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DIMENSION-FREE BOUNDS FOR SUM OF DEPENDENT
MATRICES AND OPERATORS WITH HEAVY-TAILED
DISTRIBUTION
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ABsTRACT. We study the deviation inequality for a sum of high-dimensional
random matrices and operators with dependence and arbitrary heavy tails.
There is an increase in the importance of the problem of estimating high-
dimensional matrices, and dependence and heavy-tail properties of data
are among the most critical topics currently. In this paper, we derive
a dimension-free upper bound on the deviation, that is, the bound does
not depend explicitly on the dimension of matrices, but depends on their
effective rank. Our result is a generalization of several existing studies
on the deviation of the sum of matrices. Our proof is based on two
techniques: (i) a variational approximation of the dual of moment gener-
ating functions, and (ii) robustification through truncation of eigenvalues
of matrices. We show that our results are applicable to several prob-
lems such as covariance matrix estimation, hidden Markov models, and
overparameterized linear regression models.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study a non-asymptotic upper bound of deviations of the average of
multiple random matrices (or operators) from its expectation. Suppose that
we observe a sequence of n random matrices M1, ..., M, that is potentially
high-dimensional, dependent, and heavy-tailed. We are interested in eval-
uating a deviation of its empirical mean from its expectation X := E[M;]
using an operator norm || - || for matrices, that is, we study the upper bound
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on the following value for each n:

1 n
;;M{;—z

This problem is foundational and important; moreover, it has a variety
of applications, with the most typical example being the estimation of co-
variance matrices. Let Y7, ...,Y, be a sequence of random vectors; then.
we can estimate its covariance matrix X = E[Y;Y]"] using the empirical
mean n~! ¥=1 M by defining M, = Y,Y,". This setup can easily be applied
for estimating Fisher information matrices, for example. Other applica-
tions include estimation of adjacency matrices of random graphs (Oliveira,
2009), a signal recovery of the compressed sensing (Donoho, 2006), and
linear regression of overparameterization (Bartlett e al., [2020). With the
growing importance of data in the modern data science, it is increasingly
becoming important to study the upper bound with various settings, such as
high-dimensional and more complex distributions and dependencies.

This problem has been actively investigated in several settings. Rudelson
(1999) first studied the upper bound on an operator norm of the deviation.
A representative topic is the case in which a matrix M, is high-dimensional.
Bunea and Xiao (2015);Mendelson and Paouris (2014);Srivastava and Vershynin
(2013); [Koltchinskii and Lounici (2017) derived an upper bound that does
not depend on the dimensionality, referred to as a dimension-free upper
bound, using the notion of the effective rank of matrices. Especially, Giulini
(2018) studied an infinite-dimensional version of the problem. This al-
lows for the estimation of high-dimensional matrices without assuming
sparsity (Cai et all, 2010) or the shape of the distribution (Adamczak et al.,
2010; |Guédon and Rudelson, 2007; Zhivotovskiy, 2021). Han (2022) stud-
ied an asymptotically exact risk of the problem. [Lopes et all (2023) devel-
oped a bootstrap method for high-dimensional operators, and also studied
a dimension-free bound in this setting. For the case where the distribution
of a matrix M, has a heavy-tail,|[Liaw ef all (2017) derived a dimension-free
upper bound to clarify how the tail property affects the bound. [Vershynin
(2018);Jeong et all(2022) further improved the tightness of the upper bound
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for heavy-tailed distributions. For a dependent setting of a sequence of ma-
trices,Han and Li (2020) derived a bound on the expected value of the norm
of this perturbation, by following Handel (2017).

1.1. Focus and Result. Our goal is to derive a dimension-free upper bound
for deviations of the empirical mean of random matrices that are dependent
and heavy-tailed. This setting is a generalization of that considered in many
previous studies. To handle the setup, we introduce the notions discussed
below. Let H be a Hilbert space, which we first consider H = R” and then
extend to the case with the infinite-dimensional H.

To study the dimension-free property, we consider M as a symmetric
linear operator between H. Then, we define its effective rank:

Definition 1 (Effective Rank). For an operator M : H — H that is positive
semi-definite, the effective rank is defined as

_ Tr(M)
M) = T

where Tr(M) denotes a trace of M and || M || is the operator norm.

This notion has been used in several studies such asKoltchinskii and L.ounici
(2017), and it allows as to measure the statistical dimension of matrices in
terms of the largest eigenvalue and traces, without using the dimension of
M.

To address the dependent property of a sequence My, ..., M,,, we consider
a coefficient I'y,, for £ = 1, ..., n that bounds the following value:

[E[g(Meit, - ... Mo)|Fe] — Elg(Msr, .. .. Mu)]| < T,

where g(-) is an arbitrary Lipschitz-continuous function that will be rigor-
ously defined, and ¥, = o(Mj, ..., M/) is the sigma-algebra generated by a
subset of the sequence. This definition is used inRia (2000); Dedecker et al.
(2007) and others, and general enough because it includes many dependent
processes, such as causal Bernoulli shifts and chains with infinite memory.

We also introduce a function F : Ry — R, to uniformly handle the
heavy-tail property of a distribution of M., £ = 1, ..., n such that

max P(||M|| = t) < F(t),Vt > 0.
1<t<n
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This definition of F is a general representation of the tail probability of
||M¢|| that includes both polynomial and exponential decay.

As a main result, we derive the probabilistic upper bound on the deviation
of the empirical mean of the matrices. That s, for any ¢z, 7 > 0, the following
inequality holds with probability at least 1 — e™" — nF(7):

.....

where V2 > E[||M;||?] denote an upper bound of the moment. The results
suggest that (i) we can obtain a dimension-free upper bound even with the
general notion of heavy-tail and dependence; (ii) the dependent property
affects the constant part of the bound through I'y,; and (ii1) the heavy-tail
property may affect the convergence rate of the bound with respect to a
number of observations n by adjusting 7.

From a technical perspective, this study makes two contributions. The
first is the evaluation of a moment-generating function using variational
inequality, following (Catoni and Giulini, 2017). That is, we utilize a dual
representation to reform the moment-generating function using an arbitrary
distribution and then use the form to derive an upper bound for the deviation
of the matrices. This approach was employed by Zhivotovskiy (2021)) and
others, and we extend the approach to our setting using random matrices
with dependence. The second is the truncation technique used to ensure
that the estimator is robust. We apply the technique for this problem by
truncating eigenvalues of random matrices. By decomposing the deviation
of the empirical mean into deviations from a truncated estimator, we can
analyze the effect of the heavy-tail property.

1.2. Organization. Section [2] presents our setting of the problem with an
average of random matrices, and also provides assumptions and its exam-
ples. Section [3] presents the results. We begin with the result for bounded
dependent matrices in Theoremdl We then extend this result to unbounded
matrices in Corollary [5l Section 4! describes several applications in which
the deviation bound is used. Section |3l contains the proofs of the main
results. Section [6] concludes the paper. Appendix provides the rest of the
proofs for applications.
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1.3. Notations. Let H be a Hilbert space equipped with the scalar product
(-,-) and || - || be the corresponding norm. Let S be the set of symmetric
linear continuous operators H — H, that is, for any (u,v) € H2, for any
M e S, (Mu,v) = {u, Mv) < co. In the special case H = R”, § is simply
the set of symmetric matrices. For any M € S we let ||M|| denote its
operator norm ||M|| = sup,eg =1 [|Mull. For a matrix A, [|Al|F is the

Frobenius norm of A. Throughout this paper, M = (M/)¢=;... , is a finite

random sequence of elements of S, whose expectation is constant with
Y~ = E[M;]. The objective of this paper is to study the estimators of X.
For any ¢ € {0,...,n}, let 7, = c(M, ..., My). For probability measures
P, P’, P < P’ denotes that P is absolutely continuous with respect to P’, and

KL(P||P') = f log(dP/dP’")dP denotes the Kullback—Leibler divergence.

2. ASSUMPTION AND EXAMPLE

2.1. Assumptions. We present two assumptions on M: an assumption on
the dependence between the M,’s by a coeflicient of weak dependence and
an assumption on the tail of the random variable || M,||.

2.1.1. Dependence. We introduce a coeflicient to measure the weak de-
pendence of the process of operators/matrices, which is essentially the one
from [Rid (2000) and is also presented in Dedecker et al. (2007). In prepa-
ration, we define a set of Lipschitz functions on ¢ operators/matrices for
t=1,...,n.

Definition 2 (Lipschitz function on £ elements). Let E be a space equipped
with the norm || - ||g. Forany ¢ € Nand L > 0, we let Lip,(E, L) denote the

set of all functions % : EY — R such that for any (ay,...,ap,by,...,be) €
EZ[’

¢
(h(ay.....ar) = h(br,....b)l S LY lla; = bille.
i=1
Using this coeflicient, we make the following assumption on weak depen-
dency:

Assumption 1 (dependent processes). There exist real numbers (I'¢,)1<¢<n
such that for any € € {1, ..., n} and for any function g € Lip,_,(S, 1),

|E[g(M€+1’ LI Mn)lﬁ] - E[g(Mf+1’ L ’Ml’l)]l S Ff,n (1)
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almost surely. We set 1", = maxj<¢<, ¢ 5.

This assumption has several noteworthy points: (i) The coefficient used
in the assumption is a generalization of the uniform mixing coefficient
for bounded processes; (ii) it can represent the efficiency of the estima-
tion by the volume of the coefficient; and (iii) it is not comparable with
the a/B-mixing property because it can represent certain non-mixing pro-
cesses. This assumption can cover linear auto-regressive moving-average
(ARMA) processes and a causal Bernoulli shift (CBS), which is described
later. For more details, refer to [IRio (2000); IDedecker and Prieur (2005);
Dedecker et al. (2007); | Alquier and Wintenberger (2012).

Note that in previous studies such as Rio (2000), Assumption [I] is used
for bounded processes; that is, ||M/|| is bounded. To address unbounded
processes, it is essential to utilize the form of the CBS processes described in
the next section. A fact that we will often use in this paper is that when M =
(My, ..., M,) satisfies Assumption [I then so does (f(M,),..., f(M),))
where f : E — E is an adequate truncation function. This result generally
holds as soon as f is 1-Lipschitz.

Proposition 1. Assume that M = (M, . .., M,,) satisfies Assumption [l and
that f . E — E is 1-Lipschitz. Then (f(My),..., f(M,)) also satisfies
Assumption(ll

2.1.2. Heavy-Tail. We introduce an assumption regarding the heavy-tail
property of random matrices/operators.

Assumption 2. We have E[||M/||?] < V? for some V < +co. We know a
non-increasing function F : R, — R, such that F(t) — 0 for t — oo and
such that for any t € RY,

max P(||M,|| > t) < F(1).
1<t<n

If F(¢) is an exponentially decaying function, the k-th moment of || M;||
exists for all k € N. In particular, F(¢) has the form exp(—t?) or exp(—t),
which corresponds to the sub-Gaussian or sub-exponential property of the
distributions (Vershynin (2018)). If F'(z) is a polynomially decaying function
F(t) = —t” for some b > 2, the k-th moment does not exist for some k > 2,
and the form represents the heavier-tail property of || M]|.
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Note that it is possible to let F(-) depend on n such as by setting F(-) =
F,(-) and F(-) varies as n increases. Despite the flexibility of this setting,
we fixed F'(-) regardless of n for simplicity.

2.2. Examples. We now provide examples in which Assumptions (1l and
are satisfied. A recurring case of interest occurs when we have a stationary
H-valued stochastic process (Y¢)cz and My = YY" or My = Y;Y,.,. Then,
the estimation of £ = E[M/] respectively corresponds to the estimation of

the covariance matrix of (Y7)sez and to its cross-covariances.

2.2.1. Causal Bernoulli Shift. An important example is a causal Bernoulli
shift (CBS), which includes several general processes and also a base for
generating unbounded processes.

Example 1 (Causal Bernoulli shifts, CBS). Let E = (&/),ez be a sequence of
boundedi.i.d. H-valued random variables: ||£¢|| < B¢ almost surely. Let C :
H* — H with C(0,0,...) = 0. Assume that, for any (a, by, as, bs,...) €
H> we have

ICar.az,..) = Clbrba,.. )l < 3 acllac—bell and A = ) ar < eo.
t=1 =1

Then, we have the following stationary process (X¢)¢cz given by

Xe=C(é,E0-1, 602, .. ).

This process (X¢)¢cz is called a CBS. Note that || X;|| < B := AB, almost
surely.

The form of CBSs is a generalization of known stationary and ergodic pro-
cesses, such as the causal ARMA process. Then, we provide the following
result.

Proposition 2. We define that (Y¢)¢ez is a CBS and My =YY, for any
¢ € 72 Then, M = (My)1...
4BB¢ 2.2, min(i, n)a; and Assumption2with F(t) = 1(,.4p2}.

n satisfies Assumption [ with Ty, =

In this result, we do not have to consider the heavy-tail property, because
CBSs are bounded processes. The proof of Proposition 2| is included in
that of Proposition 3, which provides a more general setting for unbounded
processes.
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2.2.2. Application to Unbounded Process. We apply the CBS class and
generate a process that satisfies the assumptions regarding the choice of the
coefficient I'y,, and the function F(-). Here, the generated process can be
unbounded.

Proposition 3. We assume that (X¢)¢ez is a CBS. Let & = (&¢)¢ez be
a sequence of centered i.i.d. H-valued random variables with F.(t) =
P(||ec||> = t), all independent from (X¢)¢ez. We define a process (Ye)eez as

Yg = Xg + &yp,

.....

sumption [l with T'¢,, = 4BBg },2,,, min(i,n)a; and Assumption [2 with

F(r) = 1{t§4Bz} + Fe(t/4).
Furthermore, if T := 4BB¢ 3,2, ic; < oo, then maxXi<¢<, I'e,y < T holds.

It is important to note that although CBSs are bounded, the generated
process Y here can be unbounded depending upon the choice of £,. To
clarify this point, we show certain possible choices for F(t/4): (i) bounded
noise: if ||&¢]| < A almost surely, then Fg(1/4) < 1jc4y2), (ii) noise with
moments: if k, A such that E(||e¢||¥/1) < 1 then F,(t/4) < 2k/1t_§, and (iii)
noise with exponential moments: if k, 1 > 0 such that E[exp(|le||¥/1)] < 1,
then F,.(1/4) < exp(—tK/2/(2%1)).

2.2.3. Application to Chain with Infinite Memory. We introduce a chain
with infinite memory, which turns out to be a special case of the CBS
process.

Example 2 (Chain with Infinite Memory, CIM). Let E = (&7)¢ez be a
sequence of bounded i.i.d. H-valued random variables: [|£¢|| < B¢ almost
surely. Let D : H* — H with D(0,0,...) = 0. Assume that, for any
(Cl(), bo, ap, bl,az, bz, .. ) € H* we have

ID(ao. ar,az,...)=D(bo. b1.ba... ) < 3 Bellar=belland B:= ) fr < 1.
=0 t=1

Then, there is a stationary solution ( X/),c7z to the equation (Doukhan and Wintenberger,
2008):
Xe=D(Ee, X1, X2, Xe-3,. . .).

The process (X¢)¢ez is called a chain with infinite memory (CIM).
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We now discuss the connection between CBSs and CIMs. Using Propo-
sition 4.1 of |Alquier and Wintenberger (2012), a CIM can be rewritten as a
CBS as

Xp = C(é0, -1, €022, . ..) withap = BoB.

Remark 1. We briefly discuss our framework and its relation to the vector
auto-regression (VAR) process. Since the VAR with bounded noise terms is
obviously CIM, Assumption [Il and 2] are satisfied by a process with heavy-
tailed noise added to the VAR, by using Proposition 3. On the other hand,
when the noise in the VAR has a heavy-tail, like Y, = AY,_| + &, with
A € R?” ® R? and the heavy-tailed noise &,, we need to apply another
technique to handle it. That is, we have to approximate the VAR by a finite-
order moving-average (MA) process and show it satisfies Assumption[Iland
2l However, since this approximation error vanishes as n — oo, we can
apply our result without any problems.

3. MaIN REsuLTS

We present our upper bound as the main result in stages. First, we consider
the case where My is a p X p matrix with the bounded property, and then we
extend it to the unbounded and heavy-tailed cases. Then, we consider the
case where M, is an operator between infinite-dimensional spaces.

3.1. Result on p-Dimensional Matrix.

3.1.1. Bounded Case. We first consider the case H = R? with p € N and the
case in which the matrices || M¢|| are bounded for all £ = 1, ..., n. Obviously,
M, is not heavy-tailed in this case; hence, we handle the dependence property
of process M.

The derivation of this result starts with the variational inequality: with
a random parameter 6 following a measure u and a random variable X, it
holds that with probability at least 1 — e™":

Eo[h (X,0)] < E, [logEx [exp (h (X, 6))]] +KL (pllu) +1.

for all probability measures p < ¢ and measurable function /4. This result
follows (Catoni and Giulini (2017) and [Zhivotovskiy (2021). In our setting
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with the dependent property, the idea is to apply the inequality by Rio (2000)
for dependent matrices and obtain

L2 (2k+T,)
8n?

E [exp (Ah(M) — AE[h(M)])] < exp

Then, we obtain the below result. We state the concentration bound for the
estimation of X using the empirical mean of M.

Theorem 4. Assume that M is a sequence of positive semi-definite symmetric
random p x p matrices with E [M;] = = and ||M;|| < &> almost surely for

some k > Q0 and all £ = 1,...,n. Let us assume that Assumption U] is
satisfied. Then for all t > 0, it holds that
1 < 4r () +1
=3 Mo -3 <2V2 5 (2K2+rn) JEE
n n

with probability at least 1 — e™".

This upper bound has the following implications: First, it is a dimension-
free bound in which p does not appear, and this statistical dimension is de-
scribed by the effective rank r (X) except for the effect of ¢. This is identical to
the statistical dimension of the independent case of Koltchinskii and Lounici
(2017) and others. Second, the effect of this dependence appears as I, in
the coefficient part (2«% + I,) of the upper bound. If M is independent, we
have I';, = 0. Then, our upper bound corresponds to the upper bound by
Koltchinskii and Lounici (2017) up to the universal constants.

3.1.2. Heavy-Tailed Case. We now extend TheoremH]to unbounded heavy-
tailed matrices M, and provide an updated upper bound.

The general idea is to apply Theorem 4] to a sequence of transformed
matrices {f(M;),..., f(M,)} where f : & — & is a bounded trans-
form, such that supycs |l f(M)]| < 7. This application yields a bound
on ||% 2o f(M¢) —E[f(Mp)]|l. Then, we handle the effect of f, that is,
IL S5, (M) ~ L S5, Mol and |[ELf (M¢)] - Z. and develop an upper
bound on ||% 2—1 My = Z||. This results in the introduction of an addi-
tional term depending on 7 in the upper bound. This technique leads to the
following results:
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Corollary 5. Assume that M is a sequence of positive semi-definite symmet-
ric random p X p matrices with E [My] = X, which satisfies Assumptions (]|
and2l For any T > 0 and for all t > 0, it holds that

%Z My -2|| < 2V2|IZ]| (2t + 1) ,/@ +VAIF (7).
=1

with probability at least 1 — e™" — nF (7).

The effect of the heavy-tailed property appears additively in the second
term of the derived upper bound. The tightness of the bound will, of course,
depend on how we deviate from the boundedness assumption, that is, on the
function F. We provide the following examples:

Bounded Case: Suppose that ||M;|| < « almost surely for some « > 0,
then Assumption 2] is satisfied with F(7) = 0 for 7 > «. Thus, we can take
T = k and recover exactly Theorem 4]

Exponential-Tail Case: Suppose that F(-) has an exponential decay, that
is, F(t) = exp(—at”) with some a, b > 0. Then, Corollary[Slstates that with

t

probability at least 1 — e~ — nexp(—at?),

1 v 4r () +1 a,
=3 M -3 < 2V2|[E] 20 +T) T+Vexp(—§‘r).
n

=1

We select 7 > (loga—"ﬁ)l/ b which implies that nF (1) < exp(—t), and we set
t = log(67"). Subsequently, for every ¢ € (0, 1). with probability at least
1 — 6, we have that

1 n
;;Mg—z

_ 1/b _
<3|z (2 (logn+ilog(6 1)) +Fn) \/4r(2)+10g(6 D)

n
N -1
+V —og(6 ) .
n

In this upper bound, the effect of the heavy-tail appears in the second term

V+/log(6-1)/n, which is relatively less significant. In contrast, the main

-1
difference is that the constant part of the first term (2( %) b 4+1,),

which increases in (logn)'/?. Except for the logarithmic increase in n, the
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effects of the statistical dimension and the dependent property are identical
to the bound in Theorem

Polynomial-Tail Case: Suppose that F'(-) has a polynomial decay F(7) =
at™? with @ > 0 and b > 2, then the bound is, with probability at least

l1-—e?’ —nar?,
1 v 4r () +¢
—ZMg—Z <2V2 |2 (2T+Fn)w/r(i+v\/a7'_b.
n n
=1

Here, we chose 7 such that nat™" = exp(—1) to make t = (an)'/? exp(1/b),
and also set t = log(6~"). Then, for any § € (0, 1), we obtain that with
probability at least 1 — 9,

1 < 4r () + log(s~! 5
=3 M -3 < 2V2 Iz (2a1/b+rn)\/ r (%) + log( )+V\/:
nle n

n
Given that b > 2, the second term V+/é/n decreases in n toward 0, but its
convergence rate is slower than that in the previous cases, depending on

the selection of §. The statistical properties of the first term remain mostly
unchanged, except for the change in the constant part.

3.2. Result on Infinite-Dimensional Operator. Here, we consider the case
of an infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space H, which has also been ac-
tively studied (Koltchinskii and Lounici, 2017;/Giulini, 2018). As in|Giulini
(2018), we extend our result for the p-dimensional setting to the case.

The approach here is to find the finite-dimensional approximation of the
spectral norm of operators on an orthonormal basis. Let (e;) en be the
orthonormal basis of H and Hy := span{ejy,...,e;}. For an H ® H-valued
random operator My, let (M {ff b 2)) fl o=l be a sequence of real-valued random
variables such that Mﬁgjl’h) = (Myej,, e;,). We see that

(RS

sup
ur €ty
llurll=1
1 n k k . . o o
= sup - Z Z ”/(ch)”/(cm (Mtgjwz) _E [M{Eh,n)]) _
WD eR,j=1,.. k| =1 ji=1 jo=1

Zh =1
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Then, the right-hand side is clearly a spectral norm of the difference be-
tween the sampled matrix and the population one, to which Theorem 4| and
Corollary [5] are applicable. Based on this approach of considering a limit
k — oo, we obtain the following result:

Theorem 6. Assume that M is a sequence of positive semi-definite sym-
metric H ® H-valued random operators with E [M,] = %, and also satisfies
Assumptions[lland[2l For any T > 0 and for all t > 0, it holds that

%Z M, - 3| < 2V2 |2 (27 +T) ,/@ +VF(D).
=1

with probability at least 1 — e™" — nF (7).

This result shows that the obtained upper bound remains the same, even
for infinite dimensions. Note that it is impossible to consider an infinite-
dimensional case from the beginning without considering the matrix case.
This is because our proof by variational equalities depends on a density
function of p-dimensional Gaussian vector; therefore, we cannot directly
handle this proof in the infinite-dimensional case.

4. APPLICATIONS

4.1. Covariance Operator Estimation. We consider the problem of co-
variance operator estimation using dependent samples with heavy tails.
Suppose there exists a CBS (X/)senw and a sequence of H-valued random
variables (Yy)¢ez, which is a strongly stationary process that follows

Yg = Xg + &y,

as the process in Proposition[3l In addition, suppose that E[X;] = 0 and its
covariance operator is X € S; that is, X is defined as Xu = E[ (Y}, u)Y;] for
any u € H.

Suppose we have n observations Y = (Y;)¢=1..., that follow the process

.....

(Y7)¢ez- Then, we define an empirical covariance operator:

Mu := (Y, u)Yy,
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for any u € H. Using this notion, we obtain n operators M from Y and then
obtain the empirical covariance operator as

~ 1<
=~ ZM{;. 2)
=1

We connect this setup to our result in Corollary [5l and obtain the following
result without proof.

Proposition 7. Suppose that the sequence M satisfies Assumptions[lland
Consider the empirical covariance operator defined in ). Then, for any
T > 0andt > 0, the following inequality holds with probability at least
l-e’ —nF(7):

IS -S| < 2V2 |2 27 +T) \/% +VAF(D),

where F(7) = 1 capy + Fe(7/4).

Examples of specific processes, (Y¢)¢ez include a CBS and its extension
to the unbounded processes given in Section 2.2

4.2. Lagged Covariance Matrix Estimation. We consider an estimation
problem for a lagged covariance matrix, which is also called a cross-
covariance matrix. Consider the same process (Yy)sez as in Section 4.1l
The objective here is to estimate

Xy = EYeY ]

from n observations Y = (¥7)¢=;

to Xy = E[YeY),

our main results cannot be directly applied to a naive estimator, T = (n—

-1 yn-1 T
D™ X Ye¥,, <
can be regarded as X, and its empirical estimator % := (n—1)~! Z?;ll Yy,

n. This problem is obviously extended

.....

| for h > 2. Note that X; is not symmetric; hence,
We also consider a covariance matrix X = E[Y/Y, ; ], which

To estimate X, we define an augmented process and estimator for the co-
variance matrix of the process. We define a Hilbert space H? equipped with
the scalar product ((y1, y2), (¥1, ¥5)) = (y1, ¥ +{y1, y3) for (y1, y2), (¥1,¥5) €
H2. Let Y, = (Ye,Yes1)T be an H2-valued augmented process generated by
(Y¢)¢ez, whose covariance function is written as

E[Y;Y]] E[Y,Y]

€+1] — X 3)
E[Y[HY{T] E[Y[HYT] Zir Z0 .

201 = E [EET] = (
+1
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In the following, we estimate X¢.; and apply the result to the estimation for
2.

Using observations Y, we generate Yi,...,Y,_ and its sample-wise prod-
uct matrices My, ..., M,_1 as

~ = YY)  Ywy!
Mp=Yy = Cc Cfen )
Y[+1Yg Y[+1Yg+1
We then construct an empirical estimator
—~ 1 nl i 21
201 = M= s~ = |- 4
0:1 7= ; ¢ ( S “)

We show a concentration inequality for fo;l and then additionally show the
convergence of X and X;.

Proposition 8. Assume that'Y is a CBS, as in Examplelll Consider matrix
@) and estimator @). Then, foranyt > 0andt > 0, the following inequality
holds with probability at least 1 — e — nF(1):

= 4r (Zo.1) +1
ISo1 ~ Soall < 4V2 (1Zon 1) (3287 +10,) | Ly ey,

where F (1) = 41 _4p2y+4F:(t/2). Furthermore, with the same probability,
we obtain

max{[|Z — ZI], ||Z; — 24}

< 4V2 (2 + 1) (3287 + T, ,/% +VyF (7).

The first statement follows Theorem [ for estimator fo;l for a symmetric
matrix Xp.;. The second statement simply follows the first statement and
the facts [|Zo.1]| < ||Z1]| + ||Z]|. By using the relation tr(Zg.;) = 2tr(X) =
2]|Z||r (¥), we can update the upper bound.

4.3. Linear Hidden Markov Model. We consider a linear hidden Markov
model (HMM) and study its estimator. Specifically, we consider a HMM
model with a lag order 1 and set H = R”. Suppose that we observe a
sequence of p-dimensional random vectors Y = (Y¢);_, which follows the
following equations for £ € Z:

Y =X+ &y, (5)
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Xe=AXe 1+ & (6)

where A € RP*P is an unknown parameter matrix such that ||A]| € (0, 1),
and (X¢)sez is a latent process such that || X,|| < B almost surely. Here,
(&¢)¢ez 1s a sequence of i.i.d. p-dimensional noise variable with zero mean
and finite variance, and &, is a sequence of i.i.d. p-dimensional bounded
noise variable with zero mean such that [|/|| < B almost surely. Under
condition ||A]| € (0, 1) and the bounded property of &, the upper bound B is
guaranteed to be finite. For brevity, we assume that E[s,g] | = E[£0£]] = I.
We also define a covariance matrix X := E[Y;¥,'] and lagged covariance
matrix X := E[Y1Y, {T ]. The goal of this problem is to estimate the unknown
parameter matrix A.

We consider a convenient form of the HMM model. Let us define noise
matrices E = (&g, ...,&,-1) € RP*", E, = (&1,...,&,) € RP*" and Z =
(&1, ...,&,) € RPX" and also define matrices Y = (Y, ...,Y,_1) € RP*" and
Y, = (Y1,...,Y,) € RP*" Then, we rewrite models (3)) and (&) as

(Y;—E,) =AY -E) +Z

Multiplying (Y —U) T on both sides from the right and taking an expectation
yields

A= (E[(Y+ -E)(Y-E)T] —E[Z(Y -E)TDE[(Y -E)(Y -E)T]"!
=%+

Here, we utilize the independent properties of the noise, and E[Sfé‘;] =1.

We now consider the estimator for A. Using empirical estimators s =
YYT/n=n! Z;‘;& YY) and Xy := Y, YT /n = n! Z?;é Yr1Y,, we define
the following estimator:

A=S,C+D7". (7)
Then, we obtain the following result:

Proposition 9. Consider the HMM model (3)-(6) and estimator (1) for the
parameters in the model. Then, for any t > 2B* with probability at least
1 —exp(—t) — nF.(t/2), the following inequality holds:

A - Al
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< 4V (Il + I IS+ ) (3287 + 1) E 2

+2V(1 +|IZ1DVFe(2/2).

This result is obtained by bounding the estimation error ||Z — A|| with
the estimation errors of the covariance matrix X and the lagged covariance
matrix X, as described in Proposition[4.2l Note that it is possible to extend
the number of lags in this HMM model to larger than 1.

4.4. Overparameterized Linear Regression. Herein, we study a linear
regression problem with dependent and heavy-tail covariates following the
overparameterization framework developed by Bartlett et al. (2020).

Let (X¢)¢ez be a CBS as a H-valued latent process and (Yy),ez be a
generated process as a H-valued covariate such that

Ye =X+ &y, (8)

where g/ is an i.i.d. H-valued noise variable with a mean value of zero. In
addition, we define 8" € H as a true unknown parameter and a covariance
operator X = E[ngg |. For ¢ € Z, we consider an R-valued random variable
Zy to be a response that follows the below model:

Z =0, Yr) + Uy, )

where Uy is an R-valued independent random variable with a mean of zero
and a variance of o> > 0.

The goal of the regression problem is to estimate 8* from the observations
(Z,11),....(Z,,Y,). We introduce a design matrix and operator as Z =
(Z1,y...,Z,)" €eR"and Y : H — R" such that YT4 = (YITQ, LY 0T eR"
for 0 € H. Define ITy := YT(YYT) 'Y and £ = YTY/n.

To estimate 6%, we define a minimum norm estimator as:

6 = argmin{||0]|> : YTYO = YTZ} = YT (YY) Z, (10)
OcH
where T denotes the pseudo-inverse of operators. The excess risk of estimator
6 is measured using

R(0) = Ezy)[(Z. — (Yo, 0))* = (Z. — (Y., 6°)7], (11)
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where (Z.,Y,) is an i.i.d. copy of (Z,Y;) from the regression model (9)
and E(z, v,)[-] is the expectation with respect to (Z,, Y.).

We present a technical assumption that specializes in the overparameter-
ization setting. Let H§ be a projection operator onto a linear space spanned
by vectors orthogonal to any eigenvector of X.

Assumption 3. dim(I15(Y)) > n holds almost surely.

This assumption is identical to Assumption 1 in[Bartlett et al. (2020) and
is intended to deal with cases where there are no degeneracies, such as
perfect dependence among the variables.

With this setting, we bound the risk of the estimator for the overparame-
terized linear regression model.

Proposition 10. Consider the linear regression model Q) with the process
@) by a CBS (X¢)¢ez. Suppose that Assumption 31 holds. Consider the
estimator (I0) and its excess risk (I1). Then, for any t € (B%, n/c) with
some ¢ > 1, at least 1 —exp(—t) — nFg(t/4), we have

R(0) < 2V2¢||60%117 IIZ]| (27 + ) w/@ + VA[F.(1/4)

+ ctotr(C),
where C = (YYT)TlYZYT(YYT)"L.

This result indicates that we can bound the bias term of the risk of
the overparameterized linear regression estimator, even in the dependent
and heavy-tailed setting. Note that the last term cto?tr(C) represents the
variance of the risk, which converges to zero by removing correlations and
controlling for them using different techniques. This is outside our interest,
but see Lemma 11 in Bartlett et al. (2020) for further details.

5. Proors FOrR MAIN REsuLTs IN SECcTION 3]

5.1. Outline. We first state two lemmas at the core of our proofs in Sec-
tion Lemmal|l Il appears in many forms in the proofs of the PAC-Bayes
bounds (Catoni, 2007; |Alquier, 2021)). For convenience, we use here the
version stated in (Catoni and Giulini,2017; Zhivotovskiy, 2021)). Lemma[l2]
is Rio’s version of Hoeffding’s inequality (Rio, 2000) for weakly dependent
random variables:
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Then, we prove Theoremd]in Section[5.3l To do so, we essentially follow
the techniques developed in (Catoni and Giulini,2017;Zhivotovskiy, 2021).
However, both these studies rely on exponential inequalities for independent
random variables. Instead, we use Rio’s inequality, which requires the
boundedness assumption.

Then, in Section [5.4], we introduce a truncation function that transforms
unbounded matrices into bounded ones. We thus apply Theorem 4! to the
truncated matrices. Then, we control the effect of the truncation function to
prove Corollary

5.2. Preliminary results.

Lemma 11 (Catoni and Giulini (2017)). Assume that X is a random vari-
able defined in a measurable space (X, A), and (®,F) is a measur-
able parameter space. Let u be a random measure on (0©,F) and h :
X X O — R be a real-valued A @ F | B (R)-measurable function such that
Ex[exp (h (X, 0))] < oo for u-almost all 6. It holds that with probability at
least 1 — 7", for all the probability measures p < u simultaneously,

Eplh (X,60)] < E, [logEx [exp (h (X,6))]] + KL (pllp) +1.

Proof. The proof is merely a descendant of the duality relationship.

Ex [GXP {SUP (B, [h(X,0) —logEx[exp(h (X,6))]] - KL (pllu))}]
p<p

= ExE, [exp (h (X, 0) —logEx[exp(h (X,0))])]
exp(h (X, 0))
BBy [E [exp(h (X, e))]]
[ exp(h (X, 0)) ]
Ex[exp(h (X, 0))]

E,Ex

We use Tonelli’s theorem to exchange the order of expectations. Then
Markov’s inequality leads to the inequality that holds with probability at

least 1 —e™;

sup (B, [h (X, 6) —logEx[exp(h (X,60))]] =KL (p|lw)) < 1.
p<p

This completes the proof. O
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Lemma 12 (Hoeffding’ inequality applied to matrices (Rio, 2000)). Let
{My,...,M,} be a sequence of positive semi-definite symmetric random
matrices with maxe=1,_, ||M¢|| < k> almost surely for some k > 0. Let us
assume that Assumption(llis satisfied. Then, for any function h € Lip,(E, L)
and for any A > 0 we have

E [exp (Ah(My, . .., My) — AE[h(M], . .., My)])]

L2 (2 +T,)
8n?

< exp

5.3. Bounded Case (Theorem 4)).

Proof of Theorem[d The proof consists of truncation of p = p,,, given by
Zhivotovskiy (2021)) and the lemma above obtained using duality.

(Step 1) Let us assume that X is invertible. Otherwise, we only need to
consider a lower-dimensional subspace, and the proof is indifferent to the
case with invertible X. Let u denote a 2p-dimensional product measure of
two p-dimensional Gaussian measures with a zero mean and convariance
(2r (£))'E. We define SP~! as a unit ball in R?. Let us set u,v €
¥1/25P=1 and define f,, f, as probability density functions with respect to
the Lebesgue measure such that

£ 00 = exp (-r (2) (x —u) " =7 (x —uw)) 1{|lx —ul| < \/M} ’
[exp (-1 (Z) (" —u)T =1 (x = w)) H{||x" = ul| < V/|IZI[}dr’

= P (r (@) (x—w) T =) 1{lx =] < VIZI} |
fexp (-r(Z) (& =v) "= (=) I{|Ix’ —v]|| < VI dx?

Here, 1{&} is an indicator function which is 1 if an event & is true and 0
otherwise. Assume that the independent random vectors 6,7 have densi-
ties f, and f,, then E[(6,17)] = (u,v) by the symmetricity of f,, f,, and
max {||0]], [In]|} < ZM almost surely. Let p,,, be a probability measure
of 6,1 given by p,., (dx,dy) = £, (x) f, (¥) dxdy,x, y € R%. In the proof of
Theorem 1 of [Zhivotovskiy (2021)), it is shown that

KL (puvllp) <2log2+2r (%) .
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(Step 2) Let f(A,0,n) := 6T An for any A € R” @ R” and 0, € R”.
Lemmall2lwith h(M, ..., M,) = X;_, f(M¢,6,n) gives that forany A > 0,

ol
=1
exp (/l Zn: HTMm)]

=1

Em

= Eum

P22 10)1% Inll? (2% +T,)°
8n ’

< exp (n/lHTZn +

because for any Ay, ..., A,,By,...,B, e RFQRP,

n
Z (A - Bf)) n
=1

n
<16l il D Ae = Bell.
=1

|h(A1,...,Ay) —h(Bi,..., By =07

It holds that

1
]Epu . |log Em

£=1

exp( Zf(Mf,e n))”

2
n222 11611 Inll* (2«% +T,)
8n

1
< -E, nA6"In +
n

u,v

2
21017 Inll* (26> + 1)
8

=E,,, [167Zn+

u,v

(2\/|T) (262 +T,)

8
2
— ATy 4227 ) (2K2 + rn) .

<Au'Xv+

The last inequality follows the fact max {||0]|, |[7]l} < 2+/||Z]|. Therefore,
from Lemma [[1l with A (M, ..., M,,0,n) = A27_ f (M, 6,n) and the
fact that log2 < r (X) for any X, we obtain

4r () +t

2
- Z/luTMgv < v+ 222 |2 (2K +T ) +
n

f 1
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simultaneously for all u, v with probability at least 1 — e~

1 4r () +t¢
2 ||Z)? (262 +T,)

we obtain a bound such that

. By choosing

1 & 4r () +¢
=y M- s2\/§||2||(2/<2+1“,1)w/r(i.
n n
(=1
This is our claim. O

5.4. Heavy-Tailed Case (Corollary [5). We firstly present a truncation
function, which is necessary to our robustification strategy for heavy-tailed
random matrices.

Definition 3. For any 7 > 0, we definethe truncation function ¢, : R —» R

as follows:
-tifx <,

Yr(x) =9 xif|x[ < 7,
Tifx > 1.
There is a standard method to extend a real function R — R to a function
of symmetric matrices S — 8, by applying the function to the eigenvalues
of the matrix. More precisely, given A € S, A can be written as

A1 ... 0
A=Q| ¢ . |0l

O . .. ﬂp
for some matrix Q such that Q7 = I, where (1;,...,1 p) are the eigenval-
ues of A. We then define /- (A) by

Ye(d)) ... 0
y(A)=0| = . |0
O . .. wT (ﬂp)

We can now state the first corollary of Theorem 4]

Corollary 13. Assume that {M,, . . ., M,,} satisfies Assumptionlll Fixt > 0.

Then for all t > 0, it holds that
4r (X)) + ¢
< VBT (27 4T o B HL
n

LS e (M) - Bl (M)
n =1
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with probability at least 1 — e™".

Proof of Corollary[13l Because x +— ;(x) is 1-Lipschitz, the sequence of
matrices {¢r (M) — E[v-(My)],...,¥(M,) — E[Y:(M)]} satisfies As-
sumption [Il As they are bounded by 7 and all have the same expectation
(zero), so we can apply Theorem @] to yield the result. O

As stated in the outline of the proof, we now have to understand what
is the difference between the expectation of the truncated matrices, and the
expectations of the (non-truncated) matrices themselves.

Proposition 14. Fix v > 0. Under Assumptionlwe have
max IE[Y+(M)] —E[M,]l| < VNF(2).
Proof of Proposition[I4l For any ¢ = 1, ...,n, we have
IE[¥-(M¢)] —E[M]|| < E[|ly-(M¢) — Ml[]
= E[([IMcll = D) Xym, 573
< E[l|Mel g, )57 ]
< VE[IIM|PTB([|M¢]] > 7)

< VAF (7).
m|

Corollary 15. Assume that {M,, ..., M,} satisfies Assumptions Il and
and E[M;] = 2. Fixt > 0. Forall t > 0, it holds that

< 2V2|Z|| (27 +T) w/@ +VVF(D).

with probability at least 1 — e™".

1 n
- Z&T(Mf) -2
n =1

Proof of Corollary[l3 First, we decompose the norm as

1 n
- Z&T(Mf) -2
n =1

n

L Bl (M) - ELM])

=1

<

LS e (M) - Blge (Mo +
n =1
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LS e (M)~ Bl (M)

=1

< ||—
n

b3 L (M0) - 2]
=1

where we use the triangle inequality in the first line, and Jensen’s inequality
and E[M;] = X in the second line. As Assumption [ is satisfied, we
can upper bound the first term with probability 1 — e~ by Corollary
Because Assumption [2] is also satisfied, we can bound the second term,
Proposition 14l |

Note that Corollary [15] already provides an estimation result for £ when
matrices M, are unbounded. However, in contrast to Corollary [3 not only
does the bound depend on 7 but the estimator % ey Y (M) does as well.
A mistake in the choice of 7 can lead to poor estimation in practice.

To control the distance between this estimator % v-1 Y+(My), and the
standard estimator % 2.7-1 M¢, we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 16. Under Assumption2lwe have
1< 1<
P|— - — .
( =D Ue(Mo) =~ 3" My|| # 0] < nF (1)

=1 =1
Proof of Proposition[I6l We have
1< 1 <
|- >, ue(M) == > M| #0
v =

1 n
<P (; Dl (Me) = M| > 0)
=1

#0

=P 3¢ g (M) — Me|| 2 0)
< nP (|- (M¢) — M¢|| > 0)
< nF(7).

We are now in a position to prove Corollary

Proof of Corollary[3l Using the triangle inequality,

%Zn:Mf—Z < %anMf—%an%(Mf) +
=1 = =1

1 n
- Z wT(Mf) -2
n =1
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We remind that the assumptions of Corollary [3 include: {M;,..., M,}
satisfy Assumptions [Il and 2| and E[M,] = X, which us allows to use
Corollary [13]to upper bound the second term with probability 1 — e™". This
also allows for the use of Proposition [16]to prove that the first term will be
null with probability at least 1 — nF (7). ]

5.5. Infinite-Dimensional Case (Theorem [6).

Proof of Theorem |6l For a sequence of H ® H-valued positive semi-definite
symmetric random operators {M1, . .., M,,} withE [M,] = £ and max</<, || M| <
x> almost surely for some « > 0 satisfying Assumption[I]

IR 4r (Z) +1
<(—ZM5—Z) uk,uk> > 2V2 |12 (2K2+rn)‘/r(i <e™,
n n
=1

because for X suchthatZ,({jl’jZ) = ]E[Mﬁgjl’m] andX := E[M/], ||Z]| < |12]]
and tr (£;) < tr(Z), and I, is also uniform for each, as we can see from the
proof. Note that for any ¢ > O and k € N,

Pl sup
uyp €Hy
llur 1=1

1 n
sup <(—ZM[ —2Zlug,ur )| =c
Mker n =1
llur|I=1
1 n
C sup = > My =2 uppr,ups1 )| =g,
Ujer1 EHgr1 n —1

g1 l1=1

and
1 © 1 ©
lim { sup —ZMg—Z U, up )l = cpe=191\— M=%l >c;.
koot meert [\\ M 75 "=

llurll=1

The continuity of P leads to

1 v 4r (2) +1¢
P( =3 Mo -3 = 2V2 ||z (2K2+Fn)\/£) <e
}’lle n

Then, using the same approach to extend Theorem @] to Corollary 5 we

obtain the statement. O
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6. CONCLUSION

We study the perturbation of an empirical mean of random matrices from
its expected value such that they are dependent and the distribution has a
heavy-tail. The upper bound derived here is independent of dimension of
the matrices, then is instead mainly described by a trace of the expectation
and a tail of the distribution. In addition, a constant part of the upper bound
increases with the strength of the dependence. The proof here is based on a
variational inequality and robustification by truncation. Our result is applied
to the estimation problem of covariance operators/matrices, the parameter
estimation in linear hidden Markov models, and linear regression under
overparameterization.

The limitation of our result is the tightness of the obtained upper bound. It
is difficult to achieve lower bounds when random matrices are dependent and
heavy-tailed, while some lower bounds are known when they are independent
and each element is Gaussian. The lower bound in this case is an interesting
subject for future research.

APPENDIX A. PROOF FOR EXAMPLES

Proof of Proposition[ll Let f : E — E be a 1-Lipschitz function and define
Gr = o(f(My),..., f(M¢)). Our objective is to prove that, for any g €
Lip,_,(S, 1), we have

|E[g(f(Mes1), - -, f(Mu)|Gel —Elg(f (Mesrs ..., f(M)]] < T
(12)
Let h be defined by h(ay,...,ar) = g(f(ay),..., f(ar)). Then h €
Lip,_;(S,1). Indeed,

|h(611, . . .,ag) - h(bl,...,bg)l
= |g(f(a1)’ . "f(af)) _g(f(bl)’ . ’f(bf))

¢

<L) If(a) = f(bolle

=
¢

< LZ la; — billg,
i=1
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where we used respectively the definition of 4, the fact that g € Lip,_,(S, 1)
and the fact that f is 1-Lipschitz. Thus, as we know that (My,..., M,)
satisfies Assumption[Iland % € Lip,_,(S, 1), then

[E[A(Mpr1s ... Mp) | Fel — E[R(Mpya, ..., My)]| < Tep
that we can rewrite as

|E[g(f(Mer1), - -, f(Mu))|Fel = Elg(f (Mg . . ., f(Mn))]] < T
(13)
This is almost (I12), however, the conditional expectation is not with respect
to the correct o-algebra. This is easily fixed, because G, C F;. Thus,

[E[g(f(Mes1), ..., f(M)|Ge] = Elg(f (Mesrs - ... f(M))]|
= [E[E[g(f (M¢s1), - - - fF (M) Fe)|Ge] = Elg(f (Mesr, - . ., f(My))]]
<E[[Blg(f (M), - ... F(M)|Fe] —Elg(f (Mest, - .., fF(M))]]IGe]

S F[,I’l’

by using (13). m|

Proof of Proposition3l We define (&/)¢cz as an independent copy E. We
fix £ € {1,...,n}, we are going to check (I). In order to do so, we define,
form > ¢,

Xin = C(émyEmty - et E0€0-1,E0-2, . 2)s
and Y, = X,, + &,. We put Ge = 0 (E¢, 01, E0-2, .. .3 €0, 80-1, - .. ). Then,
for g € Lip,_,(S, 1), we have
Elg(Mey1, ..., My)|Fe]l —E[g(Mes1, ..., My)]
=E[E[g(M¢y1, ..., Mp)|Gel — E[g(Mpyy, . .., Mp)IF],

and we will prove anupperboundon E[g (M4, . .., M,)|Gel-Elg(Mey1, . .., My)].
Hence, we have

E[g(Mes1s ..., My)|Ge] — E[g(Mexr, . .., My)]
= E[g(yf+lyf;:_19 R YVIYJ;F) - g(Yf+1Y{;:_19 R YnY};r)|g[]

n

< > B [Tty - Yar, 1G] |

m=_(+1
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n

= Z ||E [(Xm + Sm)(Xm + Sm)T - (Xm + Sm)(Xm + Sm)T|g[] ||

m=_(+1
n

= > B [XuX) - XuXT 1G]
m={+1
n

= 3 B [Zn X - KXol + XX, - Xu X7 1G] |
m=~£C+1
n

sz@mam—am@mwmam—@m@m
m={+1
n

< Y 8l (%5 - X6+ [ (%, - xalal

m=_C+1

Then, we obtain

& [Xn = Xl Ge]
=B [CEm mrs- - €er1 . E01s o) = Clémsémas - s ér e )G

< Z a,-E[llé‘:m—i—fm—dHQf] <2 Z @;Bg¢

i=m—=C i=m—{
and thus,

n

E[g(Mes, ..., My)IGe]l = Blg(Mes, ..., M)l < )

m=_(+1

4B i a/,-Bf

i=m—{

< 4B Z min(i, n)a; Be.
i=(+1

Thus, (D) is satisfied with 'z, = 4BB; 3.2,,, min(i, n)a;. Let us now check
Assumption[2l We have obviously:
P(|Mell = 1) = P(|(Xe +£0) (Xe +£0) " || > 1)
=P(|X; + &> > 1)
=PI Xe + &l = V)
< P(IXcll = V1/2) +P(|leell 2 Vi/2)
< Lycapry + P(lleell > Vi/2),

which ends the proof. O
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Proof of Proposition|8 Since (X;)sen is aCBS, wehave X, = C (&7, Er1,E0-0, .. .)
with

ICar.az,..) = Cbrba... )l < Y arllar=bell and A = ) ar < oo.
=1 =1

Using the form, we show that (fg)geN = ((Xg, Xp1) T)gen is also a CBS,
since we have

Xe = (C(&é-1, €m0, . ), C(Erm1, €2, €3, .. )) = D(En i1 Eray - -2

with some function D which satisfies

ID(ar,as,...) = D(b1,ba, .. )| < ) (e +aen)llac = bell.
=1

Since (fg)geN isa CBS, Proposition[3lproves that (M, ..., M,_;) satisfies As-
sumption[llwithT'z,, = 8BB¢ 3! ,,, min(i,n)e; and T, := 8BB¢ }.", min(i, n)a;.

For Assumption 2, we utilize the fact that the largest eigenvalue of a
matrix is no more than a sum of largest eigenvalues of its submatrices and
obtain

P(l|Mel| > 1)
< P(|[(Xe +&0)(Xe +80)7|| 2 1/4)
+P([(Xe + £0) (Xe1 + £001) |l 2 1/2)
+P([(Xee1 + &041) Xpx1 +£001) T || = 1/4)
= 2P([|X¢ + &cll* > t/4) + P(||(Xe + £0) (Xew1 + 8001) || > 1/2)
< 2P(||Xe + &ell > Vi/2) + P(I1X¢ + el Xexr + €001l > 1/2)
< 2P(|X¢ + cll = Vi/2) +2P(IIXc + &l 2 1/2)
< 4P(||Xc]| 2 Vt/2) +4P(|lec]l = V1/2)
< 41y +4P(lecl] 2 V1/2).
Hence, Assumption 2 holds F(7) = 41, op2y + 4P(|l&c]| 2 \/t/_Z). Thus,

Corollary [5l shows the first statement.
Finally, the fact || Zo.1|| < ||Z1]| + ||Z|| yields the second statement. O
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Proof of Proposition[9 First, we confirm that (X¢)scz is a CBS in Example[T]
by its definition. Hence, by Proposition[2] a sequence of matrices generated
by Y,Y," satisfies Assumption[Tand

We show that the estimation error ||;f — A|| is bounded by estimation error
of L and T 1. We bound the error as

1A= Al =G -ZDE+ DT+ (E+D7 = (E+ D7
< -ZIE+ D+ IEE+DTE-DE+D
<[IZ = Zill + 12 - ZHIZ . (14)
Here, we use the facts ||(S+1)7!| < 1and [[(Z+ D)7 < 1.
We combine the above results. By the same discussion for Proposition [§]

in Sectiond.2] then we have the bound. Then, for any ¢ > 4B2, Corollary
yields

max{||Z - 2|, |1Z1 - =11}

< a2 (Il + 1) (328° + 1) 2 E L p e 2 i),

where the definition of X.; follows Sectiond.2l We combine this inequality
to the result (I4)), and we obtain the statement. O

Proof of Proposition[I0l By Lemma 2 and 19 in Bartlett e all (2020), the
risk R(@) is evaluated as

R(6) < 2(6") (I = Tly)Z(I - Tly)6* + otr((YYT)T'YZYT(YYT) ™)
= 2(6")TBO* + cto’tr(C),
where B = (I — IIy)Z(I — Ily). We bound the first term as
(6)"BO" = (6")" (I -~ Ty) (I — Tly)6"
= (69" - (E-n"YTY)(I - TIy)6"
< 0" 1211 = Ty [[IIZ = n~'YTY |
< 1" IPI= = n~ YTV,
where the second equality follows (I — TIy)YT = (I = YT(YYT)7'Y)YT =
YT-YT(YYT)~!(YYT) = 0, and the second inequality follows |7 —TIy| < 1

from the non-expansive property of projection operators. Recalling that
n'YTY =X as in @), Proposition[7lyields the statement. i
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