j > 5k > ¢,
J J O£2
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We now write Oy in (CI03)) as

s+1 t+1
Os = 7( [T B (Proimt ) YEQ 1 (Groi)} ) ([T B (Fri) (Vi) (Graim1)} )
i=2 i=2
T+sT+t ~ jk—s—t
Z Z <¥> |:/{2(]+k+1 E{Us-l-l jUt—i-l k} + /412(]4_]“_2 E{‘/s ]VZ k}]
j=s k=t
+ A + Agv |, (C.110)
where
T+sT+t
¥ Jjt+k—s—t o ~ ~
INGEDDD <§> K34k 1) BAUT 4145 Urgart—k} — B{Us1-5 U1},
Jj=s k=t
T4s T+t itbst i ~ (C.111)
Ayy = P Z Z (ag) Ko0irhr2) BV s Vri—i} — E{Vi—;Vi—i}].
j=s k=t
Using (C.109)), for sufficiently large T we have
|Agr| < 2 Z <@> FaGtktstirn) < 0Cst,
e (C.112)

v\t
(@) Boljthtstire) < 0Cst,

i

2
ot
|A4V| < a2 E
Jj=0

for a positive constant Cj, since each of the double sums in (C.112) is bounded as T — oo, for
€a? :=¢a?/y > a2. Therefore, Ay, Agy both tend to 0 as T — co. Using this in (CI10) along
with (C.104)), we obtain

s+1 t+1
Jim O4—’YHE{U C)YE(VS 1 (Gi)} [ E{ul(Fim ) YE{V, 1 (Gim1)}
.o = (C.113)
v \Jtk—s—t
ZZ(@) [“2(;+k+1 E{Us11-;Up+1- k}+/12(]+k+2 E{Vs iVie k}]
j=s k=t
Next, consider Oy in (C.I01]), which we write as
i+1 B _ s—1 s+1 ~ ~
Os :’Y<HE{U;’(FT-i-i—l)}E{V;_l(GT_H'_l)}) Z H E{ui(Fryi1) JE{v;_1(GT+i-1)}
=2 J=0 i=s—j+2
S (2)" [ann B i)+ D m e ]
a2 2(j+k+1) s+1—jYt+1—-k o s+1—j\FT+s—j s—j Vt—k
k=t
Asu; + Agv,j],
(C.114)
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where

T+t

0 k—t s ~ ~
Asy,j = Z <@> 530 k1) BAUT s 41— Ure1-k} — E{Usq1—;Urp1-x}],
k=t
v o (C.115)
Bovy = ~E{ul 1 (Fros s b3 (Z5) #5anee) BUVress Vo i} — B{Vaey Vis .
From (CI05)), we recall that for j € [0,s — 1], k € [t,T + t]:
N . 1 _ _

E{Urts41-iUrtr1-1} = —Blust1—j(Frys—j) Fr—g—n},

a (C.116)

E{Vris—jVrii-k} = %E{Vs—j(GT+s—j)éT—(k—t)}-

Using the induction hypothesis and arguments similar to (B.82)-(B.86)), for any 6 > 0 and suffi-
ciently large T' we have

- . 0 (r_
IE{Ur 1 s41-0rer1-k} — B{Usp1—jUpp1-p}| < =€ ¢,
@ C.117)
- - Y0 . (f—t (
|E{Vrys—jVrp—r} — E{Vi_;Vip}| < Ef_( N jel0,s—1], ke[t,T +1.

Using this in (CI15)), following steps similar to (B.88]) and (B.89), and noting the convergence of
the power series defining R(y/£a?), we have limp_,o Asyj = limp_o Agy; = 0 for j € [0,s — 1].

Using this in (CI14) along with (C.I04), we have

t+1 s—1  s+1
Jim 0, = <HE{u ) YE{V_, (G )Z [T E{W(F)}E (Gio1)}
o:o IO T (C.118)
S () [ B} + L0 NEVe Vi)
a2 ”2(J+k+1 s+l—jYi+1-k K[ (j+k+2) Ust1—jL's—j s—jVi—kys|-

k=t

Using a similar sequence of steps, we also have

s+1 t—1  t+1
Jim 0y =+ (HE{u O (Ge)l) S T B OYE (G}
o k=0 i=t—k+2 (C.119)
o0 "Y j—s
Z <g> [“2(g+k+1 E{Us+1-jU+1-k} + K3 10s2) E{Ut+1 ) (Fii) JE{Vs—; Vi k}]

j=s

Noting that the sums of the limits in (C.I06]), (C.I13), (C.I18) and (C.II9) equals wsi 1441 (defined
in (3.19))), we have shown that lim7_,oc @74 s4+1 74141 = Wst+1,4+1. The sequence of steps to show
that im7 o0 074541, 74141 = Ts41,441 18 very similar, and is omitted to avoid repetition.

Proof of (C94)-(C93). Since ¥,p € PL(2), using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (as in
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(B92)), for a universal constant C' > 0 we have

m m
. N 1 R N
* ~T41 ~T 1 7T+41 T * a1 ~t+1  £1
‘_ (ui7ui+7"'7ui+t+7fi+7”'fi+t)_azw(ui7ui7'”7u§+7 zafzt)
=1
1
* t T+0)2 02 t 2 12
[l [y 1F e 1
<20(t +2 Ll I ( ) ( )
<20(t+2) |1+ +Z — +)° +
/=1 l=1
T+1 _ 41|12 T+t+1 _ gt+112 N S prHt _ Zti2\ 2
u u — —
<H [ [ AR o A f\l) (C120)
m m m m
1< 1<
* ~T+1 ~T T+1 ~T * oA At A ~
=~ el ol T g T g = Y el o))
i=1 i=1
1
t T+L)|2 02 t T442 A2 ]2
|’v [& [y lg” 1%, llg"ll
<20(t+2 ( ) ( )
e 1Ly L)y ;
/=1
1
T+1 Al 2 T+t t2 T+1 _ ~112 T+t A2\ 2
v v
(H [ ", lg 2 R [t | > (C.121)
n n n n

The proof strategy is similar to the square case. We inductively show that in the limit T, n — oo
(with the limit in n taken first): i) the terms in the last line of (CI120) and (CI121)) all converge
to 0 almost surely, and ii) each of the terms within the square brackets in (CI120) and (C.I21)
converges to a finite deterministic value.

Base case t = 1: Recalling that al = Vmupca, from Lemma [C8 we have

] ) H,ELT—H _,&1H2
lim lim
T—00 M—>00 m

= 0. (C.122)

Writing o = v/a? for brevity, recall that "2, k3°2" = R(z). From the definitions of gt and ¢!

in (C.2) and (C.86]) and we have

T

~ 1 . R(x) . TR
T+1 _ 1 xXT@l+ —aly + v xTal+! _ g kol T H1=7
g 1+~R(x) ( U s vR(z) ; % :
where we have used BT+17T+1_j = akgjz’ for j € [1,T]. Therefore
HQT+1 A1||2 _ 2) H ||2 HuT—l—l A1H2
n ~ (1+9R(x))?
2| @) T 2 (C.123)
VLT T-T+1 j o T+1—j
—||—X — ! T =:2(51 + S2).
n||1+vR(x) v a;@]x v (51+ 52)

Since || X |lop =3 D~(z), from ([C122) we have limp,, 500 S1 = 0. (Here and in the remainder
of the proof, limy7,,_,~ denotes the limit n — oo taken first and then 7" — oco.) Next, using the
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~T+1

definition of g* ™ in (C2)), we write the second term Ss as

LI yR(x) g1 T
Sy = —|| L _git JaT+1=j
>Thn 1—|—7R(:17)g 1—|—7R Z@]x
2

2\| R(@) pp1 T 207

< = JpT+1-i — A C.124

<ot T Z“ ’ MTERr e

where

T T ~T4+1—i ~T+1—j

1 00 )~ —ill? 1 oo} o) i+j <’U , U j>

Ag, == EH Z(@j—@j)x]'vTﬂ JH = Z (K35 — ko) (K35 —rgj )" - . (C.125)

=1 ij=1

Using the state evolution result of Proposition [C.1], we almost surely have
<1~JT+1—i ,l~)T+l—j>

lim == E{VT+1_Z'VT+1_J'}

n—00 n
) (C.126)

Y 2 ~
= g(a Apca + WT+1—i,T+1—j) < C,

for some universal constant C' > 0. Here, @741 7+1—; is defined in (CI4)), and we recall from

(CI12)-(C13) that
VT—i—l—j = géT-i-l—j with éT+1_j = 0/ APCAV* + ZT—i—l—j, for j S [O,T]. (C.127)
Since ko9; — k3S as n — oo, for i € [1,T] (by the model assumptions), using (C.I126) in (CI25]),

lim lim Ag, =0 almost surely. (C.128)

T—00 Nn—00

Next, using Proposition [C.1] for any 7' > 0, the first term in (C.124]) has the following almost sure
limit as n — oo:

|| ~vR(x) ! d
L) rpn > 00,j s T+1—j
ol TR Y 1++R(z) 2:: 2y Y

n—oo n
T 2

gl [ B@) - I

_E{<1+7R(x)GT+1 1+’yR gﬁzjx Vi ]>}

(a) ¥ ( Z ])G (G G : 2 C.129
= —(1 TR@) ko ! )Gryy + Z kogw! (Gry1 — Gri1—j) ) (C.129)

where (a) is obtained using (C.127). From (A.15]), we have limp o Z;*-le k32! = R(x). Further-
more, using (CI27) we have

{(Z@J (G — GT+1_]->>2}

T
_ 00 ,.00 i+] (~ ~ ~ ~
= § KojKaj T ](WT+1,T+1—WT+1,T+1—2‘—WT+1,T+1—j+WT+1—i,T+1—j)

1,7=1

— 0 as T — oo, (C.130)

2
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where the T' — oo limit is obtained using Lemma and steps similar to (B.50)-(B.53). Using

(C.128)-(C.130Q) in (C.124)), we have

lim lim So =0 almost surely. (C.131)

T— 00 N—00

T+1 A1H2

Hence using (C123]), we have shown that hmT - = 0 almost surely.

~T+1 ~“T+1

The proof that limy,,—e0 || f —f ||2 = 0 uses similar steps: from the definitions of f

and f in (C2) and (C.87), we have

T
~T+1 ~1 ’7 - . ~ o
o —-r = EX(QTH —g") +ana' = argraal (C.132)
§=0
where a1 = ozzj 0/{2(]“) I and AT 41, T+1—j = Oé/{2(j+1)$j+l for j € [0,T]. Therefore,
2 T+1 _ A1(2 ~1 ~T41)2
w —u
”.f .f ” ||X||2 ”g H + 55%71“ ”
n n
5] & 2 = a2
i+l =T+l =~T+1—j 2 i+1
+ O‘Z“?&+1>$’+ (@ —a" )|+ 5a ( > ﬁg?m)l‘”) - (C.133)
j=0 J=T+1

2

5 o
+ - QZ(Hg?j+1) — Rg(jny)ad Hat

We have shown lim7 0 [§7 1 — ¢'[|? = 0 and lim7,;,00 2[|@7 ™ — @'||?, hence the first two

terms in (C.133)) converge to 0. For the third term in m we first apply Proposition to
express the n — oo limit in terms of state evolution parameters of the artificial AMP, which can
then be shown to converge to 0 as T —> oo using Lemma [C.2] and Steps similar to (B.50)-(B.53).
Since the power series 72 Zofagant T = = R(z) converges, and ||@!||?/n = m/n = ~, the fourth
term converges to 0 as T,n — oco. As fp(jy1) — Hg?j +1) 8 N — 00, by arguments similar to

(B.45)-(B.46), the final term in (C.I33]) also converges to 0.

Recalling that 97 — o' = 2(g”7 ™ — g'), it follows that limy, ;o0 2| = 0 almost
surely. Finally, a triangle inequality sandwiching argument like the one used in (B.104)-(B.105)

yields

T+1 A1”2

~T411)2 102 2
fm im0 gy g 12 72(042APCA+(,01,1)7
T— 00 Nn—00 n T— 00 Nn—00 n (C 134)
a2 o] '
lim lim = lim lim =1.
T— 00 n—r00 m T—oon—o0 M

This completes the proof of (C.94)-(C.93)) for ¢t = 1.
Induction step: For ¢ > 1, assume that the following hold almost surely for ¢ € [1,¢]:

~l o~ 0~ N
R e i T |1 Ly | [ A I
lim lim —— = lim lim —————— = lim lim
T— 00 n—+00 m T—00 Nn—00 n T— 00 n—00 n

—=0. (C.135)
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We now show that limy ;o0 | H f — || = 0. We have already shown this for ¢ = 1 above. For
t > 2, using the definitions } " and ft in (C2) and (C87), and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, we have

t

1, -1+t ot - - SN
LA )<HX( T2 3 [ 3l

n
(=2

T+1
H E aT+tzu _atlu H

The decomposition and the analysis of the three terms in (CI30) is similar to that in (B109) for
ST+t ot
the square case. Using arguments similar to (B-I10)-(BI27), we obtain imy o0 = || f Ty |2 =

~t ~T

0. Recalling that att = Uzaq and @/ T = uy +t with usyq Lipschitz, we also have
+ + +

lHmy 500 nHuTthJrl At+1\|2 = 0 almost surely. The proof that limr , e HgT“*'1 g2 =0

(C.136)

uses a decomposition similar to (CI36) and is along the same lines. Since i = vir1(gh) and
T+ = v, (g7 ) with vy Lipschitz, it follows that lim7 ;00 3 LT+l _ ¢t 12 = 0 almost
surely.

Using these results together with a triangle inequality sandwich argument similar to (B.104])-

(B.109)), we have

lim a2 = i ([T = Efu ().
n—oo N \
Similarly,
1
1 t+1712 li ST Ht+12 —F G 2 )
ngﬂgonllv 1P = plim  Sflom T = E{vea (Ge)™S

Using these results in (C.120) and (C.121]) completes the inductive proof of (C.94])-(C.93]). O

C.6 Proof of Theorem

The proof is along the same lines as that for the square case in Section [B.5} to avoid repetition,
we only sketch the main steps. The first step is to show using Lemma that the state evolution
result holds for the the modified AMP. That is, the following almost sure limits hold for ¢ > 1:

mlgnooazw * Al N A;H_l filw"fit):E{¢(U*7U17"'7Ut+17F17"'7B)}7 (0137)
Jlﬁn;o;ch ok 0h gt ) =E{e(Vi,Vi,... Vi, G1,..., Gy} (C.138)

For each of (CI37) and (CI38)), we use a three-term decomposition as in (BI32]). Using arguments
similar to those used to analyze (B132]), we can show that each of the terms goes to 0 as T, n — oo.
The second part of the proof is to inductively show that the following statements hold almost
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surely for ¢t > 1:

B N 1SS, et s .
ml,gnoo EZ¢(ui7u%7"'7u§+17fi17"'7fzt)_Ezgw(uivuzlv"'7u§+17fi17"'7ff) :07 (0139)
1=
t 2 1 pt+l)2
s =51 _o, gm TR (C.140)
m—)oo n m—ro0 m
I~ . o .
nh_r)glo nZ(p 1 Z,...,vf,g},...,gf)—EZ;go(vi,v},...,vf,gil,...,gf) =0, (C.141)
1=
_aty2 t_ at)2
lim 19"~ 4l _o, nm = (C.142)
n—oo n n—o0 n
Since ¢ € PL(2), by the same arguments as in (B.I37), we have
1 & 1 &
EZTZJ(U?,U},,Uf—i_l,fll,flt)_azw(u;k,ﬁll,,ﬁi—i_l,le,ff)
i=1 =1
1
x 1 02 N t )2 22,72
[ [u®  [la] I
<20(t+2) |1+ 2L ( ) ( )
<20(t+2) [T+ =k D (T ) D (T
=1 =1
w2 t+1 _ mtl)2 1_ 3l t 2
u —Uu —
(n Ja' —ulf? ] [ e i fH) (©.143)
m m m m

Using ¢ € PL(2), an analogous bound holds for the term in (C.I41]).
We then argue that lim, e = || f — JAct||2 = 0; this follows from a bound similar to (B.I38])
and the induction hypothesis. (In the argument, @', u’ , {bt.s,bs treeny in (BI3S) are replaced

. _ t
by o', vt, {at,e;as0}oep g, respectively.) Then, recalling att = ut+1(f) and w't = u (),

@2 = 0. Using the triangle inequality

since upy1 Lipschitz, it follows that lim,, . %Hu'”rl -
sandwiching argument in (BI04), the terms L f'|2, %”}tw, Lllu!|?, and L a||? converge to

deterministic limits (analogous to (B.I140)). This leads to (C.139) via (C.143]). The results (C149)-

(C142)) are obtained using a similar sequence of steps.
Combining (C.139) with (C.I137) and (C.141]) with (C.I38]) yields the result of Theorem 2l [
D An auxiliary lemma

The following result is proved in [BM11l Lemma 6.

Lemma D.1. Let F: R — R be a Lipschitz function, with derivative F' that is continuous almost
everywhere in the first argument. Let Uy, be a sequence of random wvariables in R converging in
distribution to the random variable U as m — oo. Furthermore, assume that the distribution of U
18 absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure. Then,

Jlim E{F/(Un)} = E{F'(U)}.
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