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Abstract

This paper introduces a novel framework called Mode-wise Principal Subspace Pursuit
(MOP-UP) to extract hidden variations in both the row and column dimensions for matrix
data. To enhance the understanding of the framework, we introduce a class of matrix-
variate spiked covariance models that serve as inspiration for the development of the MOP-UP
algorithm. The MOP-UP algorithm consists of two steps: Average Subspace Capture (ASC)
and Alternating Projection (AP). These steps are specifically designed to capture the row-wise
and column-wise dimension-reduced subspaces which contain the most informative features
of the data. ASC utilizes a novel average projection operator as initialization and achieves
exact recovery in the noiseless setting. We analyze the convergence and non-asymptotic error
bounds of MOP-UP, introducing a blockwise matrix eigenvalue perturbation bound that proves
the desired bound, where classic perturbation bounds fail. The effectiveness and practical
merits of the proposed framework are demonstrated through experiments on both simulated

and real datasets. Lastly, we discuss generalizations of our approach to higher-order data.
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1 Introduction

In modern scientific applications, data are often observed in the form of multiple matrices or
tensors that pertain to different subjects from a certain population. For instance, longitudinal
gene expression data consist of a matrix of gene expression levels across time for each subject
(Liu et al., 2017); MRI imaging data contain one order-3 tensor image for each patient (Zhou
et al., 2013); multilayer network can be represented by an order-3 tensor, where each layer
(i.e., a matrix) represents one network (Jing et al., 2021); m-uniform hypergraph is typically
viewed as an order-m tensor, whose entries denote all hyper-edges (Zhen & Wang, 2022); atomic-
resolution 4D scanning transmission electron microscopy data can be expressed as an order-3
tensor with two models denoting scan location and the other denoting the convergent beam
electron diffraction pattern (Zhang et al., 2020). Combining information from all subjects results
in a high-order tensor with subject independence along one mode and some covariance structure

along the other modes that represent the relationship among the measured covariates.

Principal Component Analysis (PCA) is a widely accepted method for analyzing data con-
sisting of vectors associated with individual subjects. Its primary objective is to identify a
lower-dimensional subspace within the feature domain that captures the majority of data vari-
ance (Pearson, 1901). PCA is a reliable technique for reducing the dimensionality of data.
Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) is an efficient approach commonly used to compute PCA.

However, when the dataset is in the form of a series of matrices, PCA encounters challenges.

In the literature, the tensor SVD framework (also known as tensor PCA in the machine
learning and information theory community) is discussed (Richard & Montanari, 2014; Zhang
& Xia, 2018; Wang & Li, 2020; Zhou et al., 2022; Han et al., 2022b). This framework revolves
around a signal-plus-noise model: Y = X + Z, where X represents a mean tensor with certain
low-complexity structures (e.g., CP, Tucker, tubal, tensor-train low-rank, etc.), and Z denotes
mean-zero random observational noise. The goal of tensor SVD (or tensor PCA) is to efficiently
extract X from Y. However, this approach is not suitable for analyzing high-order covariance
structures of tensor data due to several reasons. First, most mean-based SVD methodologies
assume that the dataset has some tensor low rankness, but this assumption may not always hold

true. Second, tensor SVD or low-rank tensor factorization primarily focuses on the mean struc-



ture of the data tensor, simplifying the problem to a significantly lower number of parameters
compared to the covariance structure. To fix ideas, consider for instance repeated observations
of matrix data. While n i.i.d. copies of p-by-p matrix result in a data tensor with np? entries,
the associated covariance tensor includes p? entries. Most importantly, tensor SVD or low-rank
tensor factorization (Kolda & Bader, 2009; Zhang & Xia, 2018) may not fit for treating the
data tensor as information obtained from independent replicates of a certain population. Conse-
quently, achieving good performance in covariance tensor statistical inference using mean-based

models cannot be expected.

Since the direct analysis of the covariance tensor of p-by-p observational data matrices in-
volves p* parameters and is typically difficult in high-dimensional settings, a number of simplified
covariance tensor structures were introduced, including the (approximate) Kronecker product
distribution (see, e.g., Dawid (1981); Dutilleul (1999); Yin & Li (2012); Tsiligkaridis & Hero
(2013); Zhou (2014); Chen & Liu (2015); Hoff (2015); Ding & Cook (2017); Hoff et al. (2022)):

Y=Y10®%, ile, Zgm= 1) (X2)j,
and Kronecker sum distribution (Greenewald et al., 2013, 2017):
Y=10% 1= 1) @Y+ X1 ® 1y, e, Zjgm = (C1)aly=n+(E2)jly=ky 55k 1=1,...,p.

These models simplify the entire covariance tensor into two matrices 31 and Yo, which greatly
streamline subsequent analysis. Nevertheless, these tensor-to-matrix simplifications can impose
certain limitations. Additionally, the simplified covariance tensor fails to discern the direction
of covariates with higher variances, unlike the vector-based principal component analysis (PCA)
technique. As a consequence, the existing literature does not provide a direct equivalent of PCA

specifically designed for tensor data. Therefore, there is a disparity in the current research.

To address this disparity, this paper aims to introduce a novel framework for dimension re-
duction in a series of matrix data, referred to as Mode-wise Principal Subspace Pursuit (MOP-UP).
The primary objective of MOP-UP is to extract concealed variations in both the row and column
dimensions of data matrices. Specifically, for a collection of matrix data with a shared dimension,
denoted as X1, ..., X, € RP1*P2 we aim to identify the common column and row subspaces rep-

resented by semi-orthogonal matrices', U € RP1*" and V € RP2X"2_ respectively. The objective

LA semi-orthogonal matrix is defined as a matrix with orthonormal columns.



is to approximate the following decomposition for each matrix X;:
X;~M+UA; + BV, (1)

where ¢ ranges from 1 to n and A; and B; are score matrices that vary across the indices.
Intuitively, the decomposition (1) captures the row-wise and column-wise dimension-reduced
subspaces, denoted by U and V respectively, which encompass the majority of the informative

features present in Xj.

1.1 Matrix Spiked Covariance Models and Higher-order Generalizations

To establish a statistical foundation for the MOP-UP framework and to serve as a source of
inspiration for algorithmic and theoretical development, it is beneficial to review the conventional
probabilistic PCA model (Tipping & Bishop, 1999) before delving deeper. Suppose z1,...,Z,
are a series of p-dimensional i.i.d. observations with mean vector u and covariance matrix 3.
The goal of PCA is to seek a few loading vectors that explain most of the variance in data

through the following decomposition,

.
xi:u+UaiT+Zi:u+ZUjaij+zi. (2)

j=1
Here U = [uq,...,u,] € RP*" is a set of fixed and uniform orthogonal vectors for all observations,
a;1,- - -, ai are random values, z; represents the noise. Particularly, U and a are often referred to

as “loading” and “principal component (PC) scores” in the literature. To theoretically analyze
the performance of PCA, the following spiked covariance model was introduced and widely
studied (Johnstone, 2001; Paul, 2007; Cai et al., 2013; Donoho et al., 2013; Cai et al., 2016),
T
S =0T+ UAU" =0T+ ) Nuu, UE€EO,,.
i=1

An equivalent form of this model can be obtained by algebraic calculation as

(X —o*)UL =0, U, is the orthogonal complement of U. (3)

Suppose X = [X1,...,X},] is an order-3 dataset, where X7, ..., X,, are matrix observations

with mean matrix M and covariance tensor . Now we still aim to seek a low-dimensional row



subspace U and a low-dimensional column subspace V' that can together explain most of the
variance in X. In analog with the matrix PCA of (2) and (3), we consider the following two
models

X;=M+UA +BV'+2;, i=1,...,n, (4)
(X - UQI(me)) x1 UL x9 V) =0, for some fixed semi-orthogonal matrices U; and V. (5)

Here, x1 and X9 represent the tensor-matrix product that will be introduced in Section 2.1.
The matrices U and V are analogous to U in the regular PCA (2) and can be referred to as the
column and row loading matrices, respectively. The matrices A; and B; are random matrices that
correspond to the scores a; in PCA (2), and can be referred to as score matrices. Additionally,

Z; represents the noise involved in the process.

Model (4) provides a rigorous statistical interpretation for the MOP-UP framework. Addition-
ally, Models (4) and (5) correspond to (2) and (3) respectively, which are part of the classical
spiked covariance model. Formulations (4) and (5) are proven to be equivalent in the upcoming
Theorem 1. Based on this equivalence, this paper introduces and studies the class of matrix
spiked covariance models that satisfies either decomposition (4) or condition (5). See Figure

1 for an illustration of matrix spiked covariance model.
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Figure 1: Illustration of a matrix spiked covariance model in a decomposition form

The definition of the matrix spiked covariance model can be generalized for the order-d
tensor variate. Denote p = p; X --- X pg. We say X € RP has a rank-r high-order spiked
covariance if

Cov(X) = 3o + 0°I,,, Zg € RP*P,

or equivalently

>0 xgzl Ui, =0, for d fixed semi-orthogonal matrices Uy, k=1,...,d.



Here, I, is the order-(2d) tensor in RP*P with entries (Ip,)qq = 1 and q = (¢1,92,- - ,4d),

qr € {1,--- ,pr}, and 0 elsewhere.

In summary, the proposed matrix and higher-order spiked covariance models relax the restric-
tive assumptions (such as the Kronecker product and sum) while still allowing a large number

of free variables in the covariance tensor X.

1.2 Our Contributions

We present the Mode-wise Principal Subspace Pursuit (MOP-UP) framework, designed to uncover
concealed variations in both the row and column dimensions of data matrices. MOP-UP is sup-
ported by a novel class of matrix-variate spiked covariance models, representing a significant
generalization beyond the traditional vector-case spiked covariance model. The decomposition
formula (4) we introduce offers enhanced flexibility compared to existing dimension reduction
formulations in the literature, enabling effective decomposition of a series of matrices. Our
framework also extends the spiked covariance model to accommodate matrix and higher-order

tensor samples, broadening its applicability from a statistical perspective.

To address dimension reduction for data matrices adhering to the POP-UP framework and
the matrix spiked covariance model, we propose two novel methods: Average Subspace Capture
(ASC) and Alternating Projection (AP). The ASC method introduces a new average projector
estimator, distinct from the commonly used spectral initialization method found in existing
literature. We highlight the geometric interpretations of ASC and provide theoretical guarantees
that it achieves precise recovery of singular spaces almost sure in the noiseless scenarios. In
contrast, our AP iteration procedure significantly deviates from the prevailing class of power
iteration algorithms seen in the literature. We establish that AP essentially performs alternating
minimization for an objective function that can be readily interpreted. Furthermore, we derive
a statistical upper bound on the estimation error for ASC, AP, as well as their combined usage,

providing valuable insights into their performance.

We also study the methods and theory for higher-order spiked covariance models. Our inves-
tigation reveals notable differences in the algorithmic procedures for the spiked covariance model

across various cases, including vector-variate, matrix-variate, and higher-order-variate scenar-



ios. To provide a comprehensive overview, we summarize a comparison of the decomposition

procedures for these different variate cases in Table 1.

Vector case Matrix case Higher-order tensor case

Initialization SVD Average Subspace Capture (ASC) HOSVD

) ) No (noiseless case)
Followup iteration? No Yes

Yes (noisy case)

Table 1: Comparison of procedures for spiked models in different variate cases

To validate the efficacy of our model, we conduct data experiments on both synthetic and
real-world datasets. First, we do simulation studies to show the tightness of our error bounds.
Second, we apply the MOP-UP method to preprocess the MNIST dataset, reducing the dimen-
sionality of the digit images before training a classifier. This approach yields interpretable
dimension-reduced image features and demonstrated accurate prediction accuracy in the testing
set when compared to traditional tensor methods. Third, we utilize the MOP-UP method on a
human brain fMRI dataset obtained from a clinical study on cocaine use. Our results clearly
demonstrate the effectiveness of our framework in preprocessing the data for the classification of
cocaine and non-cocaine users, as well as for clustering region of interest (ROI) tasks. In both
cases, our method showcases notable advantages in terms of the best prediction measurement

and robustness across different input hyperparameters.

Furthermore, we introduce a new technical tool of a matrix perturbation bound, which
greatly aids in the technical analysis of the proposed MOP-UP. Our innovative methodology focuses
on deriving a blockwise eigenspace perturbation bound, enabling us to establish our primary
result with precision. This approach holds substantial value not only in situations where classical
perturbation bounds, such as Davis-Kahan’s theorem, may fall short in accurately assessing
errors but also in other scenarios. Its applicability extends beyond the immediate context of our

proposed MOP-UP, making it of independent interest.



1.3 Literature Review

In this section, we provide a brief overview of the related literature in the field. Principal Com-
ponent Analysis (PCA) is one of the most well-established dimensionality reduction techniques,
and numerous variations and related methods have been extensively studied. Textbooks such
as Jolliffe (2005); Abdi & Williams (2010) offer comprehensive coverage of PCA and its vari-
ants, including factor analysis, independent component analysis, and projection pursuit. Several
studies have investigated the distribution of eigenvalues in PCA under various assumptions. For
example, Johnstone (2001) examined the distribution of the largest eigenvalue in PCA when
the covariance matrix is an identity matrix under Gaussianity. Paul (2007) analyzed the eigen-
value distribution assuming Gaussianity and a specific covariance matrix structure. Shrinkage
methods for eigenvalue regularization were studied by Donoho et al. (2018) under more general
settings. Asymptotic properties of eigenvalues and eigenvectors were explored by Bao et al.
(2022). Extensions of PCA to matrices and images have also been investigated. Matrix PCA
or 2-D PCA methods were developed to analyze matrix objects and images (Ye et al., 2004; Ye,
2004). Yang et al. (2004) considered applying linear transformations to the right side of observed
matrices, while Ye et al. (2004) proposed an algorithm that incorporated spatial correlation of
image pixels and applied linear transformations to both the left and right sides of observed
matrices. He et al. (2005) introduced the tensor subspace analysis algorithm, which treats input
images as matrices residing in a tensor space and detects local geometric structures within that
space. Furthermore, studies by Koltchinskii & Lounici (2016, 2017); Koltchinskii et al. (2020)
have focused on the spectral distribution of sample covariance matrices. Zhang et al. (2022)

proposed HeteroPCA, a variation of PCA that accounts for heteroskedasticity in the data.

PCA relies on the mathematical tool of Singular Value Decomposition (SVD), which is a
widely used matrix decomposition method. In recent years, SVD has been extended to ten-
sor objects, leading to various generalizations such as Canonical Polyadic (CP) decomposition
(Anandkumar et al., 2014; Ouyang & Yuan, 2023), tensor train (Zhou et al., 2022), and Tucker
decomposition (Hitchcock, 1927). To find the best low Tucker rank approximation of a given
tensor, De Lathauwer et al. (2000a) introduced Higher Order Singular Value Decomposition
(HOSVD), and De Lathauwer et al. (2000b) introduced an alternating least squares algorithm

known as High Order Orthogonal Iteration (HOOI). HOOI iteratively projects the tensor into a



lower-dimensional space along each mode. The statistical modeling and performance analysis
of HOOI were explored in Zhang & Xia (2018). However, these previous works focused on de-
composing a single tensor without considering multiple samples from different subjects. The
most relevant paper to our work is Lu et al. (2008), which addressed this limitation by gener-
alizing HOOI to handle multiple tensor observations. Their method, called Multilinear Principal
Component Analysis (MPCA), extended the framework to incorporate multiple tensors. Several
variations of MPCA have been proposed, including a TTP-based MSL algorithm (Tao et al., 2008),
robust MPCA (Inoue et al., 2009), nonnegative MPCA (Panagakis et al., 2009), and others. A survey
by Lu et al. (2011) provides a comprehensive summary of methods in this field, including these

variations and techniques.

These developments in PCA, SVD, and tensor decomposition methods have partly inspired

the framework and algorithms proposed in our work.

1.4 Organization

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide notation, pre-
liminaries, and a detailed discussion of the matrix spiked covariance model. We then introduce
our algorithm in Section 3 and discuss its interpretation in Section 3.2. We compare our model
and algorithm to other methods in Section 3.3. The theoretical properties of the algorithms are
developed in Section 4. Specifically in Section 4.4, we introduce a technical lemma, a blockwise
eigenspace perturbation bound, which plays a key role in our analysis. Furthermore, we present
a simulation study in Section 5 and real data experiments in Section 6. Finally, we discuss the

generalization to higher order tensor cases and summarise our results in Section 7.

2 Models

2.1 Notation and Preliminaries

In this work, lowercase letters (u,v,pu, etc.) represent scalars or vectors; uppercase letters

(A, B,U, etc.) represent matrices; and bold uppercase letters (X, Z, etc.) represent tensors.



For variables z and y, z < y represents that there exists some constant ¢ that does not depend
on z or y such that x < cy. For a vector a, ||a|| denotes its lo norm. Let I be the identity
matrix with an appropriate dimension based on the context. For a matrix A € RP*Y ¢,;(A)
represents the ith singular value of A, and all the singular values are ordered by its magnitude:
01(A) = 02(A) > -++ > Opingp,qy = 0; SVD,(A) = [ug,- -, u,] represents the matrix consisting
of the top r left singular vectors of A, where u; is the singular vector of matrix A corresponding
to the singular value o;(A); P4 = A(AT A)TA denotes an orthogonal projection matrix onto its
column space, where (-) is the matrix pseudo-inverse; || A| is the spectral norm of A, which is

equal to its largest singular value, o1(A); ||A||r = \/tr(AAT) is the Frobenius norm of A.

The kernel (null space) of A is denoted as ker(A) = {v : Av = 0}. The linear space spanned
by all columns of A is denoted as Span(A) = {v = Aw : w € RP}. The sum of two linear spaces
V and W is represented as V+W ={u=v+w:v € V,w € W}. We define AV = {Av : v € V}
as the range of A constrained to V. When A is symmetric with dimensions p = ¢, A\.(A)
represents its rth eigenvalue, ordered such that A\; > --- > \,, and Eigen,(A) = [ug,--- , u2]
represents the matrix consisting of the top r eigenvectors of A. Notice when A is positive
semi-definite, we have Eigen,.(A) = SVD,(A). For matrices A and B, A ® B denotes their
Kronecker product. We denote Oy, := {U eRPT.UTU=1 } as the set of all p-by-r semi-
orthogonal matrices, i.e., matrices with orthonormal columns. For U € O, U, represents a
matrix in Q) p,—, whose columns are orthogonal to the columns of U. In this work, we employ
the sin © distance to characterize the distance between subspaces. For any U,V € O,,, we

define || sin©®(U, V)| = |U[ V| = |UUT = VVT].

An order-d tensor A € RP1*"*Pd can be viewed as a multidimensional array, where
(41, ,iq) maps to A, .. ;, € R. For convenience, we define p = p; X --- X pg. For a ma-
trix B € RP:*k the mode-k product of tensor A by matrix B is denoted as A x; B €
RP1XXPr—1XTkXPk+1 X" XPd gand defined as (A Xk B)il,"',id = Z?il Ail"'ik—ljik+1"'idBikj' The
mode-k unfolding of tensor A is denoted as My (A) € RP-*P-k and defined as (My(A))i,.n =

. . k— . k— .
A, .., where h = i1 +p1(ia — 1) + -+ + szll Pj(ikt1 — 1) + prgr szllpj(Zk;+2 — 1)+ +
14k j<a—1Pj(ia — 1). When referring to a random tensor X', X; denotes its i.i.d. samples. If
the random tensor already has a sub-index (e.g., A), a comma is used to separate the sample

index and its original sub-index (e.g., A;x). The symbol I,a represents an order-(2d) tensor in
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RP*P with entries (Ip,)q,q = 1, where q = (¢1,¢2,- - ,q4), & € {1, -+ ,px}, and 0 elsewhere.
The symbol I

p1xp2)o TEPTEsents an order-4 tensor in RP1*P2XPL>P2 with entries (L, xpy)s)aq = 1,

where q = (q1,92), 1 € {1, ,p1},q2 € {1,--- ,p2}, and 0 elsewhere.

Any additional notation will be introduced and defined when they are first used.

2.2 Matrix Spiked Covariance Model

We formally introduce the following matrix spiked covariance model as follows.

Definition 1 (High-order Spiked Covariance Model Matrix Variate Case). Suppose X € RP1*P2
is a random matrix. We say X has a rank-(ry,r2) high-order spiked covariance, if there exists

02>0,U € Qp, ,, and V € Qp, ,,, such that

Cov(X) =%+ 021( 3o € RP1XP2XP1Xp2

P1XP2)1

EOXIUJ_XQVJ_ZO.

The following theorem shows that the high-order spiked model can be equivalently written

as a decomposition form (6) as depicted in Figure 1.

Theorem 1 (Equivalent Definitions for High-order Spiked Covariance). X € RP1*P2 gqtisfies the
high-order spiked covariance model if and only if there exist a deterministic matriz M, random

matrices B € RP1*"2 gnd A € R™*P2 with mean 0 such that
X=M+UA+BV' +2Z. (6)

Here, U € Oy, »,,V € Oy, ,, are fized semi-orthogonal matrices, Z € RP**P? js a random matriz,

where all entries of Z are independent with mean zero and covariance o>

with A, B.

, and are uncorrelated

The question of identifiability is particularly important: if a population covariance tensor
Cov(X) satisfies a high-order spiked covariance model (i.e., (6) holds), when can the subspaces
span(U) and span(V) be uniquely identified based on X7 The following theorem provides a

mild sufficient condition for identifiability.
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Theorem 2 (Identifiability Condition for Matrix Spiked Covariance Model). Suppose Y =
UA+BV", where U € Qp, ,,V € Qp, ,, are deterministic matrices and A € R™*P2, B € RP1X2
are random matrices. Suppose for any v € RP2 and any affine subspace> W C RPY, either
P(UAv € W|B) = 0 or span(U) C W. Then, U is identifiable in the sense that for any fized
U € Op, . if |sin®U, U")[| # 0, then 3 x1 Py X2 Py # 0 for any fived V' € Qp, r,, where

3 is the covariance tensor of Y.

Remark 1. The condition on A is guaranteed if, for any fixed vector vi € R™\ {0}, the random
vector Avy has a conditional density given B. When d = 1, this condition reduces to for a

random variable A, P(A =r|B) =0 for all r € R.

3 Algorithm: MOP-UP

In this section, we focus on the following key question of MOU-UP: given observations {X;}7 | €
RP1*P2 with the high-order spiked covariance, how we can achieve a sufficient dimension reduction

by recovering the loading matrices U and V.

3.1 Algorithm

The overall algorithm includes two steps: initialization and iterative update, which are described

below. The algorithms will be interpreted in Section 3.2.

Initialization via Average Subspace Capture (ASC). We first centralize {X;} by sub-
tracting their mean matrix X = %Z?:l X;. Then we introduce an initialization method as
summarized in Algorithm 1. The initialization method builds upon the geometric analysis to be

presented in Section 3.2.

d

Update via Alternating Projection (AP). Next, starting from the initialization {U;O) Gt

obtained above, we perform the following iterative steps, summarized in Algorithm 2:

°In this work, affine subspace refers to {v + e1u1 + -+ + e;ur : €1,...,e, € R}, where v,uq,...,u, are all

vectors of the same dimension.
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Algorithm 1 Initialization: Average Subspace Capture (ASC)
Input: Data matrices {X;}, € RP1*P2 target rank (r1,r2)

Output: Estimation U,V
Centralization: X; « X; — X
if r1 + r9 < p; then
U + Bigen,, (1321, SVD,, 11, (Xi) - SVDy, 4, (X))
else
U<+ I,
end if
if r1 + r9 < po then
V « Eigen,, (% S SVDy ey (X)) - SVD,ay (X )T)
else
V«1Ip,
end if

return (7, 1%

e Multiply each centralized sample (X; — X) by 01(_75—1) on its left or Vl(t_l) on its
right, and then multiply the transpose of the resulting matrix: Xi—r Uffl)ﬁfflﬁ){i and

XDV KT

e Define U® and V) as the matrix consisting of the first r1 and ry eigenvectors of the sum

of the matrices obtained from the previous step:

U — Eigen,, (Z X;Uf_l)ﬁf_l)TXJ ,
i=1

n

V(") = Eigen,, (Z XDy T T > .
i=1

We repeat these steps until convergence or a maximum number of iterations is reached. By

iterating this procedure, we obtain estimates U® and V® that capture the loading matrices
U and V in the high-order spiked covariance model. Our algorithm is inspired by alternating

minimization, where a detailed explanation is given in Section 3.2.

We further consider how to denoise each matrix observation, i.e., to estimate X; — Z; =

UA; + B;V'T. First, matrices A;, B; are not identifiable from X; even if U and V are known

13



exactly because there are multiple equivalent decompositions of UA; + B;V ':
UAi+ BV =UA+U'BV)+U U BV =UAV, V] +(UAV +B)V'.

So, it is infeasible to apply the plugin estimates of A;, B; to estimate UA; + B;V'". On the
other hand, UA; + B;VT is in the subspace P(U,V) = {H € RP**P2 : PyHPy = 0}. Thus,
it is natural to apply the projection operator to estimate the signal part UA; + B;V of the

observation matrix Xj;:

X, =P

p00y)(Xi) = Xi = U U (X; = X)V. V) (7)

Algorithm 2 Alternating Projection (AP)

Input: Data matrices {X;}]", € RP**P2 target rank (rq,72), initialization U© v© maximal
number of iteration tg.
Output: Estimation U(t), v®
Centralization: X; « X; — X
for tin 1:ty do
VO « Bigen,, (Sr, X010V x,)
00 + Eigen,, (S, V{7V X
Break the for loop if converged or maximum number of iteration ty reached
end for

return U(t), 1748

Rank Selection. The target rank can be determined through two approaches. Suppose
U(rir2) () are the output of MOP-UP with the input rank (r1,7m9). Firstly, a scree plot
of the loss > " ; HPU(P,Q)(Xi - X)Pvirl,TQ) % can be utilized. Alternatively, a BIC-type crite-
rion can be employed. Note that for a p-by-r matrix with orthogonal columns, the number of
free parameters is given by (p— 1)+ (p—2)+---+ (p—7r) = (2p —r — 1) x r/2. Hence, in our
model, the total number of parameters is (r1(2p; —r1 — 1) +r2(2p2 — r2 — 1)) /2. Consequently,

the penalization term in BIC is defined as log (npip2) (r1(2p1 —r1 —1) +7r2(2p2 —r2 —1))/2, and

14



the rank r1, 79 can be determined by

n

(BIC) (f1,79) =argmin ¥ [|Pprym) (Xi — X)Potrrira) I
L2 iy 1 1

+ log (np1p2) (r1(2p1 — 11 — 1) + 1r2(2p2 — 19 — 1)) /2.
3.2 Interpretations

In this section, we provide interpretations for both the proposed ASC and AP algorithms.

Interpretation of ASC. We introduce the following key observation.

Theorem 3. Suppose U € Oy, ,,,V € Op, ,, are semi-orthogonal matrices, A and B are some
random matrices with densities in RP2™ and RP1™2 respectively, the population matriz satisfies
X =UA+ BV, and {X;}", are i.i.d. copies of X. If nro < (n — 1)(p1 — 1), then span(U)

equals the common subspace of column spaces of all X;, span(U)=("_, span(X;), almost surely.

Theorem 3 reveals that finding U can be reduced to finding the intersection space of all
span(X;) in the noiseless matrix spiked covariance model. Note that P; := SVD,, 4., (X;) -
SVD,, 4r, (X;)" is a projection matrix and we have || S Pi/n|| < Yo | 2;/n|| = 1. Suppose
A; and e; are the j-th eigenvalue and eigenvector of Y 7", P, /n, respectively. Then A\; =1 if and
only if e; € (-, span(P;) = (-, span(X;). By Theorem 3, we have span(U) = [, span(X;)
and hence for Yu € RP', u € span(U) is equivalent to that u is an eigenvector of > " | b /n
corresponding to the eigenvalue 1. This leads to the following Corollary 1, which shows that

ASC exactly recovers U almost surely in the noiseless case under mild conditions.

Corollary 1. Under the same condition as in Theorem 3, Algorithm 1 (ASC) exactly recovers
span(U) almost surely in the sense that U=U0 for some orthogonal matriz O € O, almost

surely.

On the contrary, the classical high-order singular value decomposition (HOSVD) (De Lath-

auwer et al., 2000a), denoted as

U=S8VD, ([X; X -+ X)),

15



has often been employed for initialization in various tensor problems (Zhang & Xia, 2018; Han
et al., 2022a). However, it fails to exactly recover U. This limitation arises from the fact that
span(U) does not necessarily correspond to the singular subspace of [X; Xs --- X,]. This
discrepancy can even be observed in a simple scenario when r; =ro =1, ie., X; = ua;-r +bv'.

If b; # u and b;ru # 0, u is not the left singular vector of X;.

Interpretation of AP. Given the nature of the high-order spiked covariance model from Def-

inition 1, it is logical to explore the minimization of the following objective function:

n
_ 2
' Ul(X, — X)WV H .
o LA ®)
Ve@m,r2 -

However, the objective function (8) poses a significant challenge as it is highly non-convex and, in
general, evaluating it can be NP-hard. To address this computational difficulty, the proposed AP
(Algorithm 2) offers a solution that leverages the insights presented in the following proposition:

Algorithm 2 (AP) can be viewed as an alternative minimization scheme involving U® and V®.

Proposition 1. For any given matrices X;,i =1,---n and V' € Oy, ,,, we have

=< Eigen, XZ-—XV’V'TXi—XT O :YO €Q,, ;.
1 1LVL K

=1

A similar result holds symmetrically for minimization over V.

3.3 Matrix Spiked Covariance Model versus Existing Models

Next, we briefly compare the proposed procedure with the conventional methods in the existing
literature. As mentioned in the introduction, the matrix and higher-order spiked covariance
model can be viewed as a generalization of the classic spiked covariance model discussed in
previous studies (Johnstone, 2001; Donoho et al., 2013; Paul, 2007). In the classic spiked covari-
ance model, we consider a scenario where 1, ..., z, are independent and identically distributed

(i.i.d.) instances of a p-dimensional random vector x, satisfying the condition:

.
Ex = p, Var(z) =9+ 0%, o= Z i,
i=1
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where A\; > --- > A, > 0 are the eigenvalues, {u1,...,u,} are orthonormal eigenvectors. Denote
U=lui,...,u],and U} € Opp_, as the orthogonal complement of U. Then we have XoU,; = 0.
Meanwhile, the proposed AP (Algorithm 2) in vector-variate case reduces to the regular PCA

estimator:

U — Eigen, (:L S (s — 7) (i — x)T) .

i=1
There is no need to include any initialization step in this vector-variate case.
The proposed high-order spiked model is also related to the matrix case of MPCA (Lu et al.,

2008), which aims to decompose the observation matrices to
X, =USV'+2Z, i=1,...,n. (9)
By decomposing X; into four blocks, we have:
X, = PyX,Py + Py X,Py, + Py, XiPy + Py, X;Py, .

While MPCA focuses on extracting Py X; Py and treating the other three parts as residuals, our
high-order spiked covariance model captures Py X; Py, PyX;Py, , and Py, X; Py, while reducing
the contribution of the fourth block Py, X; Py, . As a result, the proposed MOP-UP outperforms
MPCA when the columns and rows of the data contain important information that is not solely

derived from their common space Py X; Py .

MPCA can be solved using a variant of high-order orthogonal iteration (HOOI; De Lathauwer
et al., 2000b), a broader class of algorithms widely employed in Tucker low-rank tensor de-
composition. See Lu et al. (2008). In the case of MPCA, U is computed at each iteration by
projecting Xz-T onto span(f/(ffl)). In contrast, Algorithm 2 in our approach projects XZ.T onto

the orthogonal complement of span(V*~1)), denoted as span(V 1)+

HOOI: U = Eigen,, (Z (XiV(t—l)V(t—l)TXZT)) ,

i=1

AP (Algorithm 2): U® = Eigen,., (Z (Xin_l)Vf_l)TXiT>> .

i=1
This distinction arises from the fact that the matrix spiked covariance model considers only
UIXQ‘VJ_ as the decomposition residual, whereas MPCA treats U ' X,V , UIXiV, and UIXZ'VJ_

as the decomposition residuals.
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4 Theoretical Analysis

In this section, we provide the theoretical guarantees for the proposed algorithm. Specifically,
we establish the estimation error bounds for ASC and AP in Sections 4.1 and 4.2 respectively.
The combination of these bounds allows us to derive the desired estimation error bound for the

proposed MOP-UP estimator in Section 4.3.

4.1 Error Bound for Initialization via ASC

Recall that Corollary 1 demonstrates that ASC achieves exact recovery of U in the absence of

noise. The subsequent theorem addresses the scenario where noise is present.

Theorem 4 (Error bound of ASC in the noisy case). Suppose U € Oy, ,,,V € Qp, ,, are fized
semi-orthogonal matrices, A and B are random matrices with densities in R™*P2 gnd RP1*"2
respectively, Z is a random noise matrix with i.i.d. entries in RP1*P2 jndependent of A and
B, the population matriz satisfies X = UA+ BV + Z, {Xi}, are i.i.d. copies of X, and
nre < (n—1)(p1 —r1). For any 0 < ¢ <1/2, define C* := % +P4||Z|| > cor(UA+ BVT)). If
we further have
n > ¢1 log p1 max {C*Q, (1 — A1 <EPULUIB1>>_2}

for some constant ci, then with probability greater than 1 — exp{—(c1 — 1)}, it follows that

2C*
1= (EPy, 075, )

Isin®U, )| <

The determination of the value \; (EPULUI Bl) is of utmost importance in establishing
Theorem 4. To illustrate the calculation of this value, consider the following example involving

i.i.d. standard Gaussian variables.

Example 1. Suppose the entries of B are i.i.d. standard Gaussian distributed. Then, we have

EPp, B, =min{l,r2/(p1 —r1)} - Pu, and hence Ay (EPUJ_UIB) =min{l,75/(p1 —r1)}.
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4.2 Local Convergence of Iterations of AP

Next, we focus on the theoretical analysis for AP. To this end, we introduce the following as-

sumptions.

Assumption 1 (Conditions on Scores A and B). Assume in decomposition (6), A and B are

independent and there is some u such that

All,||B
P{Mg max{H 1.1 H}} <wv, for some smallv < 1.
min{,/p1, \/P2}

Denote
A = min {)\min (EAPVJ_AT/])Q) 7)\min (EBTPULB/]h)} .
We have 12 /A < C for some constant C > 0.
Here, p?/)\ can be interpreted as a conditional number reflecting balance among singular

values of A and B. So, Assumption 1 essentially means the condition number of the score

matrices A and B is bounded.

Define the sub-Gaussian mnorm of a random variable X as [ X[y,

inf {¢ > 0: E [exp (X?/c?)] <2} (Vershynin, 2018).

Assumption 2 (Conditions on noise Z). Z has i.i.d. sub-Gaussian entries with mean 0 and

sub-Gaussian norm 7.

Then we have the following result.

Theorem 5. Let {X;}" | be a collection of matrices that satisfy the decomposition (6). Suppose
the output of Algorithm 2 is U, V® gnd define the errors as

Error® = max {|| sin©(U, U®)Y||, || sin O(V, v<t>)||} .

Assume that Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. For any given ¢y > 0, there exist constants ca, c3, ¢4 < 1,
¢5 (all independent of any variable in the following inequalities) such that if initialization error

Error(©® < c3 and n satisfies:

3/2

p?na.x7_4 pf’nax’r2 pm/axT 1
2 ) 3 ) Y )

pminu4 pmin'u’2 p3/2 1%

min

N 2 CoTmaxPmax Max {
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then with a probability greater than 1 — e~ 1 minPmax _ 1, Error*) converges linearly with rate cy:
Error® — Error <cy (Error(t_l) — Error) ,
and the final error is bounded by

/lo 2
Error < ¢5 08 Pmax max {pmaXT, 7—2} ,
n Pmintt K

where Tmax = Max{r1,72}, 'min = mMin{ry, 72}, pmin = min{p1, p2} and pmax = max{pi, pa}.

4.3 Overall Theory for MOP-UP

The global convergence of Algorithms 1 and 2 can be summarised as

Theorem 6. Suppose U € Oy, ,,,V € Op, ,, are some semi-orthogonal matrices, A and B are
some random matrices with densities in R™*P2 gnd RP1*"2 respectively, Z is a random noise
matriz with i.i.d. entries in RP1*P2 independent of A and B, the population matriz satisfies
X =UA+BV" +Z, {X;}, are i.i.d. copies of X, and nrog < (n —1)(p1 — r1). Assume the

following hold in addition to Assumptions 1 and 2:

2. dc € 0,1/2] such that C* := % +P4||Z|| > cor(UA+ BVT)) small enough;

Then, for given constant c1, there exist constants co and cs (do not depend on any variable that

appears in the following equations) such that if

2 .4 ,3 .2 3/2
p T D T D T —
N 2 C3TmaxPmax MaAX o T o 2 1
p2' ,u,4’p3~ M2’ 3/2 s s
min min Pmint

then with probability more than 1 — e~ minPmax _ = — 1, the estimation error at tth iteration

of Algorithm 2 initiated by Algorithm 1 converges linearly to the final error which is bounded by

1 X X 2
Emrorgcm/Og"pmamaux;{pma T77_2}. (10)
n Pminft [
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4.4 A Key Technical Tool: Blockwise Eigenspace Perturbation Bound

The subsequent technical tool is crucial in establishing the validity of Theorem 5 and possesses

independent interests.

Theorem 7 (Blockwise Eigenspace Perturbation Bound). Suppose A € RP*P is a symmetric
matriz, V= [V,V.] € O, are eigenvectors of A, where V€ Q,,,V| € O,,_, correspond to the
first v and last (p —r) eigenvectors of A, respectively. W = (W, W] € O, is any orthogonal
matriz with W € Qp,,., W € Op . Given that A (WTAW) > A\y1(A), we have

W AW ||,
A (WTAW) = A1 (A)

[sin OV, W)|r < AT

and
[WTAW.L]
Ar(WTAW) — A\ri1(A)

| sin®(V, W)]| < Al

Corollary 2 (Perturbation Bound). Denote the eigenvalue decompositions of X and X + Z as:

¥ 0 U’
X = |: U UJ_ :| . : ’
0 X Ul
. . 100 U’
X=x+z=]0 0. ] ) ]
0 > Ul
Then if \r(PyX Py) > Ary1(X), then
. PyZP
| sin©(U, U)|| < |1PvZFy, | Al

M (PuXPy) — Mg (X)
If further \.(PyX Py) > | Py, X Py, || + |PuZPy, |,

|1PuZ Py, ||

| sin©(U, U)]|| < _ -
M(PuXPy) =[Py, XPy, | - |[PuZPy, |

Compared to the classic Davis-Kahan Theorem (Davis & Kahan, 1970)

1Z]|
min{[Ar—1(X) = A(X)], A1 (X) = A (X))

e (:0)]

our bound offers greater precision, particularly in the numerator of (11), which is |PyZPy, ||
In our proof of Theorem 5, neither Davis-Kahan’s nor Wedin’s Theorem is sufficiently precise

to establish the desired result. The reason is that, for example, in equation (6), a portion of
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BV is noise when we attempt to recover U. Therefore, it becomes necessary to decompose
BV'T into blocks, namely PyBV " and Py lBVT, in order to separate the signal from the noise.
As a result, a blockwise perturbation bound as described in (2) can provide more appropriate

bounds.

5 Simulation Study

In this section, we assess the performance of the proposed MOP-UP through simulated data in

different settings.

In the following experimental setup, we investigate the estimation error under varying values
of n, p1, and 7. For each combination of n, pi;, R, and the distribution of Z, we conduct 10
simulations. In each simulation, we fix po = 30, r1 = 5, 79 = 7, and generate independent
samples for all entries of A; and B; from a uniform distribution over the interval (—1,1) for
i=1,...,n. We also independently generate a pair of orthogonal matrices U and V. The noise
matrices Z; are sampled independently in three different settings: bounded, normal, and heavy-
tail distributions. Specifically, Z; follows a uniform distribution over the interval (-R, R), a
Gaussian distribution with mean 0 and variance R?, or R times a random sample from a central
t-distribution with 3 degrees of freedom. Next, we apply Algorithm 1 and 2 with 10 iterations
and compute the mean and standard deviation of the estimation error over the 10 simulations.
Notably, in Equation (10), 7 o« R and p o 1. Since we only take R < 1 and p; > pa, we can

simplify our theoretical upper bound (10) as follows:

. . 1
Error = max{H sin©(U, U], || sin ©(V, V)H} < Rp1y/ inl. (12)

We plot the error mean versus parameters of interest and the length of the interval at each
point is twice the standard deviation of Errors in Figures 2, 3 and 4. We also scale the axis
according to the corresponding order on the right-hand side of the bound (12). In Figure 2, the
x-axis is scaled by piv/logp1, R is set to be 0.1, and p; varies across the values of 30, 40, 50,
60, 80, and 100. In Figure 3, both axes are scaled by logarithm, p; is set to be 40, and R varies
across the values of 0.001, 0.005, 0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.5, 1, 2 and 5. In Figure 4, x-axis is scaled

by | —n /2|, R is also set to be 0.1, and n varies across the values of {2° 12,. We can see the

22



trending in plots are mostly linear, especially for large n and small p;. Since we have scaled the
axis according to the right-hand side of (12), it indicates the simulation results are consistent

with our error bound.
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Figure 2: Estimation error of MOP-UP with the varying value of p;
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Figure 3: Estimation error of MOP-UP with the varying value of R
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Figure 4: Estimation error of MOP-UP with the varying value of n

6 Real Data Analyses

To demonstrate the practical applicability of our model, we applied it to two real-world datasets:
MNIST and Brain fMRI. We compared our method, referred to as MOP-UP, with MPCA. The results

highlight the advantages of our method.

6.1 MNIST

In this section, we apply the MOP-UP method to the MNIST (Modified National Institute of
Standards and Technology) database. We select the first 6,000 images out of a total of 60,000
handwritten digit images as our training set. Additionally, we select all 10,000 testing images as
our testing set. Each image is represented as a 28 by 28 bounded matrix X € [0, 1]28*28 where
each entry corresponds to the grayscale of a pixel in the image (ranging from 0 for white to 1

for black).

We apply MOP-UP to the images in the training set {X; € [0, 1]?8%28}6000 for dimensional
reduction. By utilizing Algorithms 1 and 2, we obtain the loading estimates U € R2%"1 and

V € RZ*72 ip the decomposition X; = X + B;V'T 4+ UA; + Z; with certain rank values (r1,72),

24



where X = Z?ﬂ‘{o X;/6000 is the mean matrix of the training set. After that, we map each
X; to {UT(X; — X)V,UT(X; — X)V, (A]I(XZ — X))V}, where the dimension of the right-hand
side is 28(ry + r2) — r17r2. Similarly, we map the test images {X; € [0,1]8*28}10000 t5 X,
(UT(X; - X)WV, 0T (X — X)V, U] (X, — X)V).

To illustrate the effectiveness of our model, we utilize the training set after dimension re-
duction, denoted as {U"(X; — X)V,UT(X; — X)V L,U LT (X; — X)V}89% along with their
corresponding labels {Y; € 0,--- ,9}?2%0 to train a SVM (Support Vector Machine) classifier.
Subsequently, we randomly divide the test set after dimension reduction into 10 folds. For each
fold, we evaluate the test accuracy of the classifier, defined as the number of correctly classified
samples divided by the total number of samples. We repeat this process for all 10 folds and
calculate the mean and variance of the accuracy across the folds. It is important to note that we
did not tune the hyperparameters of the SVM classifier, except for selecting the best kernel among
linear, polynomial, radial, and sigmoid. We utilize the default settings of the R package 1071
for the remaining hyperparameters. Based on our evaluation, the polynomial kernel yielded the

best performance for the dimension-reduced data processed by MOP-UP.

We have also followed the same procedure, but this time we replaced MOP-UP with MPCA. For
MPCA, the best kernel across all folds was found to be radial. We set r := r; = 79 in both our
model and MPCA, and varied the value of r from 2 to 14. The results of our comparison are
presented in Figure 5. It is worth noting that when r = 2, the mean and standard deviation of
our model were 0.9525 and 0.0050, respectively, while for MPCA, they were 0.5974 and 0.0151.
As a result, the data point corresponding to r = 2 was excluded from the plot since it was out

of scale.

In Figure 6, we visualize the dimension-reduced digit “9” images by MOP-UP with r = 3. We
observe that Py X captures the column information of the digit “9” image, while X P, captures
the row information. It is also worth noting that the top-left image in Figure 6 corresponds to
a rank 6 matrix that captures the main features of the digit “9”. To provide a comparison, we
also plot the same digit “9” image after applying MPCA with » = 13,6, 3 in Figure 7. Notably,
the dimension-reduced digit “9” images by MPCA with » = 3 or 6 (r = 6 matches the top-left

image of Figure 6) is unidentifiable.
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Figure 5: Comparison of accuracy: Mean accuracy across 10 folds versus rank r = ry = ro used
as a hyperparameter in MPCA and our proposed MOP-UP. The length of the error bar represents

the standard deviation.

6.2 Functional MRI of Cocaine Users

Next, we present the performance of MOP-UP on a Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) dataset,
which was derived from a clinical study conducted by Duke University (Hall et al., 2021; Zhang
et al., 2023). The study enrolled adults aged 18-60 with or without a history of cocaine use.
Cocaine use was defined as regular cocaine use for more than 1 year, with a minimum of 2
days of use in the past 30 days. Non-cocaine use was defined as follows: no lifetime cocaine
use (abuse or dependence), no history of regular cocaine use, no cocaine use in the past year,
and a cocaine-negative urine drug screen. The study comprised a total of n = 293 subjects,
with 94 of them identified as cocaine users. For each subject, an MRI scan was performed, and
after preprocessing, a functional MRI (fMRI) matrix was obtained for each subject. Each fMRI
matrix X;, where i = 1,...,293, is a symmetric matrix of size 246-by-246. Each row (or column)
represents a Region of Interest (ROI), which corresponds to a group of neural nodes in a specific

area of the human brain. The entry (X;);x of the matrix represents the connection strength
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Figure 6: Visualization of dimension reduced digit “9” images by MOP-UP

Figure 7: Visualization of dimension reduced digit “9” images by MPCA

between two ROIs, namely ROI; and ROIj. For further details regarding data acquisition, MRI

processing, and background information, please refer to Hall et al. (2021); Zhang et al. (2023).

Classification. The objective of this subsection is to predict cocaine use based on dimension-

reduced data obtained using our matrix spiked covariance model and the MOP-UP method. Given
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that this is a binary classification problem, we evaluate the performance using the Area Under
the Receiver Operating Characteristic curve (AUROC) and the Area Under the Precision-Recall
Curve (AUPRC). These metrics are selected because they consider not only accuracy but also
factors such as true positive rate and false positive rate, providing a comprehensive evaluation

of the model’s performance.

We employ a 10-fold cross-validation procedure to evaluate the performance of our MOP-UP
and MPCA methods. The process is as follows: First, we divide all samples into 10 folds, selecting
one fold as the test set while pooling the remaining folds into a training set. We then specify the
target rank, denoted as r, where in both MOP-UP and MPCA, we set r; = ro = r. The training set is
fed into either MOP-UP or MPCA, resulting in the output matrices U (X; — X)U,U " (X; — X)U,
(due to symmetry) for MOP-UP or S; for MPCA, where X; represents the fMRI matrix of subject

i, and X denotes the sample mean.

Subsequently, we train a support vector machine (SVM) classifier using the output from
either MOP-UP or MPCA, and evaluate the classifier’s performance on the test set, recording the
AUROC and AUPRC metrics. This procedure is repeated 10 times, with each fold serving as
the test set, and we report the mean values of the predictive measures across the 10 tests. We
utilize the SVM classifier with four different kernels: linear, polynomial, radial, and sigmoid.
The hyperparameters are set to their default values in the R package e1071 without further
tuning. For both MPCA and MOP-UP, we find that the radial and sigmoid kernels perform better,

and thus we present the results for these two kernels in Tables 2 and 3.

The combination of MPCA and SVM achieves the best AUROC and AUPRC values of 0.756
and 0.692, respectively, with r = 23 and the radial kernel. On the other hand, the combination
of MOP-UP and SVM yields the best AUROC and AUPRC values of 0.762 and 0.710, respectively,

with r = 3 and the sigmoid kernel.

In a related study by Gowin et al. (2019), fMRI data along with demographic and clinic
variables were used to train various linear models and a random forest classifier without em-
ploying dimension reduction techniques. The AUROC values reported in their study ranged
from 0.53 to 0.65 for linear models and 0.62 for the random forest classifier. Both MOP-UP and

MPCA outperform the results reported in Gowin et al. (2019), with MOP-UP demonstrating slightly
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superior performance compared to MPCA. It is important to note that our approach does not uti-
lize demographic or clinic information, and we did not perform parameter tuning for the SVM

classifier.

r Kernel AUROC AUPRC

2 radial 0.758 0.669
2 sigmoid 0.757 0.704
3 radial 0.761 0.696
3  sigmoid 0.762 0.710
4 radial 0.746 0.689
4  sigmoid 0.739 0.670
5 radial 0.739 0.667
5 sigmoid 0.733 0.652

Table 2: Classification result by MOP-UP

Clustering. We further perform unsupervised learning by clustering ROIs (Regions of Interest)
based on the output of MOP-UP. As mentioned earlier, each row or column of the fMRI matrix
corresponds to an ROI, and the matrix’s entries represent the connections between these ROIs.

Therefore, our goal is to cluster the rows (or columns) of the fMRI matrix.

Given that the MOP-UP model achieved high performance in classification with r = 3, we
expect it to preserve a significant amount of information from the original data. Consequently,
we utilize the output Ue R246%3 " which consists of 246 three-dimensional vectors. Each vector
represents an ROI, and its entries represent the loadings of the ROI. We feed this output into
the K-means clustering algorithm, which assigns a label vector [ to the ROIs. To visualize the
clustering result, we map the ROIs to their physical locations in the human brain, assign different
colors to each cluster, and plot the result for K = 6 in Figure 8. It is important to note that no
prior information about the physical locations of the ROIs was used in the clustering process.
However, Figure 8 demonstrates that the ROIs belonging to the same clusters according to our

method tend to be physically closer to each other.
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r Kernel AUROC AUPRC | r Kernel AUROC AUPRC
4  radial 0.631 0.515 22 radial 0.750 0.687
4 sigmoid 0.629 0.542 22 sigmoid 0.742 0.644
12 radial 0.675 0.610 23  radial 0.756 0.692
12 sigmoid 0.627 0.542 23 sigmoid 0.739 0.637
14 radial 0.694 0.603 24 radial 0.742 0.663
14 sigmoid 0.650 0.537 24 sigmoid 0.750 0.644
16  radial 0.710 0.604 25  radial 0.734 0.661
16  sigmoid 0.680 0.573 25 sigmoid 0.746 0.646
17  radial 0.726 0.623 27  radial 0.738 0.664
17  sigmoid 0.697 0.580 27  sigmoid 0.736 0.650
18  radial 0.712 0.613 31 radial 0.731 0.665
18 sigmoid 0.684 0.566 31 sigmoid 0.714 0.638
20  radial 0.736 0.657 35  radial 0.720 0.642
20 sigmoid 0.729 0.626 35 sigmoid 0.701 0.615

Table 3: Classification result by MOP-UP

7 MOP-UP for Higher-order Tensors

In this section, we briefly discuss how the framework of MOP-UP can be extended to higher-
order tensor data. Suppose we observe a collection of order-d tensors X1q,...,X,, € RPtX"*Pd,
Matrix data corresponds to d = 2 and we shall now consider the case when d > 3. We aim to
identify mode-wise subspaces Uy, € O, , such that each tensor observation can be decomposed

approximately as:
d

XZZM+ZAkszUk+Zz7 1=1,...,n.
k=1
To provide a rigorous statistical interpretation for the MOP-UP framework, we discussed briefly

the higher-order spiked covariance model in Section 1.1. Denote Iy, as the order-(2d) tensor in
RP*P with entries (Ip,)qq = 1, where q = (¢1,¢2," - ,q4), gx € {1, -+ ,px}, and 0 elsewhere.

Then, the order-d spiked covariance model can be defined as
Definition 2 (Order-d Spiked Covariance Model). Suppose X € RP is an order-d random
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Figure 8: Clustering result of brain regions by MOP-UP and k-means (k = 6)

tensor with EX = 0. We say X has a rank-r high-order spiked covariance, if there exists 02 > 0,
Ui € Op, r\, such that
Cov(X) = g + 0°I,,, Bo € RP*P,

20 Xg:l UkJ_ =0.

Many of the methods and theories presented in this paper for the matrix spiked covariance
model can be extended to the higher-order case. One way to approach this is by considering the

order-d spiked covariance model as equivalent to a decomposition form.

Theorem 8 (Equivalent forms for order-d spiked covariance model). X € RP has a rank-r
high-order spiked covariance (Definition 2) if and only if X can be decomposed as

d
X:ZAk X Uk + 7, (13)
k=1

where Uy € Oy, », are fized semi-orthogonal matrices, Ay € RPV<XPh1XTkXPhi1XXPd qre
random tensors with mean 0, and Z € RP is a noise tensor, where all entries of Z has mean 0,

covariance 0'2Ip 4 and is uncorrelated with random tensors Ay, ..., Aq.
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Furthermore, the concept of identifiability can be extended to the tensor case, allowing for
the generalization of Theorem 2. This generalization guarantees the identifiability of the mode-
wise principal subspaces span(Uy), where k& = 1,--- ,d. The specific details and proof of this

result can be found in Supplementary Materials, stated as Theorem 10.

However, in the case of order-d tensors (d > 3), the ASC algorithm (Algorithm 1) does not
work as effectively as it does in the matrix case. In the matrix case, when recovering U, ASC
requires two steps of singular value decomposition (SVD). The first SVD involves taking the
first 71 4+ ro singular vectors of X;, where r1 + ro is chosen to match the rank of X;. The
second SVD is performed on the average of some projectors. To ensure that the projectors are
nontrivial (i.e., not identity operators), we require 71 + 7o < p; (which is implicitly enforced by
the condition nry < (n — 1)(p1 — 1) in Corollary 1). In the case of order-d tensors (d > 3),
ensuring the almost sure exact recovery of U; would require 1 + Zizz(m II 1,k pr) < p1, which
is impractical to satisfy. A possible method for initialization is the classic high-order singular

value decomposition (HOSVD), represented as

U,EO) = SVD,, ({Mk(Xﬂ Mk(Xn)])‘

In this context, a possible approach is to matricize or unfold all tensor data along their k-th mode,
combining them into a single matrix, and then applying singular value decomposition (SVD).
However, the effectiveness of such a method HOSVD is not yet clearly understood. To overcome
this limitation and tackle the challenges posed by higher-order spiked covariance models, it
would be beneficial for future research to explore initialization methods. Such investigations
could potentially lead to the development of more suitable approaches for addressing these

challenges.

Lastly, it is worth mentioning that Algorithm 2, referred to as AP, remains applicable and
can be further generalized to the tensor case as Algorithm 3. The resulting algorithm, when
applied to tensors, provides an iterative projection-based approach for estimating the principal

subspaces Uy. The corresponding final error bound in this tensor setting would be

1 < 2
Error < ‘/C%pmmax{eu,g},
n B

o Phn . — — M
WhereH—max{l,\/m,h—l, ,d},u H\/m
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Algorithm 3 Alternating Projection AP for Order-d Data

7 (0)\d
i Ji=

Input: Data tensors {X;}, € RP1*"*Pd target rank (ry,ro,---74), initialization {
maximal number of iteration tg.
Output: Estimation {(7]@ ?:1
Centralization: X; + X; — X
for tin 1:ty do
for jin1:ddo
T ™ T
Uj(t) + Eigen, (Z?:l M; <XZ X kot (Ulg'l—l)) > M, <Xl X ket (Ulgj_—l)) ) )
end for
Break the for loop if converged or maximum number of iteration ty reached

end for

return {UJ@ }?:1

upper bound of 22Xkl Mn(Ar)l
bp Hk;,sh Pk

Materials. In summary, the local convergence of Algorithm 3 is guaranteed with high probability

. This result is formally stated as Theorem 11 in Supplementary

given a proper initialization to be studied in the future.
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Supplementary Materials to “Mode-wise Principal Subspace Pursuit
and Matrix Spiked Covariance Model”

Runshi Tang, Ming Yuan, and Anru R. Zhang

Abstract

This document serves as supplementary material to the paper titled “Mode-wise Princi-
pal Subspace Pursuit and Matrix Spiked Covariance Model.” It includes the proofs of the
theorems and lemmas presented in the paper, as well as a formal statement of the generalized

results in the order-d tensor case along with their proofs.

A  Proof of Theorem 1

We firstly provide the following lemma:
Lemma 1. Given a positive definite (semi-positive definite and non-singular) matrix

Ea: Eacz
DI W

Y —

and a random vector x with Ex = 0 and var(z) = X, there exists a random vector z s.t. Ez =0

and the variance matrix of the joint distribution of (x,z) is X.

Proof. Notice

.
I -39, I Y. I -3;1%,, P 0
0 I DI W 0 I 0 %, -%.u71i%,,

So, X, and X, — Elzﬁglﬁwz are positive definite.

There exist zp ~ N (0, ) such that zp L x. Let 2 = Azp+ Bx. Then Ez = 0 and cov(z, z) =
Y.BT =%, if B=(X;15,,)".

Moreover, we have Ezz" = AAT+BY,B" =%, = AAT =%, -BY,B' =%, -2 %1%,

The existence of such A is guaranteed, since ¥, — X1 ¥-1%,. is positive definite. [
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Now let’s go back to the proof of Theorem 1.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume EX = 0 and ¢ = 1. For tensors A and B, A ® B

refers their tensor product in this section.

Assume the decomposition equation
X=UA+BV' +Z

holds. Hence, the covariance tensor
¥ =E(X ® X)
=E(UA+BVT +2) @ (UA+ BV +2)
=E(UA+BVT) @ (UA+BVT) +14,0,.
Denote g =E (UA+BV'") ® (UA+ BV"). Thus,
Yo x1 U] xo V|
=E ((UA) @BV +(UA) @ (UA)+ BV UA + BV (BVT)) x U xo V[
=0,
which proves the sufficiency.

To prove the necessity, assume X has spiked covariance. Define
A=U"(X~-2), B=Py (X-2)V,

where Z is some random matrix with EZ = 0,E(Z®Z) = E(X®Z) = I, xp,),- SO E(A®Z) =0
and E(B® Z) = 0. Here, to see the existence of such Z, we can vectorize X as a random vector.

Then, the existence of z is guaranteed by lemma 1.

Now denote Y = X — Z. Notice RP* = span(U) @ span(U ) implies that for any u € RP* we
have decomposition u = u3 + ug with uy € span(U),us € span(U_) and similar results hold for

the case replacing U by V. Thus,

ul (Y —UA- BVT> v

—u] (Y—UA—BVT)UHLQT (Y—UA—BVT)U
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=uj (Y = PyY — Py, YPy)v+ug (Y — PyY — Py, YPy)v

=uy (Y — PyY — Py, Y Py) (v1 + v9)

=uy (Y — PyY — Py, YPy) vy

=ug Yy
Notice 3y x1 U} x9 V| = 0 implies that for any ws € span(U,),vs € span(V)),us € RP?
and v € RP2, we have Xg(ug,vs,us,v3) = 0. Thus, for any vectors u,v,u’,v" with suitable
dimensions,

(E (Y _UA- BVT) ® (Y _UA- BVT)> (w, 0,40/, 0')

—Eu” (Y~ UA- BV )ou" (Y -UA-BVT) v/

:EUS—YUQU/QTYU&

=30 (uz, va, ub, vh)

-0,

i.e., the covariance tensor is 0, and hence, the decomposition equation holds a.s. Thus, the

theorem is proved. |

B Proof of Theorem 2

Proof. Assume that for some U’, V" we have Py, Y Py, = 0. Notice that || sin®(U,U’)[| = 0 is

equivalent to PULU = 0. Now assume PU’LU # 0. We have
0 :PUL vai
=Py (UA+ BV )Py,
=Py UAPy, + Py BV Py
Intuitively, to make the last line 0, we need its two terms to cancel out with each other. However,

by the condition in the theorem, the probability for PUi U APVi to cancel out with PUj_B VTPVi

for any given B is 0.

To make the statement rigorous, notice that it follows span (UAPVL +BVTPVL) C
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ker(Pyy, ), which implies for any v such that Py, v # 0, we have
UAPy; v+ BV Pyv € ker(Py),
and hence
UA_PviU S A,
where A represents the affine space {u — BVTPViv Yu € ker(PU/l)}.

For given B, if BVTPVLU = 0, we have A = ker(Py, ) = span(U’) # span(U), and thus
span(U) € A.

If BVTPViv # 0, then A is a shifted r; dimensional space. If the shift direction is in the
subspace, i.e., BVTPVLU € ker(Py ), then A = ker(Pyy, ), and hence span(U) € A. If the shift
direction is not in the subspace, i.e., BVTPV“J ¢ ker(PUi), then for any u € span(U) with
small enough ||u||, we have u ¢ A. Thus, span(U) Z A.

By the discussion above, we always have span(U) € A. Hence by the condition in the
theorem, we have P(UAPy; v € A|B) = 0, which concludes that

P (PUiYPVi - o) <E (]P’(UAPVLU € A|B)) ~0.

Thus, by Theorem 1, if the covariance tensor 3 of Y satisfies X x; U} x9 V| = 0, then there
exist some A’, B such that Y = U’A’+ B'V’" and hence there must be P <PU1 Y Py, = 0) =1.
Thus,Exl Uj_ XQVJ/_#O |

C Proof of Theorem 3

We first introduce the following technical lemmas.

Lemma 2. Let A and B be two m-by-n matrices. If ker(B) + ker(A) = R", then we have
span(A) C span(A + B). If A and B further satisfy span(A) Nspan(B) = {0}, then span(A) C
span(A + B) if and only if ker(B) + ker(A) = R™.
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Proof. For any u € R", we have
u € ker(B) + ker(A)
&dag € ker(A), by € ker(B) : u = ag + by
& —ap € ker(A) and u — ag € ker(B)
=Au = (A+ B)(u — ap)
=Au € span(A + B).
Thus, as u can be arbitrary, it follows that span(A) C span(A + B).
If we further have span A N span B = {0}, then for any u € R", it follows that
span(A) C span(A + B)
=3v: (A+ B)v = Au
<A(u—v) = Bv
=u —v € ker(A),v € ker(B)
<u € ker(B) + ker(A).
|

Lemma 3. If A is a p-by-r 4 random matriz with density in RP™A and B is a p-by-rp determin-

istic matriz, r4,rg < p, then we have

P (dim(span(A) Nspan(B)) = max{0,74 +rp — p}) = 1.

Proof. Denote A = [a1,--- ,ar,] and B = [by,--- ,b,,]. Let’s prove this by induction. Consider

the case that r4 = 1. The case when p = 1 is trivial. If p > 2, we have

P(dim(span(A) Nspan(B)) = 1) = P(a; € span(B) C R?) = 0.

Thus,
P(dim(span(A) Nspan(B)) = 0 = max{0,r4 +rp — p}) = 1.
Before going to the induction step, notice the following fact: as the joint density of ay,--- ,a,,
exists, we have the conditional density of a,,|A_,, := a,,|a1, - ,ar,—1, i.e., the conditional

distribution a,,|A_,, is almost surely absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure.
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Now we assume the lemma holds for r4 = m4 — 1 and g = mp. Consider the case

ra=my >2and rg = mpg.
If p>ra+rp, then denote A_,, = [ay, - ,ar,—1] and by induction, we have
P(dim(span(A_,,) Nspan(B)) = 0) = 1.
And by p >rg 414 — 1, we have

span(B) +span(A_,,) C RP.

=

Thus, as the Lebesgue measure of any nontrivial subspace is 0 and a,,|A_,, is absolutely

continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure almost surely, we know
P(a,, € span(B) + span(A_,,)|A_,,) =0,
and
P(a,, € span(A_,,)|A_,,) = 0.
Further notice if for some u such that 0 # u € span(A)+span(B) but u ¢ span(A_, ,)+span(B),
then u = a + b for some nonzero a € span(A), a ¢ span(A_,,) and b € span(B). Then, we have
a=ag+c-ar, with ap € span(A_,,) and some nonzero ¢ € R. Thus, ¢-a,, =u—ag—b €
span(B) + span(A_,, ), which yields that
P(dim(span(A) Nspan(B)) > 1 + dim(span(A_,,) Nspan(B)))

=P(span(A) Nspan(B) 2 span(A_,,) Nspan(B))

<E(P(a,, € span(B) + span(A_,,)[A-,))

=0.
Hence, P(dim(span(A) Nspan(B)) = 0) = 1.

If p < ra+rp—1, then we have P(dim(span(A_, ,)Nspan(B)) = 0) = 1. But this time we have
P(dim(span(A_, ,) + span(B)) = RP) = 1 and thus P(a,, € span(A_,,) + span(B)|A_,,) = 1.
We can similarly prove that

P(span(A) Nspan(B) = span(A_,,) Nspan(B))
<E(P(ay., ¢ span(B) + span(A_,)|A_,,))

=0,
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which indicates that P(dim(span(A)Nspan(B)) = dim(span(A_, ,)Nspan(B))+1 = ra+rp—p) =

1. These complete the induction step and the lemma holds. [
Now we are ready to prove Theorem 3.

Proof. Let’s first prove span(U) C () span(X;).

By comparing the dimension of both sides, we have the following facts: 1. ker(V') =

ker(BV T); 2. span(U) = span(UA); and 3. ker(A) = ker(U A).

Notice Lemma 3 applies to AT and V, which yields span(A')Nspan(V) = {0} almost surely.
Thus,

span(A") Nspan(B') = {0}
=RP? = {0} = (span(A ") Nspan(V))" = span(A )™ + span(V)*
= ker(A) + ker(V") = ker(UA) + ker(BV ")

(Leppa 2) span(U) = span(UA) C span(UA + BV ).

It proves span(U) C (i span(X;) almost surely.

Before prove the other direction, let’s firstly prove (i_,span(U] B;) = {0}. Notice
the density of UIB exists, and {B;} are ii.d. copies of B. So, by Lemma 3, we have
dim(span(UIBl) ﬂspan(UIBg)) = max{0,2ry — (p1 —r1)} almost surely. If 2ro — (p1 — 1) <0,
then it is done. If 2ry — (py — 71) > 0, then we consider dim((span(U| By) N span(U| Bs)) N
span(U| B3)). Notice given By and Ba, (span(U] By) N span(U| B2)) = span(D) for some
(p1 — r1)-by-(2r9 — (p1 — 1)) matrix D. Then apply Lemma 3 to UIBg and D, which yields
dim(span(U | By) N span(U[ B2) N span(U] Bs)) = max{0,3ry — 2(p1 — r1)}. We repeat this
procedure until krg — (k — 1)(p1 — r1) < 0 for some k. nro — (n — 1)(p1 — r1) < 0 guarantees

that it will stop before (or at) k = n, which will yield i, span(U| B;) = 0 almost surely.

Now let’s go back to prove span(U) D (), span(X;). Notice for some vectors v; € RP?, if

Xiv; = Xjvj for all ,j € {1,---n}, then it follows

Ul Xyvy=---=U] X,0,

=U/B\V'vy=---=U]B,V'v,.
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Recall that we have proved (), span(U| B;) = {0} almost surely, which implies U] B;V Tv; = 0
and hence X;v; = (Py+ Py, ) X;v; = PyX;v; € span(U). Thus, span(U) D (), span(X;) almost

surely, which finishes the proof. |

D Proof of Theorem 4

Proof. Denote 7 = 1 + 19, Q; = SVD, (X;), Vi = UA; + BV, Q;, = SVD, (Y3), U =
Eigen,. (% Yo Qﬂ?:) and P, = CZC:): Then by Theorem 3, we have P; = PU—i—lf’Z-, where P, is
some projection matrix such that span(P;) C span(U, ) almost surely. Thus, A, iy, P)=1

almost surely.
Then we have
|sin &, U)] < [|sin O, 0)|| + | sin©(@, V)| = | sin (T, D),

where ||sin©(U,U)|| = 0 is yielded by Corollary 1. To bound ||sin®(U,U)|, we can use the

matrix perturbation theory. In the setup of X = X+ Z, we can let X = %Z?:l P, and

X = %2?21 QiQ;". Davis-Khan Theorem (e.g. Corollary 2.8 in Chen et al. (2021)) yields
V2||[E S (P - Qi)

/\7"1(% 2?21 ]52) - )‘r1+1(% 2?21 151)

We are going to upper bound the numerator and lower bound the denominator of (14).

Isin©(U,0)] < (14)

Numerator we can use Matrix Chernoff bound (e.g., Tropp (2012)):

Lemma 4 (Matrix Chernoff). Consider a finite sequence {X} of independent, random, self-

adjoint matrices that satisfy
Xi=0 and Apax (Xi) <R almost surely.

Compute the minimum and mazimum eigenvalues of the sum of expectations,

Hmax ‘= Amax <Z EXk) .

k
Then

65 Mmax/R
IP>{/\max (ZXk> > (1+5>Mmax} <d- [(14_5)1_’_5:| for 6 > 0.

k
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Notice here our matrices P; — Q;Q; ' are not necessarily p.s.d. but they are bounded by
||QzQZT - QiQiTH < 1 (the operator norm of the difference of projectors are bounded by 1). So,
we can let W; = QlQZT —Q;Q;" 41, then W; are p.s.d. and we can apply Matrix Chernoff bound
to W;, which yields

max/2
1 (1 + 6)Nmax e? a
IP’{)q (nZWk> Zn} <pi- [(1—1—5)1*‘5 for V6 > 0. (15)

To bound pmax = nA (EW;) = n)\l(E]sl — EQlQlT) + n, we use self adjoint dilation and
Theorem 1 in Xia (2021), where we let

N 0 X 1 0 Yl
A A
X! o ;" 0

and
¥ — 0 =z
Z 0
Denote ©0 T := diag(QiQiT, HiHiT), 00T = diag(]si, ffiﬁ;), H;, H; are the first 71 + 7 right
singular vectors of UA+ BV " +Z and UA+ BV T respectively, the event A := {4||Z|| < co,.(Y)}

for some ¢ < 1 and Iy 4y is the indicator function of event A. Then it yields that

pmax =1 =n ||EQiQ;" —EF,
o2 7007
—n|E (é) 007 ) diag(Iy) +E (667 - 00) diag(I 4
<n |[E (667 —007) diag(I(4))| + nE[ (667 - 00T diag(r )
<n |[E (667 - 007 diag(I(4))|| + nP(A)
=n[E (667 - 007 - 54,) diag(/y A})H + nP(A°)

<nF Hdiag(I{ 4) (ééT —e0T - SA,1> H + nP(A°)

diag(Ta) Y Sak
k=2

<nEI gy Y [[Sanll + nP(A°)
k=2

o0 k

k=2

=nE + nP(A°)
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Iy 2]
<nk
- 41172

-+ nP(A°), (16)

where Sy ;(X) are defined as in Xia (2021), the inequality in the fifth line holds be-
cause HC:)(:)T - @@TH < 1, the equality in the sixth line holds because ES4 1diag(l{4y) =
E(E(Sa1diag(I14})|A, B)) = 0, the equality in the eighth line holds by Theorem 1 in Xia

k
(2021), and the inequality in the tenth line holds by the fact ||Sa x| < (;\11|(ZY||)) given in the

discussion after Theorem 1 in Xia (2021) when the event A happens.

Additionally, we have tr(EP, — EQ1Q1") = Etr(P; — EQ1Q;") = 0. Thus, there must be
M(EP, —EQ1Q1") > 0, which yields that fimayx > n.

Finally, combine (15) and (16), we have

)

PN (:L Z(Pi - QiQiT)> > (14+0)C* + 5}

7

<P{ N (;Zm) > W‘}

) :| Hmax/2

:P{Al (711 Z(Pi_QiQiT‘f‘I)) > (1+5)C*+6+1}

€
<oy o\
=p1 |:(1 _|_5)1+5

o0 n/2
n |

where C* := El_lfﬁz\l % + P{A°}. Similarly,
or(Y)

1 ~ e? n/2
P{)\l (n Z(QiQiT _Pi)> = (1+0)C” +5} <p- [Ws] )

k

and hence,

P { ||i Z(Pl —QiQi")
%

of n/2
2(1+5)C*+5} <2pp- [Ws] : (17)

)

Further notice that (1+§)1+5 =exp{d— (1 +0)log(l +0)} = exp{—62/2 + 0(4?)}. Thus, it can

be summarized as follows:

For any ¢ satisfying min{1, C*} > § > 0, there is constant ¢; such that if n > ¢;C*~2log py,
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with high probability, the following holds:

IR
=) (P - QiQs " 1
- ;( QiiN|| < (18)
Denominator By Lemma 5, it follows
SRR
ATIH( 2}P> < Myt (Py) +A1( ZP> =\ <n21P>
We need to prove A\q ( Yoy P) < 1 — ¢ with high probability.
Notice E (% Ai — E%PJ = 0, Hﬁ AZ — < % and
. . . N\T
HZ’ \E(LP ~ELR) (AP ~ELP) || < 4. Thus, by Matrix Bernstein, we have
" /1. 1 . —3nt?
Pl ~—P,—E-PF, < p1exp )
—\n n 32
We have proved the concentration. Hence, for constant ¢ = (1 — ||[EP||)/2, we have
1 - =
P{M(nz@_w( 1) <o)
=PI |~ Pi >1-¢
SR . )
PO (=S A-ER | 21-d = (ER)
{1<nz~: )er-son )
N 2
~3n (1= (EP))
<Pp1exp . (19)

128

Finally, combining (14), (18) and (19), we obtained that if

1
n > log p1 max { C*~2, — 5 (>
(1-x(ER))
then with high probability, it follows
CI*

Isin0(U”, U] § ———~
1— X\ (EPl)
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For 0 < z < 1/4, the function 2 s convex (its second order derivative is ﬁ) Hence, we

1—4x
have
2
B 121 _p_ ' 1Z]? P
Ao, (UA+ BVT)? Al 7] AT BV S 14,
L= owarsvm or(UA+ BV 1_WUT(U +BVT) P

Iy lZ| « c?
where p = E#jm < ¢/4 < 1/4. Thus, C* < 55— + PUA[|IZ|| > co(UA + BV ). If

further ¢ < 1/2, then C* < & + P(4]|Z| > co,(UA+ BVT)).

Recall that we have span(P;) C span(U,) almost surely. Thus |EP | = |EPy, Py| =
|EPy, Py||. Also recall that Py is the projector to span(UA; + B;V ") = span(U) + span(B;) =
span(U) + span(Py, Bi). So, for any vector v € RP', we have v = b+ u + z € RP', where
b € span(Py, By), u € span(U) and z € (span(UA; + BV ")), and hence we have Py, Pyv = b.

Thus, we have Py, P, = Py, urp, and HEPULUIBl | = |[EP,|. Hence, the therorem holds. M

E Proof of Example 1

Proof. Notice Py g = Py, B(B'Py, Py, B)'B"Py, = ULU[B(B'U.U[B)'BTUU[ =
U, PUI BUI, where AT is the generalized inverse of matrix A. Further, notice the entries of UIB
are i.i.d. standard Gaussian. Denote W = U B. Then, for any orthogonal matrix O € Op,_;,,
we have OW < W. Thus, Py < Pow. Hence, we have EPyy = EPoy = OEPyOT. As
O can be chosen arbitrarily in Op,_,,, we have EPy = al for some a. By calculating trace
a(p1 —r1) = tr(EPy) = Etr(Pw) = min{re,p1 — r1}, we have a = min{1,r2/(p1 — r1)}. Thus,
EPy vTp = UJ_EPUIBUI =min{l,7r2/(p1 — 1)} Py, . [

F Proof of Theorem 5

Let’s first introduce notations of set A of conditions on A;, B;, Z;, and initialization.

Notation 1. Denote

Ty = {W e RP2XP2 . |W|| < 1,tr(W) = 0,W = W, rank(W) < 2r2} ,

1 n
LU =—0pr; <Z AZPVLA;F> 5

n
P2 i=1

o1



1 " T
Mg =— sup |SAE (BZ-VT>

)
np2 EeT), P

1 - T
Myy =—— sup | S ZE (UA+BVT) |,
np2 EeT), im1

)

1 n
M47U =—— 8sup Z ZzEZlT
np2 BeTy ||

Ay =Ly — (Myy + M3y + Myy),
v =10+ My + 3M3 .y + 3My v,

I'v =Ay — eov,
n

1
_l’_ -
np2

2
Ky =— )
np2

> ZiPy, (UA)T
=1

ZiPy Z] —no*(pas —r2)l
1

1=
&v,Uy, kv, Ly are defined similarly by replacing U, pa, o by V,p1,r1 respectively,

Al :{FU > 07FV > 0}7

Ak 'y 4Ky I'y
Ay = < —¢o, < —¢€0,
Ly —eoy —3ky — Ly Ly —eody —3ky — Ly

A = {4 < minf B3, B max |21 < min{ v, v} |

A=A41NAyN A3

The strategy of this proof is to first establish a deterministic upper bound for estimation
error given that A;, B;, Z; are nonrandom satisfying conditions {4;, B;, Z;;i = 1,---n} C A (in

Section F.1), and then prove these conditions hold with high probability (in Section F.2).

F.1 Deterministic Bound

We first introduce the following technical lemmas that will be used in this section:

Lemma 5 (Weyl’s eigenvalue inequality). For Hermitian matrices A and B, we have
Aij—1(A+ B) < N(A) + A\i(B). (20)

As a result,

Ar(A) = 1Bl < Ar(A+ B) < Ar(A) + B (21)
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Proof. See page 40 of Tao (2012) and its references for (20). Then, letting ¢ = r and j = 1, we
have:

AM(A+ B) < A\(A) + M (B) <\ (A)+[|B|.
Similarly, we have:
Ar(A) = 1Bl < Ar(A) + Ar(B) = Ar(4) = Mi(=B) < Ar(A+ B),
which finishes the proof of (21). [
Lemma 6 (Ky Fan singular value inequality, Fan (1951)). For any n x n matrices A, B,
ort41(A+ B) < 0r11(A) + 0111(B),

wheret > 0,r > 0,r +t+ 1 <n. Specially, let r =r1 — 1 and t = 0:

o (A+ B) <o, (A) 4+ 01(B).
Lemma 7 (Exercise VILI.11 in Bhatia (1997)).

| sin &V, V)| = [VTV = [VOTVL = [Py, — Pyoll.
Define
Si=UAi+BV' =X, -7,

1 — 1 &
H=—"Y SViV'si=—> UAP, A/ UT,

=L ; X 7O x,

Then we have the following lemma:;:
Lemma 8. In the context of Corollary 2, let X = H+D — I’ZP;QWUQI, X = H, and denote
e = max{n sin (U, W), || sin ©(V, x7<t>)||} Lo =M\, (PuXPy), =Py, XPy_ ||, 221 = | Pr(X—X)Py,|.
When A;, B; are nonrandom satisfying condition {A;, Bi;i =1,---n} C As, we have:

a>Ly —e(4+2M3y + Myy) — Ky,

a <Ly +e(4d+2Mspy + Myy) + ku,s

B <ky +e:(b+ M47U),

(
291 <Ky + Et(Ml,U + M37U + M4,U + €t)~
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Proof. First notice that rank(P;, ) — Py, ) = rank(Py«) — Py) < 2r. Then by Lemma 5,
L

npao

- (UTﬁ(t“)U 227250 gt IU1)

p2
> (var®) (B v) o

o (Zn: (vav?) (vav(”) ) 2|3

=1

UTg (BvTV) (Bﬂ/ﬁ?j”)T U

gl zn: (vAi+BYVT) VY (Zif/f))T U
=1

gl f: (z:7") (Zin))T U — no?(py — ro)U ' IU

Py,
<o, Z A; PVL + &¢

n (t) —
Sl
=1
P.w — Py,

n (t) T
P, P — (BiVT)
i—1 &

n o Pow — Py, T
> zi———— (VA +BVT)
i—1 t

Py — P

=1

+2

+2

f: APy, (BZ-VT) ! H

=1

+ 2 + npae; + 2

z”: Z;i Py, (UAz' + BiVT>T|'
i=1

n
> ZiPy, Z —no®(p2 —ra)l
=1

+ 2¢4

+ &t

€t
<npo (LU +e(4+ 2M3 y + M4,U) + KU),
where the last inequality holds by {A;, B;, Z;;i =1,---n} C ANB.

By the same procedure, we can similarly derive a lower bound of «: (details are presented

in the proof of Lemma 16 in more general setting)
a> Ly —ei(4+2M3u + May) — ku;

a upper bound of 5:
B <Ky +ed+Myy);

and a upper bound of zo1:

291 < Ky + 5t(M1,U + M3,U + M47U + Et).

We are ready to prove the following:
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Theorem 9. In Algorithm 2, let X; = UA+ BV + Z; € RP1¥P2 j = 1,...n. Denote the es-
timation error e = max{”sin@(U, U], || sin©(V, ‘A/(t))H}. When {A;, Bi, Zi;t = 1,---n}
are nonrandom satisfying condition {A;, B;, Z;;1 = 1,---n} C A, there is a constant x =
max{%, %} < 1, which does not depend on t, such that fort =0,1,...,m,

err1 < xer + Ky < ep,

where

4 4
K :max{ ru v }

Ly — & —3ky’ Ly — &y — 3ky

Consequently,

er < x'eo + Ko,

1—xt
where Ko = K4 T=x

Proof. We are going to prove this by induction. Assume the statement holds for m < t. Consider

m =t and we are calculating U+,

By Corollary 2:

sin © (U, Ty < L.
Jsine(@. T ) < 2
Denote
a1 =Ly —ei(4+2M3py + Myy),
B1 =e1(5 + Myy),
21 =ei(Miy + e+ May + Myy).
By Lemma 8§,
z21 < z1 + K1
a—f—2z1 " 01— B1— 2 — 3K

21 K1 21 3K1
= + + . 22
ar—PBr—z ar—pP1—z1—3k1 o1 —P1— 21010 — P1— 21— 3K1 (22)

To bound the first term on right hand side of (22), notice that the function f(y) = (x —y)/x is

monotone decreasing for y < x with any given x and that by {A;, B;, Z;;i = 1,---n} C A, we

have
z
ar — B — 21 — ;1 =Ly — (Myy + M3y + Myy)
t

— Et(lo + Ml,U + 3M37U + 3M47U)

>I'y > 0.
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So,
21/ < ar— B —zn Ty
o —pPr—z1 - a1—B1—2=

(23)

Further notice that the function g(z) = (z — y)/z is monotone increasing on x > y for fixed y

and that we have ay — 1 — 21 < Ly. So,

ar—pr—zn Ty <LU—FU

24
ap—p—2n — Ly (24)
Thus, combining (23) and (24), we have
Ly—-T
il < v UEt. (25)
a;—p1— 2 Ly
To bound the remaining two terms of (22), we have
Ky n 21 3Ky < 4Ky
o —Pr—2—3ky a1 —Pr—zia1—P1—2—3ky T a1 —f1— 21— 3Ky’
and
ar — P11 — 21 > Ly — eoéu,
which yield
Ry + 21 3HU S 4HU ) (26)
a;—p1—2—3ky ar—pBr—zar— B —2—3ky = Lu—eofu — 3ku

Combining (22), (25) and (26), we finally have

Ly—-T 4
= <X Yot ol < x& + K.

sin ©(U, T <
| ( )l a—fB—z21 Ly Ly — eoéy — 3ku

By {A4;,B;, Z;;i=1,---n} C A, we further have

LU_FUJ:‘t—l— Aty < LU_FU€0+Fl50=€0
Ly Ly —eoéy —3ky — Ly Ly

Thus, we have proved

|| sin ©(U, ﬁ(Hl))H < xer + Ky < eg.

Similarly, we can prove || sin ©(V, V)| < ye, 4K, < 0. So the statement holds by induction.
|

56



F.2 Statistical Bound

In this section, we are going to argue that when {4;, B;, Z;;i = 1,---n} are random matrices
satisfying Assumption 1 and 2 with proper initialization, the probability of A is high and the

estimation error converges to 0 in probability.

Recall Assumption 1:

Assumption 1. Assume in decomposition (6), A and B are independent and there is a constant

w such that

max{[| Al , || B[}
P { = min{,/p1, /D2 }

} <v, for some small v < 1.

Denote X\ as
A = min {)\min <1EAPVLAT> » Amin <1IEBTPULB) } .
b2 p1

2
We have &5- < C' for some constant C' > 0.

We additionally assume g = 1 and v = 0 for now, i.e., P(A3) = 1. Denote o2 and (* as
the variance and fourth moments of each entry Z;. Define u = max { HZ/\/pTHw2 ) HZ/\/pEHw2 }

The following lemma bounds the sub-Gaussian norm of || Z;||.

Lemma 9. Assume Z is a m by n random matrix with i.i.d. sub-Gaussian entries with sub-

Gaussian norm K. Then ||Z|| is sub-Gaussian and ||| Z||||y, S K(vVm + /n).
Proof. Notice the following two facts:

1. There is an absolute constant C7 such that for any ¢ > 0,
P(|Z] > CIK(Vim+ Vi +1) < 26 (27)
2. That a random variable X is sub-Gaussian is equivalent to the following:
P{|X| >t} <2exp (—t*/K}) forallt>0

Furthermore, there are absolute constants Cy, C3 such that Co K7 < K < C3K].
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In (27), let y = C1 K (v/m + /n +t). Then we have

2 2
oyt Yo Yy oyt
CZK?2 +2(Vm+v/n) Gi1K %% 207 K2

PUZ] > y) <2e

for y > 4C1 K (v/m + /n). When y < 4C1 K (y/m + v/n), we have

2

P(|Z] > y) <1< 2 GORGmva?,
Hence, by the second fact, ||| Z]|]|y, < K(vVm + /n). =

let’s firstly bound the term Ly in Notation 1 by the well-known Matrix Chernoff inequality

(Lemma 4). In our setting, it yields:

6_5 nA
P{ly <(1-0)A}<r- | ——]| .
Taking 6 = 1/2, since e~?/0.5%5 < 0.86, we have
Corollary 3.
P{Ly < A/2} < r1-exp {log(0.86)n\} .
To bound the terms M’s in Notation 1, we are going to use the strategy called “union

bound”. To that end, let’s first estimate the covering number.

Lemma 10 (Lemma 7 in Zhang & Xia (2018)). Let Xy por =
{X e RPr*P2 : rank(X) < r, || X|| < 1} be the class of low-rank matrices under spectral norm.
Then there exists an e-net X, for X, p,» with cardinality at most ((4 + €)/e)P1+P2)" . Specif-
ically, there exists XM, ... XN) with N < (4 +¢)/e) P27 such that for all X € Xy, pyr)
there exists i € {1,..., N} satisfying !’X(i) — XH <e.

In our setting, recall
Ty = {W € RPXP2 . |[W| < 1,tr(W) = 0,W = W, rank(W) < 27’2} .
We have
Corollary 4. There exists subset Ty of Ty such that for some absolute constant C,
[Ty| < exp(4rapzlog(Co/e)),
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1
My < — sup
np2 pemy

” T
AlE (BIVT> + £,

=1

and similar bounds hold for other M; for i = 3,4 in Notation 1.

Then, we need the following concentration inequality:

Lemma 11. [Matriz Bernstein, subexponential non-symmetric version] Let Z,Zy,...,Zy, be
i.i.d. random matrices with dimensions my X meo that satisfy E(Z) = 0. Suppose that Uéa) < 00
for some o > 1. Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for all t > 0, with probability at

least 1 — et

where m = mq + mo,

Zy+-+ 2y
n

1/a
U(a)
< Cmax{ oz W’Uéa) (k)gZ) Hk;g(m)
o0z

U einf{u>0:Eexp(|Z]|*/u®) <2}, a>1,

1 n
R LE(42)
=1

n 1/2 1/2

PRICCY

=1

Oz 2 max ,

and

oz < Uéa)

Proof. This is a slight generalization of Proposition 2 in Koltchinskii et al. (2011) and its ref-
erence Koltchinskii (2011). First, we can directly generalize the choice of Uéa). Then it can be
shown that we really only need an upper bound for oz such that equation (3.7) in Koltchinskii

(2011) to be well defined. [ ]

In our case, using union bound, Corollary 4 and Lemma 11 yields the following corollaries

for different M’s in Notation 1.

Corollary 5. For given d, c1 and co, there exists constant cs such that if

n>cs (1\)2 (r2)(p1 + p2),

then with probability more than 1 — e~ (€)m2(P1+02) e have
My < i

59



Proof. Let W; = p%Al-E (BiVT)T, then [|[W;]] < 1 and hence exp((log?2)||W;||) < 2. Also,
|W;W,T|| = [W,W;|| < 1. So in Lemma 11, for any given ¢ > 0, constant C' and E € T} , let
t=C(r2)(p1 +p2), 02 =1, a=1and Uéa) = 1/log 2, which yields that there exists constant

Cs such that with probability more than 1 — e~¢"2(P1+r2) the following holds:

~ oT)
;A,,E(BZV )

Then by union bound from Corollary 4, it yields that with probability more than

<0y max{ r2(p1 +p2)’ ro(p1 + p2) } '

n n

1
np2

1— ef(Cflog(Co/s))rg(;m«}pg)’

we have

ro(p1 +p2) r2(p1 + p2) } T
n n

M,y < Coymax { )
So for given constants C4 and Cj, let € be a constant multiplier of A and hence, if
1\ 2
n > Cs (A) (r2)(p1 + p2),
for some large enough Cs, then with probability more than 1 — e~ (C9)("2)(P1+p2) e have

Ml,U < 05/\

To deal with M3y My and kg, first notice the following fact:

Lemma 12. Assume Z is a p by q random matriz whose entries Z;; are i.i.d. with mean 0,

variance o and forth moment C*. D is a fized q by q symmetric matriz. Then we have
EZDZ" = o?tr(D)I,
EZDZ'"Z"DZ < paCttr(D?)I.
Proof. Denote

ZT:{Zl...Zp},

where z; is jth column vector of Z T. Hence,
.DZT = [DZ1 .. .sz] .
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Furthermore,

T _
EZDZ' = [(Ez{Dzk) hﬁk}pxp

—diag (E(DTZ’Z)T(Z’ZD h=1,-p’

and

E(D"z,) " (z1) = tr(D)o?.

Thus,
EZDZ" = o?tr(D)I.

Further notice (ZDZ'Z'DZ)ip = Y0_, 2] Dzjz] Dz, BY 0| 2] Dzjz) Dz, = 0if i # h,

E((D" )" (z0))(D"20) " (20)) T = B znizn;Dij)* = Y DiBzpi+ Y . DiEai Rz, < tr(DTD)(Y,
i i oy

and

E((D"z) () (D7 2) " (2)) T = 0°E(z, D*z3) < tr(DT D)¢*.
Thus, the second statement in the lemma holds. |

Corollary 6. For given c1 and ca, there exists constant cg such that if

0%2u? Qu
n > c3(r2)(p1 + p2) max BVEWE

where 0 = max{ Z—;, 1}, then with probability more than 1 — e=<2"2(P14P2) e have

M3y < A

Proof. Let Wy = LZ,E (UA; + BVT) ", then [Wi]| < 4L and

12

Z, .
VP2 1 VP2 2
Hence, Eexp (7&%3\\%\\) < Eexp (7@?\/1\7\7?”) < 2. Also, for some absolute constant Cg > 1,
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we have

HEWiW{'— ’ =—||E <E (ZiE (UAi + BiVT>T (UAi + BiVT> bz} Ai?Bi)) H
b2
(e (e ) ey o))
<58 (#race sl
P2
<40?
§4C’62u2,
and
fonr =, s (e (va+ w7y sarze a5 ) )|
b2
:p12 E< n (UAc+BYVT) B (UAﬁBiVT)T)H

2
SlE <0’2p1 HUAZ‘ + BiVTH >
P2

4
Sﬂoj
b2
4
SC’gﬂu2.
b2

So in Lemma 11, for any given € > 0, constant C' and E € Ty , let t = C(r2)(p1 + p2),
oz = 2Cguf, « = 1 and Uéa) = 2Csub/+/log 2, where § = max {, /%, 1}. It yields that, there
exists constant Co such that, with probability more than 1 — e~ C72(P1+P2)  the following holds:

1

np2

~, L avT)
;ZlE (UAlJrBlV) H

P1 +p2) ro(p1 + p2)
n n ’

<C%2uf max { ra( ,

where 6 = max {, /%, 1}. Then by union bound from Corollary 4, it yields that with probability

more than 1 — e—(C—1og(Co/e))r2(p1+p2).

ro(p1 +p2) T2(p1 + p2) } Le
n n

M3y < Co2ubf max { ,
So, for given constants C4 and Cj5, let € be a constant multiplier of A and hence, if

0%u? Ou
n > Csra(p1 + p2) max{ —5—, —
A A
for some large enough Cs, then with probability more than 1 — e~ C472(P1+P2) e have

M3y < CsA.
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Corollary 7. For given c¢1 and co, there exists constant cs such that if

U4 U2
n > c3ra(p1 + p2) max 2 [

then with probability more than 1 — e—c2r2(P1tp2) e have

Myy < i

Proof. Let W; = p%ZiEZiT, then ||| < H%P and hence E exp (HWZH/uZ) < Eexp (HZi||2> < 2.

u2py

Also, for some absolute constant Cg > 1, we have

1
HEWiWiT ‘ = HE (ZiEZZTZ,-EZiT) H
Ps
Lemma 12

1
—'tr(B?) < C|EIP
P2
<¢t < 2t
So in Lemma 11, for any given € > 0, constant C' and E € Ty , let t = Cra(p1 +p2), 07 = Ceu?,

a =1 and Uéa) = 2Cgu?, which yields that there exists constant Cy such that with probability

more than 1 — e~ ¢72(P14P2) | the following holds:

n
> zEzZ]
=1

n n

1 r2(p1 +p2) r2(p1 + p2)
np2 '

< C’ng max { ,

Then by union bound from Corollary 4, it yields that with probability more than

1 — e~ (C-log(Co/e))ra(pr+p2)

we have

ro(p1 + p2) r2(p1 + p2) } Le.
n n

2
My < Cou max{ ;

So for given d and constants C4 and (5, let € be a constant multiplier of A and hence, if

ut u?
n > Csra(p1 + p2) max {)\2; )\}

for some large enough Cs, then with probability more than 1 — e~ (C9)r2(P1+72) " we have

M471 < CsA.
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Corollary 8. For given c¢1 and co, there exists constant cs such that if

0%u? Hu
n > c3log p1 max BB E

where § = max {1 /%, 1}, then with probability more than 1 — e~ 219871 we have

1
np2

ZZPVi (UA)T|| < e X,

=1

Z;
Proof. Let W; = mZiPVi (UAz‘)T7 then |[W;] < % and

7 < ' 7
\/ D2 1 o v/ D2

Hence, Eexp (W ‘log2> < Eexp (”Z ”\ﬁvlog ) < 2. Also, there exists an absolute constant

\/logQ-‘

P2

Cg > 1 such that
iy

45|

(o (v o war ) )

:plg |E (B (ZiPv, (UA)T (WA Py 2]

1 2 2 2 2 9
<— ; < <
_p2E(O' (U A ) <o Cgu”,

and

HE< ( UA;) Py Z Z;Py, (U4;) ‘A“B»H
9 HE (o*p W) P2, (WA)T) |

1 2 2
< — .
<E (o1 |0 A))
<Py

p2

<C2p1 2
p2

So in Lemma 11, for any given € > 0, constant C and E € Ty, let t = C'logpy, 0z = Cglu,
a =1 and Ué @) = Cgbu/+/log 2, where § = max {1 /Zl } It yields that there exists constant

Cy such that with probability more than 1 — e~¢1°8P1 the following holds:

<

ZZPVL U4’
=1
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/1 1
<Cyub rnax{ ogpl’ogm} , (28)
n n

where 6 = max {1 /%, 1}. So, for given constants Cy and Cj if

0%u? Ou
n > C3log p; max {)\6, )\3}

for some large enough C3, then with probability more than 1 — e~¢41°8P1 e have

1
ZiPy, (UA;) || < Cs)3.
np2 ; * )
|
Corollary 9. For given c1 and ca, there exists constant cs such that if
ut u?
n > CSInglmaX{)\ﬁ7)\3} )
then with probability more than 1 — e~ 21°8P1 e have
n
Z ZiPVJ_ZiT — n02 (pg — 7'2) I § 01)\3.
Proof. Let W; = i (Z'PVLZiT — 02 (py —r2)I), then |[W;|| < maX{Hi” o r}, where r =
p%rz. Hence, Eexp(”W”) < Eexp <max{ 12 "%”}) < 2, where 7 = max {u2, 1‘3?2} <
u?/log 2. Also,
1
EW,W, = <EZ}%lZ Z]%lZT>
25
) 2 o 4 o 2
_ M (EZiPVLZiT) + M[
b2 25
Lemma 12 20—4 —_r 0_4 —r 2
< gtr(PVL)I—ytr(PVL)I*'MI
P2 P Y25)
247,

Thus, for some absolute constant Cg > 1,

—r
SPQ 2

Hmmw <t < o,

So in Lemma 11, for any given € > 0, constant C' and E € Ty , let t = Clogp1, 07 = Ceu?, o = 1

and U éa) = Cgu?/log 2, which yields that there exists constant Cy such that with probability
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more than 1 — e~¢1°8P1 the following holds:

1
np2

> ZiPy, Z] —no® (pa—ro) I
=1

1 1
< Cymax {uQV ngl,uzogpl} . (29)
n n

So, for given d and constants C4 and Cj if

ut u?
n > Cslogpy max{)\G, )\3}

for some large enough C3, then with probability more than 1 — e~¢41°8P1 e have

1

< O3,
np2

n
> ZiPy, Z§ —no® (p2—ra) I
=1

Corollaries 3, 5, 6 and 7 imply that with proper choice of ¢1, we have
Ay =Ly — (Myy+ M3y +Myy) 2 A,

and

§u <10+ 3(Mipy + Mz + Myy) 1
with high probability. If d is fixed and we set €9 as a small constant multiplier of A, we have
'y = Ay —efu 2 A

So, by Corollaries 8 and 9, we have

4I<LU <\2 < FUE()
Ly —eoéy —3ky ™~ 7 Ly

with high probability. Additionally, we can bound the error K5 in Theorem 9 by (28) and (29).

The argument above can be summarized as the following lemma.

Lemma 13. Given constants ¢ > 0 and assuming Assumption 1, 2 hold with u = 1 in Assump-
tion 1, then there exists constants c1, ¢4, c5 < 1, cg (does not depend on any variable appeared
in the following equations) such that if g < 4\,

ut u? Gu? QU}

n > c 10gpmaxmax{)\67 N ABCEDY]
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and

n > €1Tmax(P1 + p2) max {)\27 AV

where § = max { /2, /EL L then with probability more than 1 — e~ min(P14P2) [ A, By Z;i =
p1’\/ p2

1,---n} C A. Additionally, in Theorem 9, we have x < c5 and

Ko < 6 max {Uﬂ / log Pmax uf log pmax , u? / log pmax ’ w2 log pmax } .
n n n n

Now let’s consider general p (the previous discussion is based on p = 1). We can let
Y; = Xi/p({X;}) and then p({Y;}) = 1 and A({Y3}) = A({Xi})/n({X:})? = 1/C, where u({X;})
refers the p of X; in Assumption 1, u({Y;}) refers the p of Y; and A({Y;}) are defined similarly.

Then we can apply the above lemma and Theorem 9 to Y;. And for general v, we take out the

max{[|A[l,| B||}

probability that p < —— W

and get:

Lemma 14. Given constant ¢y > 0, matrices {X;} satisfying decomposition (6) and Assumption
1 and 2, then when applying Algorithm 2, there exists constants ca, c3, c4 < 1, ¢5 (do not depend
on any variable appeared in the following equations) such that if eg < c3 and n satisfies the
following:

n > CoTmax(P1 + p2) max {u4/u4, 0%u? /12, 0u/ 1} ,

then with probability more than 1 — e~ minPmax — 1, the estimation error defined as
Error® = max{” sin@(U, UM, || sin ©(V, V(t))H} ,
in Algorithm 2 converges linearly with rate x < c4:
ErrorY) — Error < X (Error(tfl) — Error) ,
and the final error is bounded by

]' max
Error < c54/ Mmax{@u/,u,, u?/u*},
n

where 0 = max{lapl/p27p2/pl}vrmax = maX{TIaTQ}aTmin = min{rl,rg} and Pmax =

max{pi,pa}.

As all the entries of Z are i.i.d. sub-Gaussian distributed as z with sub-Gaussian norm T,

by Lemma 9, we have u = maux{HZ/\/;DTHw2 , HZ/\/]TQHW} < Tv/Pmax/Pmin- The condition for
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sample size n can be expressed as

3/2
p?naxT4 p?naxT2 pm/axT 1

2 b 3 ) ) )
pminu4 pmin'u’2 p3/2

N 2 CoTmaxPmax Max {
minH

and the final error bound becomes
IOg Pmax PmaxT T2
Error < ¢54/ ———— max v (-
n Pmint M

G Proof of Theorem 7

Without loss of generality, assume A is positive semi-definite, as we can add al to A without

changing its eigen-structure. let’s first consider the scenario that A has the block form

A1(A1r)
A An _
A= , An = - (30)
Ag1 Ag
)\T(Al].)
and W, W, satisfy
Iy 0
w=|"", w.= . (31)
0 L(p—r)x (p—1)

Hence, We also have Aj; = WTAW, Ajp = WTAW, = A;l and Aoy = WIAWL. Denote the

kth eigenvector of A(corresponding to A(A)) as

where a®), ) are the first  elements and the rest p—r elements of v(*). Noticing )\k(A)v(k) =

Av®) | by comparing coefficients of this identity, we have for 1 <i <rr+1<k <p,

_ Alzﬁ(k))~
(A a(k), ie., P = ( L, 32
k( ) 1 i Ai(All)_Ak:(A) ( )

)\i(An)Oéz(k) + <A125(k))

i

By the assumption that A\.(A11) = A\(WTAW) > A.41(A), we have

(ath) < (uB)
' (Ar(A11) — A1 (4))°

Then, we can bound the Frobenius norm of sin ©(V, W) via

2
2 <El§i§r,r+l§k§p (A125(k))¢
FT o (A(A11) = A (A)°

H [a<r+1>, . a(m} H

68



|
(Ar(A11) = A1 (4))?

D i<icr ||A12 [5 rl) . 5(1)}

T @A) A )

e |

(Ar(A11) — Ars1(A))?
_ | Ara]|%
T (A (A1) = Mg (A))?

)

where Aja; is ith row of Ajp. Thus,
Isin©(V, W)|lr =W "Vi|r

= H [(NH), . a(p)} H

A1zl
T (Ar(Arr) = Aeg1(A4))
_ wrAaw |,
CAWTAW) = A y1(A)

where the first equality holds as a result of Exercise VIL.I.11 in Bhatia (1997).

F

To prove the upper bound of the spectral norm of sin ©(V, W), let s = [s,41,--+, Sp

be any vector with ||s||;, = 1. We have

M

M=

.

(32) Zp: —5} (A125(k))i

Ai(A11) — A (4)

o P _Sk 1 (k)

=2 Ni(A1) 1= Me(A)/Ni(A1y) (A”*B )
P —spak(A

- Z — )\l.ikl(il(u) <A12B(k)>i

oo —A ; p
St (3 k)

k=r+1

where Aja; is the ith row of Aqs.

Hence, by the assumption that A\.(WTAW) > X\, 1(A) > A\,(A4) > 0, we have

H [a<r+1>7 . a(p)} s

l2
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p
— | 3 ag,
k‘:’f‘Jrl l2
(k)
k=r+1
aMs),
l2
—A12,1 /A (An)

<> : : ( Epj sMZ(fUﬁ“”)

k=r+1

l2

< ; H( 3 skA;<A>5<k>>

=0 k=r+1
| — A, /AT (AL) | b2
1

) AT (An) 87”+1)‘§~+1(A)
<1 A (40 ] :

- A spAL(A)

)\l+1 All) P \p I

o [[Ar]] 1) 4l ; . T
< 111, . < T . P . e
- Z < N1 (A) JiG a H (srX i (A), - spX(4)) .

M (4) A
SZW sl

_ [ Arz]]
Ar(Ann) = Arga(4)

Then,

Isin@(V, W) =W V.|

=[|[at+v,..a®]

[ Arz]|
A (An) = Ak1(4)
_ [wTAwL |
AN (WTAW) = Ay (4)
[P awW T AW |
TN WTAW) — A (A)

Now we have proved Theorem 7 for A and W satisfying (30) and (31). Then, for any general
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symmetric A and W satisfying (31), let

A[W,WL] ur o _ by UTWTAwW, |

0
I |\wl 0 I wWrAawu  w]Aw,

where USU T is the spectral decomposition of W T AW.

Then, since \.(WTBW) = \.(WTAW) > A\, 11(A) = \11(B), we have

W BW, ||,
Ar(WTBW) — \pi1(B)
[TTW AW |,

Ar(2) = Mg (A)
[Py an WTAW L[

A(WTAW) = App1(A)°

|sin©®(Ve, W)||r <

Also notice by comparing spectral decomposition of B and A:

Vg U, v,
[VB,VBJE - [ [VA,VAJE - [U1Tv ;]’
Bl Uz VAJ_
where Uy = [U, 0] and U = [0, I].
Hence
vy — Ui1Va
UaVa
and
0
vawL = [viorviog| || =viod =viw..
I
Thus,

Isin®©(Ve, W)l = Vg Willr = || sin©(Va, W)|r,

i.e., we have proved Theorem 7 for general A. Finally, for general W € Oy, let W = (W, W]

and notice that

[sin ©(Va, W)||p = || sin©O(W Va, W W)|p = ||sin® | WTVy,
0— F
Let )
| WTAW WTAW . Vil —
B=WTAW = =W vl = | AW
W AW W]IAW, Vi
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then Vg = W'V, and A (B11) = Me(WTAW) > A1 (A) = Ay 1(B). By previous result,

0 = N WTAW) = A (A)
F

| sin©®(Va, W)||r = [|sin® | Vg,

Similarly, we can also generalize the upper bound of spectral norm for symmetric A and W €

Opr.

G.1 Proof of Corollary 2

First, to prove
|[PuZPy, |

M (PuXPy) = Ap1(X)

| sin©(U, )| <

)

let Y = X + al for sufficient large a, such that both Y = X + al + Z is positive semi-definite.

Notice the structure of eigenspace and eigen-gap do not change, i.e.,

X1 0 U’
Y = [ U U, } : +al |-
0 X U/l
is the eigen-decomposition of Y,
. . X100 U’
Y= [ U Uy, } : . +al |- .
o Ul

is the eigen-decomposition of Y and )\T(PUYPU) — Art1 (Y) = )\T(PUXPU) — )\r+1(X)- So, we

can apply Theorem 7 on Y, which yields

|PuvZ Py, | |PuvZ Py, |

Isin©U, 0)| < - — = - .
M(PuY Py) = Me1(Y)  M(PuXPy) — Ar1(X)

Since X = X Py+X Py, and Lemma 2 in Cai & Zhang (2018), we have A, 1(X) < 0,41(X) <
o1(Py, X) < 01(Py, X Py) + 01(Py, XPy,) = ||Py, X Py, || + ||[PyZ Py, ||. Thus, the inequality

|1PuZPy ||

| sin ©(U, U)]| < . .
M(PuXPy) =[Py, XPy, | - |[PuZPy, |

follows.
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H Additional Theory for Order-d MOP-UP

The following theorem presents a mild identifiability condition for the order-d spiked covariance

model, expanding upon the findings of Theorem 2.

Theorem 10 (Identifiability of order-d spiked covariance model). Suppose Y = 22:1 A Xy
Uk, where U, € Oy, is a deterministic matriz and Ay € RPVCXPe-1XTkXPh1XXPd g q
random tensor, k=1,--- ,d. If for any k =1,--- ,d, any v € RPV"Pe=1TkPk+1""Pd qnd any affine
subspace W C RPr | either P (Up My (Ag)v € W|Ap, h # k) =0 or span(Uy) € W. Then, Uy are
identifiable in the sense that for any fived Vi, € Op, r. . k = 1,---d, if || sin©(Uy, Vi,)|| # 0 for

some k, then X X%:l Py, #0, where X is the covariance tensor of Y.

The following proposition shows the AP algorithm (Algorithm 3) is essentially performing

alternating minimization.

Proposition 2 (Generalization of Proposition 1). For any given k € {1,---d}, tensors X;,i =
1,---n and Vi, € O, r,, h # k, we have
n

arg min Z H(XZ - X) x¢_, V,LH

2
Vi€0pyry y—1 F

= {Eigenrk (Z Mk <(X1 — X) X hetk V;;i) ./\/lk; ((}(Z — X) Xhtk Vh—l)T> O :YO e @Tk} .

i=1

Similarly, we can establish the linear convergence and statistical error properties for the AP

algorithm (Algorithm 3).

Assumption 3. Assume in decomposition (13), Ay’s are independent and there is a constant

w such that

o max My, (Aw)l <

JUARSS >~ Y,
\/H}Wghpk

P

for some small v < 1.

Denote M\ as

1

A=min | Ay; _
h min Hk?éh pk

EMy, (An) | @ Pu,, | Ma(An)T
J#h

We have “72 < C for some constant C' > 0.
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Here, p?/)\ can be interpreted as a conditional number reflecting balance among singular
values of Ai. So Assumption 3 essentially means the condition number of the score matrices

A}, is bounded.

Assumption 4. Z has i.i.d. sub-Gaussian entries with sub-Gaussian norm v and mean 0.

Mp(Z)

Define u = Mo

. We can now present the following theoretical guarantee for AP,

2
which can be viewed as a generalization of Theorem 5.

Theorem 11 (Local Convergence and Statistical Error Bound). Let tensors {X;} satisfy the
decomposition (13). Suppose the output of Algorithm 3 is {U,gt) zzl and define the error at tth
iteration as

(t) _ . r(t)
Error kergé’l.}fd} {|| sin ©(Uy, Uy )H} .

Assume Assumptions 3 and 4 hold and d > 2. For any given c¢1 > 0, there exist constants ca, c3,
¢y < 1, ¢5 (all independent of any variable in the following inequalities) such that if initialization

error Error() < ¢3 and n satisfies:

ut 6%u? fu
n Z CQTm(pm + p—m) max T4 5 v 1 )
pt o

then we have that with probability more than 1 — e~ 1"=mPm+P-m) _ 1, the estimation error in

Algorithm 3 converges linearly with rate cy:

Error® — Error <cy (Error(tfl) — Error) ,

1 2

Error < c54/ 08 Pmax 1 ax {9 , } : (33)
n 7

[P .1 ... —

1, Hk;ehpk’h_ 1, ,d}, m =

where Error is bounded by

IS
‘Q

)

Here, r—p = Iljznmh, p—n = [lpznpr, 0 = max

A =

arg maxy {r_i(px + p—x)} and pmax = maxy{px}.

Remark 2. In the context of Theorem 11, 0 represents the balance of orders of X — as long as

there is mo one dimension greater than the product of the others, then 6 = 1.

Now, assume the orders of X are balanced such that 8 < C for some constant C. If all

the entries of Z are i.i.d. sub-Gaussian distributed as z is with sub-Gaussian norm 7, then by
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Lemma 9, we can conclude that u = _Mn(Z)
H Vv Hk;ﬁh Pr

< rl14+ DPh < 7. The condition
" ~ iznpr ) ~

for sample size n can be simplified to

7_4
n > co—m(P—m + Pm) Max {,U4, 1} )

and the error bound (33) is simplified to

1 max 2
Errorgcml()gpamax{T,Z}. (34)
n wop

H.1 Proof of Theorem 8

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume EX = 0 and ¢ = 1. And for tensors A and B, A®B

refers to their tensor product in this section.

Assume the decomposition equation

d
X:EX+ZAkkak+Z
k=1

holds. Notice the facts:

1. Consider a random tensor X as a multilinear transformation. Then for fixed v,

(EX)(v) = E(Xv).

2. Consider a random tensor A as a multilinear transformation:
A:RP — R.

Then A Xy Uy is the multilinear transformation after changing the base of RP* by linear
transformation Uj and hence, the order of tensor product and n-mode product with a

matrix is changeable. And,
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Hence, the covariance tensor

¥ =E(X ® X)

d d
=E (ZAkkak+z> ® (ZAk kak+z)

k=1 k=1

d d
=E (ZAk Xk Uk> X <ZAk Xk Uk) +Ip-

k=1 k=1

Denote g =E (sz AL Xy Uk> & <Zz:1 Ay Xy Uk> . Thus,

T T
20 XlUlL X2"‘XdUdL

d
=E | Y (Aixi U) @ (A x; Uj) x1 Uy -+ xq Uj,
ij=1
d
> ((Ai xi Ui % Uf) © (A x5 Uj) xa Uf| - xim1 Uy g X U+u“'><dUL)

=0,
which proved the sufficiency.

To prove the necessity, assume X has spiked covariance. Define
_ T T T
Ap=X=2Z)x1 (U1.Uy1) %=1 (Uk—11Up_11) X5 Uy

where Z is some random tensor with EZ = 0,E(Z® Z) = E(X®Z) =1 So E(A;y ® Z) = 0.
Here, to see the existence of such Z, without loss of generality, assume X = x is a random

vector. Then, the existence of z is guaranteed by lemma 1.

Now denote Y = X — Z. Notice RP" = span(U;) @ span(U;, ) implies that for any v; € RP:

we have decomposition v; = u; + uf- with u; € span(Uj;), uf € span(U; ). Thus,

( ZAk Xk Uk) (I
d
(Y ZAk X, Uk) (u1, v, (Y ZAk Xk Uk) (ui, v2, - -~ vg)

k=1

=<Y—Y><1PU1—ZAk XkUk> (ur,v2,- v ( ZAk XkUk> Ui, vz, vg)
k=2
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d
= (Y = Ag Xy Uk) (Ui, va, -+ vg)
i=2

=Y (ui, - ug)-

Notice g x1 Uy Xg -+ Xq Ugy = 0 implies that for any uj- € span(U; 1 ),v; € RPi, we have
So(ui,- ~uj,vd+1, -+ +v9q) = 0. Thus,

d d
<E (Y—ZAk Xk Uk> ® <Y_ZAk X, Uk)) (v1, -~ v2q)
=1

k=1

d d
=E ((Y — ZAk Xk Uk> (vl,---vd)> ((Y — ZAk Xk Uk> (Ud+1,-~ -Ugd)>
k=1 k=1

_E (Y(uli, o uj)> (Y(uj+1, S @a))

i.e., the covariance tensor is 0, and hence, the decomposition equation holds a.s. and the Theorem

is proved. |

H.2 Proof of Theorem 10

Proof. Assume that for some Vj, we have Y x¢_, Py, = 0. Notice that | sin ©(Uy, Vi)| = 0 is

equivalent to Py, U, = 0. Without loss of generality, assume Py, Uy # 0. We have
0 =My (Y xi_; Py, )

d
:ZMl (Ak Xk Uk Xzzl PVhL)
k=1
d

=Py, U1M1 (A1) Q + Py, > My (Ag) Qi
k=2

where Q = ®§:d Py, and Q) = Q®§’:Cll I, ® U/ ®]2~:k71 I,,. Intuitively, to make the last
line 0, we need its two terms to cancel out with each other. However, by the condition in the
theorem, the probability for Py U1 M; (A1) Q to cancel out with Py, 3%, My (Ag) Qp for

any given Ay, k > 2 is 0.
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To make the statement rigorous, notice that it followsspan (U1M1 (A)Q+ ZZ:Q My (Ag) Qk) -
ker(Py, | ), which implies for any v such that Qv # 0, we have

d
Ui Mi (A1) Qu+ Y Mi (Ag) Qyov € ker(Py, ),

k=2
and hence

U1M1 (Al) QU S A,
where A represents the affine space {w = u — ZZ:Q M (Ag) Qv : Vu € ker(Py, )}

For given Ay, k > 2, if Eﬁzle (Ar)Qrv = 0, we have A = ker(Py,,) = span(V;) #
span(U;), and thus span(U;) € A.

If Zzzg M (Ag) Qv # 0, then A is a shifted m dimensional space. If the shift direction is in
the subspace, i.e., EZZQ M (Ag) Qv € ker(Py, | ), then A = ker(Py, ), and hence span(U;) €
A. If the shift direction is not in the subspace, i.e., ZZZQ M (Ag) Qv ¢ ker(Py, | ), then Vu
with small enough ||u||, we have u ¢ A. Thus, span(U;) Z A.

By above discuss, we always have span(U;) € A. Hence by the condition in the theorem, we

have P(U1M1(A1)Qu € A|Ag, k > 2) = 0, which concludes that
i (Y xd_ Py = o) <E(P (UM (A)Qu € Al Ay k> 2)) = 0.

Thus, by Theorem 8, if the covariance tensor 3 of Y satisfies 3 x%zl Vi1 = 0, then there
exists {B;} such that Y = Zle B; x; Py, , and hence, P(Y x{¢_, Py, =0) = 1. Thus,
3 ngl VkJ_ 75 0. |
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H.3 Proof of Proposition 2

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume X = 0. Notice

n 2 n 2
> [t v, = 30 e (X UL )
=1 =1
- T T T
=) tr <PUMMk (Xz Xhtk UhL) M, (X, Xtk UhL) PUM>
=1

—tr (PUM z": My (Xz X htk Uhl) M, <Xz X hatk Ui—er>T PUM>

Pr Pk
=tr (PUM Z )\ieie;r> = Z )\itr(PUMeielT)
i=1

i=1

—Z)\e Py, e; > Z)‘“

i>T)

where e; is the eigenvector of 7" | My, (XZ X btk UhTJ_) M, (Xz X hotk UhTL)T and J; is the cor-
responding eigenvalue satisfying A\; > A;41 > 0. The last inequality is due to the fact that
0 <e Py e <1and Y P e Py e = tr(Py, Y ee)) = tr(Py,,) = pk — 7% The
equality holds when Py, e; = 0 for ¢ = 1,---rg, i.e. the minimizer should be Uy such that

span(Uy) = span (Eigen,, (Y (X,' Py, X;))). [ ]

H.4 Proof of Theorem 11

Let’s first introduce notations of set 4 of conditions on A;, Z; and set C of condition on

initialization.
Notation 2. Denote

Ty, =4 W € RILeznPoxTlizn e ||| = 1,t0(W) = 0,W = W', rank(W) < 2¢-! 7 ¢

kth
Ly = nH ZMh )| Q) Pu,, | Miu(Ain)' |,
k;éhpk iZh
.
My = sup ZMh i) EMy [ D (g <k Uk) ||l

n Hk;,gh Pk EeTy, kZh
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n

> My (A kg Xy Ury) EMy (A gy Xy Ukz)TH
=1

1
My =———— max sup

n Pk k1,k2 E€T,
iz kn kothik ks "

J T
sup ZMh ) EMy, (Z (Aik Xk Uk)) ;
k=1

n Hk;&h Pk EcT,

Msp =

)

sup Z./\/lh ) EMy, (Z )

Myyp =——=——
n Hk;,gh Pk EeTy,

)

Ap =Ly — (d—1)(Myp + (d—1)*Mayp, + Mz p, + My ),

én :(d — 1)(2 + 2d2 + Ml,l + (d — 1>2M2’1 + 3M371 + 3M4,1),

I'n =Ap — €0&h,
Kp = ZMh )| R Po,, | M (Asp xn Un) "
”Hkﬂlp’f i=1 i#h
o S (@) @t [
k#h Pk |5 j#h k#h

A ={An>0:h=1,---d},

4I£h F
Ay = h=1,d},
? {Lh—€0§h—3/€h - tho }

As = max | M (0] < T]we- o
t£h

A=A1NA5N A3

Notation 3. Denote
B={y,>0;h=1,---d}.

The strategy of this proof is to first establish a deterministic upper bound for estimation error
given that A;, Z; are nonrandom satisfying conditions {A;,Zi;i = 1,---n,k = 1,---d} C
AN B (in Section H.4.1), and then prove these conditions hold with high probability (in Section
H.4.2).

H.4.1 Deterministic Bound

We first introduce the following technical lemma that will be used in this section:
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Lemma 15. Let A;, B; be matrices with the same dimension, ||A;|, | Bil| < 1, and ||A;—B;|| < e.
Then

d d
Q) Ai — Q) Bi|| < de
i=1 i=1
Proof. Notice the following:
k—1 d k-1 d
® B; — ®Ai®Bi = ®Ai®(Ak_Bk) ® B;
= i=k+1 i=1 =k i=1 i=k+1
= H | Ai[[[| Ax — Bl H |Bill
i=k+1
<e
So
d d k k—1 d
@) -|¥ (@4 ® 5-@1®n)|
i=1 k=1 \i=1  i=k+1 i=1 =k
d k—1 d
<> ®A @ B; — (X Ai (X) Bi| < de.
k=1 Ili= i=k+1 i=1 =k
|
Define J
= ZAi,k X Uy = X — 72,
k=1
" T
Hk = nl—[;kp] ZMk <Si X ik (UjJ_)T> ./Vlk (Si X jk (Ujl)—r) R
j i=1

. 1 gV
a2 = W;Mk (X xsx (010 >Mk <X < (0F7) >

Lemma 16. In the contest of Corollary 2, let X = PAIYH) - <Hk7ﬂ p’“p;krkaz) I,X = Hy, and
denote

e = max { | sin O(Up, U) | k= 1,0} 0 = A (P, X Py ), 8 = [P X Py 221 = |1 P Z P |-

When A, 1, Z; are nonrandom satisfying condition {A;,Z;;i=1,---n,k=1,---d} C ANB,
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we have:
a>Ly —e(d—1)(d* + 2M3 1 + Myy) — k1,

o <Ly +ei(d—1)(d® + 2M3 1 4+ My) + K1,
B <er(d —1)(d* + 1+ My1) + K1,

291 <e(d — 1) (Myq + (d — 1) Moy + &4 + M1 + My 1) + 5.

where M; 1, k1, L1 are defined in Notation 1.

Proof. Firstly notice, by Lemma 15, we have
;1 P, = s Poo
(d — 1)Et -
Also, rank(@®); 1 Pu;; — @)1 Pﬁ(tj) = rank(Q); .1 (Pu;, — Py
J J

2d-1 Hk?é1 rr Hence, by Lemma 5,

anka

(35)

)) = rank(@; ., (Fu; — Py»)) <

t)
s J

k£l
=n Hpk)\m U;—I;T{Hl)Ul — o2 H Pk — Tk 2 U, I,
k#1 kA1 Pk

) T
(QSl))\rl (Z My <Ai,1 Xj#1 (ﬁj(ti)>T> M <Ai’1 s <ﬁ](i))T> )
i=1
-

+2 ZMI (Ai,l X j£1 (ﬁ;?>T> My Z (Az,k Xk Uk) X j#1 (ﬁ—j(i))T Uy
=1

k£1
) T
+ UszMl (Z (Ai g ¥k Ug) Xj21 <ﬁ](t))T> My (Z (Aik Xk Ug) X1 ((Afj(i))T) Uy
i=1 k£l k#1
a6 s on )
i=1 k=1

n T
+ Ul—rz./\/ll (Zi Xj;,gl (ﬁj(jz)—r> ./\/l1 <Zz‘ ><j751 (U;?)T> U1 —TL(72 H (pk: —’I”k) IUI

i=1 k#1

=0y, [ > Mi(Ain) ®Pﬁﬁ> M (Ai)"
=1
.

n
+2 Zj\/h (A1) ®Pl7](i) My Z (Aik x5k Ug)
i1 21 kA1
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+ i./\/h (Z (Aig Xk Uy ) (® PA(t)) (Z (Aik Xk Uk)) T

i=1 k#1 At k#1

+2

> (@)pA;t)) (i U)

7#1 k=1

(® PA@)) T —no? H (pk — i) I

j#1 k#1

<o, (Z My (Ai,l) (® PU]J_) My (Ai,l)T)
i=1 j#1

®j7§1 JjL j lAf T
n 1 U ® #* 1 (t)

E Ml (Ai,l) ’ 2 M1 (A,
: ( I ) ] 1 ( Z,l)

+ (d — 1)615

+2

. T
Z/\/h (A1) <® PUjL> My (Z (Aik Xk Uk))
=1

j#1 K1

+ 2(d — 1)€t

;1 Puj = Qi1 P (
J Ml

" T
;Ml (Ain) d—1De Z (A r Xk Uk))

k£l

Z( ik kak) (@PU]L) My (Z( ik XkUkJ)>T

k#1 J#1 k#1

zn:/vll (Z(A

i=1 k#£1

—+ (d — 1)Et

.
@15 = M, Z (A k Xk Uk))
P

Q1 Pu; = Qo P
ik Xk Ug)

+2

> Mz (@zm) T e >)

j#1 k=1

®j7£1 Py, — ®]¢1 Po d '
J U
2(d — 1)e ZMl (Z;) A= 1) =M, (Z (Ai g Xk Uk)>
k=1
(@zm M) =0 T (- )
J#1 k#1
n ®j7é1 Py, = Qj1 Py
i #1501
(d— D[S My (Z) Ty (z)T
; (d — 1)5t ! ( Z)

=0y (Z My (Ai,l) (® PU;J.) My (Ai,l)T)
i=1 j#£1
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n Qjz1 P = Q1 P
+(d—1)e M (A My (Aig) !
( )et ; 1 (A1) d=1) 1 (Ain)
n Qjs1 P10 = Q1 P :
+2(d— e || > My (Ain) S MDY Ak %k Ur)
i=1 k#1

n Q1 Fu;u = @ Pt !
+(d—1)e ZMl Z (Ajr <k Ug) =1 =My Z (Ajr ¥k Ug)

i=1 k#1 k#1

+2

Z/\/h <®PUL> My (Aiq <1 Up)T

J7#1

n Qa1 P = @1 P d !
(d—1)e ZMI (Z;) d=1)z G M, (Z ik Xk Uk >
=1 k=1

ZMl (@PUJL> My (Zi)" =no® [] (o = 72)

j#1 k#1

n ®jos1 P, = B Ppo .

+ (d — 1)6,5

<n [ or (L1 +e(d—1)((d = 1)* +2(d — 1) + 1 + 2M3 1 + My1) + 1)
k#1

=n H P (L1 +ee(d — 1)(d* +2M3 1 + Maq) + k1),
k£1
where the last inequality holds by (35) and {A;,Z;;i=1,---n,k=1,---d} C ANB. On the

other hand, we can similarly derive a lower bound:

ankoz

k#£1

-
o (S (i (712) ) s (s (7))
-
n N T ~ T
_9 ZMl (AM X A1 (U;?) )/\/h (Z (Air X5k Ug) X1 (Ug(i)> ) Uy
i=1

k£l

i=1 k#1 k#1

-
_ UITZMl (Z (A g ¥k Ug) Xj21 <ﬁ](i))T> My (Z (Aik Xk Ug) X1 ((Afj(i))T) Up

.
—2||U/ ZM1 (Z X j£1 (Alt> ) (i: ik Xk Uk) X1 (ﬁj(i))T> Ur

i=1 k=1
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n T
UlTZMl (Zi X j#1 (ﬁ](jz)T> Ml (Zi Xj#£1 (ﬁ;j})T) U — 710'2 H (pk - ’f’k) U,
i=1

kA1
>0, (Z M (Aiq) (® PUJL) My (Ai,l)T)
i=1 A1

n Q1 Py = @ Po
(d— 1) ;Ml (A1) @15 My (Ayq)
n Qj1 v = Q1 Py !
—2(d —1)g; ZMI (Aiq) A= 1) =M, Z (A X Ug)
= kA1

n ®;1 Puyy — ®j1 P N
—(d—1)e | Y M (Z (Aik Xk Uk)) = [Ed - 1)etHél & M (Z (A >k U’f))

i=1 k1 k£1

n . ;a1 PU;1 = @ Py ?
;Ml %) (d—1)e

-2

Z/\/h (@PUJL> My (A <1 U1)T

J#1

p T
—2(d — 1)e D (A X Uk )

k=1

J#1 k#1
" Qjx1 Puj0 = Qo PA(“ T
Z; Z;

(@PUJL) M (Z —71021_[ Pk — Tk)

— (d — l)Et

> n [ o (Ln — e0(d — 1)(d® + 2My 1 + Myy) — 1)
k#1

Similarly, we can give a upper bound of 5:

n | prB

k#£1

:ank

k£1

.
< ULZ/\/M (Z (A x5 Ur) X1 (ﬁj(i))T) M (Z (A x5 Ur) X1 (ﬁj(i)>T) UL

i=1 k#1 k#£1

Uﬂﬁ{tH)Ul Hpk "k 2T
k#£1

+ 2

Ul S My (Zi X 21 (ﬁjj))T> My (Z (Ao %k Uk) X1 (ﬁfj)T) Ups

i=1




+

n T
UlTLZMl (Zi Xﬁgl (ﬁ;j})T> Ml <ZZ’ Xj¢1 <ﬁj(j})T) UlL —Tl0'2 H (pk —Tk)f

i=1 k#1

n ®jp1 Puy = @01 Poo !
<(d— e || My (Z (Aik X Uk)) = [Ed—l)»s:?él U;LMl (Z (A >k U’f))

i=1 k#1 k#1

2(d —1)e =M,y (Zi)T

d Rz Puj — Qjm PA(t)
ik Xk Ug

2 (Z . (d=De

k=1

(®PUJL) M (Z —n02H Pk — Tk)

j#1 k#1
n Qjz1 Pu;0 = Q1 P

_ Zi jL Zi T
+ (d—1)et ;Ml( ) d— 1)z, M (Z;)
<n[]pr (e(d=1)((d—1)* +2d + My1) + k1)

k1
=n Hpk (Et(d — 1)(d2 +1+ M)+ /ﬂ)

k#1

To upper bound zs1, firstly notice

T
$ (3 (00) a9 ) (S (82°00) 5

i=1 k#1 k#1

IN

S5 My (A (0700 i1 097 ) My (A (B070) w500 00T)
i=1 k#£1

+1> > M (Ai,kl Xy Upy Xj1 U () )Ml ( iky Xk Uky X1 U(t)T)

i=1 k1 ka1
k1 ks
= Z ZMl (Az,k) ® Pﬁ(t) (Uk ) ® Pﬁ(t) Ml (Ai,k)T
i—1 kA1 jALj<k—1 7t JAL>k+1 0t
+ Z Z My <Ai,k1 Xky Uky Xj1 U ) (@PA(O> My ( ika Xko Uky X U(f )
i=1 ki ka1 jAL 0T
k1 ks
< Z ZMI (A'L,k) ® Pﬁ(t) (Uk ) ® Pﬁ.(t) Ml (Ai,k)—l—
kA1 ||i=1 jAj<k—1 7t jAL k4l
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+HDo D Mi(Aik xi, k) (@PA@)) M (Aigy Xy Ury) T

€L
i=1 k1 ko1 i#
k1#ko

So,

n Hpkzm =n Hpk HPqufl(tH)PUl
kAl kA1

T
<50 (3 et o (72)) 0 (i (012

k£l

.
+D> M (ZAU@ Xk (@fff%) sk U7 ) (ZAm Xk ( kL Uk) X ALk ﬁff)

i=1 k#1 k#1

n d T
+ ZPUuMl (Z (A,‘Jf Xk Uk) Xj#£1 (ﬁ](jz)T> ./\/l1 <Z Xj#£1 (ﬁ(ﬁ) >

i=1 k=1
+ ZMl (Zi X j£1 (U;?)T) My (Z (A ke ¥k Ur) X521 (ﬁ](i))T>
i=1 k=1

+ ZH:Ml <Zi Xj#1 (ﬁg(tDT) M <Zi e <ﬁf(i))T>TH

Q1 Puy = Qo oo
= M,y

<(d =Dz |35 M (Ain) (d—1)e

-
Z (Aik Xk Uk))

kA1
~ (4 2
<(®j¢1,j§k—1 Pﬁ@) ® (U,IU,Q) ® <®j¢17j2k+1 Pﬁ?tﬁ))

+er ) ZMl ’ 5 d My (Aip)"
k#£1 ||i=1 €t
n ;1 Py — @1 P
(d=De||> > Mi(Aig, Xn, Uk,) E My (A, Xk Uy) '
i=1 ki ka1 (d—=1er
k1#£k2
) (® PUjL) My (Aiq x1 Uh)T
J#1
n Qj1 P = Qo P d !
+2(d — 1)gy Z/\/h (Z;) d=1) =M, (Z (Aik Xk Uk))
=1 k=1

+

Z./\/h (Z;) (® PUJL) My (Zi)T — no? H (pe — i) I

j#1 k#£1
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n Qj1 Pu;1 = Q1 Py
+ (d — 1)8t ZMl (ZZ) (d — 1)€t jL My (ZZ.)T
=1

<n Hpk (ee(d = 1)(Mi1 + (d = 1)* Moy + ¢ + Mz1 + Mas) + k1) -
k#1

We are ready to prove the following;:

Theorem 12. In Algorithm 2, let X; = Zzzl A Xy Uy +2Z; € ROVCXPd G = 1,.-.n. De-
note the estimation error ex = maX{H sin @(Uk,ﬁét))H,k =1, n} When A, Z; are non-
random satisfying condition {A;k,Zy;i = 1,---n,k = 1,---d} € AN DB, there is a constant

X = maxp L”T_hrh < 1, which does not depend on t, such that fort =0,1,...,m,
et+1 < xer + K1 < e,
where

4:‘<&h
K = -
! mf?XLh_’fh_?)’fh

Consequently,

er < x'eo + Ko,

ot
where K9 = K3 11_>§< )

Proof. We will prove this by induction. Assume the statement holds for m < t. Consider m =t,

where we are calculating U ,Etﬂ) for h = 1.

By Corollary 2:
[sino(Uy, O )| < —2

@—ﬂ—@f
Denote
a1 =Ly —ei(d —1)(d* + 2M31 + My 1),
B1 =e4(d — 1)(d® + 1+ My,),
21 =e¢(d — 1)(My 1 + (d — 1)* My + ¢ + M3y + My;).
By Lemma 16,
221 z21 + K1

<
a—LFB—2z01 " a1 —f1— 21— 3Kt
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21 K1 21 3K1
o —Pr—z1 ar—pP1—z1—3k1 o1 —P1— 21010 — P1— 21— 3Kt (36)

To bound the first term on right-hand side of (36), notice that the function f(y) = (x —y)/x is
monotone decreasing for y < x with any given x and that by {A; ,Z;;i=1,---n,k=1,---d} C

AN B, we have

z
ap =1 — 21— ;1 =Ly — (d—1)(Myy + (d — 1)*May + Mz + My ;)
t
— €t(d — 1)(2 + 2d2 + Ml,l + (d — 1)2M271 -+ 3M371 + 3M4,1—|—)
>I'y > 0.

So,

z1/€t < ar—pB1—z —I (37)
ap—Pi—=n1" a—-fi—=n

Further notice that the function g(z) = (z — y)/z is monotone increasing on x > y for fixed y

and a; — 81 — z1 < Ly. So,
ar—pf1r—z —I < L —T4

38
ar—Bi—a1 T Iy (38)
Thus, combining (37) and (38), we have
L —T
e <Aoot (39)
ar— P —z= Ly

To bound the remaining two terms of (36), by (25) and {A; 4, Z;;i=1,---n,k=1,---d} C ANB,
we have

K1 + 21 3/<61 < 4/<61
— b
a1 —P1—z—3k1 a1 —Pr—za1—p1—2 =3k~ a1 —P1— 21— 3k1

and
ar — 1 — 21 > Ly — €&,
which yield

K1 Z1 3%1 4%1

< . (40)
a1 —PBr—z1 =3k a1—P1—z1a1—P1—z1 —3k1 T L1 —e0é1 — 3K1

Combining (36), (25) and (40), we finally have

221 Ly —T4 4k
< < K.
a—B—z1 " Ly Et+L1—€0§1—3/€1_X8t+ !

|sin0(, ;)| <
By {Aik,Z;;i=1,---n,k=1,---d} C AN DB, we further have

L1 -1 4 Li1-T
1 L K1 < 1
Ly L1 — gp&1 — 3k1 Ly

+ 1
9 €0 — €0-
0 [10 0
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Thus, we have proved
| sin©(U, T < xer + Ky < .

t+1))

Similarly, we can prove || sin ©(Up, U | < xer+ K1 < &g for other h. So the statement holds

by induction. ]

H.4.2 Statistical Bound

In this section, we are going to argue that when A;; and Z; are random tensors satisfying
Assumption 3 and 4 and with proper initialization, the probability of 4; N A N B is high and

the estimation error converges to 0 in probability.

Recall Assumption 3:

Assumption 3. Assume in decomposition (13), Ay’s are independent and there is a constant

w such that
o maxy [Ma (ARl | _

JVARS >~ Y,
v/ 1L eszn i

P for some small v < 1.

Denote X\ as

1
—EM;, (An) [ Q) Py, | Mn(AR)T

A =min | Ap;
h mm Hk;éhpk’ iZh

We have - < C for some constant C > 0.

We additionally assume p = 1 and v = 0 for now, i.e., P(A3) = 1. The following lemma
bounds the sub-Gaussian norm of ||Z;||. Denote the variance and fourth moment of each entry

of Z as 02 and ¢*.

Let’s first bound the term L in Notation 2 by the well-known Matrix Chernoff inequality
(Lemma 4). In our setting, since A < Apin (mEMh (A1p) <®j¢h PUJ.L) My, (Al,h)T>,
apply this on Ly:

676 nA
P{L, <(1-=8)A<rp- | ——=| .
{Li < (1= 9)A} <r [@_5)15]

Taking 6 = 1/2, since e~?/0.5%5 < 0.86, we have
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Corollary 10.
P{L, < \/2} < rp-exp{log(0.86)nA}.

To bound the terms M in Notation 2, we are going to use the strategy called ‘union bound’.

To that end, let’s first estimate the covering number. Recall
Ty = QW e R eIl P ||| = 1, 60(W) = 0,W = W, rank(W) < [] s
k#£1

By Lemma 10, we have

Corollary 11. There exists subset Ty of Ty such that for some absolute constant Cy,

1| < exp" [ ra(p1 + [ o) log(Co/e)),
kA1 kAL

T
n

sup Z./\/h (Aj1) EMy Z (A gk <k Up) +¢,

M, <
n Hk;«él Pk EeTy ||i2 k#1

and similar bounds hold for other M, for i =2,3,4 in Notation 1.

Then, we use the Bernstein bound (Lemma 11) and union bound (Corollary 11), which yield

the following corollaries for different M in Notation 2.

Corollary 12. For given d, c1 and co, there exists constant c3 such that if

vze(3) [T+ o

k#£1 k#£1

then with probability more than 1 — e~ (@) iz k@141l Pk) e have

M171 S ClA.

-

Proof. Let Zi = - My (A1) EM, (zk 1 (A i Uk)> , then || Z;]| < (d — 1) and hence
TPk

exp((log2)(|Zi||/(d — 1)) < 2. Also, |Z:Z] || = |Z Zi|| < (d — 1)%. So in Lemma 11, for any

given € > 0, constant C and E € Tt , let t = C([ [,y 6) (01 + [ L1 Ph)s 02 = (d— 1), a =1

and U éa) = (d —1)/log 2, which yields that there exists constant Cy such that with probability
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more than 1 — e~ ¢z 761+ Lz PE) | the following holds:

.
1 n
m ;Ml (A1) EM;y kzﬂ (A r x5 Up)
<Cymax ¢ (d — 1)\/(Hk7é1 rk)(p;-f— Hk;él pk)’ -1 (Hk;él Tk)(p;—i— Hk#l o)

Then by union bound from Corollary 11, it yields that with probability more than

1 — ¢~ (C—log(Co/e)) [Ty 7 (P1+1 111 pk)7

we have

+e.

M, < Comax (d__1)\/(Ilk¢1rk)0?l+-I1k¢1pk)’(d__])(I]k¢17%)(é;#—llk¢1pk)

So for given d and constants C4 and (5, let € be a constant multiplier of A and hence, if

2
wza () I+ T

k#1 k#1

for some large enough Cs, then with probability more than 1 — e~ (€9 Iz (P11 )| e have

M1 < CsA.

We can similarly prove the following:

Corollary 13. For given d, ¢1 and co, there exists constant c3 such that if

vza(3) [T+ o

k#1 k#£1

then with probability more than 1 — e~ (@) iz k@141l Pk) e have

M271 S ClA.

And we also have:
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Corollary 14. For given d, ¢1 and ca, there exists constant c3 such that if

0?u? Gu
n>c3([] i) o + Hpk)max{/\g, )\} :
kA1 kAl

where 6 = max{ H;:: P’ 1}, then with probability more than 1 — e~ (@) Iz a1+l PE) gy
1

have

M371 <.

L M1 ()]
Proof. Let Z; = (- M (Z;) EMy (Zk 1 (Aik XkUk) then |1Z4]] < (d—1)- 7= and

o M@ H M (Z

\/ Hk;ﬁl Dk \/ Hk;él Dk

Hence, E exp <7W> < Eexp <%\/%Z;)”> < 2. Also, for some absolute constant Cg >

1, we have

HEZiZiT

d T d
1
== i) EMy <Z ik Xk Uk)) My (Z (Ask Xk Uk)) EMy (Zi) | A

= 2
Hk;él Py k=1 k=1

d T d

1

=77 3 g tl“ E./\/ll Z(A“k Xk Uk) ./\/ll Z(A%k Xk Uk) FE|I
Hk#lpk P

d
1 <Z (Ajg Xk Uk))

1
" Il or

<d?o?

Sng2u2,
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and

HJEZZ-T Z;

d d T
1
5 |E | E (Z ik Xk Uk > EM; (Z;)" My (2Z;) EM; (Z ik ¥k Uk ) A

[Tepr Pk k=1 k=1

1

=——— |E [ o’ M,
Hk;ﬂ P

k=1

p T
Ak XkUk>E2M1 <Z ik szUk>

2

d
k:l
) d
<———FE | o’p | M k%% Uk)
[Tz 21 ; "

2
< d°p1 o2
Hk;&lpk

d2
<06 p1 ul

[Tk Pr

So in Lemma 11, for any given € > 0, constant C'and £ € T} , let t = C(Hk;ﬁ1 i) (p1 +Hk¢1 Dk),

oz = Cedub, a = 1 and Uéa) = Ceudf/+/log 2, where 0 = max{ Hkill pk,l}. It yields that,

there exists constant Cs such that, with probability more than 1 — e~ ezt 7e(P1HIlia Pe) the

following holds:

d T
ZMl ) EM; (Z (Aik Xk Uk))

nnk#lpk i=1 k=1

<C5max duﬁ\/(H’”él ri)(P1+ Tl 1) , due(nk’#l &) (P1 + Trp1 Pr)

n n

Hk;ﬂ P’
probability more than 1 — e~ (€ 7108(C0/) Tzt 7 (P14 Tiser ).

where 6 = max{ L 1}. Then by union bound from Corollary 11, it yields that with

(I ko1 71) (1 + Tk 1 1) dub (ITkoea m) (o1 + T i1 P)

M371 S 02 max du@\/

So for given d and constants C4 and (5, let € be a constant multiplier of A and hence, if

0%2u? Qu
n > C3(H ) (p1 + Hpk) maX{)\ga )\}

k#1 k#1

for some large enough Cj, then with probability more than 1— e~ (@0 a7 P14Tlis Pr) - we have

Msq < CsA.
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Corollary 15. For given d, ¢c1 and ca, there exists constant cs such that if

n>c([]rm)e + Hpk)max{z;la qf} ;

kA1 kA1

then with probability more than 1 — e~ 1 kP11 PR) e Bape

M471 S Cl>\.
Proof. Let Z; = Hk oo M (Zi) EM,y (Z;)", then ||z < % and hence
Eexp (|| Zi]|/u?) < Eexp (%) < 2. Also, for some absolute constant Cg > 1,
HEZ-ZT
;> [E M (Z0) EMy (20T M (Z0) EMy (20T A |
sz;él P
Lemma 12 44 ( )
- Hk;ﬂ Pk
<Y E|?
<¢*
<CZu*

So in Lemma 11, for any given € > 0, constant C and £ € T , let t = C(l_[k;,,é1 ri)(p1 +Hk¢1 Dk)s
o7 =C¢u?, a=1and U éa) = 2Csu?, which yields that there exists constant Cy such that with

probability more than 1 — e~ Izt 7eP1H1lis1P4) the following holds:

ZMl ) EM, (Z;)"

nHk;ﬁl Dk

<Cymax uz\/(H’€7é1 7)1+ i1 Pe) u2 (Ikzr e) (1 + Tlisn PE)

’
n n

Then by union bound from Corollary 11, it yields that with probability more than

1— e—(C—log(Co/a)) [Tioer o1+ Tin pk)7

we have

r + ’ n
M4,1 < Cymax uz\/(Hk7é1 k)(pl Hk’#l pk),u2 (Hk;ﬁl k)(pl Hk?él pk) e

n n
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So for given d and constants C4 and (5, let € be a constant multiplier of A and hence, if

ut u?
o> [t + T pomas { 15,5

k#£1 k#£1

for some large enough Cs, then with probability more than 1 — e~ (€9 Iz P11l )| e have

M4’1 < CsA.

Corollary 16. For given d, ¢y and co, there exists constant c3 such that if

0%u? Ou
an;z,lngl max T,F
where 6 = max{ Hzf: o 1}, then with probability more than 1 — e~ 21°8P1 e have
1
ZMl )| QR Py, | Mi(Aig x1 U1) ' || < arh.
nl_[k?ﬂ Pk =1 7#1

L T I < 1@
Proof. Let Z; = [t Mu (Z) (@ P, ) M (Ai 51 U then |12 < L@ ana

Jiog2 - M (Zi) || H My (Z
\/Hk;;él Pk \/Hk;&l Pk

Hence, Eex (M VlogQ) < Rexp | IMiZlvicg2 ) o Also, there exists an absolute constant
P w B P uy/I1jz1 Pr -

Cg > 1 such that

HIEZiZZT
1
:71_[ 5 E|E Ml ®1DU]L 1 zlxlUl)T
k#1 Pk 21
M (A1 <1 Un) ®PUJL Mi(Z;) [ Ak
J#1
1
:ﬁ E | o2tr ®PUJ'J_ My (AZ’71 X1 Ul) Ml i1 X1 U1 ®PU]J_ I
k;élpk: j#1 j#1
< E (02 M (Ass %1 Ul)H2> < o? < 22
[Tz Pr
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and

HJEZM
-
1
) E|E M1(Ai71 X1 Ul) ®PU],J_ Ml(Zi)T
[Tiz1 2k j#1

QR Py, | Mi(Aiy <1 Un) T Ay
i1
2

1
== |[E | o®p1 M1 (Ai1 x1 Uh) (ngjl My (A x U1)"
Hk;ﬁlpk j#1

SHr—E (02191 My (Aiy x1 D)
[Tkz1 Pk )
D1

< o
Hk;;él Pk

u?.

e
[Tiz1 Pr
So in Lemma 11, for any given € > 0, constant C' and E € T} , let t = C'logpi, oz = Cglu,

a =1 and Uéa) = CgOu/+/log2, where 6 = max{ £l ,1}. It yields that there exists

Hk¢1 Pk
constant Co such that with probability more than 1 — e~¢1°8P1 the following holds:

ZMl )| @ Py, | Mi(Aix x1Uh)"
nHkﬂpk i—1 j#1

<C3 max {u@y/ loipl , uGIOgnpl } , (41)

where 0 = max{ /Hp717 1}. So, for given d and constants C4 and Cy if
k#1 Pk

0%u? Ou
n > Cglogplmax{)ﬁ,/\:i}

for some large enough C3, then with probability more than 1 — e~¢41°8P1  we have

ZMI ®PUJL My (A xq U1)—r < Cs\3.
nIIk¢1pk =1 ot

Corollary 17. For given d, c1 and ca, there exists constant cs3 such that if

u

U4 2
n > 0310gp1maX{A67)\3} ’
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then with probability more than 1 — e~ 21°8P1 e have

ZMl ®PU]L My (Z)" —naQH(pk—rk)I <\,

nHk;ﬁh Pr i j#1 k#1
Proof. Let Z; = 1 <M1 (Z;) <® ) My (Z))" = 02Ty (0 — 1) I) then
[l P J751 k#£1 )
1 Z:]] < max{% o 7‘} where 7 = %.

Hence, Eexp<”ZTi”> < Eexp (max{“T/\/ll-ll(izi)||2 ﬁ}) < 2, where 7 = max {uQ,lg;g} <

k£1PE T
u?/log2. Also,

EZ;Z
1
el LIC2] (- TN PENCADYNEAY - Y. DYNCAY

k#1 Pk j#1 J#1

20° k= Tk ot —rp)?
B Hk;él (p - ) EM, (Z ®PU e i)T i Hk;ﬂ (Pk ; k) I

J
[Tz P £ [Tz 2%
Lemma 12 4 204 Pk — ot (P — ’I”k)Q
SRS -y i € | QR Py, | 1+ ez R

Hepoe \ 2 [T i iz I1 Pk

Hk;;élpk’ Tk .4
<—72t" T
H/I@qpk

Thus, for some absolute constant Cg > 1,

S

HEZiZiT

So in Lemma, 11, for any given € > 0, constant C and E € T} , let t = Clogpi, 0z = Ceu?, a = 1
and U éa) = Cgu?/log 2, which yields that there exists constant Cy such that with probability

more than 1 — e~ ¢1°8P1 the following holds:

ZM1 ®PUJL M1 (Z —n02H (Px — 1)

”Hkihp’f i—1 j£1 kA1
1 1
<Cy max{u2 nglju20‘5p1} ' (42)
n n

So, for given d and constants C4 and Cy if
4,2
u* u
n Z 03 10gp1 max {)\6’ A3}
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for some large enough C3, then with probability more than 1 — e~¢41°8P1  we have

1 n
1D M (Zi) [ @ Pu,, | Mi(Zi)T —no® [ (e — 7e) I|| < C5A°.
n ken Pr |5 1 kA1

Corollaries 10, 12, 13, 14 and 15 imply that with proper choice of ¢;, we have
Ay > Ly — Cq(Myp + Moy, + Mz, + Myp) 2 A,
and
& <Ch+Ca(Myp+ Mop + Msp+ Myyp) S1

with high probability, where Cy and C”, are constants only related to d. If d is fixed and we set

€o as a small constant multiplier of A, we have
't = A1 — €1 2 A\

So, if further pick 1 < A% < X small enough, by Corollaries 16 and 17, we have

4/61 5 )\2 5 F1€0
L1 — e0&1 — 3k1 Ly

with high probability. Additionally, we can bound the error Ky in Theorem 12 by (41) and (42).

The argument above can be summarized as the following lemma.

Lemma 17. Given tensor order d > 2, constants ca > 0 and assuming Assumption 1, 2 hold
with u = 1 in Assumption 1, then there exist constants ci, c4, c5 < 1, cg (does not depend on

any variable appeared in the following equations) such that if eg < cqX,

ut u? Gu® Gu
n > c1 log p; max ,

X67A37 N6 7 )\3
and
1wt u? 6%u? bu
nZCI(HTk)(pl‘f'Hpk)maX{/\ga)\27)\7)\27)\};
kA1 kA1
where 0 = max{l, /m;hzl,u-,d}, then with probability more than 1 —

e~ 02 Ikzer Tk (1T Tioen ) {Aig,Zi3i=1,---n,k=1,---d} C AN B. Additionally, in Theorem

12, we have x < c5 and

Ky < cgAmax {u0 ngl,ug ogp1’u2 ngljugogm} '
n n n n
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Now let’s consider general u. We can let Y; = X;/u({X;}) and then p({Y;}) = 1 and
MY = M{X D) /p({XiH)? > 1/0, where u({X;}) refers the p of X; in Assumption 1,
w({Y;}) refers the p of Y; and A({Y;}) are defined similarly. Then we can apply the above

lemma and Theorem 12 to Y;. So finally for general v, by taking out the probability of u <
maxy || Mp (Ag)|l

vV Hk¢h Pk

Theorem 11. Given constant c; > 0, tensors {X;} satisfying decomposition (13) and Assump-

we get:

tion 3 and 4 with order d > 2, then when applying Algorithm 3, there exists constant ca, c3,
¢y < 1, ¢5 (does not depend on any variable appeared in the following equations) such that if

go < c3 and n satisfies the following for all h:

ut 6%u? Qu
n Z CQT—h(ph +p—h) max 747727771 )
pt o

then with probability more than 1 — e -mPmtp-m) _ 1 the estimation error

MaXye(1,...d) {H sin O (Uy, U,it))H} in Algorithm 3 converges linearly with x < c4:

. o (1) . A (t—1)
ker?ﬁ%d} {H sin ©(Uy, Uy, )H} — Error < x (ker?l%%d} {H sin ©(Uy, Uy, )H} — Error> ,

and the final error is bounded by

1 2
Errorgcmlogpmmax{ﬁu, },
n

1
where r—p, = [liunmhs P-n = [lunpr, 0 = maX{lu/HkZ’;pk;h=1,---,d}, m =

arg max{r_x(px + p—x)} and pmax = maxg{px}.
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