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TENSOR ESTIMATION

GERARD BEN AROUS!, CEDRIC GERBELOT2, AND VANESSA PICCOLO?

ABsTrACT. We study the dynamics of gradient flow in high dimensions for the multi-spiked tensor
problem, where the goal is to estimate r unknown signal vectors (spikes) from noisy Gaussian tensor
observations. Specifically, we analyze the maximum likelihood estimation procedure, which involves
optimizing a highly nonconvex random function. We determine the sample complexity required for
gradient flow to efficiently recover all spikes, without imposing any assumptions on the separation of
the signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs). More precisely, our results provide the sample complexity required
to guarantee recovery of the spikes up to a permutation. Our work builds on our companion paper [5],
which studies Langevin dynamics and determines the sample complexity and separation conditions
for the SNRs necessary for ensuring exact recovery of the spikes (where the recovered permutation
matches the identity). During the recovery process, the correlations between the estimators and the
hidden vectors increase in a sequential manner. The order in which these correlations become signif-
icant depends on their initial values and the corresponding SNRs, which ultimately determines the
permutation of the recovered spikes.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Motivated by recent advances in data science, where gradient-based methods are used routinely to
efficiently optimize high-dimensional, nonconvex functions, we study gradient flow dynamics in the
context of a noisy tensor estimation problem: the spiked tensor model. The goal is to recover a hidden
vector on the unit sphere from the noisy tensor observations. This problem reduces to optimizing a
highly nonconvex random function arising from the maximum likelihood estimation (MLE) method.
We generalize previous results for the single-spike case to the multi-spike setting, focusing on the sample
complexity and runtime required to efficiently recover the r orthogonal signal vectors from random
initialization. The spiked tensor model, introduced by Richard and Montanari [32] for the single-spike
case, has since been widely studied, particularly regarding the optimization dynamics of gradient-based
methods. In particular, the algorithmic thresholds for these methods in the single-spike case were
analyzed by the first author in collaboration with Gheissari and Jagannath [8, 9]. Our analysis builds
on results for Langevin dynamics presented in our companion paper [5], where Langevin dynamics
recovers gradient flow in the zero-temperature limit. In that work, the sample complexity threshold was
studied under a separation condition on the signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs). In contrast, in this paper, we
show that for gradient flow, no such condition is required to fully characterize the optimization dynamics
of the MLE objective function. This relaxation introduces the notion of recovery up to a permutation
of the spikes, which we define below. The core of our analysis lies in a quantitative reduction of the
random high-dimensional dynamics to a deterministic low-dimensional dynamical system, where the
initial condition determines the permutation of the spikes recovered by the algorithm.

Our present work, along with [5] and a third companion paper [6] on the (discrete-time) online
stochastic gradient descent (SGD) algorithm, is part of an ongoing research effort to understand the
remarkable efficiency of gradient-based methods in high-dimensional, nonconvex optimization problems.
The emergence of preferred directions in the trajectories of high-dimensional optimization algorithms has
been observed repeatedly, particularly in the context of deep neural networks—for instance, in the work
of Papyan, Han, and Donoho [29]-and lies at the heart of recent theoretical advances in modern machine
learning. In particular, the first author, together with Gheissari and Jagannath [10, 11|, proposed a
general framework for reducing the high-dimensional trajectories of online stochastic gradient descent
(SGD) methods to selected projections, called summary statistics. In this context, the present work
shows that when multiple summary statistics are identified, the resulting low-dimensional dynamical
system can exhibit complex and unexpected behavior. At a technical level, however, controlling the noisy
part of the dynamics for gradient flow is more challenging than for online SGD, where the noise can be
handled uniformly using martingale inequalities, see e.g. [9, 35]. Here, the noisy part of the dynamics
does not verify convenient martingale properties, necessitating tools to control the resulting correlations
across the entire trajectory. In particular, our proof method builds on advances in the analysis of
dynamics in spin glass models, developed by the first author jointly with Gheissari and Jagannath |7,
8]. These results allow us to overcome the limitations of standard techniques from statistical physics,
see e.g. [34, 18, 19], and probability theory, see e.g. [20, 2, 3|, to analyze gradient flow trajectories on
random landscapes. Further details on related works, relevant to both probability theory and machine
learning theory, can be found in the literature sections of our companion papers [5, 6].

1.1. MODEL

The multi-spiked tensor model is defined as follows. Let p > 3 and r > 1 be fixed integers. Suppose
that we are given M i.i.d. observations Y’ of a rank-r p-tensor on RN of the form

y!=N""= <Z NvEP Wf> , (1.1)

i=1

where (Wz)g are i.i.d. samples of a p-tensor with i.i.d. entries Wz‘{,...,z’p ~NO,1), A\ >...>2 N >0
are the signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs), and vq,...,v, are unknown, orthogonal vectors lying on the N-
dimensional sphere of radius v/ N, denoted by S ~1(v/N). The orthogonality assumption simplifies the
analysis slightly.
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The goal is to estimate the unknown signal vectors vy, ..., v, € S¥~1(v/N) via empirical risk mini-
mization:

[01,...,0,] = argmin Ry, (X),
X: XTX=NI,

and the empirical risk is defined as
1M
R (X) = ; Ly (X;Y0).

The constraint set {X € RV*": X "X =NI »} consists of N x r matrices with orthogonal columns of
norm v N, referred to as the normalized Stiefel manifold:

MN,T = {X = [:131,. .. ,ZBT] S RNXTZ (wi,azj) = N(Slj} . (12)

We solve the optimization problem using the maximum likelihood estimator (MLE), where the loss
function Ly ,.: My, x (RV)®P — R is given by

Ly (X;:Y") Z/\

Substituting the tensor model (1.1) into this expression, the loss function becomes

1<i,j<r

Ly, (X;YY) =

The optimization problem (1.3) is then equivalent, in distribution, to minimizing the following objective:

1 N) p
R(X)= ——Ho(X)— > NAX; (m] (X)) , (1.3)
M 1<i,j<r (
where mxv) (X) = N’%@)i,mj) represents the correlation of v; with x;. Here, the Hamiltonian
Hy: My, — Ris given by
Ho(X) = N""7 Y N(W,af). (1.4)
i=1

We note that Hj is a centered Gaussian process with covariance of the form

E [Ho(X)Hy Z Aidj (w“y3>)p

1<7, J<r

1.2. GRADIENT FLOW DYNAMICS

We first present the gradient flow dynamics. Starting from an initialization X¢ € My, which is
possibly random, we let X; € My, solve the following ordinary differential equation:

dX, = —VR(X,)dt, (1.5)

where V denotes the Riemannian gradient on the manifold My ,. Specifically, for any function
f: My — R, the Riemannian gradient is given by

A 1 A A
VI(X) = VI(X) = 50X (XTVF0) + VAX)TX), (1.6)
where V denotes the Euclidean gradient. The generator L of this process is given by

_<VRa@'>7 (17)

where the scalar product (A, B) denotes the trace inner product of matrices, i.e., (A, B) = Tr(A' B).
We also introduce the operator Lg, which represents the generator of gradient flow related to the noise
Hamiltonian, i.e.,

Lo = ———(VHy,V-). (1.8)

1
it
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1.3. MAIN RESULTS

Our goal is to determine the sample complerity required to recover the unknown orthogonal vectors
vi,...,v, € SN"1(y/N). We formalize the notion of recovering all spikes v, ..., v, as achieving macro-
scopic correlations with these vectors, which is defined as follows.

Definition 1.1. We say that we recover a permutation of the r unknown vectors vy, ..., v, if there
exists a permutation o € S, over r elements such that for every i € [r],
(N) _
|mg(i)i(X)| =1- 0(1)7
with high probability. If o is the identity permutation, we say that we achieve exact recovery of the r
spikes.

From this point onward, we consider the gradient flow process (X;);>0 as described by (1.5), initial-
ized randomly, with Xy sampled from the uniform distribution pyx, on the normalized Stiefel manifold
My . The distribution pyx, is the unique probability measure on My , that is invariant under both
the left- and right-orthogonal transformations. Furthermore, we denote by (2, F,P) the probability
space on which the p-tensors (W*), are defined. We let Px, denote the law of the process X, initiated
at Xo ~ pnxr Additionally, for two sequences zy and yy, we write zy < yy if xy/yy — 0 as
N — o0.

We are now ready to present our main results. Throughout this section, we assume that the SNRs
A1 > - > A > 0 are of order 1. Although we state the results here in an asymptotic form, they
are also presented in a stronger, nonasymptotic formulation in Section 2, where explicit constants and
convergence rates are provided.

Theorem 1.2 (Recovery of a permutation). If M > NP~! then there exists a permutation o, € S,
and T > N*5° such that for every e > 0,

lim Px, (|mer()i)i(XT)| >1- 5) — 1
N —o0 *

The permutation of the spikes being recovered can be explicitly described by a procedure that iden-
tifies r distinct pairs of indices from a given matrix.

Definition 1.3 (Greedy maximum selection). For a matrix A € R™*" with distinct entries, we define
the pairs {(i}, j5) }oq recursively by

(if,jr) = argmax |AP®D],
1<i,j<r—(k—1)

where |A(k71)| denotes the absolute value of the entries in the submatrix A1) g R(r=(k=1)x(r—(k=1))
obtained by removing the i7,...,4;_;th rows and ji, ..., j;_;th columns from A. We refer to the pairs
(i%,47), ..., (i%,j*) obtained through this procedure as the greedy mazimum selection of A.

The permutation o, of Theorem 1.2 is determined by the greedy maximum selection of the following
initialization matrix

— (. (@) P2
Io= <)\,)\j (mij (XO)) 1{(m5§“<xo>)"220}>1<”<T' (1.9)

The matrix Iy € R™" is a random matrix. While its entries could potentially be identical due to
randomness, Lemma A.3 ensures that they are distinct with probability 1 — o(1). We can therefore
define the greedy maximum selection of Iy. In the following, we let (if,j7),..., (if, j5) denote the
greedy maximum selection of Iy and we present the precise result of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.4. ,
(a) If M = N® for a > p—2, there exists Ty > N*T such that for every e > 0,

. N
Jim Py, (Im) (X7 > 1-¢) = 1.
(b) If M > NP~ for every k € [r] there exists Ty, > Ti_1 >> N* such that for every e > 0,

. N
Jim Py, (Im) (X7) = 1-¢) = 1.
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FIGURE 1. Evolution of the correlations m;; under gradient flow for the case where
p = 3,r = 3, with SNRs A\; = 3,5 = 2, A\3 = 1. The simulation is performed with
M = 1000 samples and a dimension of N = 1000. The simulation shows recovery of a
permutation of the spikes.

Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 show that gradient flow can recover a permutation of spikes when the number
of samples M scales as NP~!. In our companion paper [5], we show that Langevin dynamics achieves
exact permutation recovery (i.e., the identity permutation), provided the SNRs are separated by large
constants independent of N. Since gradient flow is a special case of Langevin dynamics in the zero-
temperature limit, the results of [5, Theorems 1.4 and 1.5] also holds under gradient flow dynamics.
Theorem 1.4, part (a), further shows that recovering the first spike requires a sample complexity of
order N® for a« > p — 2. The difference in sample complexity between recovering the first spike and
subsequent spikes arises from our proof technique. During the first phase of recovery, the noise generator

&
N *%, lowering the sample complexity for recovering the first spike from NP~! to NP~2. However, after
the first spike is recovered, we are unable to use this advantageous scaling, and the noise is bounded
by an order-1 constant, requiring N?~! samples for recovering the subsequent spikes. Using the online
SGD algorithm [6], we show that the sample complexity threshold for exact recovery matches the sharp
threshold NP2 obtained in the single-spiked tensor PCA problem [8, 9]. The difference in sample
complexity between gradient flow and online SGD arises from their sample usage: online SGD exploits
independent samples at each iteration, allowing the sharp NP2 scaling even for subsequent spikes. For
further details, we refer readers to our companion paper [5].
The phenomenology underlying Theorem 1.4 is richer than the one presented by Theorem 1.4 itself.

Lom )(X ) is absorbed by the initial correlation m;;(X). This reduces the noise scale from order 1 to

Indeed, based on the values of the entries of Iy, the correlations {mgi\;i }r—1 reach a macroscopic
threshold one by one, sequentially eliminating the correlations that share a row or column index to allow
the next correlation to grow to macroscopic. This phenomenon is referred to as sequential elimination
with ordering determined by the greedy maximum selection and is illustrated by Figures 1 and 2.

Definition 1.5 (Sequential elimination). Let S = {(i1,71),- ., (4, jr)} be a set with distinct iy # iz #
- # 4, € [r] and distinet j; # jo # -+ # jr € [r]. We say that the correlations {m;;}1<; j<, follow a
sequential elimination with ordering S if there exist r stopping times 77 < --- < T,. such that for every
k € [r], every e, >0, and T > Ty,

(N)

(N (N) ()
tkJk

ig (X1)| <€ (Xr)| <€ fori # i, j # ji.

Based on Definition 1.5, we have the following result, which serves as a foundation for Theorem 1.4.

|m; 7 (X7)|>1—¢ and |m

Theorem 1.6. If M > NP~ then the correlations {mgév)}lgi,jgr follow a sequential elimination with

ordering {(i5, 75) Yrey and stopping times of order NPTJZ, with P-probability 1 in the large-N limit.
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FIGURE 2. Evolution of the correlations m;; under gradient flow for the case where
p = 3,r = 3, with SNRs Ay = 2,As = 1,A3 = 0.1. The simulation is performed
with M = 1000 samples and a dimension of N = 1000. The first two directions are
successfully recovered, while the third direction, associated with the lowest SNR, is lost
in the noise and remains unrecovered.

Remark 1.7. Tt is important to note that in the above results, the behavior of gradient flow depends on
the parity of p in the following sense. When p is odd, then each estimator x ;- recovers the spike v;»
with P-probability 1 — o(1), since the correlations that are negative at initialization get trapped at the
equator. Conversely, when p is even, we have that each estimator ;- recovers Sgn(mi: it (X 0))'01';_ jr with
probability 1 — o(1). This means that if the correlation at initialization is positive, then Zjr TECOVers
v;+; otherwise, & ;- recovers —v;:.

Remark 1.8. In our companion paper [5], we also study Langevin dynamics in the matrix case (p = 2),
distinguishing between two scenarios: when the SNRs are separated by order-1 constants and when
the SNRs are all equal. In the former case, we show exact recovery of all spikes, while in the latter,
we achieve recovery of the correct subspace spanned by all spikes. For details, we refer readers to [5,
Theorems 1.10, 1.11, and 1.12|. Since gradient flow is a special case of Langevin dynamics, these results
naturally extend to gradient flow dynamics.

1.4. RELATED WORKS

The tensor PCA problem (1.1), introduced for matrices by Johnstone [25] and extended to tensors
by Richard and Montanari [32], serves as a prototypical framework for studying optimization in high-
dimensional, nonconvex landscapes using gradient-based methods. This problem has been extensively
studied in the literature for » = 1, with significant attention given to various thresholds. On the
information-theoretic threshold for signal detection, notable contributions include [28, 31, 30, 15, 24,
1]. The statistical threshold, which validates the maximum likelihood estimator (MLE) as a reliable
statistical method, has been analyzed in [13, 33, 24]. From a computational perspective, spectral
methods and sum-of-squares algorithms have been shown to achieve the sharp threshold N = [22, 21,
26, 37, 12]. In contrast, gradient-based methods [8, 9] and tensor power iteration [23, 38| reach the
computational threshold of N?~2. For the multi-rank tensor PCA model, both detection and recovery
thresholds have been studied. On the information-theoretic side, it has been shown that for p = 2 [27]
and for p > 3 [16], there is an order-1 critical threshold for the SNRs, above which it is possible to detect
the unseen low-rank signal tensor v N Sy /\in@p . On the algorithmic side, [23] analyzed the power
iteration algorithm and identified the local threshold for efficiently recovering the finite-rank signal
components. In our companion paper [6], we analyze the discretization of gradient flow in the form of
online SGD and show that it achieves the same algorithmic threshold of N?~2 as in the single-spike
case [9].

The multi-spiked tensor PCA problem serves as both a paradigmatic example of high-dimensional,
nonconvex optimization and a key illustration of statistical-to-computational gaps. Although various
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methods from the statistical physics of spin glasses and statistical learning have been employed to study
gradient flows on disordered systems, these approaches prove insufficient in the context of the present
problem. Specifically, they fall short in achieving the sharpness of sample complexity thresholds and in
precisely characterizing the minimizers reached by gradient flow. For further details, we refer the reader
to the related works section of our companion paper [5|, which investigates Langevin dynamics for the
multi-spiked tensor problem. Additionally, the related works section of our companion paper on online
SGD [6] discusses the relevance of this problem to machine learning theory.

1.5. OUTLINE OF PROOFS

We now outline the proof of our main results. A similar explanation is presented in our companion
paper [5], which focuses on Langevin dynamics, a broader framework within which gradient flow serves
(N)

as a special case. To prove our main results, we analyze the evolution of the correlations my; * under

gradient flow (1.5). We assume an initial random start with a completely uninformative prior, specifically

the invariant distribution on My ,. As a consequence, all correlations mgjv) have the typical scale of

order N2 at initialization. For simplicity, we assume that all correlations are positive at initialization in
the following discussion. To simplify notation, we write m;; instead of mg;v) in the following discussion.

According to (1.5), the evolution equation for the correlations m;;(t) :== m;;(X;) under gradient flow
is given by

dmy (1) = —%@i, (VR(X))),)dt, (1.10)

where the empirical risk is given by

R(X)=—=Hy(X) — NN (mg (X)),

A0 2

and (VR(X)); deotes the jth column. According to (1.10), the evolution of the correlations m;; can
be expressed in terms of the generator L given by (1.7), i.e.,

— p — —
Lmij = Lomij +p)\i)\jmfj - 5 Z )\kmkjmkgmig ()\jmzj 2 + )\ng[ 2) s
1<k <r

where Ly is the generator induced by the noise part (see (1.8)). The population generator consists of
two terms: the first term pA;\;m? j_l represents the drift and dominates the dynamics, particularly near
initialization, while the second term % ZIS’C7€ST Al Mg Mg (/\jmif + )\gmizz) is the “correction”
term due to the constraint of the estimator X being on an orthogonal manifold.

The main challenge lies in balancing the noise and signal terms. At small scales, such as near
initialization, the population drift predominates over the correction term and the generator Lm;; can
be approximated by

-1

Lmij ~ Lomij —l—p)\l)\jmf] .
For the correlations m;; to increase, the drift p/\i/\jmfj_l at initialization needs to be larger than the
noise part. At initialization, the correlations m;; typically scale as N *%, so that mffl typically scales
as N*7". Since the noise generator Lom,; is also of order IV ~3 at initialization, a sample complexity of

order NP2 is sufficient for the population drift to dominate over the noise influence. Under this sample
complexity, the dynamics during this first phase can described by the following simple ODE:

. -1

mhij ~ pAiAme; (1.11)
At this point, we need to show that the drift term in the population dynamics keeps dominating the
noise generator Lom;; over a sufficiently large time scale, allowing m;; to escape mediocrity. This is

exactly what is achieved by the bounding flows method [7, 8|, providing a time dependent bound for
the noise processes based on estimates of a Sobolev-type norm of Hy(X).

We now focus on the population dynamics. The solution to (1.11) shows that the correlations m;;
are well approximated by

mij(t) & mi;(0) (1 — NiXjp(p — 2)77%']'(0)177%)_ﬁ ; (1.12)
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where m;;(0) = \}”N for some order-1 constants ;;. From (1.12), it follows that the typical time for m;;

to reach a macroscopic threshold € > 0 is given by

p—2
_ YVij
76D~ (EW) N
15 p—2
Aidjp(p — 2)%']'

In particular, the first correlation to become macroscopic is the one associated with the largest value
of )\i)\jfyfjd, where (7;)1<i,j<2 approximately follow independent standard normal distributions. The
matrix (/\i/\jfyfjd)lgingr is precisely the initialization matrix Iy introduced in (1.9). We note that if the
SNRs are sufficiently separated to compensate for initialization differences, with high probability mq; is
the first correlation to escape mediocrity. In the following, without loss of generality we may assume that
my1 is the first correlation to reach the macroscopic threshold . Once the first correlation mq; reaches
some macroscopic value € > 0, the other correlations remains near the equator. More precisely, as soon
as my1 reaches the microscopic threshold N _%2, the correction term of the population generator,
Z )\kmkjmkgmig()\jmigz + )\gmizz),
1<k, <2

becomes dominant in the evolution of the correlations m2,mo1, which begin to decrease. Similarly,
the correction part of the population generator may become dominant in the evolution of mss, as soon

as mq; reaches another microscopic threshold of order N _2’&7}1), potentially causing mos to decrease.
Through careful analysis, we show that this potential decrease is at most of order %, allowing moo
to remain stable at the scale \/% during the ascending phase of m11. Once mis, mo; become sufficiently
small, mgo continues evolving as described by (1.12), ensuring recovery of the second direction. This
process of recovery, termed the sequential elimination phenomenon, described how correlations increase
one after another. When a correlation (e.g., m11) exceeds a certain threshold, the correlations sharing a
row and column index (e.g., m12, Moy ) decrease and become negligible, thereby enabling the subsequent
correlations (e.g., maa) to increase. This phenomenon is illustrated in Figures 1 and 2. Finally, if the
SNRs are sufficiently separated, exact recovery of the unknown signal vectors is achieved with high
probability, as shown in [5]. Otherwise, recovery results in a permutation of the spikes, determined by
the greedy maximum selection of the matrix Iy (see Definition 1.3).

1.6. OVERVIEW

An overview of the paper is as follows. Section 2 presents the nonasymptotic formulations of our main
results, established under general conditions on the initialization. In Section 3, we provide the prelim-
inary results necessary for the proofs, which are detailed in Section 4. Finally, Appendix A concludes
the paper with concentration results for the uniform measure on the normalized Stiefel manifold.

Acknowledgements. G.B. and C.G. acknowledge the support of NSF grant DMS-2134216. V.P.
acknowledges the support of the ERC Advanced Grant LDRaM No. 884584.

2. MAIN RESULTS

This section presents the nonasymptotic versions of our main results stated in Subsection 1.3. These
nonasymptotic versions are stronger since they explicitly provide all constants and rates of conver-
gence. In addition, the asymptotic results in Subsection 1.3 follow directly from these nonasymptotic
counterparts.

According to the definition of gradient flow dynamics given in Subsection 1.2, we consider the process
X, € My, initialized with Xy € M, which solves the ordinary differential equation given by

dX, = —VR(X,)dt, (2.1)

where the empirical risk R: My, — R is given by (1.3). We observe that (2.1) is equivalent to studying
the process X; € My, which solves

dX, = —VH(X,)dt,
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where the Hamiltonian H: My, — R is defined as H(X) = v MR(X). Multiplying by a factor of
v M changes the timescale of the dynamics but not the nature of the dynamics itself. Specifically, the
gradient flow dynamics (2.1) becomes

1
dX, = —VR(X,)dt = ———VH(X,)dt,
t ( t) \/M ( t)

and introducing a new timescale 7 = ﬁ yields

1
dX-r\/M — —\/—MVH(XTm>d(T\/M) = —VH(XT\/M)dT-

Thus, the only difference is that this rescaled dynamics speeds up the process, reducing the runtime by
the factor v/ M. The advantage of studying gradient dynamics with Hamiltonian H is that we can build
on the results obtained with Langevin dynamics of our companion work [5].

2.1. INITIAL CONDITIONS

As discussed in Subsection 1.3, we consider the gradient flow dynamics initialized from X, drawn
randomly from fin, where pyx, denotes here the uniform measure on My .. Our recovery guarantees
extend to a broader class of initial data that satisfy certain natural conditions, provided below. The
first condition ensures that the initial correlation is on the typical scale O(N~2).

Definition 2.1 (Condition 1). For every 71 > 72 > 0, we let C1(71,72) denote the sequence of events
given by

Ci(v1,72) = {X € Myt % < mEJN)(X) < % for every 1 <14,j < r}.
We say that a sequence of random probability measures o € P(My ;) satisfies Condition 1 if for every
Y1 > ve > 0,
1 (Cr(71,72)) < Cre™ M 4 Cpe™ 212V 4 Oy,

for absolute constants Cy, ¢y, Ca, co, Cs.

The second condition concerns the separation of the initial correlations, which is needed for the
recovery when p > 3.

Definition 2.2 (Condition 2). For every v; > v > 0, we let Ca(71,7) denote the sequence of events
given by

Aidjmij (X)P~2
)\k)\gmu(X)p_2

We say that a sequence of random probability measures u € P(My ) satisfies Condition 2 if for every
M >7>0,

Ca(m1,7) = {X € Mn: ‘ —1' > L for every 1 Si,j,k,ﬁgr}.

ha!

N

. AN\ 7T
H(Caln,7)%) < Cre~7F 4 Cpem YW1 4. <1+<A Y ) ’
kAL

for absolute constants C1, ¢y, Ca, co, Cs.
We also need a further condition on the regularity of the noise generator L.
Definition 2.3 (Condition 0 at level n). For every 79 > 0, n > 1, we let Co(n, 7o) denote the sequence

of events given by

n—1

Co(n,v0) = ﬂ {X € My, |L§m5jN)(X)\ < % for every 1 <14,j < r}.
k=0

We then say that a sequence of random probability measures € P(My ) satisfies Condition 0 at level
n if for every ~y > 0,
M (CO (na ,YO)C) S 06—0737

for absolute constants C, c.
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Definition 2.4 (Condition 0 at level co). For every 79 > 0 and T > 0, we let Co(T,v9) denote the
sequence of events given by

Co° (T, v) = {X € Mn,: sup|etL°L0m§§V)(X)| <% for every 1 <i,j < r} ,
t<T vV IN
where e*0 denotes the semigroup induced by Lg. We then say that a sequence of random probability
measures p € P(My,) weakly satisfies Condition 0 at level oo if for every ~vo,T > 0,

B (C§ (T, 70)) < CVNTe™%,
for absolute constants C, c.
The most natural initialization is the uniform measure pnx, on My . We claim that

Lemma 2.5. The uniform measure unx, on My, weakly satisfies Condition 0 at level 0o, and satisfies
Condition 1 and Condition 2.

The proof of Lemma 2.5 is deferred to Appendix A.
2.2. MAIN RESULTS IN NONASYMPTOTIC FORM

We are now in the position to state our main results in nonasymptotic form under gradient flow dynamics
with Hamiltonian H. The nonasymptotic results for the original gradient flow dynamics, described
by (1.5), are identical in terms of sample complexity thresholds and conditions on the SNRs. The only
difference is in the required running time, which must be multiplied by the factor v/M in the original
dynamics.

Let (if,47), ..., (@5, 7)) denote the greedy maximum selection of the initialization matrix Iy defined
by (1.9). Our first result determines the sample complexity required to efficiently recover the first spike.

Proposition 2.6 (Recovery of the first spike). Let p > 3 and Ay > -+ > X\, > 0. Consider a sequence
of initializations pg € P(Mn ) which satisfies Condition 0 at level n, Condition 1, and Condition 2.

Then, for everyn > 1, v > 0, 1 > 72,7 > 0 and € > 0, there exists Cy € (0, 21@1%) such that if

/ (n+2)% AT EF sy : 1 -
M Z W]\f z T 2FD) | there emists Ty 2 mN 240 such that for every T > Ty and N

sufficiently large,

/ IP)X ( inf mlt]f(Xt) Z 1_E> dMO(X) 21_77(”7’70a717’72»’Y)7
Mur te[To,T]

where 1 = n(n,v0,v1,72,7) is given by
n = Cre™ % 4 Che™2F 4+ Caryg + Cpe~ a2t NVN | Cs({NY_y)y + e KN,

Proposition 2.6 shows that the sample complexity to efficiently the first spike in the permutation
matches the threshold in the single-spike case. Our next result determines the sample complexity
needed to efficiently recover a permutation of the spikes.

Proposition 2.7 (Recovery of a permutation of all spikes). Let p > 3 and Ay > --- > \,.. Consider a
sequence of initializations pg € P(My ) which satisfies Condition 1 and Condition 2. For everye > 0,
we let R(g) denote

R(e) = { Xt mizs(X) 21— Vk € 1] and mi(X) Slog(N) IN""F 0w} (22)

Then, the following holds: For every vy > 72,7 > 0 and € > 0, there exist A > 0 and Cy € (0, %)

such that if VM 2 WN z , there exists Ty 2 \/iﬁ such that for every T > Ty and N sufficiently

large,

/ ]PX < inf Xt S R(E)) d/lO(X) 2 1- 77(’71,723’7),
Mur te[To,T]

where n = n(y1,72,7) s given by
n= Cle—cwf + Coya + C3€_C3(72+7)\/N + Ca({Adiz)y + e 5N
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As discussed in Subsection 1.3, the sample complexity required for recovery of a permutation of all
spikes scales as NP~!, compared to NP~2 for the recovery of the first direction. This is because we

(N) (N

are not able to exploit the advantageous scaling of the noise generator Lom;;’, once i j} becomes

macroscopic, as explained in Subsection 1.5.

Remark 2.8. In our companion paper [5|, we show that under both Langevin dynamics and gradient
flow, the permutation of the recovered spikes correspond to the identity permutation, achieving thus
exact recovery, provided the assumption

14+Co (37 \* 2
A > —_— by s
1-Cy ( V2 i

holds for every 1 <i <r —1.
Before proceeding, we provide the proof of the asymptotic result of Subsection 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. According Lemma 2.5, the uniform measure pyyyx, on My, satisfies Con-
dition 1 and Condition 2, and weakly satisfies Condition 0 at level co given by Definition 2.4. In
particular, we note that for every v1 > 72 > 0, punxr (C1(71,72)) converges towards one in the large-N
limit, provided 7; diverges arbitrarily slowly and s decreases to zero arbitrarily slowly. Similarly, for
every v1 > v > 0, pnxr (C2(y1,7)) converges towards one in the large-N limit, provided v; diverges
arbitrarily slowly and 7 decreases to zero arbitrarily slowly. This suffices to show that statement (b)
of Theorem 1.4 follows directly from Proposition 2.7. To see that statement (a) of Theorem 1.4 follows
directly from Proposition 2.6, we note that py, weakly satisfies Condition 0 at level co. One can show
that if pug € P(Mp,) weakly satisfies Condition 0 at level oo, then Proposition 2.6 is true for n and
Yo going to infinity arbitrarily slowly. This indeed follows by assuming condition (3’) in Lemma 3.4.
Theorem 1.4 then follows straightforwardly from its nonasymptotic counterparts, namely Theorems 2.6
and 2.7. O

3. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this section, we present preliminary results that are crucial for proving the main results in Section 2.
The proofs of these results are deferred to our companion paper on Langevin dynamics [5], where they
are stated in greater generality for both Langevin and gradient flow dynamics. We mention that the
results in this section are closely related to those presented in [8].

3.1. LADDER RELATIONS AND BOUNDING FLOWS METHOD
We recall the definition of the Hamiltonian Hy: My, — R which is given by
T
Ho(X) = N~"% 3" M (W, af?),

i=1

where W € (RY)®P is an order-p tensor with i.i.d. entries Wi,,...i, ~N(0,1) and M, is the normalized
Stiefel manifold defined by (1.2). Similar to the works [7, 8], we work with the G-norm which is motivated
by the homogeneous Sobolev norm.

Definition 3.1 (G-norm on My ,). A function F': My, — R is in the space GF¥(My ,.) if

IFllgr = > N2V FlopllL=(rn,,) < 0
0<e<k

where |V/F|o,(X) denote the natural operator norm when V‘F is viewed as an (-form acting on the
¢-fold product of the tangent space T'x My .

We emphasize that this definition is a generalization of the G-norm defined for functions on SN-1 (\/N )
introduced by [7]. We then have the following important estimate for the G-norm of Hy.

Lemma 3.2 (Regularity of Hy). For every n, there exist C; = C1(p,n),Cy = Co(p,n) > 0 such that

=1
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Lemma 3.2 reduces to |7, Theorem 4.3] for the case r = 1. The proof of Lemma 3.2 follows the same
strategy used to prove Theorem 4.3 of [7] and we therefore direct the reader to [7]

We next present the ladder relations which will be useful to bound ||L0m ||Oo7 where we recall
from (1.8) that the generator Lg is of the form Ly = —(VHy, V).

Lemma 3.3 (Ladder relations). For every linear operator L acting on the space of smooth functions
F: My, — R and every integer numbers n > m > 1, we define

[LE g

IL||gn—gm =  sup .
g’!L

FecMy,) IF]

Then, for every n > 1 there exists c¢(n) such that for every N and r,

c(n)
VG, V)llgngn-1 < 5 IGllgn. (3.1)
The proof is provided by [5, Lemma 4.3]. According to Lemma 3.3 we can provide an estimate
for HLOm ||C>o for every 1 < 4,5 < r. In light of Lemma 3.2, for every n > 1, there exist K =
K(p,n, {\; }Z 1) and C = C(p,n,{\;}7_;) such that HHOHgn < CN, with P-probability at least 1 —

exp(—KN). Moreover, a simple computation gives that ||m ||gn < ¢(n). Therefore, there exists a
constant A = A(p, {\;};_;,7) such that

N 1 N
| Zo,smijllse < 1V Ho, Vmig)llso < 55 [ Hollgr [ mis lgr < A (3.2)

with P-probability at least 1 — exp(—KN).

The “bounding flows” method allows to bound || Lo sgm;||oc in a more sharp way. It was introduced
in [7] and used in [8] to provide estimates for the evolution of functions under Langevin and gradient flow
dynamics on S¥~1(v/N). Here, we extend the method in order to provide more accurate bounds for the
evolution of functions under gradient flow on My . In particular, the following result generalizes [8,
Theorem 5.3] and is extracted from [5, Lemma 4.4].

Lemma 3.4 (“bounding flows” method on My ). For every v > 0, we let I, denote the interval
I, = [f\/iﬁ, ﬁ] Let D C My, L be the infinitesimal generator of an Ito process X, F: D — R

be smooth, and Xy € D with exit time Tpe. Moreover, suppose that the following is satisfied for some
n>1:
(1) L is a differential operator of the form L = Lo + 2, <; j<, aij(X)Ai;, where
(a) Aij = (V;;, V) for some function ¥;; € C* with ||1;5]|gr < e1N;
(b) aij € C(Mn,r);
(c) Lo = (VU,V:) for some U € C* with |U||gzn < ca(n)N.
(2) The function F' is smooth with | F||gzn < c3(n).
(8) There exists v > 0 such that Xy satisfies LEf(Xo) €I, for every 0 <k <n— 1. B
(4) There exist € € (0,1) and T(”) > 0, possibly depending on €, such that for any t < Tpe A TO(”),

[ o )lds < el (0.

Then, there exists a constant K1 > 0 depending only on c1,ce,cs and 7y such that, for every Ty > 0,

kg4 —— a s .
IF(X,)| < K, \th +1" + > /|” o)|d (3.3)

1<2 g<r

for every t < Tpe Amini<; j<r To(ij) ANTp.
If instead of item (3), item (3°) is satisfied, where
(8°) There exist Ty,v > 0 such that X satisfies e!'°F(X ) € I, for every t < Ty,
then (3.3) holds for every t < Tpe A mini<; j<, Téij) ANTo ANTy A1, with Qx -probability at least 1 —

,YZ
KQ exp (—m> .
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3.2. EVOLUTION EQUATIONS FOR THE CORRELATIONS

For simplicity of notation, we will omit the reference to N in mEJN)(X ) and instead write m;;(X). For

every i,j € [r], the correlations m;; are smooth functions from My, C RN¥*" to R. Thus, the Ito’s
formula (see e.g. [4, Lemma B.4]) gives

t
mij(Xt) = mij(X()) —|—/0 Lmij(Xs)ds,

where Lm;;(X;) = —(VHN,T(Xt),@mij(Xt». An explicit computation of the generator gives the
following evolution equations for {m;;(X;)}i<i j<r. We write m;;(t) = m;;(X,) to simplify notation
slightly.

Lemma 3.5 (Lemma B.5 of [4]). For every 1 <1i,j <, the evolution equation for m;; is given by
where

Limij = Lomi +VMpAAml = VMY 7 Nmagmemie (Amiy? + Aeml )
1<k, £<r

and A
Lomz’j = —<VHO, Vm”>

We refer to [4, Lemma B.5] for a proof of this lemma.
3.3. COMPARISON INEQUALITIES
We finally report Lemma 5.1 of [§] that provides simple comparison inequalities for functions.

Lemma 3.6 (Bounds on functions). Let v > 0 with v # 1, ¢ > 0, and f € Cipe([0,T)) with f(0) > 0.
(a) Suppose that there exists T such that f satisfies the integral inequality

t
flt)>a —|—/ cf7(s)ds, (3.4)
0
for every t < T and some a > 0. Then, for t > 0 satisfying (v — 1)ca? =1t < 1, we have that
_
f)>a(l=(y—1ca”'t) 7T,

(b) If the integral inequality (3.4) holds in reverse, i.e., if f(t) < a+ fot cfY(s)ds, then the corre-
sponding upper bound holds.

(c) If v > 1, then T < t., where t, = ((y — 1)0&7*1)71 is called the blow-up time.

(d) If (3.4) holds with v = 1, then the Gronwall’s inequality gives f(t) > aexp(ct).

4. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

This section is devoted to the proofs of Propositions 2.6 and 2.7. In the following, we let (i, 57), ..., (X, j7)
denote the greedy maximum selection of Iy, where

Iy = ()\i)\jmij(O)p721{mij(0)p7220})1§i,j§r .
4.1. RECOVERY OF THE FIRST SPIKE
We first show weak recovery of the first spike v;:.

Lemma 4.1 (Weak recovery of vq). Letp >3 and Ay > --- > \.. Consider a sequence of initializations
_92 ..
o € P(Mn,). Let ey = N~ -0 and let TA7) denote the hitting time of the set {X:m(X) >

en}. Let (i3,77),...,(i%,j7) denote the greedy mazimum selection of Iy. Then, the following holds:
For every n > 1,7 > 0, and 71 > 72,7 > 0, there exists Cy € (0, 21@%) such that if VM =

(n+2)7% N B -5 :
WN 2" 2FD | then for N sufficiently large,

it 1 S . _
/ Px (T390 > = N7z ) 1{Co(n,70) N Caln,72) N Ca(y1,7) bepo(X) < e KN
Mur (n+2)v0
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Once weak recovery is achieved, strong recovery follows straightforwardly, as shown with Langevin
dynamics for the proof of [5, Lemma 5.2]. We therefore only need to prove the aforementioned lemma.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Let A= A(n,~o,71,72,7) denote the event

A1, 70,71, 72:7) = { X0 ~ po: Xo € Co(n,70) NC1(71,72) N Cal71,7)} -
We note that on the event Cy(v1,72), for every 4, j € [r], there exists v;; € (y2,71) such that m;;(0) =
Yij N ~2. In particular, according to Definition 1.3 we have that

—2
)\i;)\jf'yfij; = 121&)( N 1

As a consequence, under the event Ca(71,7),

AAMW*>O+J>MMﬂ4, (4.1)
1

for every i,j € [r], (4,7) # (i}, 7). We then introduce ¢;; € (0,1) such that

1
i )\71%*]* =5 (1+ ))\/\ﬂ”
ij

For every i,j € [r], we then let TL(;J ) denote the hitting time of the set
{ X Lomi (X)) > CovVMprnmly (X)),

where Cj € (0, %) is a constant which does not depend on N. We note that on .4, and more specifically
on CO(nv 70))

"o V2
Lom;i(Xo)| < —= < CovM AM»()
| Om]( 0)|—\/N— 0 p ] \/N

provided v M > WN e , which certainly holds by assumption. Therefore, on the event A,
0 075

< CoVMpAAjmi; (Xo)Pt,

by continuity of the process X, T(” ) > 0. We also introduce the hitting time 71, of the set

{X! sup |L0mk£(X)| > C()V MpAqAmef{j} (X)} .

1<k <r
We also have that 77, > 0 and we note that 7, < TL(?JT).

In the following, we ﬁx i,7 € [r] and place ourselves on the event A. We consider the microscopic
threshold ey = N 2D D ad we denote by TE(”) the hitting time for the set {X: m;;(X) > en}.
According to the generator expansion from Lemma 3.5, i.e.,

— _ D _ _
Lmij = Lom,-j + Mp/\i/\jmfj L V M§ Z )\kmigmkjmkg()\jmzj 2 + )\gmze 2),
1<k <r
we have that
(1-Co)V Mp)\i/\jmfj_l(t) < Lmy; (t) < (1+Co)V Mp)\i)\jmfj_l(t),

for every t < 7'L(zj N Too Aming<p <y 7}%2). Since the evolution equation for m;; under gradient flow is
given by

i (t) = mi; (0) + / Limyy(s)ds,

we obtain the integral inequality

’-YZ] 77/]
N (1—C’0\/7p)\)\/m ds<m”(t)_\/ﬁ (1+Co\ﬁp)\)\/m ds, (4.2)

for every t < TL(?)]) A Ty A ming<p o<y T, Then, according to items (a) and (b) of Lemma 3.6, for
t < TL(Zj) A Try Amini<g <y ’7'5(]@[) we have the comparison inequality

Cij(t) <mj(t) < ugj(t), (4.3)
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where the functions ¢;; and w;; are given by

1

Vi 1 _ N[ Y pm2 N P

() = 7% (1 (1= oV - 27 (22 t) | (4.4
and 1
_ i 4 oy [ i P2\

uij(t) = W(l (1+ Co)VMp(p — 2)Ai); (W) t) : (4.5)

respectively. We then let TZ(IEJ) denote the time such that £;;(7T, ”) ) =en, le.,

9, _P=2
17,),5 N 2-D

é(zaj]?; - T \p-2° (46)
(1 CoVMp(p — 22 (22)
Similarly, we let T 53\, satisfy u;; (qufg\,) =ep, i€,
- 1 — AP 2N~ 26D
T(TJ) = Y (4.7

UEN \P—2"
(1+ Co)VMp(p — 2)Ai (}ﬁ)

Therefore, on the event A, Té@v < Te(f,j) < TZ(ZEJJ)V We then observe that for every i,j € [r], (i,7) #
(i1, 31),
Té(,sljl) T(’L])

U,EN T

provided N sufficiently large and Cy < 214 % Indeed, this condition together with (4.1) implies that

1= C) M=\ 1,i 1 Nidj M/\/\ p2 14+ C)\ N APT2
( 0) A gf’n—* 2_‘_7 +7 J” T T2 i/m iV > (L + Co)idivi;

Our goal is to show that T(“]l = mini<; j<r 72-(,3,]) and that T;Z,IH) < T, since Tz, < 7'5?]1*). To
this end, in order to get an estimate for Lom,; for every 4,5 € [r], we wish to apply Lemma 3.4 to the
function Fj;(X) = Lom;;(X). We see that if we let ¢ (X) = vpxy, are(X) = \/Mp/\k)\gmizl(X)
and U = Hy, then condition (1) is satisfied with P-probability at least 1 — exp(—K N) for every n > 1
according to Lemma 3.2. The function F;; is smooth and for every n > 1 satisfies || Fjj||gzn < A with
P-probability at least 1 — exp(—K N) according to (3.2), thus condition (2) is verified. Item (3) follows

by assumption on the initial data, namely, the event Co(n,7o). It remains to check condition (4). Fix
k, ¢ € [r] and note that by the lower bound in the integral inequality (4.2),

/0 axe(s)lds < - = o (mkg(t) _ %) < 1_1 Zom®) (4.8)

for every t < ’TLM) AT, Aming<; j<r ’TEN We observe that at time ¢ = 0, for every £ > 0 we have that

EVMpArhe (Cre(0))P ™ = &V MpAphe <%> ) > CE(n+ 2)yN 200 > £4,(0),

where we used that by assumption v M > C WN = 360 for some constant C' > 0. According

0 (4.3), the function myge(t) is lower bounded by £x,(t) for every ¢ < TL([])CE) AT, Amini<; j<r E(If,j), and
since 1 (t) is an increasing function satisfying the above inequality, we therefore obtain that

me(t) < EVMpAphemb, (1),
so that from (4.8) it follows that

/ |ak/ |d$ <

mu(t) <

£ VMpApAemb, (1),
1-C,
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for t < TL([IJM) AT, Aming<; j<r ﬁ%j). Choosing ¢ = (1 —Cy)/2 yields condition (4) with e = 1/2. Thus,
by Lemma 3.4 there exists Ky > 0 such that on the event A,

> [ laoias ). (4.9)

1<k <r

n—1
o k n
Lomi(t)| < Ky | —= ) t"+t"+2
om0 < K1 | T2 3
for ¢ < minj<g r<y, TL(f[) A TrL, Aming <k ¢<r 72(1152)7 with P-probability at least 1 — exp(—KN).
Our goal is to show that m;:;» is the first correlation to reach ey and that ’72(]31]1) < TL,- To this
end, we next introduce the intermediate threshold £ = AN ~2 for a sufficiently large constant 5 > v

of order 1. We first wish to show that 7;}3“” < minj<g e<r TL(Z)M) ATLy, Where E(;j) denotes the hitting
time for the set {X: m;;(X) > éx}. Choose ¥ > 0 so that

1 ’71172 5 1 p—2
5 2y = 72 (1_5> Vs (4.10)

where 6 = max; j)£(ix j) di; € (0,1). Since the integral and comparison inequalities (4.2) and (4.3)

are still valid for ¢ < 7'L(;J ) A T, A ming<g <y 7'5(;6[), we can define T/(gz, and TIEZQV similarly to (4.6)
and (4.7), respectively. We then note that

o .\ P2
(14 ColVMp(p — DA (2%

p—2
1 (L)
< il — i)

L \P2 wENT
(1+ Co)VMp(p — DNk (2%

for every 4,j € [r] such that (4,7) # (if,77), where we used (4.1) and (4.10). In order to deduce that
’7'5(“]1) = minj<g o<y 7?“ , we need to show that min;<j <, 7'5(52) < ming < < TL(fZ) AT, Since the

estimate for Lom,; given by (4.9) holds for every t < minj<y ¢<, TL([])M) ATr, Aming<g o<y 7'5(]]52)

to show that each term in the sum (4.9) is upper bounded by %mﬁﬂ(t) for every i,j € [r].

We direct the reader to the proof of [5, Lemma 5.1] to show this. This implies that, on the event A,
ming<g ¢<yr 7}(5@) < minj<g <y 7'L(fe) A Tr,, ensuring that

, it suffices

7;(5]';): min 7—(“))

1<k 0<r ©N

with P-probability at least 1 — exp(—KN).

Now, according to the generator expansion given by Lemma 3.5 we see that at ¢t = 7;%” 1*),
Limi . (TAPY) 2 (1= Co)VMpi Ay.m? S (TP,
and for every (i,§) # (i1, j1),

Ly (TED) < Cov/MpAis AjsmPH(TED) o v/ Mpa AP (T,

171 ij
By definition we have that m;: ;- (E(;;jf)) = \/iﬁ and we can bound mij(ﬂ(;ijf)) by w;; (Té(?lzl*)), ie.,
it it Yij 1
mi (TAD) < uij(Té(,éiz =i -
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From this we obtain that

p—1 p—1
Ling (TA)) < CovMpA, Ay, < > + VMpAi; < Y > (717_1
1—

VN dij) P2
o Vo 1 1 \"
t o p zl)\ 1’)@ *'71 T p—1 ()
) 1+7/ ! 16, \WN

g
< vV — < Lm;_;
= (CO + 1+ ’Y/’Yl) p/\l*)‘_]* < ) M, j. (t)a

where the last line follows from (4.10) since

< CoV MpA;, Aj,

7 N
= 2 Ek

1 Virj
77/] — S —1
TG sy T AR

Vi

1+7/7 < 6y (Co)hg“ < 1 —2Cy. Therefore, since
mis i (T(lel ) > mij(Tp”l)) for every i,j € [r] such that (i,5) # (i7,j7) and since Lmg:;x(t) >
Lm;;(t) at t = E(;Ij;‘ , we obtain that mgs;«(t) > m;;(t) for 7-5(;1‘3'1*) <t < minj<g <y 71((1:6) A Try A

. ke
mini<g e<r 72-(1\, ), ensuring that

Moreover, the last inequality follows the fact that

it
a(Nl D — min 7'6(;]),
1<i,5<r

with P-probability at least 1 — exp(—KN).

The last step is to show that T(“J 17 < Tr, with high P-probability. We will use the same strat-
egy as in the first part of the proof. We recall that the estimate 4.9 holds for the whole interval
[0, ming<g ¢<r TL(f ATy A 7'(“]1 | with P-probability at least 1 — exp(—K N). Therefore, since each
ake(t) < sz (t) for 7;(;1]1 <t < minj<p p<r TL(ZJM) ATrLo A 7;(1371'”, we obtain that there exists Ky > 0
such that on the event A,

n—1 t
0 k n 2
Lom;;(t)| < Ky | — th 4t + 2 / ds |, 4.11
|Lom;(t)] 2( N Eﬁ r o la11(s)] 5) ( )

for ’T(“Jl <t < minj<ge<r ’TLOZ) ANTro N Ten 1) , with P-probability at least 1 — exp(—KN). As in the

proof of [5, Lemma 5.1], we can show that by the assumption on v M each term in the sum (4.11) is

CoVMpX;« X ;= -
bounded above by %m ( ) for every ’T Wi < < ming < <, ’TL((]:Z) AT, /\7}(131]1), ensuring

that T¢ Nlj v < Tr, with high ]P’—probablhty. Therefore, on the event 4, we have that ’7}(13;]' 0 <7Tr, and
we find that

T(’lh < T(611\771) < 1
s (n+ 2)70N2(n+1)
with P-probability at least 1 — exp(—K N). This completes the proof of Lemma 4.1. (Il

4.2. RECOVERY OF A PERMUTATION OF ALL SPIKES

Now, we prove Proposition 2.7 on the recovery of a permutation of all spikes. The proof follows a
similar structure as the proof of [5, Proposition 3.6] for Langevin dynamics. We therefore provide the
key elements that differ from the proof in the Langevin case, referring to [5] for the identical parts.

The proof proceeds through r steps, each focusing on the strong recovery of a new correlation m; ;-
For every € > 0, we consider the following events

Bi(e) = Ri(e) N {X s miy (X) € O(NTH) Wi #i5, # i }

Ea(e) = Ra(e) N Rae) N { X s mij (X) € O(N ) for i # 4,3 # 1,53 }

Er—1(5) = 0199_1}31—(5) N {X Myix (X) c @(Nié)} ,
ET(E) = ﬂlgigrflRi(E) n {X: My jx (X) >1- 6} R
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where Ry (¢) denotes the set of strong recovery of the spike vir, L.,
Ry(e) = {Xi mx e (X) > 1 — e and mr;(X), my;- (X) < log(IN)™ INTH Vil #Jk}

We note that the set E,.(¢) corresponds to R(g), which is defined in (2.2). Moreover, we note once a
correlation m; ;- reaches a ma(lzroscopic threshold ¢, all correlations m;:; and m;;- for i # i},5 # j%
decrease below log(N )*%N —"7~. This is crucial to ensure the recovery of the subsequent correlation
mi2+1j1:+1'

The following result determines the sample complexity and the running time required for attaining
FE; starting from a random initialization that satisfies Condition 1 and Condition 2.

Lemma 4.2. Let p > 3 and Ay > --- > \,.. Consider a sequence of initializations py € P(Mn,).
Then, the following holds: For every 71 >> v9,7 > 0 and € > 0, there exist A = A(p,n,{\i}_;) >0

and Cy € (0, 21{;}{“) such that if VM 2 WN%, then for N sufficiently large,

/MN7 (TEl ~ \ﬁ) 1{C1(71,72) N Ca(y1,7) Ydpo(X) < e KN,

Compared to Lemma 4.1, this result not only ensures the recovery of the first direction, but it also
ensures the stability of the other directions. Once the set E; is attained, reaching Fs is straightforward,
and so forth. Having the (k —1)st event Ej_1(¢) at hand, we now show that achieving Ej(¢) is possible.

Lemma 4.3. Letp > 3 and \y > --- > \.. Then, the following holds: For every v, > ’yz,’y > 0 and

e > 0, there exist A = A(p,n, {\; }Z 1) > 0 and Cy € (0,1) such that if VM 2 WN =, then

there exists Ty > T—1 (with Ty = Tg, ) such that for every T > Ty, and N sufficiently large,
inf Px, ( inf X, e Ek(5)> >1—e KN
Xo€E_1(e) te[Ty,T)

Proposition 2.7 then follows straightforwardly combining Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 by the strong Markov
property. We direct the reader to the proof of Proposition 3.5 in [5] for a proof. It remains to prove the
above lemmas.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Let A= A(y1,72,7) denote the event
A(v1,72,7) = {Xo ~ po: Xo € Cr(y1,72) NCa(1,7)} -

We note that on Ci(7y1,72), for every i, € [r] there exists v;; € (72,71) such that m,;;(0) = yijN_%. In
particular, according to Definition 1.3 we have that

-2 . p—2
)\*J*’)/Z )\;J; i35 Z‘"zAif‘]:/‘yi:j:'

Moreover, on the event Ca(y1,7),
-2 i -2
A e * jt > (1 + ) )\ZAJ’YZ s (412)
!
for every 4, j € [r] such that (¢,7) # (], j7), and

/\Z‘;]Q’}/l* e > <1+ b ))\ )\j’}/” R

for every i # i} and j # ji such that (¢,7) # (i3, 73), and so on.
—2
In the following, we fix ¢,j € [r] and place ourselves on the event A. Let ey = N~ -0 and let
s(fvj ) denote the hitting time of the set {X: m;;(X) > en}. According to the generator expansion by
Lemma 3.5, i.e.,
_ D _ _
Lmij = Lomij =+ V Mp/\i/\jmfj to V M§ Z )\kmigmkjmké()\jmij 2 + /\gmie 2),
1<k, £<r

we have that

—[[Lomijllse + VMpAAmETH (£) < Lmij (1) < | Lomij oo + VMpAXAmE (1),
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for ¢ < minj<g <y 7;(]}56). Moreover, according to Lemma 3.2 and especially to (3.2), we have that

[ILomjlleo < A for some constant A = A(p,n, {\;};_;), with P-probability at least 1 — exp(—KN). We

then observe that for ¢ < minj<j <, E(Alfe),

A p—1

CoVMpAidmi () Z = N'F myg ()P = A > || Lomigloo,
2

v

for some constant Cy € (0,1), where we used the facts that v M 2 ;MC‘ATN%I and that m;;(t) >
™ 2

Yo N ~2. Since the evolution equation m;; under gradient flow is given by

m”(t) = m”(O) +A Lm”(s)ds,

we obtain the integral inequality given by

t t
Vij -1 Vij -1
+(1—-Co)VM )\i)\-/m’-’. s)ds < myi(t) < +(1+Co) VM )\i)\-/mp- s)ds,
\/N ( 0) p J 0 ij ( ) J( ) \/N ( 0) p J 0 i ( )
for ¢ < minj<g <, 7;(1§£), with P-probability at least 1 — exp(—K N). Lemma 3.6 then yields the com-
parison inequality

Ci(t) < mij(t) < uis(t),

for t < minj<g e<r 7'5(1]5@, where the functions ¢;; and u;; are given by

lij(t) = \ZUN (1 — (1= Co)VMp(p — 2)\;); (J%)p_ t) "

and

VN VN

respectively. We then define T[(iej:, to solve £;; (Te(iaj;) =ep, i.e.,

p—2 _p%z
Uij(t) _ i <1 -1 —i—Co)\/Mp(p_ 2))\1‘)\1‘ ( Vij ) t) 7

9, _P=2
]_775, N 2p—D

()
S \P—2
(1 - CoVIp(p — 22 (22)

E,EN -

Similarly, we let Té@v denote the time such that wu;; (T@EZQV) =ep, lLe.,

9, _P=2
1*’)/?]4 N 2p—-D

TG — —
(1+ Co)VMp(p — 20 (2 )

U,EN

We note that on the event A, T < 749) < TZ(ZEJ; We then observe that for every i,j € [r], (i,7) #
(i1,41),
T < 1)

U,EN

provided N sufficiently large and Cy < 214 ’ﬁn . In fact, together with (4.12) yields

p—2 ’7/71 Y p—2 p—2

(1 - C()))\Z; )\]f’yffjf > <]. - 2—}—’)//’}/1) <]. + 71) Ai)‘jﬂyij > (1 + C())/\iAJ")/” .

As a consequence, on the event A, we have that
(i131) _ : (k£)
= B, Ten

with P-probability at least 1 —exp(—K V), that is, m;: = is the first correlation that reaches the threshold
en- We therefore have that on the event A,

T < i) <

Len

=
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with P-probability at least 1 — exp(—K N). Furthermore, we observe that as m;: ;- (t) exceeds ey, the
other correlations are still on the scale ©(N _%). Indeed, since 7;(]3” 1) < Tz(leli 1) and u;; is a monotone

increasing function, on the event A we can upper bound m;; ( E(J?ﬁ)) by uij(ﬁ(ﬁjf)) < u;j (Té?}ir)) and
we find that

1

)\ AP2 S
ugg (T50) = 22 (11— L+ CoNdiviy ~ ) VN3 ) p
N VN (1- OO))"'I/\J'I'V?;EIE i
< i (1— 1+CO‘5U)”2 B L A S
Bl 1
VN 1-Col+v/m VN (1= b7

where we use 0;; e (0, 1) such that A;: Ajﬂg};l% = %(1 + 7/71))\1»)\”%—2_ Therefore, on the event A, we
have that m;;( 5(13,1]1)) = 'yng’% for an order-1 constant ~;; > 0 for every (i,j) # (i1, j7)-

From this point onward, the proof of Lemma 4.2 is identical to the proof of [5, Lemma 5.3]. In
particular, we first prove that m;: ;- attains 1 — ¢ for € € (0,1) with high P-probability. Next, we show
that the correlation m:; and my;; for @ # 47,5 # ji begin to decrease as m;: ;- exceeds the threshold

1
p—1
log(N)N 2

N~ and they decrease below with high P-probability. Finally, we study the evolution

of my;(t) for ¢ # i},j # jT ast > TE(EJY). We show that as m;: ;- crosses N‘%, the correlations are
decreasing until m;x; and m;;» are sufficiently small, ensuring that the decrease is at most by a constant
and that m;; scale as IV *%, as strong recovery of the first spike is achieved. We therefore obtain that
on the initial event A,

1
\/Nv

with P-probability at least 1 — exp(—K N), thus completing the proof. O

Te(e) S

It remains to show Lemma 4.3.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We prove the statement for £k = 2. Let ¢ > 0 and assume that X, € E;(¢).
We show that the evolution of the correlations m;:;» and mys;, m;;: for i # i7,j # ji are stable for all
t > 0, similarly as what done with Langevin dynamics in [5] to show Lemma 5.3.

We therefore look at the evolution of the correlations m;; for i # i},j # j¥. Since X € E;(e) we

—2
have that m;;(0) = %J-N’% for some order-1 constant 7;; > 0. Let ey = N oD, By the generator
expansion from Lemma 3.5, i.e.,

Lmg; = Lomg; + V Mp/\i)\jmfj_l -V Mg Z Akmigmkjmkg(Ajm£;2 + AgmiZQ),

1<k <r

we see that for every i # 7,5 # j7,
—[|Lomijllse + VMpAAmETH(t) < Lmij(t) < || Lomijllse + VMpAiAmE (2),

for all ¢ < min;z;» ;= Ts(]f,j ), Indeed, the terms associated with m;«;- in the generator expansion are
also accompanied by m;x; and m;;» which make that globally they are small compared to the term

VM, p/\i/\jmfjl, for N sufficiently large. We can therefore proceed exactly as done in the proof of
Lemma 4.2. In particular, the greedy maximum selection gives that A;z Az 7%;22 > C)\i)\jfyfj_Q for every
i,j € [r],i #i],j # ji and some constant C' > 1. This shows that there exists 75 > T, () such that
for all T > T,

inf P inf X,eF >1- —KN
XolenE1(s) Xo <t6[1;127T] t € 2(5)> > exp( )

with P-probability at least 1 — exp(—KN), provided N is sufficiently large. O
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APPENDIX A. CONCENTRATION PROPERTIES OF THE UNIFORM MEASURE ON THE STIEFEL MANIFOLD

In this section, we study the concentration and anti-concentration properties of the uniform measure
,u Nxr on the normalized Stiefel manifold My . Recall that the correlations are defined by m( )(X ) =
.
¥ (V' X)i

Lemma A.1. If X ~ unxr, then there are absolute constants C(r),c(r) > 0 such that for every t > 0
and every 1 <1i,5 <r,

v (Im (X)) > £) < Cr)exp (—e(r)NE2)

Proof. From e.g. [17, Theorem 2.2.1] we have that every matrix X ~ gy, can be represented by
1 —1/2
X=2Z(-2"2
(3772)

where Z € RV*" has i.i.d. entries N'(0,1). Then, for every ¢ > 0 we have that

—1/2
HUN xr (‘mE;V)(X)|>t) = UNxr (N ZTZ) ) >t
ij
—1/2
B 1/ o+ 1 (. -+ 1, +.\""
= pNxr N(V Z)ij+N<V Z((NZ z> L)) >
ij
—1/2
1/ o+ 1 (. -+ R
< _ _ _ _
< e N(V Z)ij_JrN(V Z((NZ z> L)) >
ij
We now look at the second summand and see that
1 1 —1/2 1 1 —1/2
¥ <VTZ <(NZTZ> - I>> < ||NVTZ <(NZTZ> - IT> llop

1 1 —1/2
<IgV Zlol(§272) Ll

j

Lo 1\ 7 T
IV 2l (§272) ool 2 2 Lol
where the first inequality follows by ||-|lcc < ||‘|lop and for the last inequality we used the identities
I, —A7Y?2 = —A7Y2(I, — AY?) and I, — AY? = (I, — A)(I, + AY?) "' with A = LZ7Z. We
also bounded ||(I, + M1/2)’1H0p above by 1. Standard results on the concentration of sub-Gaussian

random matrices (see e.g. [36, Theorem 4.6.1]) show that there exists an absolute constant C' > 0 such
that for every ¢ > 0,

,JNW(H 7z I|op>m(c(¢;;),cz(¢;;>2))gzexp<_t2). A1)

We note that H%ZTZ — I |lop = |/\min(%ZTZ) -1V |)\max(%ZTZ) — 1]. In particular, since
—1/2 —1/2
| (%ZTZ) llop = (/\min(%ZTZD , we can also deduce the bound:

uw<(1+c(*§}j”)_lms||(]1VZTZ)_1/2|OP (1-© (*j’;V*t))_l/Q)zl—aexp(—t?).
(22)

Finally, smce the entries of the r x r random matrix —VTZ are i.i.d. Gaussian with zero mean and
variance N, we have the estimate from [36, Theorem 4. 4 5]

s (V" 2lon > S0V 41)) < 2exp(-) (A3)

VN
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We will combine the above estimates (A.1)- (A.3) to conclude the proof. Decomposing on the intersection

—1/2
with the event {(]{,VTZ ((&ZTZ) - Ir))ij| < ;}, we obtain that

t
> 2)
-z t
+ UNxr (H VTZ|0p||( Z) ||0pH AV I, HOp 2)-

Since —\/%(V TZ)ij ~N(0,1), we have that the first term is bounded by
t 1. tVN
A A —=vT2),

> 2) HN x <’ \/N( )_]

> ) < 2exp (—Nt*/8).
Decomposing the second term on the intersection with the event {||ﬁ(Z Tz)-

e (Im 3 (X)) > 1) < pnvser (’le (v7z)

ij

2

[N xr (';,(VTZ)U‘

1/2HOP < %} gives

2

1 —1/2 1
sHNX,.(n VT 2ol 1272 - I||0p>t)+usz<ll(NZTZ) >2t>

Finally, decomposing again using the event {H%ZTZ =L flop < t}7 we obtain that

—1/2
1 t
KN xr <||VTZ||op||< ZTZ) ||ODHNZTZ - IrHop > )

1+ 1o+ N1y t
UNxr HNV Z”Op” ﬁZ Z ”w”ﬁz Z*Ir||0p>§

1 —1/2 1
< siver (1Y Zlon > 1) v (155272 = Lol 1) s (n( 2°2) > 2t> -
Using (A.1), (A.2) and (A.3) we then find that

1.+ B R t
HUNxr H \4 Z”OpH 'z ||0p|| Z Z-— I”Op by

< 2exp —<t\é> Z\f) + 2exp —<t\éﬁ— r) + 2exp —<\/CN(1—21€)—W>

O

Lemma A.2. If X ~ unxr, then there exist absolute constants C(r),c(r) > 0 such that for everyt > 0
and every 1 <1i,5 <r,

HNxr (Imgv) (X)| < \/t]v> < \/%t + C(r) exp (—c(r)tx/ﬁ) .

Proof. Using a similar argument as in Lemma A.1 and the fact that |a + b| > [|a| — |b||, we have the
estimate:

1
v (7001 < 1) < s (I VT 20,1 < 2)

~1/2
1
N (n VTZ|op||( Z) lopll 272 I||op>t>

To bound the first term, we use that

) Qt\/ﬁ 4 N
o) = 2 [ g 0T
2 0 2

1+ 1 -
— 7). <2 =2 < |— Z)ii
KN xr (|N(V )Ul > t) KN xr (O = ’\/N(V )w
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where we bounded e~"/2 by 1. For the second term, we use a similar argument as in the proof
of Lemma A.1 with different thresholds. For every 1 > 0, we successively decompose on the events

I (%ZTZ)_UZHOP < Land |1, - 27 Z||op < /. Tt then follows that
1 1 A
v (anTznopn(NzTZ) lopll 27 Z = Trllep > t)
< i (1 V7 Zlon > VAT ) + v (n (1272) "l ;) e (1272 = Llon > VA7)

((ﬁvf)) (mw) ((FN@)

C c C

Choosing 1 = % and replacing t by ﬁ completes the proof. O

From Lemmas A.1 and A.2, it follows that py«, satisfies Condition 1. We now proceed to verify
that the invariant measure pyx, satisfies Condition 2 on the separation of the correlations.

Lemma A.3. Letp >3 and A\y > -+ > A\ > 0. If X ~ pnxr, then there exist absolute constants
C(r) > 0 and c(r,{\i}I_1) > 0 such that for every 0 <t <y and every 1 <i,j, k0 <r,i#k,j#¢,

J
KN xr p—2 - =
W B i T

Aij (mgN)(X))p_2 t

4
= t.
XX\ P2
V2T 1—|—(>\k/\z)

Proof. To simplify notation slightly, we let c;; = \;A; for every ¢,j € [r]. For every § > 0, we denote

by A(9) the desired event, i.e.,
s p—2 s p—2
A(8) = aj (mi; (X)) <s\=Jl1_-s< aj (mi; (X)) <144
ae (mye(X))"

Qe (me(X))P 2
We then introduce the event B(d) given by

1
< 01675175 + 026762()""/\‘)%2 VNt +

-1

ane (mpe(X))P72 7

so that A(S) C B(d), with equality when p = 3. It therefore suffices to estimate the event B(5). We
note that controlling B(¢) is equivalent to controlling B(d) given by

B(s) = { ﬂijmij(ﬁi;;gf;?kf()()‘ < 5},

B(6) = {(1 — gyt g 2 (msy Q)" (1+ 5),,2}

where f3;; = af;*. In light of Lemma A.1, we have that if X ~ jinx, then for every 4, j € [r] the event
Em) = {Xi I (X)) < s }
VN

occurs with probability at least 1 — Ce=°"i. We introduce a further event: for every t > 0, we consider
the event B(t) given by

B(t) = {Wijmij(X) — Brempe(X)| < \/tﬁ} )

Then, we note that B°(t) N E(y1) C B° (ﬁkzm ), so that

v (B ( ﬁtv)) < ivser (B UES (1)) < pivser (B)) + pincr (€5(10))
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It remains to estimate pnxr (B(t)) We will proceed in a similar way as done for the proofs of Lem-

—1/2
mas A.1 and A.2 by using the representation X = Z (%ZTZ) for X ~ pnxr (see e.g. [17]). In

particular, if we write
—1/2 —-1/2
(N) I LS A Lyt vz (L,r B
m; (X)<NV Z<NZ Z) ) 7N(V Z);; + (V ((NZ Z I, E
ij
%)
N

we can upper bound iy (B(t)) by
T 1 o\ Y2 t
g~ z| =z Z —1,
e | 10 gy (V ((N 2VN

1 -+ 1+ o\ V2 t
+,UN><1‘ ﬁk[ﬁ V Z <NZ Z> —If,» > W .
ke

The second and third concentration estimates can be bounded as done in the proof of Lemma A.2; so that
there exist constants C,c(r) such that they are bounded by Cexp (—c(r)m\/ N). To bound the
ij

ij

nsr (B(t) < pinvsr ( 51’]’%(‘/—'— )ij ﬂk(i (V Z)ke| <

first term, we note that 3;; ﬁ(VT Z);; is a Gaussian random variable with zero mean and variance ij
We easily note that the random variable 3;; ﬁ (V'Z) *5keﬁ(VTZ )¢ follows a normal distribution

with zero mean and variance ij + ﬁ,%(,, ensuring that
KN xr ( \/N
4

< ———t.
\V4 27'('@ / 72] + Bze
Finally, we find that

_ t 2 4
IN xr <B < )) < Cre” M + Cyexp (—@({Ai}le)t\/N) o,
Bren V2r 5% +B,3E

Bij%( Z)ij — Bre— (V Z)ke

2t

which completes the proof since

t 2 4
KN xr- (A (’y)) < Cre” " 4 Cyexp (*Czﬂket\/ﬁ) + Bre

—_—t.
V2my\ /B + BY

It remains to prove the following concentration estimate which ensures that pyx, weakly satisfies
Condition 1 at level oc.

O

Lemma A.4. For every T > 0 and every 1 < 1,5 < r, there exist C1,Cy > 0 depending only on
p, 7, {NiYi_, such that for every v > 0,

Hxr (sup letFo Lom{Y ) (X)] > 7) < C1NTexp (—~Cxy*N),
t<T

with P-probability at least 1 — O(e EN).

We prove Lemma A.4 following the same ideas to those used to prove Theorem 6.2 of [8]. In the
following, we let X, denote the gradient flow process generated by Lo (see (1.8)). The first step is
to establish the rotational invariance properties of this dynamics. Compared with what was done in
Section 6 of [8], here we need to introduce an intermediate quantity to study the gradient VHo(X4),
which is necessary to avoid having to control quantities that vanish exponentially over time. In addition,
we note that the invariant measure on the normalized Stiefel manifold is characterized by left and right
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invariance under rotations, whereas the invariant measure on the sphere requires only verification of
invariance under rotations.

In the remainder of this subsection, for every X € My, we let Rf,v(: Tx Mpy» — Mp, denote the
polar retraction defined by

—1/2
RY(U)= (X +U) (Ir - ;IUTU) .

which verifies (RY (U)) " RY (U) = NI,.
Lemma A.5. For every X ~ punx, and everyU € Tx My ., we let RJ)V((U) denote the polar retraction

at the point (X,U). Then, for every t > 0, if Xo ~ punxr, Xi and RY (VHO(Xt)) are elements of

My that are invariant under left rotations.

Proof. We let O y denote the elements of the orthogonal groups O(N). The initial condition X~ LN xr
satisfies
OnXy~ Xyp.
In the following, we let
Xo=0nX, and Hy(X)=Ho (04 X),

and X, denote the gradient flow on H, started from X,. Since the Hamiltonian H, is a centered
Gaussian process with covariance function given by

<X i ) Y> P
Bl HY)] =8 3w (FEX)
1<i,5<r

we see that Hy is invariant under right rotations, i.e., Ho(OnX) is equidistributed with Ho(X). Since
X, is equidistributed with X, and ﬁO(X) is equidistributed with Hy(X) for every X € My, the
gradient Vﬁo(j(t) is equal in distribution as VHO(Xt). Since X; = ONXt, we deduce that X, is
invariant under right rotations for every ¢ > 0. We also have that

VHy(X:) = ONVHy(X,).

Since VHy(X,) is equidistributed with VHo (X ), we have that VHy(X,) is also invariant under rota-
tions from the right. Finally, we have that

R A 1 - N2
R (VHo(X1) = (X + VHo(X.)) (IT + (VH (X)) VH0<Xt>>
is well defined for every ¢ > 0 and, in particular, for every value of ||VH0(X,5)H2. Since X ~ pnxr, we
have that RY (VHy (X)) is an element of My, and is invariant under rotations from the right. d

Remark A.6. We remark that one could use the matrix R% (VSNHO(X't)) also in the spherical case
studied in [8]. In this case, RY (Vs~x Ho(X;)) reduces to the vector

N Xo + Ven Ho(X
RY (Vw Ho(X,)) = 0t VerHo(X)
| X0 + Ven Ho(Xy)|l2

with Xy being distributed according to the invariant measure on the sphere S = S¥=1(y/N). The
orthogonality between the sphere and its tangent space ensures that the normalizing factor || Xy +
Vv Ho(X¢)||2 is always strictly greater than one.

Having Lemma A.5 at hand, we are now able to prove that the invariant measure pyx, weakly
satisfies Condition 1 at level co.

Proof of Lemma A./. By definition of the semigroup of the noise process, it holds for every 1 <
L,j <,
N ~ 1 ~
e Lymiy" (Xo) = Lomy (X0) = =5 (VHy (X0). [oi];).

where [v;]; = [0,...,0,v;,0,...,0] € R¥*" denotes the matrix with all zero columns except for the jth

(N)(Xt). We let H € R™" be a matrix sampled

column, which is v;. Therefore, it suffices to study Lom,;
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from the Haar measure on O(r). For every t > 0, we define Z; = RgO(VHO(Xt))H. According to
Lemma A.5 and by definition of the Haar measure, we have that Z; belongs to My, and is invariant
under left and right rotations. Since this property uniquely characterizes the invariant measure on My .,
we deduce that Z; is distributed according to pnx,. Combining this with Lemma A.1, we obtain that
for every ¢ > 0 there exist C(r), c(r) > 0 such that for every v > 0,

UNxr P <;|<Zt, [vi];)] > 'y) < C(r)exp (fc(r)f}ﬂN) .

The rest of the proof follows a similar argument as done for Theorem 6.2 of [8], based on a discretization
of the trajectory. In light of Lemma 3.2, for constants I' = I'(p, {\:}1_,) and K = K(p,{\;}/_;) we
have that the event

&€ ={lHollgz = TN}

holds with P-probability at most exp (—K N). We direct the reader to Definition 3.1 for a definition of
the G"-norm on M y,,. According to Definition 3.1, we easily notice that, under the event £,

1[92 Ho(X)Jopllo < T
Then, for every 0 < s <t we have that
1Z: = Z,|le = | Ry (VHo(X:))H — RY (VHo(X,))H e
< r|[RY, (VHo(X1) = RY. (VHo(X.))]lr.

where we used ||H||p < 7. Recall that by definition,
. A A 1 A N2
Ry (VHo(X1)) = (Xo + VHo(X.)) (IT + NVHO(Xt)TVHO(Xt)> :

In the following, we let U; denote the Riemannian gradient U; = VHO(X ) € RVX" for every t > 0.
We therefore write the difference RéY(O(VHO(Xt)) - R%O(VHO(XS)) as

RY (VHo(X:)) — Ry (VHo(X,))
A 1.+ —1/2 1+ —1/2
= <X0+Ut> ((IT+NUt Ut) - (Ir+NU5 US) )

1 —1/2
+ (U, -Uy,) (IT + NUIUS> ,

so that for every 0 < s < t,

~1/2 ~1/2
- 1 1
12~ Zulle < %o+ Ullel (1,4 GUT0) = (L4 GUTO) e+ 1l - Ul

R - 1/2 - 1/2

<ol + Ul (1 + GUTOL) = (14 GUTOL) e+ 7l - Ui,
% o) Y2 1 1

where we used the fact that ||(IT + %VHO(Xt)TVHO(Xt)) lr < 1 and that A= — B~ =

~A™' (A - B)B™! for invertible matrices A, B € R"™". Holder continuity for the matrix square-
root (see e.g. [14, Theorem X.1.1]) then implies that

r A 1
1Z: — Z,||r < ﬁnxo +Up||U/ U, —U U2 +7|U; - U,llp. (A.4)

We now observe that

d

—_ X — 2 X .
SV H(X1) = V2 Hy (VHO(Xt), )
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so that, under the event £¢, we have that

U, — Usllr = |[VHo(X¢) — VHo(X,)|lr
t
g/ V2 H, (VHO(Xu),.)Hqu

<TVN(t - s).
Similarly,
%VHO(Xt)TVHO(Xt) = 2v2H, (VHO(Xt),VHO(Xt)) :
so that under £¢,

U/ U, —U]U,|r <2I°N(t — s).
Finally, since ||U:||r is a decreasing function of time, under £¢, it holds that
According to (A.4), we therefore obtain on the event &€,
1Z: — Z|lp <1T(A+T)VWNVE— 5+ V2rTVN(t — s). (A.5)
Now, for a constant a € (0,1) we let N ([0,77) be a -net of the interval [0, T]. According to (A.5),
for every ¢ € [0, 7], there exists { € N ([0,7]) such that
1Z¢ — Zillp < 7v/al(1+T).

Combining Lemma A.1 with a union bound, for every 1 < i,j < r we obtain that

1 NT
por @B | swp  C[(Z i)l 27 | £ S0 exp(—c(r)NA).
tEN%([O,T]) a

Then, for every t € [0,T], there exists £ € N ([0,7]) such that

2 ) = o (i o) + {20 - 2 o) < 102 )]+ YT,

where we used Cauchy-Schwarz to bound [(Z; — Z;, [vi];)| < ||1Z: — Z;||r||[vi);llr < vaI'(1+T). This
then implies that

1 NT
fnxr @P [ sup —|(Zy, [vi];)| = v | £ ——C(r) exp(—c(r,a,T)N¥?).
te[0,T] N a

We note that RY (VH, (X 1) = ZH T. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and orthonormality of H

we have that )

~ |(BY (VH(X ), [oi)] < 5 (20, )],

so that
1) . NT Yy
pnxr @ P U N <RXO<VHO(Xt)),[’Ui]j>‘ 27| < ——C(r) exp(—c(r,a, [)N~"/r7).
te[0,T

Additionally, we note that VHy(X) can be written as

A

R R 1 . N 1/2
VHy(X,) = RY(VHy(X,)) <IT + NVHO(Xt)TVHO(Xt)) - X,.

Since ||V Ho(X )|/ is decreasing and on the event £ it holds that
IV Ho(X0) & < N[[VHo(Xo)|3% < TN,

N N\ 1/2
the matrix (Ir + +VH, (Xt)TVHO(Xt)> has bounded spectral norm for all ¢ > 0. This implies

that
(VHO(X), [oi) < V1T T2 (RY, (VHY(X ), foily) — (Ko, [oil):
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We thus reach

MNw®P<SW>1KVHﬂn%W%H>7>

SMNXT®IP(

t€[0,T]

3| o) 2 3) + s @1@( sup_ - |(RY, (VHY(X0)), o]}

~
> — .
— 2 tefo,r] NV 2Vl +F2>

This completes the proof of Lemma A.4 upon combining the fact that X ~ N < With the deviation

inequality obtained above for the second term of the right hand side of the previous line. O
REFERENCES

[1] A. S. Bandeira, G. Cipolloni, D. Schroder, and R. van Handel, Matriz concentration inequalities
and free probability ii. two-sided bounds and applications, (2024), arXiv:2406.11453.

[2] G. Ben Arous, A. Dembo, and A. Guionnet, Aging of spherical spin glasses, Probab. Theory
Related Fields 120, 1-67 (2001), MR1856194.

[3] G. Ben Arous, A. Dembo, and A. Guionnet, Cugliandolo-Kurchan equations for dynamics of
spin-glasses, Probab. Theory Related Fields 136, 619-660 (2006), MR2257139.

[4] G. Ben Arous, C. Gerbelot, and V. Piccolo, High-dimensional optimization for multi-spiked tensor
pea, (2024), arXiv:2408.06401.

[5] G. Ben Arous, C. Gerbelot, and V. Piccolo, Langevin dynamics for multi-spiked tensor PCA,
arXiv preprint (2024).

[6] G. Ben Arous, C. Gerbelot, and V. Piccolo, Stochastic gradient descent in high dimensions for
multi-spiked tensor PCA, arXiv preprint arXiv:2410.18162 (2024).

[7] G. Ben Arous, R. Gheissari, and A. Jagannath, Bounding flows for spherical spin glass dynamics,
Comm. Math. Phys. 373, 1011-1048 (2020), MR4061404.

[8] G. Ben Arous, R. Gheissari, and A. Jagannath, Algorithmic thresholds for tensor PCA, Ann.
Probab. 48, 2052-2087 (2020), MR4124533.

[9] G. Ben Arous, R. Gheissari, and A. Jagannath, Online stochastic gradient descent on non-convex
losses from high-dimensional inference, J. Mach. Learn. Res. 22, 1-51 (2021), MR4279757.

[10] G. Ben Arous, R. Gheissari, and A. Jagannath, “High-dimensional limit theorems for SGD: Effec-
tive dynamics and critical scaling”, Advances in neural information processing systems, Vol. 35,
edited by S. Koyejo, S. Mohamed, A. Agarwal, D. Belgrave, K. Cho, and A. Oh (2022), pp. 25349-
25362.

[11] G. Ben Arous, R. Gheissari, and A. Jagannath, High-dimensional limit theorems for SGD: effective
dynamics and critical scaling, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 77, 2030-2080 (2024), MR4692886.

[12] G. Ben Arous, D. Z. Huang, and J. Huang, Long random matrices and tensor unfolding, Ann.
Appl. Probab. 33, 5753-5780 (2023), MR4677744.

[13] G. Ben Arous, S. Mei, A. Montanari, and M. Nica, The landscape of the spiked tensor model,
Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 72, 2282-2330 (2019), MR4011861.

[14] R. Bhatia, Matriz analysis, Vol. 169, Graduate Texts in Mathematics (Springer-Verlag, New
York, 1997), pp. xii+347, MR1477662.

[15] W.-K. Chen, Phase transition in the spiked random tensor with Rademacher prior, Ann. Statist.
47, 2734-2756 (2019), MR3988771.

[16] W.-K. Chen, M. Handschy, and G. Lerman, Phase transition in random tensors with multiple
independent spikes, Ann. Appl. Probab. 31, 1868-1913 (2021), MR4312849.

[17] Y. Chikuse, Statistics on special manifolds, Vol. 174, Lecture Notes in Statistics (Springer-Verlag,
New York, 2003), pp. xxvi+399, MR1960435.

[18] A. Crisanti, H. Horner, and H.-J. Sommers, The spherical p-spin interaction spin-glass model: the
dynamics, Zeitschrift fir Physik B Condensed Matter 92, 257-271 (1993).

[19] L. F. Cugliandolo and J. Kurchan, Analytical solution of the off-equilibrium dynamics of a long-
range spin-glass model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 71, 173-176 (1993).

[20] M. Grunwald, Sanov results for Glauber spin-glass dynamics, Probab. Theory Related Fields 106,

187-232 (1996), MR1410687.


https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.11453
https://doi.org/10.1007/PL00008774
https://doi.org/10.1007/PL00008774
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1856194
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00440-005-0491-y
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2257139
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.06401
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-019-03649-4
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4061404
https://doi.org/10.1214/19-AOP1415
https://doi.org/10.1214/19-AOP1415
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4124533
http://jmlr.org/papers/v22/20-1288.html
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4279757
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper_files/paper/2022/file/a224ff18cc99a71751aa2b79118604da-Paper-Conference.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.22169
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4692886
https://doi.org/10.1214/23-aap1958
https://doi.org/10.1214/23-aap1958
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4677744
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.21861
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4011861
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1477662
https://doi.org/10.1214/18-AOS1763
https://doi.org/10.1214/18-AOS1763
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3988771
https://doi.org/10.1214/20-aap1636
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4312849
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1960435
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01312184
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.71.173
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004400050062
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004400050062
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1410687

21]

22]

23]
24]
[25]

[26]

27]

(28]

[29]
[30]
31]

32]

[33]

[34]
[35]

[36]

37]

[38]

PERMUTATION RECOVERY OF SPIKES IN NOISY HIGH-DIMENSIONAL TENSOR ESTIMATION 29

S. B. Hopkins, T. Schramm, J. Shi, and D. Steurer, “Fast spectral algorithms from sum-of-squares
proofs: tensor decomposition and planted sparse vectors”, Proceedings of the forty-eighth annual
acm symposium on theory of computing, STOC ’16 (2016), pp. 178-191.

S. B. Hopkins, J. Shi, and D. Steurer, “Tensor principal component analysis via sum-of-square
proofs”, Proceedings of the 28th conference on learning theory, Vol. 40, edited by P. Griinwald,
E. Hazan, and S. Kale, Proceedings of Machine Learning Research (2015), pp. 956-1006.

J. Huang, D. Z. Huang, Q. Yang, and G. Cheng, Power iteration for tensor PCA, J. Mach. Learn.
Res. 23, 1-47 (2022), MR4577080.

A. Jagannath, P. Lopatto, and L. Miolane, Statistical thresholds for tensor PCA, Ann. Appl.
Probab. 30, 1910-1933 (2020), MR4132641.

I. M. Johnstone, On the distribution of the largest eigenvalue in principal components analysis,
Ann. Statist. 29, 295-327 (2001), MR1863961.

C. Kim, A. S. Bandeira, and M. X. Goemans, “Community detection in hypergraphs, spiked tensor
models, and sum-of-squares”, 2017 international conference on sampling theory and applications
(sampta) (2017), pp. 124-128.

M. Lelarge and L. Miolane, Fundamental limits of symmetric low-rank matriz estimation, Probab.
Theory Related Fields 173, 859-929 (2019), MR3936148.

T. Lesieur, L. Miolane, M. Lelarge, F. Krzakala, and L. Zdeborova, “Statistical and computational
phase transitions in spiked tensor estimation”, 2017 ieee international symposium on information
theory (isit) (2017), pp. 511-515.

V. Papyan, X. Y. Han, and D. L. Donoho, Prevalence of neural collapse during the terminal phase
of deep learning training, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 117, 24652-24663 (2020), MR4250189.

A. Perry, A. S. Wein, and A. S. Bandeira, Statistical limits of spiked tensor models, Ann. Inst.
Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat. 56, 230-264 (2020), MR4058987.

A. Perry, A. S. Wein, A. S. Bandeira, and A. Moitra, Optimality and sub-optimality of PCA I:
Spiked random matriz models, Ann. Statist. 46, 2416-2451 (2018), MR3845022.

E. Richard and A. Montanari, “A statistical model for tensor PCA”, Advances in neural informa-
tion processing systems, Vol. 27, edited by Z. Ghahramani, M. Welling, C. Cortes, N. Lawrence,
and K. Weinberger (2014), pp. 2897-2905.

V. Ros, G. Ben Arous, G. Biroli, and C. Cammarota, Complezx energy landscapes in spiked-tensor
and simple glassy models: ruggedness, arrangements of local minima, and phase transitions, Phys.
Rev. X 9, 011003 (2019).

H. Sompolinsky and A. Zippelius, Dynamic theory of the spin-glass phase, Phys. Rev. Lett. 47,
359-362 (1981).

Y. S. Tan and R. Vershynin, Online stochastic gradient descent with arbitrary initialization solves
non-smooth, non-convex phase retrieval, J. Mach. Learn. Res. 24, 1-47 (2023), MR4582480.

R. Vershynin, High-dimensional probability, Vol. 47, Cambridge Series in Statistical and Proba-
bilistic Mathematics, An introduction with applications in data science, With a foreword by Sara
van de Geer (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2018), pp. xiv+284, MR38371009.

A. S. Wein, A. El Alaoui, and C. Moore, “The Kikuchi hierarchy and tensor PCA”, 2019 IEEE
60th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (IEEE Comput. Soc. Press, Los
Alamitos, CA, 2019), pp. 1446-1468, MR4228236.

Y. Wu and K. Zhou, “Lower bounds for the convergence of tensor power iteration on random
overcomplete models”, Proceedings of thirty sixth conference on learning theory, Vol. 195, edited
by G. Neu and L. Rosasco, Proceedings of Machine Learning Research (2023), pp. 3783-3820.


https://doi.org/10.1145/2897518.2897529
https://doi.org/10.1145/2897518.2897529
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v40/Hopkins15.html
http://jmlr.org/papers/v23/21-1290.html
http://jmlr.org/papers/v23/21-1290.html
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4577080
https://doi.org/10.1214/19-AAP1547
https://doi.org/10.1214/19-AAP1547
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4132641
https://doi.org/10.1214/aos/1009210544
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1863961
https://doi.org/10.1109/SAMPTA.2017.8024470
https://doi.org/10.1109/SAMPTA.2017.8024470
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00440-018-0845-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00440-018-0845-x
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3936148
https://doi.org/10.1109/ISIT.2017.8006580
https://doi.org/10.1109/ISIT.2017.8006580
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2015509117
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4250189
https://doi.org/10.1214/19-AIHP960
https://doi.org/10.1214/19-AIHP960
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4058987
https://doi.org/10.1214/17-AOS1625
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3845022
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper/2014/file/b5488aeff42889188d03c9895255cecc-Paper.pdf
https://proceedings.neurips.cc/paper/2014/file/b5488aeff42889188d03c9895255cecc-Paper.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.011003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.011003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.47.359
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.47.359
http://jmlr.org/papers/v24/20-902.html
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4582480
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3837109
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4228236
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v195/wu23b.html

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Model
	1.2. Gradient flow dynamics
	1.3. Main results
	1.4. Related works
	1.5. Outline of proofs
	1.6. Overview

	2. Main results
	2.1. Initial conditions
	2.2. Main results in nonasymptotic form

	3. Preliminary results
	3.1. Ladder relations and bounding flows method
	3.2. Evolution equations for the correlations
	3.3. Comparison inequalities

	4. Proof of main results
	4.1. Recovery of the first spike
	4.2. Recovery of a permutation of all spikes

	Appendix A. Concentration properties of the uniform measure on the Stiefel manifold
	References

