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Abstract. We study the sparse phase retrieval problem, recovering an s-sparse

length-n signal from m magnitude-only measurements. Two-stage non-convex

approaches have drawn much attention in recent studies. Despite non-convexity,

many two-stage algorithms provably converge to the underlying solution linearly when

appropriately initialized. However, in terms of sample complexity, the bottleneck

of those algorithms with Gaussian random measurements often comes from the

initialization stage. Although the refinement stage usually needs only m “ Ωps lognq

measurements, the widely used spectral initialization in the initialization stage requires

m “ Ωps2 lognq measurements to produce a desired initial guess, which causes the

total sample complexity order-wisely more than necessary. To reduce the number

of measurements, we propose a truncated power method to replace the spectral

initialization for non-convex sparse phase retrieval algorithms. We prove that m “

Ωps̄s lognq measurements, where s̄ is the stable sparsity of the underlying signal, are

sufficient to produce a desired initial guess. When the underlying signal contains only

very few significant components, the sample complexity of the proposed algorithm

is m “ Ωps lognq and optimal. Numerical experiments illustrate that the proposed

method is more sample-efficient than state-of-the-art algorithms.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the real-valued phase retrieval problem, which aims at

recovering a high-dimensional signal from a system of phaseless measurements. That is,

the task is to recover x P R
n from the system

yi “ |xai,xy|, i “ 1, . . . , m, (1)

where taiumi“1 Ă R
n are the sensing vectors and tyiumi“1 Ă R` are the observations.

The phase retrieval problem has arisen in various applications, for instances, X-

ray crystallography [22], optics [48], microscopy [34], and others [19, 40]. In those

applications, it is easier to record the intensity of the measurements due to hardware

limitations, which leads to the phase retrieval problem (1).

http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.14628v2
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When there is no prior assumption on x, there may be infinitely many possible

solutions to (1) if m ă n. To ensure the well-posedness of the problem, an oversampling

(i.e., m ą n) technique is applied. It has been shown that m ě 2n ´ 1 measurements

are necessary and sufficient for a unique recovery (up to a global phase) with generic

real sensing vectors [4]. Moreover, recent studies further indicate that the oversampling

is required for both practical algorithms [2, 13, 15–17, 20, 21, 37, 47, 49, 55] and global

landscape analysis [6–9, 28, 43] to guarantee a successful recovery.

Meanwhile, the over-complete measurements m “ Ωpnq naturally result in a huge

sampling and computation cost in high-dimensional applications. Recently, it has been

a great interest to further reduce the required number of measurements (or sample

size) for phase retrieval problem [1, 14, 24, 38, 39, 51]. To recover the underlying signal

x P R
n with underdetermined measurements m ă n, a common approach is to exploit

the latent structure of the signal x. In many real applications related to signal/imaging

processing, it is well-known that the underlying signal x is usually (approximately)

sparse in a transformed domain [33]. With sparsity priors, one then has the so-called

sparse phase retrieval problem, which is to find a sparse signal x P R
n from the system

yi “ |xai,xy|, i “ 1, . . . , m, subject to }x}ℓ0 ď s, (2)

where }x}ℓ0 is the number of non-zero entries of x and s ! n is the sparsity. It has

been shown that the problem (2) admits a unique solution (up to a global phase)

with only m “ 2s real generic measurements [51]. One of the remaining challenges

of the sparse phase retrieval problem (2) is introducing practical algorithms with (near)

optimal sample complexity.

1.1. Related work and contributions

Related work. Despite the non-convexity and NP-hardness, a number of practical

algorithms have been introduced for (2) with theoretical guarantees under the

assumption of i.i.d. Gaussian sensing vectors taiumi“1. Those non-convex methods are

usually divided into two stages, namely, the initialization stage and the local refinement

stage. Provided an initial guess that is sufficiently close to the underlying signal,

non-convex algorithms including SPARTA [50], CoPRAM [25], thresholding/projected

Wirtinger flow [14, 42], SAM [10] and HTP [11] are guaranteed to converge at least

linearly to the ground truth with the near-optimal sample complexity Ωps log nq.
Moreover, algorithms like SAM and HTP are guaranteed to give an exact recovery of

the underlying signal in only a few iterations, implying that the local refinement stage

can be efficiently implemented. On the other hand, the popular spectral initialization

and its variations require m “ Ωps2 lognq samples to obtain an accurate initial guess

[14, 25, 38, 50]. Therefore, for non-convex two-stage methods, the bottleneck in sample

complexity comes from the initialization stage. Consequently, it is possible to break the

sample complexity barriers as long as the methods for initialization can be improved.

Alternatively, a Hadamard Wirtinger flow (HWF) method has been introduced in

[53] as a different strategy to obtain the initial guess, where an implicit regularization is
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used. The sample complexity of HWF is improved to Ωps̄xs lognq under the assumption

that xmin “ Ωp 1?
s
}x}ℓ2q, where } ¨ }ℓ2 denotes the ℓ2-norm for vectors, s̄x :“ }x}2ℓ2

}x}2
ℓ8

is the

stable sparsity of x, and xmin is the minimum nonzero entry in absolute value of x.

However, the assumption on xmin requires a very small dynamic range of the nonzero

entries of x, which is too stringent to be satisfied in many practical situations. For

example, the assumption on xmin fails to hold for signals whose components decay fast,

e.g., in the form of power series [18]. It is also worth mentioning that if the sampling

vectors taiumi“1 are not standard Gaussian, a two-stage sampling scheme requiring

only Ωps logpn{sqq samples has been introduced in [24], where The first stage is for

sparse compressed sensing and the second stage is for phase recovery. Nevertheless,

for Gaussian random measurements, there is still a statistical-to-computational gap to

overcome.

Our contributions. This paper focuses on the standard Gaussian model and aims

to reduce the sampling complexity of provably non-convex sparse phase retrieval

algorithms by improving the initialization stage. In this work, we introduce two novel

initialization algorithms, namely, a modified spectral initialization method and a novel

efficient truncated power method for sparse phase retrieval problems. The proposed

algorithms can be applied as initialization methods for all the aforementioned non-

convex algorithms. Without any assumption on the underlying signal, we prove that

Ωps̄xs lognq measurements are sufficient for the modified spectral initialization method

and truncated power method to obtain a desired initial guess. Since x is known to

be s-sparse, we see from the definition of s̄x that 1 ď s̄x ď s. So, when x has

only very few significant entries and thus s̄x “ Op1q, our algorithm requires only

Ωps logpnqq samples, which is nearly optimal up to a logarithmic factor. Consequently,

the total sample complexity of many non-convex sparse phase retrieval algorithms can

be reduced to m “ Ωps lognq as long as s̄x “ Op1q. Moreover, the truncated power

method has a better theoretical sample complexity than HWF to obtain a δ-close initial

guess px (i.e., distpx, pxq :“ mint}x ´ px}ℓ2 , }x ` px}ℓ2u ď δ}x}ℓ2,). See Table 1 for a

comparison of theoretical results of different initialization methods. We will demonstrate

by experimental results the superior performance of the proposed methods over other

initialization methods.

1.2. Notations and outline

We use boldface capital and lower-case for matrices and vectors respectively (e.g., A

and x). We use square brackets with subscripts (e.g., rAsij, rxsi) or Roman letters (e.g.,

Aij , xi) to represent the corresponding entries of matrices and vectors. We use AT or

rAsT to denote the sub-matrix of A whose columns and rows are indexed by T and xT

the sub-vector of x. We denote } ¨ }ℓp the ℓp-norm for vectors, i.e., }x}ℓp “ přn

i“1 |xi|pq
1

p

for all 0 ă p ă `8. The notation }x}ℓ0 stands for the number of non-zero entries of x,

and }x}ℓ8
is the largest entry of x in absolute value. Denote } ¨ }F the Frobenius norm
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Table 1: Comparison of our proposed initialization methods with state-of-the-art

initialization methods for sparse phase retrieval under the regime s “ Θpnσq for some

σ P p0, 1q. The sample complexity is to guarantee a δ-close initial guess. Here

s̄x :“ }x}2ℓ2{}x}2ℓ8
P r1, ss is the stable sparsity of x.

Initialization methods Sample complexity m Assumptions

Spectral method [14, 25, 38, 50] Ωpδ´2s2 lognq none [25]

HWF [53] Ωpδ´2s̄xs lognq xmin ě c?
s
}x}ℓ2

Modified spectral method (this paper) Ωpδ´2s̄xs lognq none

Truncated power method (this paper) Ωpmaxtδ´2, s̄xus log nq none

and } ¨ } the operator norm of matrices. For any 1 ď α ď 2, the Orlicz norm of a random

variable is defined by }X}ψα :“ mintK ą 0 : E expt|X{K|αu ď 2u. Throughout,

we use Ωp¨q for asymptotic lower bounds, Op¨q for upper bounds, and Θp¨q for both

lower and upper bounds, i.e., m “ Ωpfpsqq means |m{fpsq| ě C for some universal

constant C ą 0 when s is sufficiently large and m “ Opfpsqq means |m{fpsq| ď C 1 for

some universal constant C 1 ą 0 when s is sufficiently large, and m “ Θpfpsqq means

C2 ď |m{fpsq| ď C3 for some universal constants C2, C3 ą 0 when s is sufficiently

large.

Let S
n “ tA P R

nˆn : AT “ Au denote the set of symmetric matrices. For any

A P S
n, we denote its eigenvalues by λminpAq “ λnpAq ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď λ1pAq “ λmaxpAq,

and we use ρpAq to denote the spectral norm of A, i.e., ρpAq “ maxt|λ1pAq|, |λnpAq|u.
Also, we define the largest and smallest s-sparse eigenvalue by

λmaxpA, sq “ max
wPRn,}w}ℓ0ďs,}w}ℓ2ď1

wTAw, λminpA, sq “ min
wPRn,}w}ℓ0ďs,}w}ℓ2ď1

wTAw,

respectively, and

ρpA, sq :“ maxt|λminpA, sq|, |λmaxpA, sq|u. (3)

We denote xmax “ }x}ℓ8
, y “ ry1, y2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ymsT , and tejunj“1 is the standard basis vectors

of Rn.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We introduce the proposed algorithms

in Section 2. Our main theoretical results are presented in Section 3, and their proofs are

given in Section 4. In Section 5, we provide some numerical experiments to demonstrate

the performance of the proposed algorithms.

2. Algorithms

For non-convex algorithms, the desired initial guess should be sufficiently close to the

ground truth (up to a global phase). In this section, we propose two algorithms that

provide accurate initialization for non-convex sparse phase retrieval, using as few samples

as possible. The first algorithm is a truncated power method [54] in Section 2.3.
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The second algorithm is a modified spectral initialization in Section 2.4, which is a

modification of the spectral method [25, 50] and also a special case of truncated power

method without the refinement step. For completeness, we first briefly review spectral

methods for phase retrieval in Section 2.1 and sparse phase retrieval in Section 2.2.

2.1. Spectral initialization for general phase retrieval

The standard spectral method is designed to initialize general non-convex phase retrieval

algorithms without the sparsity assumption. It constructs the following matrix

Y “ 1

m

mÿ

i“1

y2iaia
T
i . (4)

It is easy to check that, when the measurement vectors ai, i “ 1, . . . , m, are i.i.d.

random Gaussian, the expectation of Y is given by

EY “ }x}2ℓ2I ` 2xxT . (5)

So, any principal eigenvector of EY is a multiple of x. Therefore, when Y has a

high concentration around its expectation, a principle eigenvector of Y with a suitable

length provides a good approximation to the underlying signal x, and hence a good

initialization for phase retrieval algorithms. To improve the accuracy and reduce the

sample complexity, instead of Y itself, one may consider its truncated version

sY 0 “ 1

m

mÿ

i“1

y2i aia
T
i 1tlďpyi{}x}ℓ2 qďuu, (6)

where 0 ď l ă 1 ď u are the truncation parameters. It can still be shown (see Lemma

3) that any principle eigenvector of E sY 0 is a multiple of x. However, the quantity }x}ℓ2
is not available in the observed data, and one may use

ν “
˜

1

m

mÿ

i“1

y2i

¸1{2

(7)

as an estimation of }x}ℓ2 (see Lemma 2). Therefore, instead of sY 0, we shall use the

empirical estimation sY defined as follows

sY “ 1

m

mÿ

i“1

y2i aia
T
i 1tlďpyi{νqďuu. (8)

Since truncation leads to bounded random variables, sY has a higher concentration

around its expectation than Y . Thus, an eigenvector of sY with a suitable length gives

a better approximation to x than Y . In this way, we obtain spectral initialization and

its variants for general phase retrieval. It can be shown that m “ Ωpn log nq [31, Lemma

5] (resp. m “ Ωpnq [17, Proposition C.1]) samples are sufficient to guarantee the spectral
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initialization with Y (resp. sY ) to obtain a desired initial guess, for general underlying

signal x without sparsity assumption. Spectral methods based on Y and sY are widely

used and achieve order-wisely near-optimal sample complexity, but they may not provide

the tightest estimates in terms of the over-sampling ratio m{n. An interesting question

is how to perform so-called weak recovery by producing an estimator that is positively

correlated with the underlying signal x using an optimal ratio m{n. One way to

achieve this is by applying a preprocessing function Γpyiq to yi and constructing the

matrix
řm
i“1 ΓpyiqaiaTi instead of using Y or sY . By carefully examining the underlying

statistical models, previous work [30,36] has provided an asymptotic characterization of

spectral initialization, indicating that the preprocessing function Γpyiq that optimizes

the minimum ratio m{n required for weak recovery can be determined analytically. In

the following, we consider spectral methods under sparsity assumption to further reduce

the sample complexity.

2.2. Spectral initialization for sparse phase retrieval

When x is s-sparse, the sample complexity can be reduced significantly by exploiting the

sparsity prior of x. The main idea is to separately estimate the support and non-zeros of

x. If the support S “ supppxq is known or estimated, then EprY sSq (or its variants such
as Epr sY 0sSq) has xS as its principle eigenvectors. Based on this observation, spectral

initialization in existing sparse phase retrieval methods first estimates an index set pS as

the support of the initial guess and then sets a rescaled principal eigenvector of rY s pS
(or its variants) as non-zeros of the initial estimate (see [25,50]). Only a small principal

submatrix of Y (or its variants) is involved in the procedure, and a high concentration of

this small random submatrix suffices to give an accurate initialization. Since it is much

easier to concentrate a small random matrix than a larger one, much fewer samples are

required in spectral initialization for sparse phase retrieval.

In existing approaches [25,50], the magnitudes of the diagonal entries of Y are used

to estimate S. By a simple calculation, the expectation of diagonal entries of Y satisfy

|rEY sjj| “
#

}x}2ℓ2 ` 2x2j , j P S,

}x}2ℓ2 , j P Sc.
(9)

Statistically, the diagonal entries on S are larger than those on Sc. Thus, one simply

chooses the set of indices of top-s entries of Y as an estimation pS of S, i.e.,

pS “ tindices of top s elements of rY sjj in absolute valueu. (10)

However, this approach of estimating pS results in a spectral initialization with

sample complexity m “ Ωps2 lognq [25]. Though this sample complexity is better than

m “ Ωpn lognq in general phase retrieval, it is still unnecessarily large and not optimal

in s.
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Actually, the sample complexity of this approach is governed by the gap between

diagonals rEY sjj for j P S and j P Sc as in the following

γ0 :“
1

2

ˆ
min
jPS

|rEY sjj| ´ max
jPSc

|rEY sjj|
˙

“ min
jPS

|xj |2. (11)

If maxj |rEY sjj ´ rY sjj| ď γ0, then, for any j P S and j1 P Sc,

|rY sjj| ě |rEY sjj| ´ |rEY sjj ´ rY sjj| ě |rEY sjj| ´ γ0

ě |rEY sj1j1| ` γ0 ě |rEY sj1j1| ` |rEY sj1j1 ´ rY sj1j1| ě |rY sj1j1|,

which together with (10) implies pS “ S; otherwise, those indices j P S satisfying

|rEY sjj ´ rY sjj| ą γ0 might be missed in pS. Therefore, the gap γ0 is the tolerance

of the concentration error |rEY sjj ´ rY sjj| for an accurate pS and an accurate initial

estimation. The larger gap γ0, the larger tolerance of |rEY sjj ´ rY sjj|, and the fewer

samples required. When random Gaussian measurement vectors are used, it can be

shown that γ0 in (11) finally leads to the sample complexity m “ Ωps2 log nq for spectral
initialization [25].

2.3. Truncated power method

To further reduce the sample complexity, we introduce a new initialization method,

which is a truncated power method [54] with a modified spectral initialization.

2.3.1. Sparse principal component analysis problem. Our algorithm is based on the

following proposition, which characterizes x as the solution of a sparse eigenvector

problem.

Proposition 1. Any solution to the following optimization problem is a multiple of x:

max
w

wT pEY qw s.t. }w}ℓ2 “ 1, }w}ℓ0 ď s, (12)

where Y is the matrix defined in (4).

Proof. Let the support of the variable w in (12) be T . Then T is a subset of rns
satisfying |T | ď s, and the objective function is rewritten aswT pEY qw “ wT

T rEY sT wT

with }wT }ℓ2 “ 1. Therefore, (12) is equivalent to

max
|T |ďs

max
}v}ℓ2 “1

vT rEY sT v. (13)

Using the variational property of eigenvalues of symmetric matrices, the optimal value of

the inner maximization is the maximum eigenvalue of rEY sT , which by (4) is }xT }2ℓ2 `2.

Thus, (12) is further equivalent to

max
|T |ďs

}xT }2ℓ2 ` 2.
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The optimal value of the above optimization is obviously }xS}2ℓ2 ` 2, which is attained

at T “ S. Since the maximum eigenvalue of rEY sS is simple and the corresponding

eigenvectors are multiples of xS , solutions to (13) are T “ S and v being multiples of

xS , which eventually implies that solutions to the original problem (12) are multiples

of x.

Like the spectral method, we replace the expectation in (12) with its truncated

empirical version sY , and we solve the following quadratic maximization problem on the

unit sphere with a sparsity constraint:

max wT sY w, s.t. }w}ℓ2 “ 1, }w}ℓ0 ď s. (14)

Problem (14) aims to find an s-sparse principal eigenvector of sY . It is called a

sparse principal component analysis (sparse PCA) problem and has been studied in

the literature [26, 32, 35, 54]. Let x0 be ν (defined in (7)) times a solution to the

problem (14). Then, it has been shown in [29] that Ωps lognq samples are sufficient

to guarantee x0 is a desired initial guess for non-convex algorithms. Various algorithms

are available for solving (14) in the studies, e.g., [3, 26, 32, 35, 54]. However, the

sparse PCA problem is known to suffer from a statistical-to-computational gap, and

any computationally efficient method must pay a statistical price, even under natural

distributional assumptions [5]. For instance, in [3], a convex relaxation is used

to overcome the computational challenge and achieve a practical (polynomial time)

algorithm, but this approach requires Ωps2 logpn{sqq samples. Therefore, the proposed

algorithm for sparse PCA also faces a statistical-computational trade-off and has a

bottleneck of Ωpss̄x log nq. Meanwhile, the algorithms for sparse PCA are not tailored

for our problem, and their empirical and theoretical performance is not clear in sparse

phase retrieval.

2.3.2. Truncated power iteration. We adopt the truncated power method [54] to solve

the sparse PCA problem (14). We also provide the theoretical sample complexity

to produce the desired initialization for non-convex sparse phase retrieval algorithms,

showing that the truncated power method achieves a nearly optimal sample complexity

when the underlying signal contains only very few significant components.

The truncated power method extends the popular power method to the case where

the target principle eigenvector is sparse. The standard power method is to find a

principal eigenvector of a given matrix, say sY , by solving (14) without the sparsity

constraint. The iteration is

wt “ sY w0
t´1, w0

t “ wt

}wt}ℓ2
. (15)

It can be proved that, under mild assumptions, the angle between wt and the principal

eigenspace of sY converges to 0. However, the power method generally gives a dense

principal eigenvector. To obtain a sparse principal eigenvector via (14), we modify (15)
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by applying a truncation operator to sparsify the iteration vector. More specifically, we

define a truncation operator

Tspwq : keep the top s entries of w in absolute values and set others to be 0,

and generate a sequence tw0
t ut“0,1,.... by

wt “ Ts
` sY w0

t´1

˘
, w0

t “ wt

}wt}ℓ2
. (16)

The above iteration is the truncated power method [54]. At each iteration, the truncated

power method uses the truncation operator Ts to ensure that the iteration vector is s-

sparse while aligning with the principal eigenspace of an order-s principal minor of sY .

2.3.3. Initial w0
0 Provided a proper w0

0, linear convergence of the truncated power

method has been proved in [54] under certain conditions. However, the theoretical

result developed in [54] is for general purpose, and the conditions for convergence cannot

work trivially for our problem. Also, the requirement on w0
0 is stringent and does not

link directly to the sample complexity. Moreover, the efficiency of the truncated power

method depends on w0
0, and it is challenging to construct a good w0

0.

To address this, we introduce a new method to produce the initial w0
0 for the

truncated power method in our case. We aim to find a unit vector w0
0 to align with

x well. Spectral initialization [25, 50] presented in Section 2.2 is also applicable here

but leads to unnecessarily large sample complexity, as mentioned. Therefore, we modify

the spectral initialization to produce w0
0. Recall that the spectral initialization first

estimates the support of x by taking the indices set pS of the top s diagonal entries of Y

(see (9) and (10)) and then use a rescaled eigenvector of r sY s pS to approximate non-zero

entries of x. Following [53], instead of the diagonal entries, we use the indices of the s

largest number of entries of Y ej0 in absolute value as pS, where j0 is the index that Yjj
achieves maximum. Our choice of pS is based on the observation that

|rEY ej0sj| “

$
’&
’%

2x2j0 ` }x}2ℓ2, j “ j0,

2|xj0xj |, j P Sztj0u,
0, j P Sc.

(17)

The result in (17) indicates that |rY ej0sj| is statistically larger at indices j P S than that

at j P Sc, as long as j0 P S (which is proved later in Lemma 6 under mild conditions).

Thus, we use the estimation

pS “ tindices of top s elements of Y ej0 in absolute valueu (18)

as the support of w0
0. Then, similar to the standard spectral initialization, we set a unit

principle eigenvector of r sY s pS as non-zeros of w0
0.

Compared to the spectral initialization, (18) gives a more accurate pS and uses fewer

samples. Similar to the argument in Section 2.2, the sample complexity of our method
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for w0
0 depends on the following gap

γ1 “ 1

2

ˆ
min
jPS

|rEY ej0sj| ´ max
jPSc

|rEY ej0sj|
˙

“ |xj0 | ¨ min
jPS

|xj |.

A larger gap γ1 leads to a smaller sample complexity. As we will show, we can always

find j0 such that |xj0 | ě 1
2
}x}ℓ8

with high probability. When }x}ℓ8
is significantly

larger than minjPS |xj |, the gap γ1 depends only linearly on minjPS |xj |, which improves

order-wisely the gap γ0 in the original spectral initialization. Therefore, our method for

w0
0 requires order-wisely fewer samples than the original spectral initialization. Indeed,

we will show later that, when }x}ℓ8
is as large as Op}x}ℓ2q, our method requires only

Ωps log nq samples to produce a good w0
0 for the truncated power method and even for

non-convex sparse phase retrieval algorithms.

2.3.4. Full algorithm of the truncated power method. With the initial w0
0, we then

perform the main iteration (16) in the truncated power method. To improve the

accuracy, we slightly increase the sparsity from s to s1 during the main iteration to

search the principal component on slightly larger support. More explicitly, we replace

Ts in (16) with Ts1. After the main iteration, we need to project the result back to the s-

sparse set to obtain the final output of our truncated power iteration as the initialization

of any non-convex sparse phase retrieval algorithm. The details of the full algorithm

are summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Truncated Power Method Initialization

Input Measurement vectors and observations tai, yiumi“1, the sparsity s, parameter

s1, maximum iteration tmax.

Compute tYjjunj“1 and set j0 “ argmax1ďjďn Yjj.

Set pS be the set with top s elements of Y ej0 in absolute value.

Form r sY s pS and set w0
0 be the top singular vector of the matrix r sY s pS of unit length.

for t “ 1, . . . , tmax do

wt “ Ts1p sY w0
t´1q

w0
t “ wt{}wt}ℓ2

end for

px0 “ Tspw0
tmax

q
Output px “ νpx0 with ν in (7).

2.4. Modified spectral initialization

As mentioned in Section 2.3.3, the modified spectral initialization for the truncated

power method improves the standard spectral initialization for non-convex sparse phase

retrieval. Therefore, the modified spectral initialization can also be used to initialize

non-convex sparse phase retrieval. We obtain a modified spectral method summarized

in Algorithm 2. A similar idea by using the set with top s elements of Y ej0 in absolute
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value was adopted in [53]. However, their theory was established based on some lower

bound assumption on xmin, which allows only a very small dynamic range of the nonzero

entries of the underlying signal. We will show that this assumption is not necessary.

Algorithm 2 Modified Spectral Initialization

Input Measurement vectors and observations tai, yiumi“1, the sparsity s.

Compute tYjjunj“1 and set j0 “ argmax1ďjďn Yjj.

Set pS be the set with top s elements of Y ej0 in absolute value.

Form r sY s pS and set px0 be the top singular vector of the matrix r sY s pS of unit length.

Output px “ νpx0 with ν in (7).

As we shall see in the rest of the paper, theoretical guarantees and numerical

experiments confirm that Algorithm 2 can also achieve a nearly optimal sample

complexity but with a larger constant than Algorithm 1, under a suitable assumption

on the underlying signal.

3. Theoretical Results

In this section, we provide theoretical results on both Algorithms 1 and 2. We will show

that our algorithms are guaranteed to provide the desired estimation for non-convex

sparse phase retrieval algorithms with a low sample complexity. We also discuss the

significance of our theoretical results compared to existing results in the literature.

3.1. Theoretical guarantee and sample complexity

Like most of the theories of non-convex sparse phase retrieval, we assume that the

measurement vectors taiumi“1 Ă R
n are i.i.d. random Gaussian with mean the 0 vector

and covariance the identity matrix. Under this assumption, the refinement stage of most

non-convex sparse phase retrieval algorithms requires an initialization px that is δ-close

to x, i.e., distpx, pxq ď δ}x}ℓ2 for some universal constant δ P p0, 1q.
To present our result, we recall that the stable sparsity of x is defined by s̄x :“ }x}2ℓ2

}x}2ℓ8

,

and it is clear that s̄x P r1, ss. When there are only very few non-zero entries significantly

larger than others in absolute value, the stable sparsity counts only large non-zero entries

but not small ones. Therefore, stable sparsity is a more accurate quantity than sparsity

to describe the number of significant non-zero entries of a vector.

Since the modified spectral initialization Algorithm 2 is a simplification of the

truncated power method initialization Algorithm 1, we first give our theoretical result on

the simpler version Algorithm 2. Our result states that the output of Algorithm 2 with

m “ Ω
`
maxtδ´1ps̄xsq1{2 log3 n, δ´2s̄xs lognu

˘
Gaussian measurements is guaranteed to

stay in a δ-neighborhood of x with high probability. We summarize the result in the

following theorem, whose proof is relegated to Section 4.2.
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Theorem 1 (Desired initialization guarantee of Algorithm 2). Let x P R
n be an s-

sparse vector. Let yi “ |xai,xy|, i “ 1, . . . , m, be m phaseless measurements of x

without noise, where ai „ Np0, Inq, 1 ď i ď m. There exist universal constants l, u,

and C ą 0 such that: for any δ P p0, 1q, if m ě Cmaxtδ´1ps̄xsq1{2 log3 n, δ´2s̄xs lognu,
then with probability exceeding 1 ´ 5m´1n´1, the output of Algorithm 2 with truncation

parameters l, u satisfies distpx, pxq ď δ}x}ℓ2.
We then give our theoretical result on Algorithm 1, the truncated power method

initialization. We summarize the result in the following Theorem 2 and postpone

the proof to Section 4.3. Our result reveals that we can further reduce the sample

complexity to m “ Ω
`
maxtps̄xsq1{2 log3 n, s̄xs logn, δ

´2s lognu
˘
to produce a δ-close

initial estimation by using Algorithm 1.

Theorem 2 (Desired initialization guarantee of Algorithm 1). Let x P R
n be a s-sparse

vector. Let yi “ |xai,xy|, i “ 1, . . . , m, be m phaseless measurements of x without noise,

where ai „ Np0, Inq, 1 ď i ď m. There exist universal constants l, u, and C,C1 ą 0

such that: for any δ P p0, 1q, if m ě Cmaxtps̄xsq1{2 log3 n, s̄xs logn, δ
´2s lognu then

with probability exceeding 1 ´ 5m´1n´1, the output of Algorithm 2 with parameters l, u,

s1 “ C1s, and tmax “ Oplogpδ´1qq satisfies distpx, pxq ď δ}x}ℓ2.
If we focus on the regime when s “ Θpnσq for some σ P p0, 1q, then the required

sample size in Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 1 are respectively Ωpδ´2s̄xs log nq and

Ωpmaxts̄x, δ´2us lognq. In most non-convex sparse phase retrieval algorithms, the

radius δ of the local convergence basin in the refinement stage is a small constant

(e.g., for HTP [11], δ “ 1
8
). When s̄x ě δ´2, the sample complexity is improved from

Ωpδ´2s̄xs lognq to Ω ps̄xs lognq. In this case, the improvement by Algorithm 1 is

significant — the coefficient before s log n is reduced from δ´2s̄x to s̄x. In general,

the coefficient in front of s logn is enhanced from s̄xδ
´2 to the maximum of s̄x and

δ´2. This improvement makes Algorithm 1 has better numerical performance than

Algorithm 2. Therefore, in the following, we mainly compare Algorithm 1 with others.

As mentioned earlier above, the global sample complexity of most two-stage non-

convex algorithms is dominated by the initialization stage. Therefore, the sample

efficiency of many two-stage algorithms can be improved when combined with the

proposed initialization methods. Examples of such algorithms are SPARTA [50],

CoPRAM [25], thresholding/projected Wirtinger flow [14,42], SAM [10] and HTP [11],

to just name a few. We use the two-stage hard thresholding pursuit (HTP) algorithm [11]

as a typical example to illustrate this. When combined with the local refinement

algorithm HTP [11, Algorithm 1], we then have the two-stage algorithm (described

in Algorithm 3 for completeness). Also, to empirically get a better estimate, similar

to [53], for the TP and Modified Spectral method, we can further implement a multiple-

restarted version. The details are given in Algorithm 4. We give the sample complexity

of the algorithm in the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Assume the measurement vectors taiumi“1 are i.i.d. Gaussian random

and the phaseless measurements tyi “ |xai,xy|umi“1 are noiseless. Then, Algorithm 3
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is guaranteed to have an exact recovery of x in at most K ď Oplogm `
logp}x}2{|xmin|qq local refinement iterations with high probability, provided m “
Ωpmaxtps̄xsq1{2 log3 n, s̄xs logn, δ

´2s lognuq.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of [11, Theorem 1] and Theorem 2.

Compared to the recovery guarantee in [11, Theorem 2], which requires m “
Ωpδ´2s2 logpnqq, Corollary 1 indicates that our approach is more sample-efficient. In

particular, when s “ Θpnσq for some σ P p0, 1q and x contains only a few large entries in

absolute value so that s̄x “ Op1q, the sample complexity of our algorithms is Ωps log nq,
which is nearly optimal. Since our methods Algorithm 1 and Algorithm 2 can initialize

the refinement stage of any aforementioned non-convex sparse phase retrieval algorithms,

the improvement in sample complexity also holds for them.

Algorithm 3 Two-Stage HTP with TP Initialization

1: Input: Data tai, yiumi“1, step size µ ą 0 (e.g., µ “ 0.95).

2: // Initialization:

3: Let x0 “ px be the initial guess produced by Algorithm 1.

4: // Local refinement updates:

5: for k “ 0, 1, . . . , K ´ 1 do

6: zk`1 “ Axk, where A “ ra1, . . . ,amsT
7: Sk`1 “ supp

´
Ts

`
xk ` µAT py d sgnpzk`1q ´ zk`1q

˘ ¯

8: xk`1 “ arg min
supppxqĎSk`1

1
2
‖Ax ´ y d sgnpzk`1q‖22

9: end for

10: Output xK .

Algorithm 4 Truncated Power Method with Multiple Restarts (TP-MR)

Input Matrix Y , sY , A “ ra1, . . . ,amsT , sparsity s, maximum steps for truncated

power method tmax, restarted number b.

Compute tYjjunj“1.

for b1 “ 1, . . . , b do

Set j0 be the b1-th largest entry in tYjjunj“1.

Run TP (Algorithm 1) with Modified Spectral initialization to get pxb1 .

Run HTP with initialization pxb1 to get xb1.

end for

Set bmin to be the index minimizing }AT pAxb1 ´ |y| ¨ signpAxb1qq}ℓ2.
Output xbmin
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3.2. Discussion on sample complexity

The sample complexity of Algorithm 1 and Algorithm 2 beats all existing initialization

algorithms. We show in Table 1 a summary of the comparison of different initialization

algorithms under the regime when s “ Θpnσq for some σ P p0, 1q. Since Algorithm 1 has

a lower sample complexity than Algorithm 2, we compare only Algorithm 1 with other

existing initialization methods.

To make the comparison more clearly, we assume s̄x ě δ´2 so that the sample

complexity of our truncated power method initialization Algorithm 1 ism “ Ωps̄xs lognq
to produce a δ-close approximation to x. In [50], the sample complexity of the spectral

initialization is m “ Ωpδ´2s2 logpnqq with an additional assumption miniPS |xi| ě
}x}ℓ2{?

s on the underlying signal. Later, [25] removed the additional assumption on

the minimum entry. Since s̄x ď s, our Algorithm 1 requires fewer samples than the

spectral initialization. Especially, when there are only very few significant components

in x such that s̄x “ Op1q, the sample complexity of Algorithm 1 is m “ Ωps log nq,
which is optimal in s and order-wisely better than m “ Ωps2 logpnqq in [25, 50].

Recently, [53] proposed a new initialization method that is a multiple run of Algorithm 2

combined with a few steps of Hardmard Wirtinger flow, and the sample complexity of its

initialization ism “ Ωpδ´2s̄xs logpnqq under the assumption that miniPS |xi| ě }x}ℓ2{?
s.

On the contrary, Algorithm 1 not only achieves the same order of sample complexity

without any assumption on x, but also improves dependency on δ and s̄x from δ´2s̄x to

maxtδ´2, s̄xu. Since δ is usually a small constant in various non-convex algorithms, this

improvement is significant, which makes Algorithm 1 initialized algorithms outperform

others.

The sample complexity of our algorithms is Ωps̄xs lognq, which contains an

additional term s̄x compared to the unconditionally optimal sample complexity

Ωps log nq. It is unlikely that we can remove this additional term. Indeed, similar

phenomenon exists ubiquitously non-convex algorithms in the literature, such as low

rank matrix recovery [44,52] or low rank tensor recovery [12,41,45]. For example, in the

matrix case, we can analogously define the stable rank of a rank-r matrix M P R
nˆn

as srpM q :“ }M}2F{}M }2. It is trivial to see srpMq P r1, rs. Although the degree of

freedom of a rank r matrix is of order Opnrq, the required sample size for all existing

non-convex low-rank matrix recovery algorithms is of order Opnrkq for some k ě 2. The

reason is that people usually bound srpMq simply by r, resulting in a sub-optimal order

on r. In the low-rank matrix recovery case, we usually focus on the regime when r is

much smaller than d, and the sample size is optimal in d no matter k. While in the

sparse phase retrieval case, the trivial bound on s̄x will result in a sub-optimal order on

s. Considering the analogy between the stable rank and stable sparsity, we conjecture

that there is an information-theoretical gap between the degree of freedom of x and the

actual required sample size. Despite the pessimistic existence of the gap, our result here

requires a much fewer sample size compared to [14,25,38,50] and removes the restriction

on x compared with [53].
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4. Proofs

In this section, we present the proofs of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2. We first introduce

some technical lemmas in Section 4.1. Then Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 are proved in

Section 4.2 and Section 4.3 respectively.

We introduce some notations that will be used throughout. Recall that the matrices

Y , sY , and sY 0 are defined in (4), (8), and (6) respectively. Then from Lemma 3,

we have E sY 0 “ pβ ´ αqxxT ` α}x}2ℓ2I, where β “ Eg41tlď|g|ďuu, α “ Eg21tlď|g|ďuu,

and g „ Np0, 1q. It can be easily verified there exist universal constants u ě 1 and

l ě 0 such that β{α ě 2, α ě 1{2 (for example, if we set u “ 10, l “ 1{2, then

β « 2.995, α « 0.969). We shall proceed with the proofs under this choice of u, l. We

define a matrix

E “ sY ´ E sY 0.

We denote x0 “ x{}x}ℓ2, the normalized version of x.

4.1. Technical Lemmas

This section presents some technical lemmas that will be used to prove the theorems.

Lemma 1. Let ui P R
n for i “ 1, 2, 3, then

distpu1,u2q ď distpu1,u3q ` distpu2,u3q.

Proof. Denote σ1,3 :“ argminσPt˘1u }u1 ´ u3}ℓ2. Then using triangle inequality,

distpu1,u2q “ min
σPt˘1u

}u1 ´ σu2}ℓ2 ď min
σPt˘1u

“
}u1 ´ σ1,3u3}ℓ2 ` }σ1,3u3 ´ σu2}ℓ2

‰

“ distpu1,u3q ` min
σPt˘1u

}u2 ´ σ1,3σu3}ℓ2 “ distpu1, u3q ` distpu2,u3q.

And this finishes the proof.

Next we then give the concentration bound for ν defined in (7).

Lemma 2. With probability exceeding 1 ´ 2
mn

, ν :“
`

1
m

řm
i“1 y

2
i

˘1{2
has the following

concentration:

|ν2 ´ }x}2ℓ2| ď 3

c
logpmnq

m
}x}2ℓ2 .

Proof. Using the concentration for sum of χ2 random variables (see Lemma 4.1 in [27]),

we see

P

ˆ
|ν2 ´ }x}2ℓ2 | ď 3max

!a
t{m, t{m

)
}x}2ℓ2

˙
ě 1 ´ 2e´t.

Now setting t “ logpmnq and we get the desired result.
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Lemma 3. Let y “ |xa,xy| for a „ Np0, Inq. For any α2 ě α1 ě 0, we have

Ey2aaT ¨ 1tα1}x}ℓ2ďyďα2}x}ℓ2u “ pγ4 ´ γ2qxxT ` }x}2ℓ2γ2In,

where γk “ Egk1tα1ď|g|ďα2u for k P t2, 4u and g „ Np0, 1q.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume }x}ℓ2 “ 1. Let g “ xa,xy, then

g „ Np0, 1q. And the covariance between ai and g is

Covpai, gq “ Eaig ´ EaiEg “ Eai

nÿ

j“1

ajxj “ xi.

Therefore we may write ai as ai “ xig` ti for some ti „ Np0, 1´x2i q that is independent
of g. Now we first compute the expectations of diagonal entries. For any i P rns,

Ey2a2i1tα1}x}ℓ2ďyďα2}x}ℓ2u “ Eg2pxig ` tiq2 ¨ 1tα1ď|g|ďα2u

“ px2iEg4 ` Et2iEg
2q ¨ 1tα1ď|g|ďα2u

“ x2iγ4 ` p1 ´ x2i qγ2.

As for the off-diagonal entries, for any i ‰ j P rns, we have

Ey2aiaj1tα1}x}ℓ2ďyďα2}x}ℓ2u “ Eg2pxig ` tiqpxjg ` tjq ¨ 1tα1ď|g|ďα2u

“ xixjγ4 ´ xixjγ2,

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that Etitj “ Epai ´ xigqpaj ´ xjgq “
´xixj . And we conclude Ey2aaT1tα1ďyďα2u “ pγ4 ´ γ2qxxT ` γ2In.

Next, we would like to bound the quantity ρpE, sq, which is defined in (3) and is

the maximum spectral norm of all order-s principal minors of E.

Lemma 4. With probability exceeding 1´n´s ´ 2
mn

, for any t ą 0, there exists absolute

constant C ą 0 such that

ρpE, sq ď 7t}x}2ℓ2
holds as long as m ě Cs lognmaxtu4

t2
, u

2

t
u.

Proof. We decompose E as

E “ Ȳ ´ Ȳ 0looomooon
E1

` Ȳ 0 ´ EȲ 0looooomooooon
E2

.

We first consider ρpE1, sq. Recall

E1 “ 1

m

mÿ

i“1

y2i aia
T
i

ˆ
1tlνďyiďuνu ´ 1tl}x}ℓ2ďyiďu}x}ℓ2u

˙
.
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Consider the event

E “
"

p1 ´ c0q}x}ℓ2 ď ν ď p1 ` c0q}x}ℓ2 , where c0 “ 3

ˆ
logpmnq

m

˙1{2*
.

From Lemma 2, we see E holds with probability exceeding 1 ´ 2
mn

. Then under E , we

have
1tlνďyiďuνu ´ 1tl}x}ℓ2ďyiďu}x}ℓ2u

ď 1tlp1´c0q}x}ℓ2ďyiďup1`c0q}x}ℓ2u ´ 1tl}x}ℓ2ďyiďu}x}ℓ2u

“
#

1, if yi P rlp1 ´ c0q}x}ℓ2 , l}x}ℓ2s Y ru}x}ℓ2, up1 ` c0q}x}ℓ2s,
0, otherwise,

and
1tlνďyiďuνu ´ 1tl}x}ℓ2ďyiďu}x}ℓ2u

ě 1tlp1`c0q}x}ℓ2ďyiďup1´c0q}x}ℓ2u ´ 1tl}x}ℓ2ďyiďu}x}ℓ2u

“
#

´1, if yi P rl}x}ℓ2, lp1 ` c0q}x}ℓ2s Y rup1 ´ c0q}x}ℓ2 , u}x}ℓ2s,
0, otherwise.

Therefore
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
1tlνďyiďuνu ´ 1tl}x}ℓ2ďyiďu}x}ℓ2u

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 1tlp1´c0q}x}ℓ2ďyiďlp1`c0q}x}ℓ2u ` 1tup1´c0q}x}ℓ2ďyiďup1`c0q}x}ℓ2u.

(19)

Denote the set of normalized s-sparse vectors in R
n by T

n
s “ tw P R

n : }w}ℓ2 “
1, }w}ℓ0 ď su. Then for all δ P p0, 1{2q, there exists a set Nδ such that for all w P T

n
s ,

there exists rw P Nδ, supppwq “ suppp rwq and }w´ rw}ℓ2 ď δ and |Nδ| ď
`
n

s

˘
p3
δ
qs ď p3en

δs
qs

[29]. Then from the definition of ρpE1, sq, we see

ρpE1, sq “ max
wPTn

s

ˇ̌
ˇ̌wT 1

m

mÿ

i“1

y2i aia
T
i

ˆ
1tlνďyiďuνu ´ 1tl}x}ℓ2ďyiďu}x}ℓ2u

˙
w

ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď max
wPTn

s

1

m

mÿ

i“1

y2i pwTaiq2
ˆ
1tlp1´c0q}x}ℓ2ďyiďlp1`c0q}x}ℓ2u ` 1tup1´c0q}x}ℓ2ďyiďup1`c0q}x}ℓ2u

˙
,

where the last inequality follows form (19). Denote

A1 “ 1

m

mÿ

i“1

y2iaia
T
i 1tlp1´c0q}x}ℓ2ďyiďlp1`c0q}x}ℓ2u,

A2 “ 1

m

mÿ

i“1

y2iaia
T
i 1tup1´c0q}x}ℓ2ďyiďup1`c0q}x}ℓ2u.

We first consider

ρ1 :“ max
wPTn

s

wTA1w.
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Since A2 is SPD, ρ1 is larger than or equal to the largest eigenvalue of any sˆs principal
sub-matrix of A2 Suppose ρ1 “ wT

0Aw0 for some w0 P T
n
s . From the definition of Nδ,

there exists w P Nδ, such that supppw0q “ supppwq and }w ´ w0}ℓ2 ď δ, then

wT
0A1w0 “ pw ´ w0qTA1w ` wT

0Apw ´ w0q ` wTA1w ď 2δρ1 ` wTA1w.

This implies

ρ1 ď p1 ´ 2δq´1 max
wPNδ

wTA1w. (20)

Now for any w P Nδ, we consider wTAw. Denote

Zi “ wT py2i aiaTi 1tlp1´c0q}x}ℓ2ďyiďlp1`c0q}x}ℓ2uqw.

Then wTA1w “ 1
m

řm
i“1 Zi. Then there exists some absolute constant C1 ą 0,

}Zi}ψ1
ď C1l

2}x}2ℓ2.

Using the centering of ψ1 norm [46, Exercise 2.7.10], we see

}Zi ´ EZi}ψ1
ď C2l

2}x}2ℓ2 .

Here EZi “ pγ4 ´ γ2qpwTxq2 ` γ2}x}2ℓ2 ď γ4}x}2ℓ2 with γk “ Egk1tlp1´c0qď|g|ďlp1`c0qu for

g „ Np0, 1q from Lemma 3. And

γ4 “ 2

ż lp1`c0q

lp1´c0q

1?
2π
e´x2{2x4dx ď C3

c
logpmnq

m
. (21)

Using Bernstein’s inequality (c.f. [46, Theorem 2.8.1]), we conclude

P

ˆ
1

m

mÿ

i“1

Zi ě t}x}2ℓ2 ` γ4}x}2ℓ2
˙

ď expp´c1mintmt
2

l4
,
mt

l2
uq.

Taking union bound over all w P Nδ, we see with probability exceeding 1 ´
p9en
δ2s

qs expp´c1mintmt2
l4
, mt
l2

uq,

max
wPNδ

wTA1w ď t}x}2ℓ2 ` γ4}x}2ℓ2 ď pC3

c
logpmnq

m
` tq}x}2ℓ2,

where the last inequality is from (21). By setting δ “ 1{2, together with (20), we obtain

with probability exceeding 1 ´ p36ens´1qs expp´c1mintmt2
l4
, mt
l2

uq,

ρ1 ď 2pC3

c
logpmnq

m
` tq}x}2ℓ2. (22)

Similarly we can show ρ2 :“ maxwPTn
s
wTA2w has the following upper bound

ρ2 ď 2pC3

c
logpmnq

m
` tq}x}2ℓ2. (23)
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with probability exceeding 1 ´ p36ens´1qs expp´c1mintmt2
u4
, mt
u2

uq. And (22), (23) imply

ρpE1, sq ď 4pC3

c
logpmnq

m
` tq}x}2ℓ2.

Next we consider ρpE2, sq. Recall

E2 “ 1

m

mÿ

i“1

ˆ
y2iaia

T
i 1tl}x}ℓ2ďyiďu}x}ℓ2u ´ EȲ 0

˙
.

From the definition, ρpE2, sq is the largest operator norm of any s ˆ s principal sub-

matrix of E2, and thus

ρpE2, sq “ max
}z}ℓ2 ,}y}ℓ2ď1

}z}ℓ0 ,}y}ℓ0ďs
supppzq“supppyq

zTE2y.

Let ρpE2, sq “ z0E2y0 for some }z0}ℓ2 , }y0}ℓ2 ď 1, }z0}ℓ0, }y0}ℓ0 ď s. Then from

the definition of Nδ, there exists z,y P Nδ s.t. }z ´ z0}ℓ2, }y ´ y0}ℓ2 ď δ and

supppzq “ supppyq “ supppz0q. Moreover,

ρpE2, sq “ zT0E2y0 “ pz0 ´ zqTE2y0 ` zTE2py0 ´ yq ` zTE2y ď 2δρpE2, sq ` zTE2y.

Therefore,

ρpE2, sq ď p1 ´ 2δq´1 ¨ max
z,yPNδ

supppzq“supppyq

zTE2y.

Now for any pz,yq P Nδ ˆNδ, we provide the upper bound of zTE2y as follows. Denote

Yi “ zT py2i 1tl}x}ℓ2ďyiďu}x}ℓ2uaia
T
i ´EȲ 0qy, and then zTE2y “ 1

m

řm

i“1 Yi. Then we have

}Yi}ψ1
ď C4

›››1tl}x}ℓ2ďyiďu}x}ℓ2uy
2
i z

Taia
T
i y

›››
ψ1

ď C5u
2}x}2ℓ2

Using Bernstein’s inequality (c.f. [46, Theorem 2.8.1]), we get

PpzTE2y ě t}x}2ℓ2q ď exp

ˆ
´c2min

"
mt2

u4
,
mt

u2

*˙
.

By taking union bound and setting δ “ 1{4, we obtain that, with probability at

least 1 ´ p36en
s

q2s expp´c2mintmt2
u4
, mt
u2

uq, it holds ρpE2, sq ď 2t}x}2ℓ2. Putting everything

together, we conclude as long as m ě C6s lognmaxtu4
t2
, u

2

t
u, with probability exceeding

1 ´ n´s ´ 2
mn

,

ρpE, sq ď ρpE1, sq ` ρpE2, sq ď pC3

c
logpmnq

m
` 6tq}x}2ℓ2 ď 7t}x}2ℓ2.

Recall sY 0 “ 1
m

řm
i“1 y

2
i aia

T
i 1tlďpyi{}x}ℓ2 qďuu has expectation E sY 0 “ pβ ´ αqxxT `

α}x}2ℓ2I. Now we can bound the second-to-largest eigenvalue in absolute value of a

sub-matrix sY Λ using the following lemma.
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Lemma 5. Let Λ Ă rns be such that Λ X S ‰ H, |Λ| “ k, and }rx0sΛ}ℓ2 ě
?
3
2
, where

x0 “ x{}x}ℓ2. Let x̄Λ be an eigenvector of unit length corresponding to the largest

eigenvalue of sY Λ. If ρpE, kq ď 1
4
p3
4
β ´ αq}x}2ℓ2, then we have

distpx̄Λ, rx0sΛq2 ď }rx0sΛ}2ℓ2 ` 1 ´ 2
}rx0sΛ}ℓ2c

1 ` 4ρ2pE,kq
p 3

4
β´αq2}x}4ℓ2

.

Proof. Recall E “ sY ´ E sY 0. Denote λ̄ the largest eigenvalue of sY Λ. From Weyl’s

inequality [23, Theorem 4.3.1], we have

λ̄ “ λ1p sY Λq ě λ1prE sY 0sΛq ` λnpEΛq ě pβ ´ αq}xΛ}2ℓ2 ` α}x}2ℓ2 ´ ρpE, kq
ě β}xΛ}2ℓ2 ´ ρpE, kq “ β}rx0sΛ}2ℓ2}x}2ℓ2 ´ ρpE, kq

ě 3

4
β}x}2ℓ2 ´ ρpE, kq, (24)

where the last inequality holds since }rx0sΛ}ℓ2 ě
?
3
2

and λnpEΛq ě ´ρpE, kq by

definition. Similarly, we have for all j ě 2,

|λjp sY Λq| ď |λjprE sY 0sΛq| ` ρpE, kq ď α}x}2ℓ2 ` ρpE, kq. (25)

Notice }x̄Λ}ℓ2 “ 1 but }rx0sΛ}ℓ2 ď 1. Now we write x̄Λ “ c1rx0sΛ{}rx0sΛ}ℓ2 ` c2z with

prx0sΛqTz “ 0, }z}ℓ2 “ 1 and c21 ` c22 “ 1. As a quick consequence, supppzq Ă Λ. Then

we have

λ̄c1rx0sΛ{}rx0sΛ}ℓ2 ` λ̄c2z “ λ̄x̄Λ “ sY Λx̄Λ “ c1 sY Λrx0sΛ{}rx0sΛ}ℓ2 ` c2 sY Λz.

By taking the inner product with z, we obtain

λ̄c2 “ c1z
T sY Λrx0sΛ{}rx0sΛ}ℓ2 ` c2z

T sY Λz.

Since rx0sΛ is the eigenvector of rEȲ 0sΛ, we have zT rEȲ 0sΛrx0sΛ “ 0. This leads to

|c2| “ |c1|
|zT prEȲ 0sΛ ` EΛqrx0sΛ|{}rx0sΛ}ℓ2

|λ̄ ´ zT sY Λz| “ |c1| |zTEΛrx0sΛ|{}rx0sΛ}ℓ2
|λ̄ ´ zT sY Λz|looooooooooooomooooooooooooon

:“t

.

Since supppzq Ă Λ, we have |zTEΛrx0sΛ|{}rx0sΛ}ℓ2 ď ρpE, kq. Moreover, since z is

perpendicular to rx0sΛ, which corresponds to the largest eigenvalue of Ȳ Λ, we have

from (25)

|zT Ȳ Λz| ď max
j‰1

λjpȲ Λq ď α}x}2ℓ2 ` ρpE, kq.

So we have from (24) together with ρpE, kq ď 1
4
p3
4
β ´ αq}x}2ℓ2,

t ď ρpE, kq
λ̄ ´ |zT Ȳ Λz| ď 2ρpE, kq

p3
4
β ´ αq}x}2ℓ2

.
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Then, we have 1 “ c21 ` c22 ď p1 ` t2qc21, which implies c21 ě 1
1`t2 . Now, without loss

of generality, we assume c1 ą 0. So,

}rx0sΛ ´ x̄Λ}2ℓ2 “ }rx0sΛ}2ℓ2 ` 1 ´ 2prx0sΛqT x̄Λ “ }rx0sΛ}2ℓ2 ` 1 ´ 2c1}rx0sΛ}ℓ2

ď }rx0sΛ}2ℓ2 ` 1 ´ 2
}rx0sΛ}ℓ2?

1 ` t2
.

Finally, we plug the upper bound for t and get the desired result.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1

We are ready to prove Theorem 1. We organize the proof into three parts. Firstly, we

show j0 chosen in Algorithm 2 satisfies |x0j0 | ě }x0}ℓ8

2
. Secondly, we show that }rx0s pS}ℓ2

is sufficient large, meaning that pS captures the indices of x with largest absolute values.

Lastly, we put everything together.

Step 1: Estimating |x0j0 |. We start with the estimation of |x0j0 |.
Lemma 6. If the sample size m satisfies m ě C}x0}´4

ℓ8
log n for some absolute constant

C ą 0, then, with probability exceeding 1´Opn´10q, j0 defined by j0 “ argmax1ďjďn Yjj

satisfies |x0j0 | ě }x0}ℓ8

2
.

Proof. Let j˚ P rns be satisfying |x0j˚ | “ }x0}ℓ8
. Then [50, Lemma 1] implies that, for

any ǫ1 ą 0, with probability exceeding 1 ´ expp´mǫ2
1

192
q,

Yj˚j˚}x}´2
ℓ2

ě 1 ` 2}x0}2ℓ8
´ ǫ1. (26)

On the other hand, we consider the set S1 :“ tj P rns : |x0j | ď }x0}ℓ8

2
u. By

using [50, Lemma 1] and taking union bound, we have that, with probability at least

1 ´ pn´ 1q expp´mǫ2
2

192
q,

Yjj}x}´2
ℓ2

ď 1 ` }x0}2ℓ8

2
` ǫ2, @ j P S1. (27)

Now combine (26) and (27) and set ǫ1 “ ǫ2 “ }x0}2ℓ8

2
. Then, with probability exceeding

1 ´ n expp´m}x0}4
ℓ8

768
q, Yj0j0 ě Yj˚j˚ ą Yjj for all j P S1, which implies j0 R S1.

Step 2: Estimating }rx0s pS}ℓ2. For any γ P p0, 1s, we define S´
γ :“ ti P S : |x0i | ă γ

2
?
s
u and

S`
γ :“ SzS´

γ . Then }rx0sS´
γ

}2ℓ2 ă γ2

4s
s “ γ2

4
and }rx0sS`

γ
}2ℓ2 ą 1 ´ γ2

4
. Since }x0}ℓ8

ě 1?
s
,

Lemma 6 implies |x0j0 | ě 1
2

?
s

ě γ

2
?
s
with high probability, and thus j0 P S`

γ . The

following lemma shows that S`
γ Ă pS with high probability, where pS is defined in (18).
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Lemma 7. Assume the number m of samples satisfies

m ě Cmaxtγ´1}x0}´1
ℓ8

?
s log3 n, γ´2}x0}´2

ℓ8
s lognu

for some absolute constant C ą 0. Then, with probability exceeding 1 ´ Opn´10q, pS
chosen in Algorithms 1 and 2 satisfies S`

γ Ă pS.

Proof. It suffices to show

min
jPS`

γ

|rY ej0sj| ą max
jPSc

|rY ej0sj|. (28)

To this end, we need to bound the expectation |rEY ej0sj| and the concentration

|rY ej0sj ´ rEY ej0sj| for all j P S`
γ and j P Sc.

To bound the expectation, we recall |rEY ej0sj| given in (17). Then, tor j P S`
γ ,

the definition of S`
γ gives |rEY ej0sj| ě γ|xj0 |}x}ℓ2?

s
. This together with Lemma 6 implies

|rEY ej0sj| ě γ}x}ℓ8
}x}ℓ2

2
?
s

, @ j P S`
γ (29)

with high probability.

For the concentration, we decompose rY ej0sj “ 1
m

řm
i“1 y

2
i aijaij0 “: 1

m

řm
i“1 Zij,1 `

1
m

řm
i“1 Zij,2, where

Zij,1 “ y2i aijaij01tmaxt|yi|{}x}ℓ2 ,|aij |,|aij0 |uď?
44 lognu, Zij,2 “ y2i aijaij0 ´ Zij,1.

Thus, we have |Zij,1| ď p44 lognq2}x}2ℓ2 and

1

m2

mÿ

i“1

VarpZij,1q ď 1

m2

mÿ

i“1

Ey4i a
2
ija

2
ij0

ď 1

m2

mÿ

i“1

b
Ey8i ¨ Ea4ija4ij0 ď 105

m
}x}4ℓ2 .

Using Bernstein’s inequality (c.f. [46, Theorem 2.8.4]), we obtain

P

˜ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

m

mÿ

i“1

pZij,1 ´ EZij,1q
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ě γ}x}ℓ8

}x}ℓ2
16

?
s

¸
ď 2 exp

¨
˝´

γ2}x}2ℓ8
}x}2ℓ2

256s

2p105
m

}x}4ℓ2 ` 442 log2 n

m
}x}2ℓ2

γ}x}ℓ8
}x}ℓ2

48
?
s

q

˛
‚.

(30)

Therefore, as long as m ě Cmaxtγ´1}x}ℓ2}x}´1
ℓ8

?
s log3 n, γ´2}x}2ℓ2}x}´2

ℓ8
s lognu for

some absolute constant C ą 0, we have | 1
m

řm
i“1pZij,1 ´ EZij,1q| ď γ}x}ℓ8

}x}ℓ2
16

?
s

with

probability more than 1 ´ Opn´11q. Moreover, we have

Var

˜
1

m

mÿ

i“1

Zij,2

¸
ď 1

m
Epy41a21ja21j01tmaxt|y1|{}x}ℓ2 ,|a1j |,|a1j0 |uě?

44 lognuq

ď 1

m

b
Ey81a

4
1ja

4
1j0

¨ P1{2
´
maxt|y1|{}x}ℓ2, |a1j |, |a1j0 |u ě

a
44 logn

¯

ď 45
?
1001

m
}x}4ℓ2 ¨ 3n´11,
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where the second inequality is from the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, and the third

inequality follows the fact that |y1|{}x}ℓ2, |a1j |, |a1j0 | are all the absolute value of

Gaussian random variables. From Chebyshev’s inequality, we see

P

˜ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

m

mÿ

i“1

pZij,2 ´ EZij,2q
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ě γ}x}ℓ8

}x}ℓ2
16

?
s

¸
ď

45
?
1001
m

}x}4ℓ2 ¨ 3n´11

γ2}x}2
ℓ8

}x}2
ℓ2

256s

ď Opn´11q, (31)

where the last inequality holds as long as m ě Cγ´2}x}2ℓ2}x}´2
ℓ8
s. Putting (30) and (31)

together and taking a union bound over all j P rns, we get that, with probability at

least 1 ´ Opn´10q,

|rY ej0sj ´ rEY ej0sj| ď γ}x}ℓ8
}x}ℓ2

8
?
s

, @ j P rns. (32)

By combining (29) and (32), we obtain that

|rY ej0sj| ě |rEY ej0sj| ´ |rY ej0sj ´ rEY ej0sj| ě 3γ}x}ℓ8
}x}ℓ2

8
?
s

, @ j P S`
γ .

Moreover, it follows from (17) and (32) that

|rY ej0sj| ď |rEY ej0sj| ` |rY ej0sj ´ rEY ej0sj| ď γ}x}ℓ8
}x}ℓ2

8
?
s

, @ j P Sc.

These two inequalities lead to (28), which concludes the proof.

Step 3: Putting everything together. Now we estimate distppx,xq and prove Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. For simplicity, we denote ρ “ ρpE, sq. Also recall we would like to

obtain some px such that }px´x}ℓ2 ď δ}x}ℓ2. To proceed, we choose t “ δ
448

in Lemma 4

and γ “ δ
4
in Lemma 7. Notice }x0}ℓ8

“ }x}ℓ8
{}x}ℓ2 “ s̄

´1{2
x . By applying Lemma 2,

Lemma 4, Lemma 6, and Lemma 7, we obtain that: as long as

m ě Cmaxtδ´1ps̄xsq1{2 log3 n, δ´2s̄xs lognu

for some C ą 0 depending only on u, with probability at least 1 ´ n´s ´ 2n´10 ´
2m´1n´1 ě 1 ´ 5m´1n´1, it holds that

ρ ď 7t}x}2ℓ2, j0 P S`
γ Ă pS,

ˇ̌
ν2 ´ }x}2ℓ2

ˇ̌
ď δ}x}2ℓ2. (33)

We first estimate distppx0
,x0q2 under (33). Since px0 in Algorithm 2 is supported

only on pS,
distppx0

,x0q2 “ distppx0
, rx0s pSq2 ` }rx0s pSc}2ℓ2. (34)

From S`
γ Ă pS in (33) and the definition of S´

γ , it follows that }rx0s pSc}2ℓ2 ď }rx0sS´
γ

}2ℓ2 ă
γ2

4
. It remains to estimate distppx0

, rx0s pSq2. To this end, we apply Lemma 5 with Λ “ pS
and k “ s. Since δ P p0, 1q, we have }rx0s pS}2ℓ2 “ 1 ´ }rx0s pSc}2ℓ2 ě 1 ´ γ2

4
“ 1 ´ δ2

64
ą

?
3
2
.
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Moreover, due to the assumptions β{α ě 2 and α ě 1{2, it holds that 3
4
β ´ α “

p3
4

β

α
´ 1qα ě 1

4
, which together with the bound of ρ in (33) implies ρ ď 1

4
p3
4
β ´ αq}x}2ℓ2.

Therefore, Lemma 5 gives

distppx0
, rx0s pSq2 ď }rx0s pS}2ℓ2 ` 1 ´ 2

}rx0s pS}ℓ2c
1 ` 4ρ2pE,kq

p 3

4
β´αq2}x}4ℓ2

.

As
b

1 ´ γ2

4
ď }rx0s pS}ℓ2 ď 1, we have

distppx0
, rx0s pSq2 ď max

"
2 ´ 2

1c
1 ` 4ρ2

p 3

4
β´αq2}x}4ℓ2

, 2 ´ γ2

4
´ 2

b
1 ´ γ2

4c
1 ` 4ρ2

p 3

4
β´αq2}x}4ℓ2

*

ď max

"
8ρ2

p3
4
β ´ αq2}x}4ℓ2 ` 4ρ2

, 2 ´ γ2

4
´ 2

1 ´ γ2

4

1 ` 4ρ2

p 3

4
β´αq2}x}4

ℓ2

*

ď 8ρ2 ` p 3

4
β´αq2}x}4ℓ2

2
γ2

p3
4
β ´ αq2}x}4ℓ2 ` 4ρ2

´ γ2

4
ď 8ρ2

p3
4
β ´ αq2}x}4ℓ2 ` 4ρ2

` γ2

4

ď 8ρ2

1
16

}x}4ℓ2 ` 4ρ2
` γ2

4
ď 128ρ2}x}´4

ℓ2
` γ2

4
,

where in the first inequality of the fourth line we have used 3
4
β ´ α ě 1

4
, and in the

second inequality we have used 1 ´ 1?
1`y ď y

y`1
for all y ą 0. Combining it with (34),

and recall we set γ “ δ
4
, t “ δ{448, we get

distppx0
,x0q2 ď γ2

2
` 128ρ2}x}´4

ℓ2
ď γ2 “ δ2{16, (35)

where we have used the bound of ρ in (33).

Finally, since we have defined px “ νpx0 and x0 “ x{}x}ℓ2, combining (35) and the

bound of ν in (33) gives

distppx,xq ď distpνx0,xq ` distppx, νx0q ď }x ´ νx0}ℓ2 ` distpνx0, pxq
“ |}x}ℓ2 ´ ν| ` νdistpx0, px0q

ď 2}x}ℓ2
δ

4
` δ

2
}x}ℓ2 ,

(36)

where the first inequality is from Lemma 1.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 2

In this section, we prove Theorem 2. The proof is separated into three parts. Firstly, we

show that w0 falls into a small constant neighborhood of x0 :“ x{}x}ℓ2 . Secondly, we

show the convergence of the truncated power method. Thirdly, we show the projection

back to Ms gives the desired estimator.
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Proof of Theorem 2. Throughout the proof, we denote k “ s ` 2s1, ρ “ ρpE, kq with

E “ sY ´ E sY 0, Ft “ supppwtq, and we set γ “ 1{4 in (35). Similar to the proof of

Theorem 1, given

m ě Cmaxtps̄xsq1{2 log3 n, s̄xs log n, δ
´2s lognu

for some constant C ą 0 depending only on u, and setting t “ 1
70000

δ in Lemma 4 gives

with probability exceeding 1 ´ n´s ´ 2n´10 ´ 2m´1n´1 ě 1 ´ 5m´1n´1, the following

event holds:

E “
#

|ν2 ´ }x}2ℓ2| ď 3

c
logpmnq

m
}x}2ℓ2, ρ ď 10´4δ}x}2ℓ2, distpw0

0,x
0q2 ď 1

+
. (37)

We shall proceed with the proof conditioning on this event.

Step 1: Estimation of |pw0
0qTx0|. From distpw0

0,x
0q2 ď 1, we obtain |pw0

0qTx0| ě 1{2.

Step 2: Convergence of truncated power method. We prove in this step, starting from

w0
0, the truncated power method will output some w0

tmax
such that distpw0

tmax
,x0q ď δ{2.

We show distpw0
t ,x

0q ď 1 by induction and estimate distpw0
t ,x

0q in terms of

distpw0
t´1,x

0q. The result from Step 1 tells us distpw0
0,x

0q ď 1. Suppose we have

distpw0
t´1,x

0q ď 1. We would like to show distpw0
t ,x

0q ď 1 and give a tight bound of

distpw0
t ,x

0q.
Denote Λ “ Ft´1 Y Ft Y S. Then |Λ| ď 2s1 ` s “ k. recall that wt “

Ts1p sY Λwt´1q{}Ts1p sY Λwt´1q}ℓ2, and Define

rw0
t “ sY Λw

0
t´1{} sY Λw

0
t´1}ℓ2. (38)

Then w0
t “ r rw0

t sFt{}r rw0
t sFt}ℓ2. Let κ be the ratio of the second largest (in absolute

value) to the largest eigenvalue of sY Λ. Then, since S Ă Λ,

κ “ |λ2p sY Λq|
λ1p sY Λq ď |λ2prE sY 0sΛq| ` ρ

λ1prE sY 0sΛq ´ ρ
“ α}x}2ℓ2 ` ρ

β}x}2ℓ2 ´ ρ
ď 0.51,

where the last inequality follows from ρ ď c0}x}ℓ2 and β{α ě 2.

Let x̄0 be a unit eigenvector corresponding to the top eigenvalue of sY Λ and

satisfying px0qT x̄0 ě 0. As a result, distpx0, x̄0q “ }x0 ´ x̄0}ℓ2. Then, since

rw0
t “ sY Λw

0
t´1{} sY Λw

0
t´1}ℓ2, [ [54], Lemma 11] gives

|px̄0qT rw0
t | ě |px̄0qTw0

t´1|
`
1 ` p1 ´ κ2qp1 ´ ppx̄0qTw0

t´1q2q{2
˘

ě |px̄0qTw0
t´1|

`
1 ` 0.369p1 ´ ppx̄0qTw0

t´1q2q
˘
,

which leads to

1 ´ |px̄0qT rw0
t | ď p1 ´ |px̄0qTw0

t´1|q
`
1 ´ 0.369p|px̄0qTw0

t´1| ` |px̄0qTw0
t´1|2q

˘
. (39)
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Since S Ă Λ, it is deducted from Lemma 5 that

}x0 ´ x̄0}2ℓ2 “ distpx̄0,x0q2 ď 2 ´ 2
1c

1 ` 4ρ2

p 3

4
β´αq2}x}4

ℓ2

ď 64ρ2}x}´4
ℓ2

ď 10´6δ2, (40)

where in the last second inequality we used 3
4
β´α ě 1

4
and 1´ 1?

1`t ď t
2
for t ě 0, and in

the last inequality we used ρ}x}´2
ℓ2

ď c0δ and c0 ď 0.0001. Note that distpx0,w0
t´1q ď 1

implies |px0qTw0
t´1| ě 0.5, which further leads to

|px̄0qTw0
t´1| ě |px0qTw0

t´1| ´ |px̄0 ´ x0qTw0
t´1| ě |px0qTw0

t´1| ´ }x̄0 ´ x0}ℓ2}w0
t´1}ℓ2

ě 0.5 ´ 0.001δ ě 0.499,

This plugged into (39) gives

1 ´ |px̄0qT rw0
t | ď 0.724p1 ´ |px̄0qTw0

t´1|q,

which also implies |px̄0qT rw0
t | ě 0.276. Because x̄0, rw0

t ,w
0
t´1 are of unit length, the

inequality above is equivalent to

distpx̄0, rw0
t q ď 0.851 ¨ distpx̄0,w0

t´1q.

Thus, setting u1 “ x0,u2 “ rw0
t ,u3 “ x̄0 and noticing |px0qT rw0

t | ě |px̄0qT rw0
t | ´ }x̄0 ´

x0}ℓ2 ě 0.275 ą 0.001 ą }x̄0 ´ x0}ℓ2, Lemma 1 derives

distpx0, rw0
t q ď distpx̄0, rw0

t q ` distpx̄0,x0q.

Also, since |px̄0qTw0
t´1| ě |px0qTw0

t´1| ´ }x̄0 ´ x0}ℓ2 ě 0.499 ą 0.001 ą }x̄0 ´ x0}ℓ2,
using Lemma 1 again with u1 “ x̄0,u2 “ w0

t´1,u3 “ x0 leads to

distpx̄0,w0
t´1q ď distpx0,w0

t´1q ` distpx0, x̄0q.

The three inequalities above together with (40) imply

distpx0, rw0
t q ď 0.851 ¨ distpx0,w0

t´1q ` 0.002δ. (41)

Also, since we set s1 “ 50s, using [ [54], Lemma 12] and the fact that if a ě b´mintc1, c2u,
then a ě b´ c2, we have

|px0qT r rw0
t sFt| ě |px0qT rw0

t | ´ ps{s1q1{2p1 ` ps{s1q1{2qp1 ´ |px0qT rw0
t |2q

ě |px0qT rw0
t | ´ 0.162p1 ´ |px0qT rw0

t |2q,

from which it follows that

1 ´ |px0qT r rw0
t sFt| ď p1 ´ |px0qT rw0

t |q ` 0.162p1 ` |px0qT rw0
t |qp1 ´ |px0qT rw0

t |q
ď 1.324p1 ´ |px0qT rw0

t |q,



Sparse Phase Retrieval via Truncated Power Method 27

where the last inequality holds since |px0qT rw0
t | ď 1. Recall w0

t “ r rw0
t sFt{}r rw0

t sFt}ℓ2.
Thus,

distpx0,w0
t q “

b
2p1 ´ |px0qTw0

t |q “
b

2p1 ´ |px0qT r rw0
t sFt|{}r rw0

t sFt}ℓ2q

ď
b

2p1 ´ |px0qT r rw0
t sFt |q ď

b
1.324 ¨ 2p1 ´ |px0qT rw0

t |qq
“

?
1.324 ¨ distpx0, rw0

t q ď 0.98 ¨ distpx0,w0
t´1q ` 0.0024δ,

(42)

where in the last inequality we used (41). The above inequality also implies

distpx0,w0
t q ď 1. So, we finish the induction, showing distpx0,w0

t q ď 1 for all t.

Consequently, (42) holds for all t, which gives

distpx0,w0
t q ď 0.98 ¨ distpx0,w0

t´1q ` 0.0024δ

ď 0.982 ¨ distpx0,w0
t´2q ` 0.98 ¨ 0.0024δ ` 0.0024δ

ď ¨ ¨ ¨

ď 0.98t ¨ distpx0,w0
0q ` 0.0024δ

1 ´ 0.98
ď 0.98t ` 0.12δ

Therefore, when t ě tmax :“ logp200δ´1q
logp1{0.98q , we have 0.98

t ď 0.005δ and hence distpw0
t ,x

0q ď
δ
8
.

Step 3: In view of the optimality of px0 as the closest point to w0
tmax

in Ms, we have

}px0 ´ w0
tmax

}ℓ2 ď distpx0,w0
tmax

q.

Using triangle inequality for dist (c.f. Lemma 1),

distppx0
,x0q ď distppx0

,w0
tmax

q ` distpw0
tmax

,x0q
ď }px0 ´ w0

tmax
}ℓ2 ` distpw0

tmax
,x0q

ď 2distpw0
tmax

,x0q ď δ{4.

Now using the same argument as in (36) in the proof of Theorem 1, we show

distppx,xq ď δ}x}ℓ2 under the event E . This finishes the proof of the theorem.

5. Numerical Experiments

This section presents some numerical experiment results of the proposed algorithms and

compares them with other existing initialization methods. For the refinement step, we

use HTP proposed in [11].

Throughout the experiments, the target signal x P R
n is s-sparse with its

support uniformly sampled from all subsets of rns with size s. The non-zero entries

of x are randomly drawn from the mean-0 and variance-1 Gaussian distribution

independently. The sampling vectors taiu are i.i.d. standard Gaussian random vectors.

The measurements are tyiumi“1 with yi “ |aTi x| for i P rms.
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(a) TP, Modified Spectral method, Spectral method, multiple restarted TP (b “ 20), and

multiple restarted Modified Spectral method (b “ 20). Left: Fix s “ 25; Right: Fix s “ 35.

Figure 1: Comparison between TP, Modified Spectral, and Spectral method. In each

setting, we conduct 100 independent instances. For TP and Modified Spectral, we can

use multiple restarts where we set b “ 20.

We compare our methods with the spectral initialization [25]. We shall refer to

the initialization method in [25] as Spectral, Algorithm 2 as Modified Spectral, and

Algorithm 1 as TP. All the tests are run on a laptop with a 2.4 GHz octa-core i9 processor

and 32 GB memory using MATLAB R2020b. Denote the output of the algorithm by

px, and the relative error is defined as

rppx,xq “ }px ´ x}ℓ2
}x}ℓ2

.

In the experiments, we consider an instance to be successful if px satisfies rppx,xq ď 0.001.

In the first experiment, we fix the dimension n “ 1000 and choose s P t25, 35u. For
each s, we vary the sample size m from 100 to 1500. We compare our algorithms with

the spectral method. Since we are only interested in the initialization behavior, we shall

fix the algorithm in the refinement stage to be HTP [11] as described in Algorithm 3.

The results are displayed in Figure 1.

From Figure 1, we can see the TP has overall the best performance. In particular,

when the sample size is insufficient, both Modified Spectral and TP have a higher chance

of recovering the signal. Moreover, in both Modified Spectral and TP, the multiple-

restarted version significantly increases the likelihood of successful recovery. The ability

to insert the multiple-restarted step can be also regarded as an advantage of Modified

Spectral and TP over Spectral. It is also clearly seen from Figure 1 that TP outperforms

Modified Spectral with or without multiple restarts, which is also consistent with our

theoretical result.

In the second experiment, we compare the phase transition of different initialization

methods. Same as in the previous experiment, to have a fair comparison of different

initialization algorithms, we fix the algorithm in the refinement stage to be HTP. We fix

the dimension n “ 1000. We vary the sparsity s from 5 to 60 and the sampling number
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(c) TP + HTP

Figure 2: Phase transition for different algorithms with signal dimension n = 1000. The

successful recovery rates are depicted in different gray levels of the corresponding block.

Black means that the successful recovery rate is 0, white 1, and gray between 0 and 1.
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Figure 3: Phase transition for different multiple-restarted algorithms with signal

dimension n = 1000.
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Figure 4: Differences between the rate of successful recovery.
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m from 100 to 1500. For TP and Modified Spectral, we also implemented their multiple-

restarted versions. The results are shown in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3. We see from the figures

that TP and Modified Spectral have noticeably higher rates of successful recovery than

Spectral. Moreover, multiple restarts can significantly increase the chance of successful

recovery. To illustrate the superiority of TP over the other two methods more clearly, we

plot in Figure 4 the differences in successful recovery rates between TP and Spectral and

between TP and Modified Spectral, respectively. We see that TP has a higher successful

recovery rate than the other two methods, especially when m is on the margin of the

phase transition curve.

6. Conclusion

In this work, we have proposed two initialization algorithms for two-stage non-convex

sparse phase retrieval approaches. While the popular spectral initialization requires

Ωps2 log nq measurements for the desired initialization, the theoretical sample complexity

of our proposed algorithms is only Ωps̄xs lognq unconditionally. Numerical simulations

are provided to verify the sample efficiency of the proposed method.
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