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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 = Q(slogn)
measurements, the widely used spectral initialization in the initialization stage requires
m = Q(s?logn) 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 =
Q(3slogn) measurements, where 5 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 = Q(slogn) 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 & € R" from the system

yi = Kag, )|, i=1,...,m, (1)

where {a;}!", < R" are the sensing vectors and {y;}/; < 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).
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When there is no prior assumption on «, there may be infinitely many possible
solutions to (1) if m < n. To ensure the well-posedness of the problem, an oversampling
(i.e., m > n) technique is applied. It has been shown that m > 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 = {2(n) 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 € R" with underdetermined measurements m < n, a common approach is to exploit
the latent structure of the signal . In many real applications related to signal /imaging
processing, it is well-known that the underlying signal @ 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 & € R™ from the system

yi = [la;, )|, i=1,...,m, subject to |x|, <s, (2)

where |||/, is the number of non-zero entries of & 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 {a;}",. 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], CoOPRAM [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 (slogn).
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 = §(s*logn) 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 ©(S,slogn) under the assumption
2
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stable sparsity of @, and x,;, is the minimum nonzero entry in absolute value of x.

that i, = Q(ﬁHwa), where | - |, denotes the fo-norm for vectors, S, :

However, the assumption on x,;, requires a very small dynamic range of the nonzero
entries of @, which is too stringent to be satisfied in many practical situations. For
example, the assumption on x,,;, 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 {a;}", are not standard Gaussian, a two-stage sampling scheme requiring
only Q(slog(n/s)) 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
Q(5xslogn) 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 s, that 1 < s, < s. So, when x has
only very few significant entries and thus s, = O(1), our algorithm requires only
Q(slog(n)) 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 = Q(slogn) as long as 5, = O(1). Moreover, the truncated power
method has a better theoretical sample complexity than HWF to obtain a d-close initial
| + Z||p,} < O|x|e,,). See Table 1 for a
comparison of theoretical results of different initialization methods. We will demonstrate

guess & (i.e., dist(x,Z) := min{|x — Z|,,,

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., [A];j, [x];) or Roman letters (e.g.,
A;j, ;) to represent the corresponding entries of matrices and vectors. We use A or
[A]7 to denote the sub-matrix of A whose columns and rows are indexed by 7 and xr
the sub-vector of . We denote | - [, the £,-norm for vectors, i.e., |x],, = (2], |xz|p)%
for all 0 < p < 4. The notation |x|,, stands for the number of non-zero entries of x,
and x|, is the largest entry of @ in absolute value. Denote | - |¢ 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 = ©(n?) for some
o € (0,1). The sample complexity is to guarantee a d-close initial guess. Here

S5z = ||7,/Il=|7_ € [1,s] is the stable sparsity of .
Initialization methods ‘ Sample complexity m ‘ Assumptions
Spectral method [14,25, 38, 50] Q07 %s?logn) none [25]
HWF [53] Q6 25,slogn) Tmin = =[],
Modified spectral method (this paper) Q6 25,slogn) none
Truncated power method (this paper) | Q(max{d 2, 5,}slogn) none
and | - | the operator norm of matrices. For any 1 < a < 2, the Orlicz norm of a random

variable is defined by |X|y, := min{K > 0 : Eexp{|X/K|*} < 2}. Throughout,
we use )(-) for asymptotic lower bounds, O(-) for upper bounds, and ©(-) for both
lower and upper bounds, i.e., m = Q(f(s)) means |m/f(s)| = C for some universal
constant C' > 0 when s is sufficiently large and m = O(f(s)) means |m/f(s)| < C’ for
some universal constant ¢’ > 0 when s is sufficiently large, and m = ©(f(s)) means
C" < Im/f(s)| < C" for some universal constants C”,C"” > 0 when s is sufficiently
large.

Let S* = {A € R : AT = A} denote the set of symmetric matrices. For any
A € §", we denote its eigenvalues by Apin(A) = A\(A) < -+ < M(A) = Anax(A),
and we use p(A) to denote the spectral norm of A, i.e., p(A) = max{|\;(A)|, [\.(A)|}.
Also, we define the largest and smallest s-sparse eigenvalue by

Amax (A4, 8) = max wl Aw, Auin(A,s) = min w! Aw,

wER™, [|[w]gy <s,wlle, <1 weR™, |wllgy <s,|wlle, <1

respectively, and

P(A;s) = max{|Amin(A, 5)[, [Amax (A, 5)[}- (3)

We denote Tmax = [€[ e, ¥ = [y1,%2, -+, ym]”, and {e;}7_; is the standard basis vectors
of R™.

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

1o p
Y = p Zyl a;a; (4)
i=1
It is easy to check that, when the measurement vectors a;, i = 1,...,m, are i.i.d.

random Gaussian, the expectation of Y is given by
EY = |z[}, I + 2za”. (5)

So, any principal eigenvector of EY is a multiple of ®. 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 @, 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

Y, Z Y7@ia] Ly /el <u)s (6)

=1

where 0 < [ < 1 < u are the truncation parameters. It can still be shown (see Lemma
3) that any principle eigenvector of EY'y is a multiple of . However, the quantity |z|,,
is not available in the observed data, and one may use

m 1/2
- (%Zﬁ) (7

as an estimation of ||xs, (see Lemma 2). Therefore, instead of Y, we shall use the
empirical estimation Y defined as follows

_ 1 &
Y = EE a, ]l{l< yl/y) u} (8)
i=1

Since truncation leads to bounded random variables, Y has a higher concentration
around its expectation than Y. Thus, an eigenvector of Y with a suitable length gives
a better approximation to  than Y. In this way, we obtain spectral initialization and
its variants for general phase retrieval. It can be shown that m = 2(nlogn) [31, Lemma
5] (resp. m = Q(n) [17, Proposition C.1]) samples are sufficient to guarantee the spectral
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initialization with Y (resp. Y') to obtain a desired initial guess, for general underlying
signal & without sparsity assumption. Spectral methods based on Y and Y 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 @ using an optimal ratio m/n. One way to
achieve this is by applying a preprocessing function I'(y;) to y; and constructing the
matrix Y.I" | T'(yi)a;al instead of using Y or Y. By carefully examining the underlying
statistical models, previous work [30,36] has provided an asymptotic characterization of
spectral initialization, indicating that the preprocessing function I'(y;) 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 . The main idea is to separately estimate the support and non-zeros of
x. If the support S = supp(x) is known or estimated, then E([Y|s) (or its variants such
as E([Y]s)) has s as its principle eigenvectors. Based on this observation, spectral
initialization in existing sparse phase retrieval methods first estimates an index set S as
the support of the initial guess and then sets a rescaled principal eigenvector of [Y]g
(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

|[7, + 227, jes,
[EY];,| = > i e 9)
" ||, JjeS”

Statistically, the diagonal entries on § are larger than those on §¢. Thus, one simply
chooses the set of indices of top-s entries of Y as an estimation S of S, i.e.,

S = {indices of top s elements of [Y] ;; in absolute value}. (10)

However, this approach of estimating S results in a spectral initialization with
sample complexity m = Q(s?logn) [25]. Though this sample complexity is better than
m = Q(nlogn) 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 [EY];; for j € S and j € S§¢ as in the following

1 .
0= 5 (min [EY ]| - maxl[EY 1,1 ) = i o ()

JES JES®

If max; |[EY ];; — [Y'];;| < 70, then, for any j € S and j' € S,

Y151 = [EY ;] = [[EY ];; — [Yj5] = [[EY ]33] — o
[E ]]j |+ = |[EY]]J | + |[EY]]J [Y]j’j’| = |[Y]j’j’|>

AR\

|
|
which together with (10) implies S = S; otherwise, those indices j € S satisfying
[EY];; — [Y];;| > 7o might be missed in S. Therefore, the gap 7 is the tolerance
of the concentration error |[EY];; — [Y];;| for an accurate S and an accurate initial
estimation. The larger gap 7o, the larger tolerance of |[EY];; — [Y];;], and the fewer
samples required. When random Gaussian measurement vectors are used, it can be

shown that 7o in (11) finally leads to the sample complexity m = €(s*logn) 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:

maxw’ (EY)w s.t. |w|, =1, |w|, < s, (12)
w

where Y is the matriz defined in (4).

Proof. Let the support of the variable w in (12) be 7. Then T is a subset of [n]
satisfying |7 < s, and the objective function is rewritten as w” (EY )w = wr[EY |rwr
with w7, = 1. Therefore, (12) is equivalent to

max max v’ [EY]v. (13)
ITISs  vfle,=1
Using the variational property of eigenvalues of symmetric matrices, the optimal value of
the inner maximization is the maximum eigenvalue of [EY |7, which by (4) is |7, +2.
Thus, (12) is further equivalent to

max T + 2.
max |orl?,
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The optimal value of the above optimization is obviously |zs|7, + 2, which is attained
at 7 = S. Since the maximum eigenvalue of [EY]s is simple and the corresponding
eigenvectors are multiples of &g, solutions to (13) are 7 = S and v being multiples of
xs, which eventually implies that solutions to the original problem (12) are multiples
of x. O

Like the spectral method, we replace the expectation in (12) with its truncated
empirical version Y, and we solve the following quadratic maximization problem on the
unit sphere with a sparsity constraint:

max w' Yw, st. |w|, =1, |w|, <s. (14)

Problem (14) aims to find an s-sparse principal eigenvector of Y. It is called a
sparse principal component analysis (sparse PCA) problem and has been studied in
the literature [26, 32,35, 54]. Let xy be v (defined in (7)) times a solution to the
problem (14). Then, it has been shown in [29] that Q(slogn) samples are sufficient
to guarantee x; 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 Q(s?log(n/s)) samples. Therefore, the proposed
algorithm for sparse PCA also faces a statistical-computational trade-off and has a
bottleneck of Q(ss, logn). 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.

2.8.2. 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 Y, by solving (14) without the sparsity
constraint. The iteration is

_ w;
w; = Yw’ w? = .
' T wyg,

(15)

It can be proved that, under mild assumptions, the angle between w; and the principal
eigenspace of Y 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

Ts(w) : keep the top s entries of w in absolute values and set others to be 0,
and generate a sequence {w?};—o; . by

w =T, (Yuw?,), wl=_——

= . (16)
[wee,

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

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

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

2.8.3. Initial w) Provided a proper w, 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 w) is stringent and does not
link directly to the sample complexity. Moreover, the efficiency of the truncated power
method depends on w, and it is challenging to construct a good w?.

To address this, we introduce a new method to produce the initial wj for the
truncated power method in our case. We aim to find a unit vector w) to align with
@ 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 w). Recall that the spectral initialization first
estimates the support of by taking the indices set S of the top s diagonal entries of Y’
(see (9) and (10)) and then use a rescaled eigenvector of [Y ]z to approximate non-zero
entries of . Following [53], instead of the diagonal entries, we use the indices of the s
largest number of entries of Y'ej, in absolute value as S , where jp is the index that Yj;

achieves maximum. Our choice of 3’ is based on the observation that

202 + |x|F,,  J=Jo
[EYej ;| = 2|z 524, 7 € S\{Jo}, (17)
0, jese.

The result in (17) indicates that |[[Ye;,];| is statistically larger at indices j € S than that
at j € 8¢ as long as jo € S (which is proved later in Lemma 6 under mild conditions).
Thus, we use the estimation

S = {indices of top s elements of Yej, in absolute value} (18)

as the support of w). Then, similar to the standard spectral initialization, we set a unit
principle eigenvector of [Y]g as non-zeros of wy.
Compared to the spectral initialization, (18) gives a more accurate S and uses fewer

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

1= 5 (min BV e, ) - max [EY €] ) = o] il
A larger gap v, leads to a smaller sample complexity. As we will show, we can always
find jy such that |z;| > 3[«[., with high probability. When |z, is significantly
larger than minjes |z;|, the gap v depends only linearly on minjegs |x;|, which improves
order-wisely the gap 7o in the original spectral initialization. Therefore, our method for
w) requires order-wisely fewer samples than the original spectral initialization. Indeed,
we will show later that, when |z, is as large as O(|x|,), our method requires only
Q(slogn) samples to produce a good w) for the truncated power method and even for
non-convex sparse phase retrieval algorithms.

2.8.4. Full algorithm of the truncated power method. With the initial wQ, we then
perform the main iteration (16) in the truncated power method. To improve the
accuracy, we slightly increase the sparsity from s to s’ during the main iteration to
search the principal component on slightly larger support. More explicitly, we replace
T in (16) with T . 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 {a;, y;},, the sparsity s, parameter
s, maximum iteration ..

Ji
Set S be the set with top s elements of Ye;, in absolute value.

Form [Y]z and set w} be the top singular vector of the matrix [¥]g of unit length.
fort=1,...,th. do
we = Ts/(l_’wgfl)

'w? = wy/|we,

Compute {Yj;}7_; and set jo = argmax;<j<, Y,

end for

~0
z = T(w] )

Output z = v2” with v 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 Ye;, in absolute
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value was adopted in [53]. However, their theory was established based on some lower
bound assumption on x,;,, 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 {a;, y;}!", the sparsity s.

Compute {Yj;}7_, and set jo = argmaxi<j<, Yjj.

Set S be the set with top s elements of Ye;, in absolute value.

Form [Y]s and set 2° be the top singular vector of the matrix [Y]g of unit length.
Output 2z = v2” with v 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 {a;}, < R™ 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 & that is d-close

to x, i.e., dist(z, &) < | x|, for some universal constant ¢ € (0,1).
212,

To present our result, we recall that the stable sparsity of « is defined by 5, := IR
Lo

and it is clear that s, € [1, s]. 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 = Q (max{6~1(5,5)"?log’ n, 0725, slogn}) Gaussian measurements is guaranteed to
stay in a d-neighborhood of & 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 & € R" be an s-
sparse vector. Let y; = [la;,x)|, i = 1,...,m, be m phaseless measurements of x
without noise, where a; ~ N(0,1,), 1 < i < m. There exist universal constants l, u,
and C > 0 such that: for any § € (0,1), if m = C max{d~"(5,5)"?log®n, 6 25,slogn},
then with probability exceeding 1 — 5m~*n~1, the output of Algorithm 2 with truncation

parameters |, u satisfies dist(x, &) < | x|y, .

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 = (max{(§ws)1/2 log® n, 5,5logn, 5*2slogn}) to produce a d-close
initial estimation by using Algorithm 1.

Theorem 2 (Desired initialization guarantee of Algorithm 1). Let & € R" be a s-sparse
vector. Lety; = |[{a;,x)|,i=1,...,m, be m phaseless measurements of & without noise,
where a; ~ N(0,I,), 1 <i < m. There exist universal constants l, u, and C,C7 > 0
such that: for any § € (0,1), if m > Cmax{(5,5)"/?logn,5,slogn,d 2slogn} then
with probability exceeding 1 — 5m~'n~1, the output of Algorithm 2 with parameters I, u,
s' = Cys, and tya, = O(log(671)) satisfies dist(x, Z) < 0|z, -

If we focus on the regime when s = ©(n?) for some o € (0, 1), then the required
sample size in Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 1 are respectively (6 25,slogn) and
Q(max{5,,0 ?}slogn).  In most non-convex sparse phase retrieval algorithms, the
radius 0 of the local convergence basin in the refinement stage is a small constant
(e.g., for HTP [11], § = %) When 5, > 072, the sample complexity is improved from
Q(62%5,5logn) to Q(5zslogn).  In this case, the improvement by Algorithm 1 is
significant — the coefficient before slogn is reduced from 5725, to 5,. In general,
the coefficient in front of slogn is enhanced from 5,02 to the maximum of 5, and
572, 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 {a;}!", are i.i.d. Gaussian random
and the phaseless measurements {y; = |{a;, x)|}I", are noiseless. Then, Algorithm 3
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is guaranteed to have an exact recovery of x in at most K < O(logm +
log(|||l2/|Zmin])) local refinement iterations with high probability, provided m =
Q(max{(5,5)"/?1log’ n, 5,5 logn, d~2slogn}).

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

Compared to the recovery guarantee in [11, Theorem 2|, which requires m =
Q(62s%log(n)), Corollary 1 indicates that our approach is more sample-efficient. In
particular, when s = ©(n?) for some o € (0, 1) and @ contains only a few large entries in
absolute value so that s, = O(1), the sample complexity of our algorithms is (slogn),
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 {a;,y;},",, step size p > 0 (e.g., = 0.95).
2: // Initialization:
3: Let ®g = T be the initial guess produced by Algorithm 1.
4: // Local refinement updates:
5. for k=0,1,..., K —1 do
6:  zpy1 = Axy, where A = [ay, ..., a,]|"
7. Sk41 = Supp (Ts (fﬁk + nA” (y ©sgn(zi1) — Zk+1)) )
8 @y = arg min i||Ax —y O sgn(zi)|l3

supp () =Sk 41
9: end for

10: Output x.

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

Input Matrix V.Y, A = [ay,...,a,]|", sparsity s, maximum steps for truncated
power method t,,,., restarted number .
Compute {Yj;}7_;.
fortY =1,...,bdo
Set jo be the b'-th largest entry in {Yj;}7_;.
Run TP (Algorithm 1) with Modified Spectral initialization to get &y .
Run HTP with initialization Zy to get axy.
end for
ot

Set by to be the index minimizing |A" (Axy — |y| - sign(Azy))|e,-

Output =z,

min
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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 = ©(n7) for some o € (0, 1). 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 5, > 02 so that the sample
complexity of our truncated power method initialization Algorithm 1ism = (5,slogn)
to produce a d-close approximation to @. In [50], the sample complexity of the spectral
initialization is m = Q(6 2s’log(n)) with an additional assumption ming |z;| >
|x|le,/+/s on the underlying signal. Later, [25] removed the additional assumption on
the minimum entry. Since 5, < s, our Algorithm 1 requires fewer samples than the
spectral initialization. Especially, when there are only very few significant components
in @ such that s, = O(1), the sample complexity of Algorithm 1 is m = Q(slogn),
which is optimal in s and order-wisely better than m = Q(s*log(n)) 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 is m = Q(d 25,5 log(n)) under the assumption that min;es |x;| = ||@|s,/\/s.
On the contrary, Algorithm 1 not only achieves the same order of sample complexity
without any assumption on @, but also improves dependency on ¢ and 5, from §~25, to
max{d~%,5;}. Since ¢ 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 Q(s,slogn), which contains an
additional term §, compared to the unconditionally optimal sample complexity
Q(slogn). 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 e R™*"
as sr(M) := |M|%/| M| Tt is trivial to see sr(M) € [1,r]. Although the degree of
freedom of a rank r matrix is of order O(nr), the required sample size for all existing
non-convex low-rank matrix recovery algorithms is of order O(nr¥) for some k > 2. The
reason is that people usually bound sr(M) 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 5, 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 & 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 « 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, Y, and Y, are defined in (4), (8), and (6) respectively. Then from Lemma 3,
we have EY g = (8 — a)zz” + allz|} I, where 8 = Eg*lucig<u, @ = Eg*Liugigi<us
and g ~ N(0,1). It can be easily verified there exist universal constants v > 1 and
[ = 0 such that f/a = 2, a = 1/2 (for example, if we set u = 10,1 = 1/2, then
B~ 2.995 a ~ 0.969). We shall proceed with the proofs under this choice of u,l. We
define a matrix

E =Y —EY,.

We denote ° = x/|x|,, 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 u; € R" fori=1,2,3, then
dist(wq, ug) < dist(wy, u3) + dist(ug, us3).
Proof. Denote 013 := arg minge(41y |u1 — uslls,. Then using triangle inequality,

diSt(’U,l, ’U,z) = orelgri} H’U,l — O"UIQHgQ < UIer{lliIi} [H’Uq — 0'173’11,3”(2 + H0'173’U,3 — O-UQHZ2:|
= dist(uy, u3) + H{l}g} |ug — o1 30us s, = dist(uy, ug) + dist(ug, us).
ogE{T

And this finishes the proof. 0

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

Lemma 2. With probability exceeding 1 — 2, v := (L Zzlyf)m has the following

mn’ m
concentration:

log(mn)

v* — [z, <3 |z,

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

IP’(|;/2 2] < 3max{«/t/m,t/m} |m|§2) > 12",

Now setting ¢ = log(mn) and we get the desired result. O
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Lemma 3. Let y = [{a,x)| fora ~ N(0,1,). For any as = oy = 0, we have

Ey*aa’ - L, je|, <y<aslals,) = (4 = 12)@x" + |2[7,7210,
where v, = EgFliy, <jgl<asy for k € {2,4} and g ~ N(0,1).
Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume |x|,, = 1. Let g = {a,x), then

g ~ N(0,1). And the covariance between a; and g is

Cov(a;,g) = Ea;g — Ea;Eg = Ea; Z a;r; = ;.

J=1

Therefore we may write a; as a; = x;g +t; for some t; ~ N(0,1—z?) that is independent
of g. Now we first compute the expectations of diagonal entries. For any i € [n],

Ey*a; Lo o)y, <y<aslele,) = BG° (29 +1:)° - Lia<lgl<an)
= (27Eg* + Et’Eg?) - L{a, <|g|<as}
= 2771+ (1= 27) 7.

As for the off-diagonal entries, for any i # j € [n], we have

Ey?aia; 1o, jaf,, <y<aslale,} = BY°(Tig + t:)(2;9 + ) - Lias<lgl<an)

= T;T;Y4 — TiT;jY2,

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that Et;t; = E(a; — z;9)(a; — x;9) =
—z;z;. And we conclude Ey?aa’ 1y, <y<asy = (74 — 1)z’ + 7ol
U

Next, we would like to bound the quantity p(E,s), 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=° — %,

constant C' > 0 such that

for any t > 0, there exists absolute

p(E,s) < Tt|z|G,

holds as long as m = C's lognmax{?—;l, “72}

Proof. We decompose E as

E=Y-Y,+Y,-EY,.
—_—— —/

E1 E2

We first consider p(Eq,s). Recall

m

1 2 T
E, = m Eyi a;a; <]]'{l’/<yi<w/} - ﬂ{llmegsyisuwIZQ})-

i=1
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Consider the event

] 1/2
£ = {(1 —co)|xle, <v < (14 )|, where ¢g = 3<M) }

m

From Lemma 2, we see £ holds with probability exceeding 1 — m— Then under &, we

have
Liw<y,<ury — Ltafo, <yi<ulels,}
< L —co) @l e, <i<ui-+eo)ele,} — Lit|o)e, <yi<ulzley}
_ 1a if Yi € [l(l - CO)H:EH@’ leHb] U [uHmew u(l + CO)HZBH&]’
0, otherwise,
and
Lv<yi<uwry — L), <yi<ulz)oy}
= L +co)@le, <yi<u(i—co)lele,} — L{t|@le, <yi<ulele,}
_ —1, if y; € [ll|fle,, (1 + co)|]e,] U [u(l — co)|x|e,, u|z]e,],
0, otherwise.
Therefore

‘l{lmyiw} = Lty <vi<ulaley}| S Lg-co)lele, <vistreo) el } T Liu—co)lale, <yi<u(i+eo)lley}-
(19)

Denote the set of normalized s-sparse vectors in R™ by T? = {w € R" : |w|,, =

1, |w|e < s}. Then for all § € (0,1/2), there exists a set Ny such that for all w e T7,

there exists W € N, supp(w) = supp(w) and |w—w|,, < § and [Nj| < (7)(2)* < (32)°
[29]. Then from the definition of p(E\, s), we see

1 m
T 24
m Z y;a <]1{lv<yz <ur} — Ltjal, <yz<UIm|z2}> 'w‘

< max — Z yi ( w’ a;) (]1{1(1—60)wz2<yi<l(1+00)|w|eg} + ]1{U(1—00)|w|42<yi<U(1+00)|w|42}>’

we']T"

p(Eq,s) = max |w

weTy

where the last inequality follows form (19). Denote

A = Zyzaa Lit(1—co)lale, <yi<i(i+co)lel ey}
=1

Ay = —Zyl @] (1 o)), <ys<u(i-teo) ey}
=1

We first consider

p1 := max wl Aw.
weT?
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Since A is SPD, p; is larger than or equal to the largest eigenvalue of any s x s principal
sub-matrix of Ay Suppose p; = wi Aw, for some wy € T?. From the definition of N,
there exists w € N, such that supp(wy) = supp(w) and |[w — wylle, < 9, then

wi Ajwy = (w — wo)T Ajw + wl A(w — wp) + wh Ayw < 26p; + wh Ayw.
This implies

pr < (1—26)"" max w’ A w. (20)

we/\/5
Now for any w € N, we consider w? Aw. Denote
T2 T
Zi = W (Y; 0505 L{i(1—co)|@ o, <yi<i(1+co)|@]oy} ) W-
Then w” Ajw = % 221 Z;. Then there exists some absolute constant C'; > 0,
202
| Zilly, < C1l7[]z,.
Using the centering of 1)1 norm [46, Exercise 2.7.10], we see
|2 = EZi]y, < Col? |27,

Here EZ; = (y4 — 72)(w'®)? + %l z|f, < vlzlf, with v = Eg"Lia-co)<ig<iiren for
g~ N(0,1) from Lemma 3. And

l(1+co) 1 1
Yy = QJ — Pt < Cy M. (21)
I(1—co) V2T m

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

Ly . mtz mt
IP(E Z Zi = tHfL‘H?g + 74|£B|§2) < exp(—c; mm{l—4, l_2})
i=1

Taking union bound over all w € N;, we see with probability exceeding 1 —

(352)* exp(—cy min{ 55, ),
log(mn)
maxw’ Ayw < tfa]f, + 2]y, < (Cs\|——— + 1)z,

we/\/5

where the last inequality is from (21). By setting § = 1/2, together with (20), we obtain

with probability exceeding 1 — (36ens™1)% exp(—c; min ”}—f, T,

log(mn
o < 2005y 2B g2 (22)

m

Similarly we can show ps := maxyern w? Ayw has the following upper bound

log(mn
oo < 205y 2B )2 (23)

m
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with probability exceeding 1 — (36ens™!)* exp(—c, min{Z: = 1), And (22), (23) imply

log(mn)

p(El, 8) < 4(03 m

+ 1) 2|7,

Next we consider p(FEs, s). Recall

1 & i
B, = m Z (y?aiaiT]l{lwegswsumZQ} — IEYO),

i=1

From the definition, p(E5,s) is the largest operator norm of any s x s principal sub-
matrix of F,, and thus
p(Ey, s) = max 2" Eyy.
HZ|\€27”?JHZ2<1
Izlleq lyleq<s
supp(z)=supp(y)
Let p(EZ’S) = ZoE2y0 for some HzOH@’HyOH& < 1’Hz0H€07HyOHf0 < s. Then from
the definition of Nj, there exists z,y € N; s.t. |z — zolle, [y — yole, < 6 and

supp(z) = supp(y) = supp(zg). Moreover,
p(Ey, s) = 2l Eyyy = (20 — 2) Eyyy + 2" Ey(y, —y) + 20 Eyy < 20p(Es, s) + 2" Eyy.

Therefore,
p(Ey,s) < (1-20)""- max 2'E,y.

2z,YeNs
supp(z)=supp(y)

Now for any (z,¥y) € Ns x N5, we provide the upper bound of 2z E4y as follows. Denote
Y, = zT(inIL{l”m”Qgyigu”mnh}a,ﬂf —~EY )y, and then 2" Eoy = £ 37" Y;. Then we have

YVillor < Ca[Ltete, cvutety 9= aialy| < Cou?|a?,

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

C(mt? mt
]P)( TE2y tHwa) < exp <—C2 mln{F, ?}) .

By taking union bound and setting 0 = 1/4, we obtain that, with probability at
), it holds p(EQ, ) 2t|x|7,. Putting everything

together, we conclude as long as m = Cgslogn max{% t2 - } with probability exceeding

l—-n>—-2%

mn’

least 1 — (28¢2)2 exp(—cy min u4 ,

log(mn)

p(E,s) < p(Er,5) + p(Ba,s) < (Cs + 6t)| 7, < 7t

O

Recall Yo = = 37", yPaia] Ty<(y,/ja|,,)<u has expectation EYq = (6 — a)za” +
afz|7,I. Now we can bound the second-to-largest eigenvalue in absolute value of a
sub-matrix Y, using the following lemma.
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Lemma 5. Let A < [n] be such that An'S # &, |A| = k, and |[x°]s]e, = ?, where
2’ = x/|x|s. Let To be an eigenvector of unit length corresponding to the largest

eigenvalue of Y . If p(E, k) < (38 — a)|z|?,, then we have
SN
4p%(E k)
\/ 1+ Gwrien,

Proof. Recall E = Y — EY . Denote A the largest eigenvalue of Y,. From Weyl’s
inequality [23, Theorem 4.3.1], we have

dist (@, [£7]2)? < [[2°]a]7, + 1 -2

A=M(Ya) = M(EY oJa) + M(En) = (8 = a)|zalF, + al|Z, — p(E, k)
>

Blaalz, — p(E, k) = Bl[°]al7 |27, — p(E, k)

3

where the last inequality holds since [[x°]z],, = ? and \,(Ex) = —p(E,k) by
definition. Similarly, we have for all j > 2,

MY )| < INEY o]a)| + p(E k) < alzlZ, + p(E, k). (25)

Notice |Zalle, = 1 but ||[[£°]ale, < 1. Now we write &5 = c1[x°]s/[[x°]a] e, + coz With
([2°]a) 2 =0, ||z]s, = 1 and ¢ + ¢2 = 1. As a quick consequence, supp(z) = A. Then
we have

j\cl[wo],\/H[:cO]AHgg + ;\CQZ = S\@A = ?AfiA = Cl?A[IDO]A/H[ZEO]AHb + CQ?AZ.
By taking the inner product with z, we obtain
Ay = 12T Y a[2O]a/||[x%]a]le, + 22" Y a2,

Since [2°], is the eigenvector of [EY o]a, we have 2T [EY o]a[2°]4 = 0. This leads to

&) = | 2 ((EY o]s + Ea)[2"]al/[[°]alle, - ERNER NN
A= 2TY 52| A —2TY 52|

=t

Since supp(z) = A, we have |27 Ex[x"]A|/|[2°]alle, < p(E, k). Moreover, since z is
perpendicular to [x°], which corresponds to the largest eigenvalue of Y, we have
from (25)

127V z2| < max Ni(Ya) < alz|;, + p(E. k).

So we have from (24) together with p(E, k) < (38 — o)||z|7,,

pER) _ 2p(E.k)

t<— < -
A=Yzl (58 - )|z,
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Then, we have 1 = ¢} + ¢3 < (1 4 t?)c}, which implies ¢ > - m tQ Now, without loss
of generality, we assume ¢; > 0. So,

I[°]a = 2al7, = I=°1al7, + 1= 2([2°]a) 2 = |[2°]al7, + 1 = 2c1[[2"]a]le,
07 (2 NIESNA
<l +1-2- 0
Finally, we plug the upper bound for ¢t and get the desired result. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1

We are ready to prove Theorem 1. We organize the proof into three parts. Firstly, we
show jo chosen in Algorithm 2 satisfies |2} | > m Secondly, we show that [|[x%] 5],
is sufficient large, meaning that S captures the indlces of  with largest absolute values.
Lastly, we put everything together.

Step 1: Estimating |29 |. We start with the estimation of |29 |.

Lemma 6. If the sample size m satisfies m > CH:UOHZ; logn for some absolute constant
C > 0, then, with probability exceeding 1 —O(n~1%), jo defined by jo = arg max;<j<, Yjj

|2°] e

satisfies |19 | =

. Then [50, Lemma 1] implies that, for

Proof. Let j* € [n] be satisfying 20| =

any €; > 0, with probability exceeding 1 — exp( 1922)
Virjel®|? = 1+ 227, — e (26)
On the other hand, we consider the set S; := {j € [n] : [z} < %} By

using [50, Lemma 1l and taking union bound, we have that, with probability at least
1—(n—1)exp(—1g3),

192
_ | .
Viile|,? < 1+T+ 2, YjeSu. (27)
0
Now combine (26) and (27) and set €, = €, = | Heoo . Then, with probability exceeding
mllz0 4
1 —nexp(— “76?!“’0 )y Yigjo = Y« > Y, for all j € S, which implies jo ¢ S;. O

Step 2: Estimating |[x°]g]e,. For any v € (0, 1], we define S := {z €S: |:1:0| <3 } and
2 2

8§ = 8\S7. Then |[2%]5-[7, < s = I and [[2°]s: 7, > 1 - % > 7,

Lemma 6 implies |:L‘ | > 2—\1/5 \[ with high probability, and thus Jo € 3+ The

following lemma shows that SI < S with high probability, where S is defined in (18).
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Lemma 7. Assume the number m of samples satisfies
> Cmax{y ™ '[«"],}/slog’ n, 7|2, 2s log n}

for some absolute constant C' > 0. Then, with probability exceeding 1 — O(n~1), S
chosen in Algorithms 1 and 2 satisfies ST < S.

Proof. Tt suffices to show

min |[¥e;p];| > max |[Yej ;- (28)

jES

To this end, we need to bound the expectation |[EYej ];| and the concentration
[Yej,]; — [EY ej, ;| for all j € S and j e S°.
To bound the expectation, we recall |[EY e, ];| given in (17). Then, tor j € ST,

the definition of S gives [[EY e ];| = M This together with Lemma 6 implies

Y
[EYe,], >

o . +
N VijeS] (29)

with high probability.
For the concentration, we decompose [Ye;,|; = %ZZI yiaai, =: - = > Zija
% >0 Zijo, where
2 2

Zij1 =Y; a’ijaijo]l{max{\yivaHgQ7|aij|7|aij0|}<«/44log7n}7 Zijo = Y; QijQijo — ZLij1-
Thus, we have |Z;;| < (44logn)?®|x|7, and

1o o0 _ L 105, .,
WZV&I(ZZ‘jl < ZEyZ z] l]o < EZ E 8 Eaf‘jafjo < WH HZQ-
i=1 i=1

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

1m
(2
ml

V|2, =2,

V] s | o 256
M (Zija —EZy)| = = ) < gexp | - s
K Y - 16\/§ = 2(%“'@”2}2 442 log nH H2 Ylzlleo HmHeg)

- 48+/s

(30)
Therefore, as long as m > Cmax{y~ IH:BH&H:BHZOO\/Elog n, "y QH:BHZQH:EHZ slogn} for
some absolute constant C' > 0, we have |= Y™ (Z;1 — EZ;;1)| < % with

probability more than 1 — O(n~!). Moreover, we have

( ZZW) <

<

4 2 2
(ylalj“uoﬂ{max{\yu/uwnh7|a1j|7|a1j0\}zmlogn})

A/ Ey?allljazlljo ' ]PI/Q (maX{|y1|/HwH€27 |a1j|7 |a1j0|} =Y 44 log n)
_ASVIOOL 1y
m

S|- SIH

], :
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where the second inequality is from the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, and the third
inequality follows the fact that |yi|/|xe,,|a1;],|a1;,| are all the absolute value of
Gaussian random variables. From Chebyshev’s inequality, we see

p< v|w|zw|m|@) P

< —11 1
o e <o, (@)
where the last inequality holds as long as m > Cy~*|z|7 |||, ”s. Putting (30) and (31)

V2 ll7,, Il

1 m
- TR A >
m ;( Jy2 J,2)

Lo Lo

together and taking a union bound over all j € [n], we get that, with probability at
least 1 — O(n~ 1Y),

plEA (e T,
[Yejl; — [EY e ];] < TQ,

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

Y j e [n]. (32)

3ylzfe, 2],

[Yejlil = |[EYejl;| — [Yejl; — [EYej];] = 85 Vjes).
Moreover, it follows from (17) and (32) that
Ve f[2]e, e
[Yejolil < [[EYejl;l +|[Yejl; — [EYej];| < sys 0 € Se.
s
These two inequalities lead to (28), which concludes the proof. O

Step 3: Putting everything together. Now we estimate dist(Z, ) and prove Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. For simplicity, we denote p = p(E, s). Also recall we would like to

obtain some Z such that |Z — s, < d||@|s,. To proceed, we choose ¢ = ;2= in Lemma 4
and 7 = ¢ in Lemma 7. Notice |2°]r, = |®|o, /|®|e, = 557>, By applying Lemma 2,

Lemma 4, Lemma 6, and Lemma 7, we obtain that: as long as
m = C max{6~!(5,5)%log®n, 6 25,5 logn}

for some C' > 0 depending only on u, with probability at least 1 — n=° — 2n~10 —
2m~n7t > 1 —5m~'n~!, it holds that

p<Ttzli, joeSy =S, [V —x|i,| < dlxli, (33)

We first estimate dist(z°, 2°)2 under (33). Since &, in Algorithm 2 is supported
only on S,

dist(z%, 2°)? = dist(2°, [2°] )% + | [=°] 5.2, (34)

From S < S in (33) and the definition of Sy, it follows that [[2%]5.[7, < [[2°]s-[7, <

%2. It remains to estimate dist(z”, [x°]5)?. To this end, we apply Lemma 5 with A = S

and k = s. Since d € (0,1), we have |[°]5]7, =1 — |[z"]z.]7, = 1 — “/742 =1-2> V£
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Moreover, due to the assumptions /o > 2 and « > 1/2, it holds that %6 —a =
(%g — 1) > 1, which together with the bound of p in (33) implies p < 1(38 — )| z|?,.
Therefore, Lemma 5 gives

("] 5le.

12(Bk)
\/ L+ Goarier,

dist(z°, [2°]5)* < [[2°]5]7, + 1 — 2

2 1-x
(A0 107 \2 ! 7 !
dist(z", [2°]5)° < max{2—2 22— — =2
14+ 422 4 1+ —4L
(38—, (18-l
2
8p? v - }
< max 2= — =2
e e Q— -
2
(38—a)?||}
L wt S 8 +
(38— a)lzlj, +4p> 4 (38— a)Pxli, +4p> 4
8p” 7’ 2t )
< T—1—— + — < 1280z + -,
wlzli, +4p* 4 o

where in the first inequality of the fourth line we have used % b —a = i, and in the

second inequality we have used 1 — ﬁ < ;47 for all y > 0. Combining it with (34),
and recall we set v = g, t = §/448, we get
2
dist(2°, 2°)* < — + 1280%|z|;* < +* = §°/16, (35)

2

where we have used the bound of p in (33).
Finally, since we have defined & = v2” and 2° = x/|z|,,, combining (35) and the
bound of v in (33) gives

dist(Z, x) < dist(va®, z) + dist(Z, vx?) < ||x — vx?|,, + dist(vz’, Z)

= ||x|e, — v| + z/dist(mo,a?:o) (36)

o 9
< 2ele ] + Sl

where the first inequality is from Lemma 1. O

4.83. Proof of Theorem 2

In this section, we prove Theorem 2. The proof is separated into three parts. Firstly, we
show that wy falls into a small constant neighborhood of ° := x/|x|,,. Secondly, we
show the convergence of the truncated power method. Thirdly, we show the projection
back to Mg gives the desired estimator.
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Proof of Theorem 2. Throughout the proof, we denote k = s+ 2s', p = p(E, k) with
E =Y —EY,, F, = supp(w;), and we set v = 1/4 in (35). Similar to the proof of
Theorem 1, given

m > C max{(5,5)"*log® n, 5,5 logn, 6 2slogn}
1

70000
with probability exceeding 1 —n=° —2n71% —2m~In=! > 1 — 5m~'n~!, the following

for some constant C' > 0 depending only on u, and setting ¢ = 0 in Lemma 4 gives

event holds:

log(mmn)

s={|u2—|m|z|<3 22, p<107%5]a|, dist(wg,m°>2<1}. (37)

We shall proceed with the proof conditioning on this event.
Step 1: Estimation of |(w))Txo|. From dist(w), %) < 1, we obtain |(w))Txo| = 1/2.

Step 2: Convergence of truncated power method. We prove in this step, starting from
w)), the truncated power method will output some w? such that dist(w} %) <4/2.

We show dist(wy,2°) < 1 by induction and estimate dist(w?, ") in terms of
dist(w? |, 2%). The result from Step 1 tells us dist(w), %) < 1. Suppose we have
dist(w?)_;, 2% < 1. We would like to show dist(w?, %) < 1 and give a tight bound of
dist(w?, ).

Denote A = F, ;1 U F, uS. Then |A] < 25 + s = k. recall that w;, =
To(Y aw_1)/| T (Y yw;_1)|e,, and Define

W, = Y yw)_y/[Y awi_y e, (38)

Then w? = [@)]5/|[®@}]F |- Let & be the ratio of the second largest (in absolute
value) to the largest eigenvalue of Y'5. Then, since S < A,

_ Pl _ Pe([EY o)) +p _ al=]z, +p

V1< _ — <051,
A(Ya) MEYo]a) —p  Blxl7, —»

where the last inequality follows from p < ¢o|x|,, and 8/a = 2.

Let ° be a unit eigenvector corresponding to the top eigenvalue of Y, and
satisfying (x°)T2° > 0. As a result, dist(z®,2°) = |z° — 2°|,,. Then, since
W) =Y w? /| aw? |, [ [54], Lemma 11] gives
(@°) iy |(1+ (1= #%)(1 — ((&°) w,_1)*)/2)

(@) iy | (1 +0.369(1 — ((&") w_,)*)),

which leads to

L (@) @] < (1 —[(@") wi_, ) (1~ 0.369(| (&) Twi_y | + |(&°)Twi_,[*).  (39)
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Since § < A, it is deducted from Lemma 5 that

1
|2 — 2°|7, = dist(z’, 2°)* <2 -2 < 64p% x|, <107%%,  (40)

4p?
\/ 1+ Grmarien,

where in the last second inequality we used % 3—a > and 1— \/—— < t fort = 0, and in

the last inequality we used p|z||,,* < ¢y and ¢o < 0. 0001 Note that dlst(:c w) ) <1
implies |(2%)Tw? || = 0.5, which further leads to

(%) w, | = (@ — ) iy | = |(2") wi | — [ 2" — 2" |wi_y e,
0.5 — 0.0015 > 0.499,

(&%) wp_y| =
>

This plugged into (39) gives
1= |(@)"w)| < 0.724(1 — [(2°) "wi_y ),

which also implies |(2°)7®@!| > 0.276. Because Z° @), w) , are of unit length, the
inequality above is equivalent to

dist(z°, w)) < 0.851 - dist(z", w? ;).

Thus, setting u; = x°, uy = W;, us = &° and noticing |(x°)Tw)| > |(z°) w}| — |z° —
%, = 0.275 > 0.001 > ||2° — x||;,, Lemma 1 derives

dist(2°, @;) < dist(z°, w;) + dist(z°, 2°).

Also, since |(@%) w}_,| > (&%) w]_,| — [2° — 2%, = 0.499 > 0.001 > [z° — 2],
using Lemma 1 again with u; = 2% uy = w? |, u3 = 2° leads to

dist(z", w? ) < dist(z°, w) ) + dist(x, 2°).
The three inequalities above together with (40) imply
dist (2°, wY) < 0.851 - dist(x®, w?_,) + 0.0026. (41)

Also, since we set s’ = 50s, using [ [54], Lemma 12] and the fact that if a = b—min{cy, co},
then a = b — ¢y, we have

(wO)T’w? (s/8)2(1+ (s/5) %) (1 = |(=°) T} )
()" ;| — 0.162(1 — |(2") @y ),

from which it follows that

L |(@)T[@;]r] < (1 |(2)T@}]) + 0.162(1 + |(2”) @, |)(1 — |(2°) @, )
1

324(1 - | (@) @),
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where the last inequality holds since |(2°)7@}| < 1. Recall w? = [@}]s /|[W}]% |-
Thus,

dist(a”, ) x&lwwwwt ¢mfww (@111 /1[5 )

< /201 (@) @] ) < /1324 2(1 — |(2")"@!])) (42)
= 1/1.324 - dist(z°, ~) 0.98 - dist(x”, w? ;) + 0.00244,

where in the last inequality we used (41). The above inequality also implies
dist(x®, wY) < 1. So, we finish the induction, showing dist(z? w?) < 1 for all ¢.
Consequently, (42) holds for all ¢, which gives

dist(z", w) 98 - dist(x®, w? ;) + 0.00246

<0.
< 0.98” - dist(a®, w?_,) + 0.98 - 0.00246 + 0.00244
<-

0.00240
< 0.98" - dist(z°, w)) + T 008 S 0.98" + 0.126

Therefore, when ¢ > .y 1= %, we have 0.98" < 0.0058 and hence dist(w?, ") <
5

5
Step 3: In view of the optimality of Z° as the closest point to 'w?max in M, we have

8° —w? i, < dist(a?,w), )

tmax /"

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

dist(z, 2°) < dist(z”, w? ) + dist(w?  x°)
< H:I: — 'wtm(Hg2 + dlSt(’l.Ut ,z?)
<

2dist(wy, , x%) < §/4.

Now using the same argument as in (36) in the proof of Theorem 1, we show
dist(z, ) < | x|, under the event . This finishes the proof of the theorem. O

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 & € R™ is s-sparse with its
support uniformly sampled from all subsets of [n] with size s. The non-zero entries
of « are randomly drawn from the mean-0 and variance-1 Gaussian distribution
independently. The sampling vectors {a;} are i.i.d. standard Gaussian random vectors.
The measurements are {y;}™, with y; = |a! x| for i € [m].
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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 19 processor
and 32 GB memory using MATLAB R2020b. Denote the output of the algorithm by
Z, and the relative error is defined as

. [a-al.
@) = Tl

In the experiments, we consider an instance to be successful if Z satisfies 7(Z, ) < 0.001.

In the first experiment, we fix the dimension n = 1000 and choose s € {25, 35}. 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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300 600 900 1200 1500 300 600 900 1200 1500 300 600 900 1200 1500

(a) Spectral + HTP (b) Modified Spectral + HTP (¢) 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.

300 600 900 1200 1500 300 600 900 1200 1500

(a) TP + HTP with MR (b) Modified Spectral + HTP
with MR

Figure 3: Phase transition for different multiple-restarted algorithms with signal
dimension n = 1000.
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(a) TP and Spectral (b) TP and Modified Spectral (c) TP and Modified Spectral,
both with MR

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
Q(s*log n) measurements for the desired initialization, the theoretical sample complexity
of our proposed algorithms is only 2(5,slogn) unconditionally. Numerical simulations
are provided to verify the sample efficiency of the proposed method.
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