arXiv:2412.17792v1 [stat.CO] 23 Dec 2024

Journal of Machine Learning Research 23 (2022) 1-35 Submitted 1/21; Revised 5/22; Published 9/22

Distributed Estimation and Gap-Free Analysis of Canonical
Correlations

Canyi Chen CANYIC@QUMICH.EDU
Department of Biostatistics

University of Michigan

Ann Arbor, MI 48109, USA

Liping Zhu ZHU.LIPING@QRUC.EDU.CN
Center for Applied Statistics

Institute of Statistics and Big Data

Renmin University of China

Beijing 100872, China

Editor: My editor

Abstract

Massive data analysis calls for distributed algorithms and theories. We design a multi-round
distributed algorithm for canonical correlation analysis. We construct principal directions
through convex formulation of canonical correlation analysis, and use the shift-and-invert
preconditioning iteration to expedite the convergence rate. This distributed algorithm is
communication-efficient. The resultant estimate achieves the same convergence rate as if
all observations were pooled together, but does not impose stringent restrictions on the
number of machines. We take a gap-free analysis to bypass the widely used yet unrealistic
assumption of an explicit gap between the successive canonical correlations in the canonical
correlation analysis. Extensive simulations and applications to three benchmark image data
are conducted to demonstrate the empirical performance of our proposed algorithms and
theories.

Keywords: Canonical correlation, distributed analysis, gap-free bound.

1 Introduction

Rapid advances in information technology allow people to collect data of unprecedented
size in various scientific areas such as genomics, neuroscience and physics. These datasets
are quite often simultaneously characterized by high dimensions and large sample sizes.
Analyzing massive datasets in a single machine through conventional in-memory statisti-
cal algorithms is perhaps prohibitive due to constraints such as privacy concerns, limited
memory and storage space (Fan et al., 2014). Easing these constraints calls for distributed
algorithms and theories with low communication costs.

We are concerned with canonical correlation analysis (Hotelling, 1936) that has already
grown into a powerful arsenal for revealing mutual variability in multiple views of two sets of
random vectors. It has seen many successful applications in regression, clustering and word
embedding (Dhillon et al., 2011), among many others. In the past two decades many efforts
have been made to establish theoretical properties of canonical correlation analysis in the
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regimes of finite- (Anderson, 1999) and infinite-dimensions (Hardoon et al., 2004; Bao et al.,
2019; Gao et al., 2015, 2017; Ma and Li, 2020). Existing works implicitly assume that the
observations are stored and processed in a single machine.

Canonical correlation analysis of massive data calls for distributed algorithms and the-
ories. Towards this goal, many efforts have been made in a star-networked distributed
setting (Zaharia et al., 2016). These algorithms can be classified into two classes: single-
or multiple-round. In particular, in the first class, Lv et al. (2020) developed a one-shot
divide-and-conquer algorithm for canonical correlation analysis, which proceeds as follows.
Each local machine conducts canonical correlation analysis and transmits the local results
to the central machine over which all local estimates are aggregated to produce a final so-
lution. This algorithm indeed generalizes the procedure proposed by Fan et al. (2019) to
recover the eigenspace of principal component analysis. This generalization, however, suf-
fers from at least two essential issues. First, the local estimates of canonical correlations are
no longer unbiased. Therefore, for the divide-and-conquer algorithm to achieve an optimal
convergence rate, a few undesirable and even unrealistic restrictions on the number of local
machines have to be imposed to eliminate the biases of the local estimates (Fan et al., 2019;
Chen et al., 2022). In a sensor network, the number of local machines usually violates the re-
strictions. Second, for the canonical correlation analysis to fulfill the orthogonal constraints,
the divide-and-conquer algorithm requires each local machine to transmit the full covari-
ance matrices to the central one in order to perform matrix decomposition. This additional
procedure introduces an undesirable and even unbearable communication cost, particularly
when the random vectors are high or even ultrahigh dimensional. Many multiple-round
distributed algorithms, which fall into the second class, are also designed to relax the re-
strictions on the number of machines that are usually required by distributed principal
component analysis. To be precise, Garber et al. (2017) presented two algorithms to esti-
mate the leading principal component, which were later extended to a general number of
principal components by Chen et al. (2022).

The above methodologies designed for distributed principal component analysis, how-
ever, cannot be adapted directly to distributed canonical correlation analysis because the
latter involves inversions of two large covariance matrices. Using the pooled inversion would
result in significant communication costs, while using the local one would result in non-
negligible estimation biases. In addition, calculating inversions of large covariance matrices
usually require very expensive computation costs.

In the present article, we design a distributed algorithm for canonical correlation anal-
ysis that greatly mitigates the restrictions on the number of local machines and simultane-
ously eases the communication cost by avoiding communicating the full covariance matri-
ces. The resultant distributed estimate attains an optimal convergence rate after a finite
number of communications and fully respects the orthogonal constraints in the canonical
correlation analysis. To be precise, we construct the principal directions through convex
formulation of canonical correlation analysis, and use the shift-and-invert preconditioning
(Golub and Van Loan, 1983), together with quadratic programming, to expedite the con-
vergence rate of our proposed distributed algorithm. Solving canonical correlation analysis
through shift-and-invert preconditioning dates back to Golub and Van Loan (1983) and
Golub and Zha (1995). It is an iterative method that transforms the canonical correlation
analysis into a series of least squares problems in order to produce a sequence of increas-
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ingly accurate estimates. Ma et al. (2015), Wang et al. (2016), Allen-Zhu and Li (2017) and
Gao et al. (2019) use this concept to solve the pooled canonical component analysis, where
the least squares problems are solved by stochastic techniques. However, when this concept
is implemented in the distributed canonical component analysis, numerous iterations may
be involved and consequently, unbearable communication costs are to be introduced. We
shall show that, the distributed estimate of our proposed algorithm achieves the same conver-
gence rate as if all observations are pooled together after a finite number of communications.
This merely requires to transmit vectors and thus reduces the communication cost substan-
tially. By contrast, the divide-and-conquer method proposed by Lv et al. (2020) requires to
transmit large dimensional matrices, which results in non-negligible communication cost.

We further make an important theoretical contribution to the literature by deriving
a gap-free error bound for the distributed canonical correlation analysis. Most existing
convergence analyses depend upon the assumption of an explicit canonical correlation gap,
pL—pL+1 > Br, where py is the ¢-th largest canonical correlation, L is a user-specified integer
and By, is a theoretical lower bound. Examples of requiring this assumption include, but not
limited to, Wang et al. (2016) and Gao et al. (2019). This assumption is widely used though,
it is likely unrealistic. We demonstrate this phenomenon through three benchmark image
data sets, MEDIAMILL (Snoek et al., 2006), MNIST (Lecun et al., 1998), and MFEAT
(Dua and Graff, 2017). The Wilks’ lambda test (Anderson, 2003) indicates that the top 50
canonical correlations are significant with p-values all less than 0.01. In Figure 1, we plot
the histogram of the first-order differences, pgi1 — p¢, of the top 50 canonical correlations.
We also mark the theoretical lower bound of By, derived by Cheng et al. (2021) with a small
diamond on the horizontal axis. It can be clearly seen that, all the first-order differences of
the top 50 canonical correlations are substantially smaller than the lower bounds, violating
the theoretical requirement apparently. We take a gap-free analysis to bypass this widely
used and yet unrealistic requirement in the distributed canonical correlation analysis.
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Figure 1: The histograms of the first-order differences of the top 50 canonical correlations for the MMILL,
MNIST, and MFEAT datasets. The diamonds marked in the horizontal axes stand for the theoretical lower
bounds required by Cheng et al. (2021).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We develop a distributed algorithm for
the canonical correlation analysis in Section 2 and derive an asymptotic error bound for
the resultant distributed estimate in Section 3. Extensive simulations and applications to
three benchmark image data sets are conducted in Section 4 and Section 5 to augment
our theoretical findings. We conclude this paper with brief discussions in Section 6. All
technical proofs are relegated to the appendices.
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The following notations will be used repetitively in subsequent exposition. We use
C,Cy,C4,...,c,0co,c1,. .. to denote generic constants which may vary at each appearance. A

random vector x is said to be sub-Gaussian (Wainwright, 2019) if it satisfies sup|q =1 £ [ exp{t(aTx)Q}] <

C for some t > 0 and C > 0. For a matrix A = (ag;) € RP*?, we define ||A| and ||A||r
to be the respective spectral and Frobenius norms of A. In particular, if A is a vector,
|A|l = [[A]lr. We use o;(A) to denote the k-th largest singular value of a matrix A,
and use the more obvious notations opax(A) and omin(A) to denote the largest and small-
est singular values of A respectively. By definition, ||A| = omax(A) = 01(A). Let W
be a genericd Fermitian semi-positive definite matrix. For matrices A; and Ay, we define

(A1,A2)w = ATWA,, which differs from the usual inner product unless both A; and Ag

are vectors. In particular, (Aj, As) ] ATAj5. Let 0,4, be a matrix with all entries being
zero and Iy, be an identity matrix throughout.

2 Methodology Development
2.1 A brief review

Canonical correlation analysis aims to identify the co-variations between two sets of random
vectors. To be precise, let x € R% and y € R% have zero mean. We denote the joint dis-

tribution function of (x,y) by D(x,y), which is sub-Gaussian. Define 3, = cov(x,x"),

def def . .
3y = cov(y,y") and ¥y, = cov(x,y") to be the auto- and cross-covariance matri-
ces. Canonical correlation analysis is invariant to linear transformations of the two ran-

dom vectors (Gao et al., 2019), which allows us to assume without loss of generality that
max{omax(Xx), omax(Ly)} < 1 and v S min{omin(Ex), omin(Xy)} > 0. Let L be a user-
specified integer such that 1 < L < min(dy,dy). Define Oy = {U € R>*L: (U, U)s, =
Ir«r} and Oy ot {V € RWv>L . (V,V)s, =Irxz}. Canonical correlation analysis solves

the non-convex optimization of

def
( >{:L7‘,T:L) = argmax tr{<U7V>Zx,y}a (21)
UeOy,VEOY
where tr(-) stands for the trace operator, Uj.;, = (uj,...,u}) and Vi, = (v],...,v}),

(uj,vy) stand for the ¢-th pair of canonical directions and py o (ug,ve)s,, is £-th canon-
ical correlation satisfying 1 > p1 > ... > pr > 0. Let T A 2;1/22,{,),2;1/2. The
L-truncated singular value decomposition of T is ®7.; D7.; W7, . Hotelling (1936) showed
that (U7.,,V7i,) = (2;1/2 T:L72;1/2 1..), and p1,...,pr are the singular values of T,
which correspond to the respective diagonal elements of D7, ;.

Suppose a random sample of size N, denoted by {(x;,y;),i = 1,..., N}, is available.
Let f]x, f]y and f]xy be the respective estimates of 3, 3y and Xy y. Define @U oot {U e
Rx*L (U,U)g_=Irxz} and Oy £ {V e RIv*L . <V,V>§Jy = Irxr}. At the sample
level, canonical correlation analysis solves the non-convex optimization of

(O Vo & argmax 6{(U, V)
UeOy,Vely

5., b (2.2)
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rxpool _ sepool ~pool pool _ spool <pool
where U = (@)%, ..., 4}°") and VI = (v]°7,...,V0°"). The pooled estimate of the

~ def ;~ 1 ~ 1
£-th canonical correlation py is given by pp = (u?oo ,vlgoo >z . We define the empirical
X,y

version of T by T & f]_l/ 22x yE J2. The L-truncated Slngular value decomposmon

Of T is ‘I>1 LDl L‘Ill L’ where ‘I>1 L = ((,bl, .. .,(,bL) and ‘I’l L = (’(ﬁl, e ,’(ﬁL) It fOHOWS
that (UIIJOLOI, VpOOI) = (E 1/2<I>1 L, 2 1/2 U, 1) and py, ..., pr, are the correspondmg singular
values of T which correspond to the respective diagonal elements of D1 ... It is important
to remark here that, directly evaluating (U11>:0L017V11>35>1) through its explicit form involves
singular value decomposition, which is computationally expensive and even prohibitive for
massive data analysis.

To ease the computational complexity of singular value decomposition, Garber and Hazan
(2015) and Wang et al. (2016) developed a variant shift-and-invert preconditioning iteration
method to recast the non-convex optimization problem (2.2) as a sequence of least squares
problems, each of which corresponds to a linear system and can be solved efficiently. To
illustrate the rationale of this iteration method, we first consider approximating the top
pair of canonical directions (uj,vy). Let p; be a crude estimate of an upper bound of the
top canonical correlation p;. Let d C de + dy. Define

=, def dexdx dexdy dxd
C = TT e R .
dx X dy Ocly X dy

It is straightforward to verify that the L largest eigenvalues of (p;I — 6)_1 are 1/(p; —
p1), --1/(p; — pr), and the L smallest eigenvalues are 1/(p; + pr), -+ ,1/(p; + p1). These
eigenvalues correspond to the eigenvectors

¢1 21/2 ... | GEL 912 ... $£ 91/2 ... ¢1 91/2.
P YL —r —t1

To approximate the top pair of canonical directions (uj,v}), we run power iterations on

(1 1—6)—1 through the shift-and-invert preconditioning iteration method (Golub and Van Loan,
1983). To be precise, we let (G(?), %)) be an initial estimate of the top pair of canonical
directions (uj,v}). During the ¢-th iteration, ¢ = 0,1,..., the variant shift-and-invert
preconditioning iteration method takes the form of

S(t+1) ’z\:)l(/2 0 -1 B I g)l{/2 0 a®
e+ ) T 0 i;/z (7 I-C) 0 2;/2 SONN

which, after some straightforward algebraic calculations, reduces to

~(t+1) =N $ =(t) — o
<E<t+1>> - 77 5 (Eu))’ where H = plzi ) (23
v 0 3y v 3y X,y P12y

Iterating (2.3) can be recast as a one-step Newton’s iteration. In particular,

F+ 0 $. o)) /a0
<§(t+1)> = (V(t)> H'g, whereg & {H — 0 fly <G(t)>' (2.4)
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Iterating (2.3) is also equivalent to solving the following quadratic optimization,

at+b) . a1l (u\" & (u W\ (= 0 a®
(3020) =g o= L () a1 (2)- () (3 ) (E0)}- o

Finally, we perform an additional normalization,

1/2
/\(t+1) ~(t—l—l)
u u ~ ~ ~ ~
(G(Hl)) _9l/2 <$(t+l)> /<<u(t+1)’u(t+l)>§x + <v(t+1),v(t+1)>§y> ’

to ensure that <ﬁ(t+1),ﬁ(t+1)>§x + (;;(t+1)7§;(t+1)>§y = 2, which updates (@®,¥®)) to

(ﬁ(t“),V(tH)), for t =0,1,.... We iterate this procedure until convergence.

Performing direct iterations using (2.3) requires to invert a high-dimensional Hessian
matrix H. This would result in a prohibitive complexity in both communication and com-
putation. The non-convex canonical correlation analysis in (2.2) has been formulated as a
sequence of least squares problems. Taking this advantage, we design a computation- and
communication-efficient distributed algorithm.

2.2 A distributed estimation

Next we develop a distributed algorithm for canonical correlation analysis when the obser-
vations, {(x;,y:),? = 1,..., N}, are scattered uniformly at K machines, each of size n. In
other words, N = nkK. Let X e R™*% and Yk € Rxdy represent the data matrices in the
k-th machine, Ex s Eny’ Zx v,k and T =S 1/2Exy kZ ~1/2 be the respective estimates
of 3y, Xy, 3xy and T, which are obtained using the data matrlces (Xk, Yi) in the k-th
machine, for k =1,..., K.

Our proposed distributed algorithm is iterative. To start, we construct an initial esti-
mate of the top pair of canonical directions, (ﬁ(o),ﬁ(o)), and a crude estimate of an upper
bound, p;, of the top canonical correlation. We merely use the observations in the first ma-
chine to avoid communication overhead. Let ¢(0 and ¢ be the respective left and right
smgular vectors of T1 that correspond to the largest smgular Value We take (u(o) A(O)) =
(= 1/2q§(0 1/21,b( )), and p; = omax(T1) + 1.5 w, where w & ¢ (dlog? d/n)"/2, for some
co > 0. Alternatlvely, we can use some stochastic algorithms that completely avoid matrix
decomposition to construct a crude upper bound p;. Examples include Wang et al. (2016),
Allen-Zhu and Li (2017) and Gao et al. (2019).

We propose to estimate the spaces spanned by U7j.; and V7., in a sequential manner.
To illustrate the concept of our proposed algorithm, we start from L = 1. Define

= ﬁlixk _ixyk
H, — [P0k “xvk) (2.6)
<_2£,y,k p12y7k

In the one-step Newton’s iteration (2.4), calculating the full Hessian matrix H requires each
local machine to transmit the d x d local Hessian matrices, Hys, to the central machine,
which incurs an expensive and even prohibitive communication cost in high dimensions. To
address this issue, a natural idea is to approximate the full Hessian matrix H in (2.4) with
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a local one, say, ﬁl (Shamir et al., 2014; Jordan et al., 2019; Fan et al., 2021). We further
approximate g with an average of all gs, which leads to an approximation of the following
one-step Newton’s iteration,

iRy a® >> 0 a®

ul —1 -~ x.k u
= H K) , where g, = ¢ Hy, — SN ~ .

(vgt“)) <V( )> . kzl s 5 { ' ( 0y, <V(t)>

The updated estimate (u; a{ Vgtﬂ)) is however sub-optimal in contrast to (u(*+1,v(+1)

in the exact one-step Newton’s iteration (2.4). In particular, (WD, ¥+ is exactly the
minimizer of (2.5), by contrast, (ﬁgtﬂ),?gtﬂ)) is not. It is important to remark here
that, by Theorem 1 in Section 3, such one-step approximation in the inner loop may lead

to a sub-optimal convergence rate. For each given (¢ + 1), to further refine the estimate
(ﬁyﬂ), (t+1)) for j =1,2,..., we suggest to update with

ﬁ(t+1) ~(t41) K
(4;11)) B (4 >> (LK) Z 8y, where (2.7)
Vit1 v, —

Q.
@
Y

(t+1) ND)

~(t+1)  def ~ : Yk 0 u

g.; = {Hk <G€_t+1)> - < 0 iy k) <§(t)>} (2.8)
] b}

is the local gradient of (2.5) evaluated at (u (t+1),9§-t+1)). For each given (¢ + 1), the inner

iteration procedure proceeds in a distributed fashion. In particular, for each machine, we
calculate the local gradients, g,(g i )s which are transmitted to the central machine to form
a full gradient. Therefore, for each given (¢t + 1), the total communication cost is O(dK).
This distributed algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Let us compare the computation cost of direct and indirect methods in calculating
the inversions of large dimensional matrices. The update (2.3) requires direct calculation
of large matrix inversions for the full sample. However, the computational complexity of
direct matrix inversion of a Hessian matrix with dimensions d x d is O(d®), which can be
prohibitive for extremely large d. In the present context, d = dx +dy. To address this issue,
we take the full advantage of the finite-sum structure of IA{1, with the diagonal blocks being
f]x,l = X7X;/n and f]y,l =Y]Y:/n, and the off-diagonal blocks being f]x%l =X7Y,/n.
We propose to solve a linear system in the inner loop (2.7), which enabled us to achieve
computational efficiency in our proposed distributed algorithm. Numerous algorithms exist
in the optimization literature that can efficiently solve linear systems with a finite-sum
structure. See, for example, Hestenes and Stiefel (1952) and Johnson and Zhang (2013). In
(2.7), all computation involves only matrix-vector products, without the need of explicitly
constructing H1 or calculating H . As a result, our proposal can significantly reduce the
computation cost.

Next, we extend the framework of Allen-Zhu and Li (2017) to the top-L-dim canon-

ical correlation analysis. Given the top ¢ pairs of canonical directions (f]‘f:ijt,VdISt)

def

Algorithm 2, we define Qﬁiﬁ;ﬁ(ix) 2 Ty a, — USstf{(Odistyrss, dist L1 (Qdist)rsy, =

Lo, xd, — ﬁdiSt(ﬁdiSt)Tﬁ be the projection matrix onto the orthogonal complement of the
column subspace spanned by UdlSt under the Xy-inner product. Similarly, we define



CHEN AND ZHU

Algorithm 1 Distributed Canonical Correlation Analysis.

Input: Auto- and cross-covariances (f]x’k, iy’;w f]x’y’k) for machines labeled with 1 < k < K. The initial
estimates 7,, 4(® and ¥v(?). The number of outer iterations 7" and the number of inner iterations 7”.

1: // Phase I: Shift-and-invert preconditioning
2: Transmit p; to the machines labeled with 2 < k < K. For each machine, we calculate Hys with (2.6).
3: fort=0,...,(T"—1) do
4: Transmlt u(t) and v to each local machine. We set u(tH) a® and v A(Hl) =v®,
5. forj=0,...,(T"-1) do
6: for each local machine labeled with k =1,..., K do
T Compute the local gradient information g;(f;rl) by (2.8) and transmit the local gradient infor-
mation g(tﬂ) to the central machine.

8: end for
9: Perform the approximate Newton’s iteration:

ﬁ;ﬁ:rll) A(Hl) e (tt1)

G = A(t+1) - (H1K) ng,j :

J+1 Vi k=1
10: end for

11: The first machine updates
=(t+1) (t+1) 1/2
u _ol/2 [ Upy ~(t+1) ~(t+1) ~(t4+1) ~(t+1)
(V(t“)) =2 <A£+1)>/(<UT, gy g H (Ve Vg >§y) )
T/
12: end for

13: // Phase II: Final normalization
14: Adxst — A(T)/(<A(T) A(T)>A )1/2 and V Adxst _ A(T)/((A(T) A(T)> y)1/2

Output: The final estimate (U st , 985 obtained from the first machine.
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Q{}dist(i ) d_ef Idyxdy lest (lest)TE lest (lest)Tiy — Idyxdy lest(vdlst) i\]y'
We remark here that these two projection matrices, QUdm(f]x) and dem(zy), can be

calculated in a distributed manner to enhance computatlonal efficiency Wlthout increasing
communication cost. We further define the cross-covariance Ex v,k under both the Zx and

the 3 y-inner product by Z( )yk = Edm(i )X kaQle“( y), for E=1,... K. Indeed

the (¢ + ) th canonical direction can be obtained in the same manner as Algorlthm 1

through {( x,k» Zy,k’ A( )

N p),k=1,..., K}, which in spirit projects the intermediate esti-

mates onto the subspaces spanned by Qﬁdist(f] ) and Q{,dist(f] ). We repeat this procedure
—_ (ﬁ(liist ﬁ%ist) and

successively to obtain the top L pairs of canonical directions UdlSt ey

leSt = (vist ... vis!). This scheme is clear-cut and performs quite well in our numerical

studles and convergence analysis.

Algorithm 2 Distributed Top-L-dim Canonical Correlation Analysis.

Input: Data {(xi,yi)icn, } in each machine 1 < k < K. The required number of canonical components L.

1: Tnitial US' = (), V%' = (), B} = Sy e

2: for/=1,...,L do

3: Compute the {-th initial estlmate Do U ) and v
4:  Call Algorithm 1 with {(Ss s, Sy 4, 2“ V| to obtain (G, ¥") on the central machine.
5

(0 S0

A\
x,y.k

=dist/

Project 4$*" and v to (U‘f‘f} 1)) and (Vf}f’;fl))L respectively by computing
1/2

6 = {Qogy | 08"}/ {(Qoay | (B0, Qogy | (B0I)5, |

1:(0—1) 1:(0—

and

~dis &\ ~dis &\ dis o dis 1/2
9" = {Quur (09} /{(Qou | B9, Qar | S0)9)5, )"

1:(6—1) 1:(0— 1:(6—1)

Update Uf}j" = (U} a 1, 85) and VI* = (Vi) 9.

=dist

6
7 Transmit uj"** and v dist t4 each local machine.
8.

for each local machine k£ = 1,. ,K do
9: Calculate Ex kﬁ?’“ and Ey kv?‘“ and transmit back to the central machine.
10: end for R R '
11:  Transmit .G = SF L et /K and S viist =K 3, V8 /K to each local machine.
12: for each local machme k=1,...,K do
~ P ~

13: Update S | = Qgi,;t(z: )2x,y,kqv?§zc(2 ) = Qe (Z) B ) Qoo (8y)-
14: end for
15: end for

Output: The final estimate (ﬁcllfSLt7 Vd’S“) obtained from the first machine.

3 Theoretical Analysis

We are in the position to analyze the theoretical properties for the resultant distributed
estimates, and relegate all technical proofs to the appendices. We study the distributed
estimates of the top and the top-L-dim canonical directions separately, which are derived
through _Algorithms 1 and 2. We apply the full singular value decomposition to obtain that

= ®D¥T, where ® = (¢1,...,¢dx) € Rxxdx apnd ¥ = (zpl,...,wdy) € R%>d are
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orthonormal matrices, D € R%*dy is a diagonal matrix with its (¢,0)-th element Dy, being
pe, for £ =1,... min(dyx,dy), and 0 for £ = min(dx,dy) + 1,..., max(dx, dy).

3.1 Distributed estimation of the top canonical directions

We denote the distributed estimates of the top pair of canonical directions by (G{ist, v{ist).

It is important to measure its distance from the pooled estimate (@?°”, ¥?°"), which serves

as a benchmark in the present context. When there is no confusion, we write

~pool ~dj 2 pool ~d )
Z |<U?OO 3 u115t>§;x | and Z |<V?OO , Vllst>ZJ |
ISt =107 1<t<dy: pp<(1-0)p1
as .
Z |<ﬁ?ool, ﬁ(li1st>§x |2 and Z |<65001, {/\(11151:>E |2
fpsimom ¢: pe<(-0)p

respectively, where ¢ is reserved to denote a relative gap threshold. We shall show that the
distance between (U, v{is*) and (Ap001 911”01) satisfies

max [ Y [@LEMg B D (@ ) <20° B
0 pe<(1-0)p1 ¢ pe<(1-8)p1

for some € > 0 and an arbitrary constant 0 < § < 1. The left-hand side of (3.1) stands
for the distance we shall use in the present context which, at the conceptual level, it is

quite different from and more general than the sine distance max (sin2 é\, sin? 5), where

pool ’\dlst pool ’\dlst> |
) zy .

g < arccos |(uj )s, | and 6 & arccos|(v Vi To see this, we simply

consider evaluating the accuracy of udlSt Assuming (p; — p2) > 0, Wang et al. (2016) and
Gao et al. (2019) showed that sinf < Cepy/(py — p2), where C' > 0 is a generic constant.
This upper bound involves a positive gap between the first two singular values of ’i‘, which
is undesirable in the present context. We connect this sine distance with the left-hand side
of (3.1). To be precise, we set 6 = (p1 — p2)/p1 to obtain

sin 9 =1— ‘("Pool7 ﬁ(lilst>2 ‘2 Z Kﬁ?ool’ ﬁ(lilst>2 ’2
¢ <(1-8)

which, by (3.1), is smaller than or equal to (¢2/62), or equivalently, sinf < (e/0) =ep1/(p1—
p2). By the definition of the sine distance, the first equality holds. The second is a direct
consequence of the fact that

dx

Z ‘(ﬁEOOl ﬁ(IhSt>2 ’2 (A(liist)T{(Upool)Tz Upool}/\dlst ( (liist)Tﬁrliist — 1.

=1
In other words, by choosing an appropriate 0 in (3.1), we can obtain the same result as that
in Wang et al. (2016) and Gao et al. (2019), indicating that the distance we shall use in

this context is more general than the sine distance. However, we do not require an explicit
gap between the successive singular values of T. We consider instead the enlarged spaces

10
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{upOOl pe > (1 —96)p1} and {Vpoo1 pe > (1 —96)p1} to bypass this widely used and yet
unrealistic requirement.
Let (@, %) be the initial estimate and 5, be an upper bound of ;. Let T and

T’ be the respective number of outer and inner iterations. Define r = H'i‘l — 'i‘” and
v gt min{omin(Ex), omin(Xy)}. By using matrix concentration inequalities, we can show
that k = O,{(dlog?d/n)*/?}. One can refer to Lemma A.1 for details in Appendix A. We
first provide convergence guarantee for AlgA;orithm 1, which does not require an explicit gap
between the successive singular values of T.

Theorem 1. Assume there exists a positive w such that 2k < w < p; — p1 < 2w, and

~ 1 ~ -~ I ~
max Z |< EOO , U (0 >Ax|27 Z |<V?00 7V(0)>f;y|2 S 3/8 (32)
0 pe<(1-8)p 0 5e<(1-8)p

Then for an arbitrary constant § € (0,1) that is not necessarily (p1 — p2)/p1, we have,

max Yooo@eatg 11 > (L eihg P
¢ <=0 ¢ pe<(1-6)pn

o [\ 1 64x2\ "
S §2p2 1 —128w2/(0p1)? \ y2w? '

We set p; = 01 ('i‘l) + 1.5 w in Algorithm 1. In Lemma A.1 of Appendix A, we show
that the requirement (3.2) and [|T; — T|| < 0.5 w hold with an_overwhelming probability.
Invoking Weyl’s inequality that max lok(T1) — ok (T)| < ||Ty1 — T, we further obtain that

w < p; —p1 < 2w. In other words, the requirements of Theorem 1 are fulfilled with an
overwhelming probability.

The error bound in Theorem 1 can be further simplified. In particular, if w = (kdp; /v)"/?/3,
then w = O,(x'/?) = (HTl T||'/2) because both § and py fall within (0,1) and v is a
positive constant. By Lemma A.1 of Appendix A, w = p{ (dlog d/n) 1/4 } We further

assume (dlog®d/n) Y« (6p1)/16 to ensure that 1 — 128w?/(6p1)? > 1/2, which simplifies
the error bound as follows.

Corollary 1. If T' =T, w = (kdp1/7)"?/3, and (dlog? d/n) < (0p1)/16 , then
max YooorEhaithg 1 Y (e ehg I (3-3)
¢ p<(-0)7 ¢ p<(1-0)7

5 (576;@>T
"1 \on '
This corollary indicates that, if (576k)/(v0p1) < 1, Algorithm 1 converges at a linear
convergence rate, which implicitly requires k = Op{(dlog2 d/n)'/?} needs to be smaller, i.c.,

Kk = 0p(0p17). By definition, k = |T; — T||. Therefore, if the number of observations in

11
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each local machine becomes relatively larger, x would be smaller, consequently, the condition
k = 0p(dp1y) can be met more easily.

Next, we compare the communication cost of Algorithm 1 with that of the one-shot
divide-and-conquer method. The latter is generally regarded as communication-efficient
because its communication cost is as small as O(dK). By contrast, the communication
cost of Algorithm 1 is O(TT'dK). Theorem 1 indicates that, for the resultant estimates to
attain the error rate e, the number of iterations is required to satisfy T' = O{log(1/e)} if
T" =T, which is a logarithm order of . The total number of iterations, (T'T"), can thus be
regarded as a small number. Jordan et al. (2019) stated that the algorithms that merely
transmit an O(d) vector (instead of O(d?) matrices) during each iteration are generally
regarded as communication-efficient. In this regard, our proposed distributed algorithm is
communication-efficient, although its communication cost is slightly higher than that of the
divide-and-conquer method.

Corollary 2. If the distributed estimate of Algorithm 1 satisfies that

max Z |<ﬁ§001’ ﬁ(liiSt>§x |2’ Z |<<;?ool’ G(liist>§y |2 < 6/2,
¢ Be<(1-0)p1 ¢ 5e<(1-0)p1

it follows that (Y 7S, ,(VIsH) > (1 — 6)(1 — €)1, where py = (W) 78, (¥0°%).
Identifying the top pair of canonical directions is theoretically difficult if the gap of suc-
cessive canonical correlations is extremely small. To the most extreme, if the gap is zero, the
first two pairs of canonical directions are not statistically identifiable. To bypass this gap re-
quirement, we turn to capture the co-variability between two sets of random vectors, which
is indeed the ultimate goal of canonical correlation analysis. This corollary states that the
distributed estimate (G's*, v{i*!) captures almost the same amount of co-variability as the
pooled estimate (AP, ¥7°°!) up to a (1—6)(1 — &) multiplicative factor. This phenomenon
is referred to as the gap-free bound in the optimization literature (Allen-Zhu and Li, 2016,
2017). The parameter § is pre-specified to measure the proportion of the co-variability cap-
tured by the distributed estimate (G{**, v{ist). In particular, if we choose § = ¢, (G{*st, v{ist)
captures at least (1—¢)? > (1—2¢) of the co-variability captured by the top pair of canonical
directions. If we choose § = ¢y/(yp1) such that (dp1y) = ¢o and § € (0,1), for Algorithm 1
to converge at a linear convergence rate, it implicitly requires k = 0p(1). This is a mild

condition.

Next, we show that the distributed estimates approximate the underlying true canonical
directions pretty well.

Corollary 3. Assume that the distributed estimate obtained from Algorithm 2 satisfies

max Z |<ﬁ?001, ﬁ(liist>§x |2’ Z |<§Eool’ {/\(ilist>§y |2 < 6/2,
¢ B<(1=0)pn ¢: B<(1=0)pn

12
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for some error term € > 0. It follows that

max Sl afhg B Y [(vi 9 s, [*
£: pe<(1-20)p1 £: pp<(1-20)p1
2|T — T

S0 )t om?  ©

3.2 Distributed estimation of the top-L-dim canonical directions

Next, we study the theoretical properties of Algorithm 2, which provides distributed es-
timates for the top L pairs of canonical directions. Define Lg &t argmax{l < ¢ <
min(dy,dy): p¢ > (1 — 0)pr}, which can be larger than or equal to L. We further de-

=5 1 def ,~pool ~pool N7 1 def ,~pool opool
fine U = (@°,...u7)%) and VY7 = (¥{°7,... V] ") to be the pooled estimates of

canonical directions associated with the largest Ls canomcal correlations p1 > -+ > pr,.
rrpool def s ~pool ~pool \ rpool def ,~pool ~pool .
Let U 1ya, = (U, +qs---Ug, ) and V(L )y (VL5+17"'de ), which form the or-

thogonal complements of UpOOl and Vﬁ’. 1> respectively. In addition, we introduce some
:Ls

notations for distributed estimates. To be precise, OB E_l/ 22(6) Xy S1/2 , Where
0 ar 1 x50 (©)
S def S S ) = P
Sy = kz_l Sy and B0 = Udm(z ) Sy Qraise ()

for{=1,...,Land k=1,..., K.
We first discuss the selection of initial estimates. For w defined in Theorem 1 which
corresponds to the special case of ¢/ = 1, we take p, = amaX(Tge)) + 1.5 w where T( ) &

E_l/ 22(6)), 12 -4/ i the whitened cross-covariance. It can be verified that ”Qdest( )| <1

and [|Qgaist (X y)H < 1. By definition,
1:2
[0 = 20| < 185 Sy 5517 - 88, 52 < 05w,

which holds uniformly for £ =1,..., L. This, together with Weyl’s inequality, ensures that
w < 7y — 01(TW) < 2w. We summarize our main result as follows.

Theorem 2. Assume that 2k < w < p, — Jmax(’i‘(e)) <2w fort=1,...,L. Let T and T"
be the respective number of outer and inner iterations in Algorithm 2. Then for an arbitrary
constant 6 € (0,1), we have

(Ls+1):dx

x

o [ (AN [ (12T 512 64r2\ "
PN\ pro §2p2 1 —128w2/(0p1)? \ y2w? '

Theorem 2 can be further simplified as follows.

max <H Up001 Udlst>
)

13
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Corollary 4. If T' =T, w = (kdpr./7)"?/3, and (dlog? d/n)"/* < 6p1,/16, then

2 <ﬁ1L2>2<576/<>T
= Op s . .
pLo YopL
This is an extension of the classical sin © theorem (Yu et al., 2015, Theorem 4) in the
sense that we do not require there be an explicit gap between the successive singular values,

which differ from most existing studies such as Wang et al. (2016), Gao et al. (2019) and
references therein. We bypass this gap assumption by considering the enlarged spaces

2

pool \dist
(Ls+1)ede [V s VI g

X

max (H Upool Ud15t>
3

y

( >{:L(g7 TZL(;)'
The following corollary indicates that the distributed estimate (UihsLt, leSt) can capture

almost the same amount of co-variability as the pooled estimate (Url):OLOl, Vlf:OLO ).

Corollary 5. Assume that our estimate from Algorithm 2 satisfies

<Vpool lest >
b

(Ls+1):dy

ool rrdis
max <H UI(JL 1) , U t>

) < Co/(p1/pL+1),

x y

for some C' > 0. Then we have

pr+1 < HQUdm Ax)ix yQ{/dist(fl )H < pr+1/(1 —9), and
(1—0)pe < (G™) Sy V™ < fy/(1—0), for £=1,... L.

Next we quantify the distance between our proposed distributed estimate (U‘lilit, leSt)
and the orthogonal complements of the first L35 underlying true canonical directions (U( L3, 1) V’(*L;s +1): dy),
where Ljs = Cargmax{1 < £ < min(dx,dy): pe > (1 —20)pp}.

Corollary 6. Assume that the distributed estimate obtained from Algorithm 2 satisfies

max <H Upzoh_l) UdlSt>Ex <V?£O}|-1) lest>2y > < e, for somee > 0.
It follows that
T — T
* : UdlSt * . lest H )
o ({0 O} |- [V 982):, ) < i =puram +

Though we assume the observations are evenly scattered at different machines, we re-
mark here that this assumption is merely assumed to ease the illustration of our distributed
algorithms, and all theoretical properties derived in Section 3 merely require the number of
observations in the first or central machine is sufficiently large.

4 Simulation Studies

We use synthetic examples to demonstrate the performance of our distributed algorithms.
We generate the observations in the same way as Cai and Zhang (2018). To be precise,
we generate {(x;,yi),7 = 1,..., N} independently from multivariate normal distribution

14
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with mean zero and covariance matrix 3. The diagonal blocks of 3 are ¥y = 14, xq, +
(dede+de><dx)/H2(de><dx+de><dx)H and 3y = I xq, + (Zdyxdy +Zd Xdy )/H2(Zdy><dy+
Zgyx dy)||, where Zg, vq, € R%*d and Zg,xa, € R% >y are independent and standard

normal matrices. The off-diagonal blocks of ¥ are Xy, = 1/ 2<I>D\IIT21/ % and Yy
where ® € R&=*" and ¥ € R%*" are column-wise orthonormal matrices, and D € R™" is
a diagonal matrix of the form D = 0.1 x I,«, + diag(34,26,0,0,...,0), 0 is used to control

for the gap of canonical correlations. The column-wise orthonormal matrices & and ¥

are obtained as follows. Let ® = (¢ék) € R%=*" We first sample qbgk independently from

standard normal, for £ =1,...,dx and k = 1,..., 7, then use the Gram-Schmidt process to

orthonormalize the matrix ® to obtain ®. A similar procedure is applied to generate W.
We compare our proposed distributed estimate with the following competitors.

(1) The pooled estimate. It is the classic implementation of the canonical correlation anal-
ysis, which pools all observations together to produce a single estimate.

(2) The naive divide-and-conquer estimate. We merely use the observations in the k-th ma-
chine to calculate Tk, and apply the singular value decomposmon to obtain <I>1 ..k and
\I’l .k, Which are transmitted to the central machine to form TX =K1 z b1 <I>1 L ,y€<I>1 Lk
and Ty = K1 Zk:l \Illszk\IlLL’k. The final estimates, denoted by (@R%, \Il]f:L), are

formed by the top-L-dim eigenspaces of Ty and ’T‘y.

(3) The whitened divide-and-conquer estimate. It has the form of ( 1/ 2(1’?%, X, 1/ 2\IIDC)

We use the following errors, which are motivated from the error bounds (3.3) and (3.4)
with the pooled estimate replaced by the population canonical directions. Define p, = 0
for £ = min(dx,dy) + 1,...,max(dx,dy). Specifically, for the case of top pair of canonical
directions, we evaluate the accuracy of (u,Vv) through

error(Wi, V) = max Sl B Y] (vi Vg, ] - (4.1)

£: pp<(1=8)p1 £: pe<(1=8)p1

For the case of top-L-dim pair of canonical directions, we evaluate the accuracy of ﬁl; 1 and
V1., through

All the above errors are based on the averages of 500 independent replications.

error(U{ist V{ist) — max (H L*+1) Uy, L)s ‘

Vignay Visls, ) (42)

4.1 The number of outer iterations

We first evaluate how the number of outer iterations, T', affects the performance of our
proposed distributed estimate in Algorithm 1. We fix dx = 15, dy = 20, r = min(dx, dy ),
n = 2000 and K = 30. Because the errors in (4.1) and (4.2) are very small, we report
the logarithmic errors throughout. In this particular example, we plot the logarithmic
errors against the number of outer iterations in Figures 2 and 3 for 6 = 0.15 and ¢ = 0.25,
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respectively. The logarithmic errors of the pooled estimate, the naive and whitened divide-
and-conquer estimates are illustrated as three horizontal straight lines because they are
not obtained from iterative algorithms. The logarithmic errors of our proposed distributed
estimate decay approximately linearly with respect to the number of outer iterations, which
echoes our theoretical investigation in Theorem 2. Figures 2 and 3 also indicate that our
proposed distributed algorithm converges to the pooled estimate after around 40 iterations
and outperforms both the naive and whitened divide-and-conquer estimates significantly.
Our limited experience shows that it suffices to set the number of inner iterations 7" = 10
to ensure a good performance for Algorithm 2. Therefore, we fix 7" = 10 in what follows
unless stated otherwise.

-3 T T T T -1.5 T T T

T
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LANAS A LA RS A A AL A A AL S A 2 a A s
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45 —¥—DIST 8r 1

35 (FETIFPE VI I VIITVIFIIVFFERY

-55

-6 328 8 8aaa-00-0 -4.5

-35
—¥—DIST

- ORACLE
~%-DC
~©-W-DC
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35 (FTIF VYTV I EIITIIFIIVFFETY

55

-6 328 8 8aaa-00-0 -4.5

6.5 1 1 1 1 5 h 8
0 10 20 30 40 ! 0 10 20 30 40 50

(C): Top-1-dim canonical direction (D): Top-2-dim canonical directions

Figure 2: The horizontal axis stands for the number of outer iterations, 7', and the vertical axis stands for
the logarithmic error of the naive divide-and-conquer (--), the whitened divide-and-conquer (-@-), the
pooled (-El-) and the distributed (—¥-) estimates. The number of inner iterations, 7", equals 5 in (A) and
(B) and 10 in (C) and (D), respectively. We fix § = 0.15.

4.2 The gap of canonical correlations

The gap of canonical correlations, d, plays a central role in the error bounds of our theoretical
analysis. In general, estimating the canonical directions becomes more challenging if ¢ is
smaller. In this example, we examine the relationship empirically between the estimation
errors and the gaps of canonical correlations.
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(C): Top-1-dim canonical direction (D): Top-2-dim canonical directions

Figure 3: The horizontal axis stands for the number of outer iterations, 7', and the vertical axis stands for
the logarithmic error of the naive divide-and-conquer (- ), the whitened divide-and-conquer (-@-), the
pooled (-EI-) and the distributed (—¥-) estimates. The number of inner iterations, 7", equals 5 in (A) and
(B) and 10 in (C) and (D), respectively. We fix § = 0.25.
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We fix dx = 15, dy = 20, r = min(dx,dy), n = 2000, K = 30, and T" = 50. We
vary the 0 value and plot the results in Figure 4, from which it can be clearly seen that the
logarithmic errors of our proposed distributed estimates increase with 1/, which aligns with
the theoretical results in Theorem 2. It can be clearly seen once again that our proposed
distributed estimate performs as well as the pooled one and substantially outperforms both
the naive and the whitened divide-and-conquer estimates.
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(A): Top-1-dim canonical direction (B): Top-2-dim canonical directions

Figure 4: The horizontal axis stands for 1/§, and the vertical axis stands for the logarithmic errors of
the naive divide-and-conquer (-7-), the whitened divide-and-conquer (-@-), the pooled (-F}) and the
distributed (=) estimates.

4.3 The number of local machines

We evaluate how the number of local machines affects various distributed estimates. In this
example, we fix T' = 50, 7" = 10, dx = 15, dy = 20, r = min(dx, dy) and n = 2000, and vary
the number of local machines K € {8,16,32,64,128,256,512}. We plot the logarithmic
errors against the logarithmic number of local machines in Figure 5, from which it can be
clearly seen once again that our proposed distributed estimate achieves almost the same
convergence rate as the pooled one. In addition, the estimation errors of the whitened divide-
and-conquer estimate decrease at a parallel rate as the number of machines increases. This
is an instance of the bias-variance trade-off where a certain constraint is imposed to achieve
the optimal convergence rate. The whitened divide-and-conquer method involves intrinsic
biases for all local estimates. Similar phenomenon exists in the principal component analysis
(Fan et al., 2019) and quantile regression (Zhao et al., 2015), etc.

5 Applications

We apply our distributed algorithms to three benchmark datasets, MEDIAMILL (Snoek et al.,
2006), MNIST (Lecun et al., 1998), and MFEAT (Dua and Graff, 2017). These datasets are
often used to evaluate the empirical performance of canonical correlation analysis (Ma et al.,
2015; Wang et al., 2016). The first is an annotated video data set with N = 30,000 ob-
servations, each of which is a representative key frame of a video shot annotated with
dx = 101 labels and d, = 120 features. The second is well-known handwritten digit im-
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Figure 5: The horizontal axis stands for the logarithmic number of local machines, and the vertical axis
stands for the logarithmic errors of the naive divide-and-conquer (-7-), the whitened divide-and-conquer
(+6&), the pooled (-EJ-) and the distributed (—%-) estimates.

age data set, which consists of N = 60,000 28 x 28 gray-scale images and is available at
http://yann.lecun.com/exdb/mnist. We split each image into two halves, the left and
the right of which are labeled respectively with x and y, and dx = dy = (28 x 28)/2 = 392.
The last data set consists of N = 2,000 observations, each of which corresponds to six views
of handwritten numerals extracted from a collection of Dutch utility maps. We merely con-
sider two views, mfeat-fac, and mfeat-pix, with dx = 216 and dy, = 240 features in our
analysis. All covariates are scaled to fall within the range of [0, 1].

We compare our proposed distributed estimate with the naive and the whitened divide-
and-conquer estimates. For the purposes of visualization, this comparison is merely built
upon the top three canonical directions. We use the pooled estimate to serve as the oracle
one because the underlying true canonical directions are no longer available in these appli-
cations. To implement the distributed algorithms, we split each of the three datasets into
K € {2,4,8,16,25,50,80} sub-samples evenly. We use the logarithmic estimation errors
to evaluate the performance of different estimates. The results are summarized in Table 1,
from which it can be clearly seen that, our proposed distributed estimate deteriorates as the
number of sub-samples, K, increases. We remark here that we fix the respective number
of outer and inner iterations in our proposed iterative algorithm. Our theoretical analy-
sis indicates that, more iterations are required to achieve the oracle rate if the number of
sub-samples, K, is relatively larger, or equivalently, the number of observations in each sub-
sample, n, is smaller. In addition, our distributed estimate outperforms all other estimates
across all possible values of K. The naive divide-and-conquer estimate performs the worst,
partly because it does not account for the orthogonality constraints.

6 Concluding Remarks

We propose distributed algorithms for canonical correlation analysis, which adapts the
convex formulation to a distributed setting, and allows us to use stochastic algorithms to
solve linear systems. This algorithm uses a multi-round scheme to achieve a fast convergence
rate and to relieve the constraint on the number of machines. We provide theoretical
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Table 1: The logarithmic estimation errors of the naive divide-and-conquer estimate (N-DC), the whitening
divide-and-conquer estimate (W-DC), and our proposed distributed estimate (DIST) for different numbers
of sub-samples K.

K =2 K =4 K =38 K=16 K=25 K=50 K=80
MMILL

N-DC -4.2752 -4.2712 -4.2673 -4.2634 -4.2477 -4.2323  -4.1880

W-DC | -9.7303 -8.4329 -7.4726 -6.5812 -6.0755 -5.6983  -5.2458

DIST | -24.6840 -17.6880 -19.2427 -12.6477  -9.4220 -8.0301  -9.2124

MNIST

N-DC -1.8975 -1.8966 -1.8951 -1.8926 -1.8901 -1.8831  -1.8718

W-DC | -9.1328 -8.1677 -7.1788 -6.3508 -5.9515 -5.0023  -4.5328

DIST | -41.5599 -35.1307 -26.3739 -21.4233 -21.7905 -12.4132 -9.0029

MFEAT

N-DC -2.1189 -2.1130 -2.1535 -2.0217 -1.9283 -1.8018  -1.7706

W-DC | -7.7868 -6.8604 -6.1246 -5.0453 -4.7029 -4.1052  -3.2374

DIST | -24.2076 -17.1580 -14.1297 -10.8736  -9.4998 -7.5504  -6.1650

guarantees for the convergence rate of the resultant estimates. These distributed algorithms
can be generalized from different perspectives. For example, one can introduce sparsity to
consider ultrahigh dimensional canonical correlation analysis (Gao et al., 2017), or adapt
our theoretical analyses to many other relevant problems, such as partial least squares
regression (Chen et al., 2019) and linear discriminant analysis (Bach and Jordan, 2005).
Investigations along these lines are under way.
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Appendix A. Some Technical Lemmas

This section collects some technical lemmas used in the proof of the main results. To begin
with, we first introduce several notations for ease of presentation. Denote r = min(dx, dy ).
The sorted eigenvalues of C are

def

T def ~ N N T def —~
M=p12...20N=p2>0=...=02Xyy1=—Dr>... > Ag = — 1,

with corresponding unit eigenvectors
S1/2A~pool S1/2~pool
7 =y ity 91/2 . def >/ *ab 91/2
= 270 N O T ST -
Ey/ Vllaool Zy/ V?OOl

< 1/2~pool S1/2 ~pool
~ def —Ex ur 1/2 ~ def —Ex uy 1/2
Td—r+1 = ( 5\331/265001 ) /2 y ey g = ( 5\331/2{;113001 2 . (Al)

Lemma A.1. If our data {(x;,y:), i =1,...,N} are sub-Gaussian vectors, then we have
IT1 = T|| = Op{(dlog®d/n)"/?}. (A.2)

The top singular value on the first machine al(f‘l) satisfies,
o1 (T1) = 1| < T4 =T (A.3)

Furthermore, let (ﬁ(o),V(O)) be the top pair of canonical directions estimate on the first
machine, we have the following gap-free contraction bound for

S1/2
/50

S [F PO < 2Ty — T /(vN), (A.4)
£: Xe<(1=8)X

and T1,...,Tq,

with an overwhelming probability, which further implies that

~pool ~ ~pool -~
Soj@alg e Y el e

£ pp<(1-6)p1 £ pe<(1-6)p1
< 4[|Ty = T[|/(vp1). (A.5)

Proof of Lemma A.1. By Corollary 7 in Gao et al. (2019), we have with high probability
that

IT) —T| <v, and |T—T| <v

if n > Cdlog?d/v* and N > Cdlog®d/v? where C is a positive constant independent of
v, n, N and d. Therefore, our first claim follows the matrix concentrations above and the
triangle inequality for the spectral norm.

21



CHEN AND ZHU

Denote by $1 and 72;1 the top left and right singular vectors for 'f‘, and &5&0) and 1%0)
are those for Ty. Without loss of generality, assume that p; > p1(T1). Then we have

01(T1) — 1] = $1T91 — (@) T19\” < $I TP — $1T19b1 < ||T1 — T,

where the first inequality is by the definition of singular value, and the second one owes to
the definition of induced norm.
It remains to deal with (A.4) and (A.5). Let

a1/24
F(0) def %x{l u® 91/2.
sio

By (variant) Davis-Kahan Theorem (Yu et al., 2015), it is standard to show that

S [Fn T < T = T/ (65)-
£: Xe<(1=8)X

For each /¢, we have

«l/2 —1/2
0o = 0o ;12

y,1

(7, 7)) = < 2/ |7, 7)),

where the last inequality is because maX(Hf];’ll Il, Hf];ll II) < 2/~ holds with an overwhelming
probability. This together with the inequality above proves (A.4).
As for the last claim, combining (A.1) and (A.4), we have

Yo e D)g P2+ (e, vO)g 2/2
¢ Be<(1-8)p

= S 1 F PO 4 [, PO P
0: pe<(1-8)p1
S EmL T )P
0 N<(1=6)N
< 2Ty — T/ (v0A).

IN

This completes the proof of Lemma A.1.
Appendix B. Proof of Theorem 1

~ ~ ~ N

M- . 2}(/2 ﬁlzx,l _Ex,y,l 2}(/2 B.1

P11l — al/2 _ ST — 3 al/2 (B.1)
3y ZJx,y71 P13y 1 3y
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and

S1/2 S S eSSV
<EX/ A1/2> (pl/\zx _Ei"y> <2x/ A1/2>
Ey - E;y ﬁlzy ZJy
a-1/2 -1 /_ S S -1 /o-1/2 -1
= = S—1/2 PL2ix Sy = S—1/2
3y / —Xiy Py Xy /
~ ~ ~ _ -1
= ) (P B =7 .
;2\ -3, sy =Y

.\ -1
nl -T _ S —
- <_pr1fT ﬁ11> = (pI-C) L (B.2)

The following lemma characterizes the convergence rate of the outer loop in Algorithm 1.
Lemma B.2. Suppose the initial estimate p, satisfies
w <7 —p1 < 2w, for somew > 0. (B.3)

For any (u”,v")” € R and (0”,v")" € R?, define
o1/2 S1/2~
r= E:’f/zu 22 and 7 = E:’f/z:l 21/2,
Xy v Xy v

Il =1 Y [Fr)’ <3/4, (B4)

0: Ne<(1-6)N

Assume that

and
|7 — Mg, r|| <e< (8w)~h. (B.5)
For each index £ = 1... such that py < (1 —0)p1, we have

[(re, ™) _ 8w [(rp,7)]

—— < — + 8we.
7]l op1 |7
Moreover, we have
(7o, 7) P _ 128w? (7o, 7) P 22
= < — —— 4+ 128w~ e”. B.6
2 TR STem 2 et B0

0 Re<(1=8)M L S<a-on

For the outer loop in our Algorithm 1, (u,v) and (u,Vv) in Lemma B.2 can be explained
as the ¢-th round and (t 4+ 1)-th round estimate (W®,¥®) and (Y, ¥¢+D). Define
B = diag(f]x, f)y) This lemma shows that up to a numerical tolerance ¢ for inverting H
(Condition (B.5)), each iteration of the outer loop reduces the magnitude of the projection
of (®,¥®) onto (T, v¢) by a factor of O{w/(6p1)} < 1 under the inner product induced
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by B given w < 1 (if we have a good initial estimate of p; and dp; = ©(1)). Notice that if
u®,v®) satisfies Condition (B.4), the result of Lemma B.2 (B.6) claims that ((**1) ¥(t+1)
fulfills Condition (B.4) as well. This condition is justified if (W(?), (%)) satisfies Condition
(B.4), which is a conclusion for the local empirical risk minimizer by Lemma A.1 or for the
stochastic optimization solution of Wang et al. (2016) by Theorem 4 of it.

The second lemma concerns the convergence rate of distributively solving the linear

System
~ ~ -1 s~ %
u\ [ 7Ex Sy . 0\ /u®
v) \-%I, p3y 0o x,)\v)’
in the inner loop of Algorithm 1. Recall that in (2.3),
~ ~ -1 /-
a8 Sy Ex 0 (u?
g(t-ﬁ-l) ET,y ﬁlzy 0 Zy {;(t)
is the exact solution of this linear system. Define
$31/25(+1) SL/25(+1)
7/"\(-t+1) = /\)1{/2 ‘gt_i_l) 21/2 and ;{(t-ﬁ-l) = ,\)1(/211 21/2.
J Ey {,\] Ey V(t+l)

Lemma B.3. Recall k = |’f‘1 — T‘H in Theorem 1. Suppose the initial estimate p, satisfies

pr—pL>w>2 T - T
Then for each j =0,1,...,(T" — 1), we have

~ 1 1
IFEY — F D) < 8k/(qw) [FITD — FEHD, (B.7)

with an overwhelming probability.

Here x on the right hand side of (B. 7) is due to the approximation using the Hessian
matrix H1 on the first machine in place of orlglnal Hessian matrix H. By standard matrix
concentration inequalities, we have x = O,{(dlog? d/n)*/?}. Consequently, the inner loop

of Algorithm 1 has a contraction rate of order O{1/(yw)(dlog?d/n)'/?}, which is inversely
proportional to the gap (5, — p1) and the condition number ~.

Proof of Theorem 1. We first give the analysis of Phase I of Algorithm 1. By Lemma B.3,

we have (recall that u (tﬂ) = ﬁg,f,) and Gétﬂ) = GE,E,) after normalizing),

~ 1 / ~
75— M, 79| < (8r/ ()T 178 — Mp, 70 || < {8r/(vw)} T 2/w & e,
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where we use the fact that [|[I— Mg || < [T+ Mz, || =1+ (51 —p1) ' <1+ 1w < 2/w,
and HFFE,E,) || = 1. Now we can recursively apply (B.6) with e replaced by e7+ to obtain

S [(Fn T
£: Xe<(1=8)X

128w? PN
< 2 Z |7, 7T1))? + 128weF,

12802\ 2 - 128w
< ( 5252 > Z |(Te, NP +{1+ 25 }128 &7

<
1282\ " ) 12802\ *
< (5 S | O 4 1280 ET,Z<_W>
L7 <=0 =0 1
< + (B.8)

{1 —128w?/(62%p1)?}

+

(75)
(53)

T 512 64r ar _
1—1282/(82p1)2 \ 22 ) — 01"

which implies that

~pool ~ ~pool ~
Soj@aMg P Y e e M)y P

0: e<(1-6)p ¢: e<(1-8)
oo (1287 r . 1024 642\ "
- §2p? 1 —128w2/(82p1)2 \ y2w?

We now bound the normalization step in Phase II of Algorithm 1. Note that

o E )P <erg.
£: X< (1=6)A1

It follows that,

@) Sy = F)TCHD = 3R, 7T P
i=1
= > N@EFDP+ Y NFE D)
i Ai>(1—8)A; i A<(1—8)A1
> (=M > [F PP - (1= )Nhenr
it N> (1=8)N



CHEN AND ZHU

We have
(@) TS, vt = (ﬁ(T))Tflx,yV(T)/(@(T),ﬁ(T)>§x(V(T),V(T)>§ )12

y

> (1=6)(1 = 2er)p/ (@7, 0M) g (1,305 Y12,

y

(B.9)

We assert that both (@™, a(™) >A /2 and (Q(T) v >A /2 must be in the range of
[0.01,0.99]. Because (™), a ) 2+ TR > /2 1, assume for instance that
<ﬁ(T),ﬁ(T)>§x/2 = ¢ for some ¢ € [0 1], which means (V(T) () > /2 = 1 —c. Then, it
follows that ((ﬁ(T),ﬁ(T)>§x ™ V(T)> )1/2 = {4¢(1 —¢)}Y/2. This, in together with (B.9),

implies that (1 —0)(1 — 2e7 ) /{4c(1 — c)}1/2 < 1. If 6 <1/2 and e < 1/4, this implies
that ¢ — 1/2 € [—(15)'/2/8,(15)/2 /8] and hence

¢ € [0.01,0.99). (B.10)
We have
S P Y e e =
€: pe<(1-06)p1 €: pe<(1-8)p1
of (1282\" . 1 642\ "
62p? 1 —128w?/(6p1)? \ y2w? '
This completes the proof of Theorem 1. O

Appendix C. Proof of Corollary 2

Proof. Define
N det E)l(/2ﬁ(1ﬁSt 21/2
- 2;/2{;(1:1151: ’

By the condition of Corollary 2, we have

o~ ~ 1 ~
Yoo AEenP = > [ athg /2

£: Xe<(1=6)N1 0: 5p<(1-8)p1
~ 1 ~di
+ Y g P2 <e)2.
£: pp<(1-0)p1
It follows that

d
(G TSy Vi = PTCP =Y Nl 7))

i=1

= >oooNEnP+ Y AlEL)

it Ai>(1—86)A; i A<(1—8)A1

> 1-0\ > [FLRE - (1 0)he/2
i Ai>(1=6)A1

> (1=0M(1—¢/2) = (1= 0he/2=(1-0)(1—e)p
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This completes the proof of Corollary 2. O

Appendix D. Proof of Corollary 3

Proof of Corollary 3. This is a special case of Corollary 6 when L = 1. U

Appendix E. Proof of Theorem 2

Proof of Theorem 2. We adapt the proof for Theorem F.1 in Allen-Zhu and Li (2017)
to our settings. Let ¢ = 21/2’\‘11“ Py E ;,/262““, b, = 2,14/2ﬁ‘2“5“, T 231,/29?15“,
T def(¢e7¢£) [2'2, 7, d_ef( 7 aby)T /217 and

S def | 3 g} (oY, 1/2
Re= {RZ 17<W W) /2 }

for ¢ = 1,..., L, where RO = (). It is easy to check that the pI"OJeCtIOD in Algorithm 2

takes the form of ¥ =7, — R, 1Ry 7} and b = /H¢ I, by = /Hv,b || where we write
~,/ _ (¢//T ng) /21/2 with ¢2/ c R% and 'I,DZ Rdy'
Let
- 0 T (o ® . o~ -
C(Z 1) = ((T(Z_l))'r 0 = (I - Rg—le—l) TT 0 (I - RZ—IRE—I)'

We claim that |[C* V| > p for each £ = 1,...,L. This is_indeed the direct result of
Courant minimax principle. Specifically, (A}(Z_l) = (I-Ry 1RZ 1)C(I ~ R, 1Ré 1) is a
projection of C into a d—¢+1 dimensional space, and hence the largest eigenvalue HC =1
would be at least as large as py, which ensures our claim.

Let 5 = ||CE=D| > p.. Note that all column vectors in Ry are already eigenvectors
of C® corresponding to eigenvalues zero. Let W, be the column orthogonal matrix whose
columns are eigenvectors in f{j of C with absolute eigenvalues in the range [0, (1—047¢)p],
where 7, & (¢8)/(2L) for 0 < ¢ < L.

Denote by ﬁg(l_(;)ﬁL the eigenvectors of C with absolute eigenvalues less or equal to
(1 —0)pr,. We will show that for each £ =0,..., L, there exists some matrix Q, such that

IR<(1-5)p, — WeQul| <wp € [0,1) and [|Qq]| < 1 (E.1)

for some sequence {wg}ZLZO of small numbers. In fact, the first inequality above implies
T — Rg(l_a)pLWLQLH < wy,. Therefore, the smallest singular value of Rrg(l_(;)pLWLQL
is at least 1 —wy, > 0 by Weyl’s inequality. This, together with the fact that |Qg| < 1,
implies that o, (RZ (1-8)71 W) > 1—wp, or equivalently,

I-RL 55, WIWIR (1 g5, <1 - (1—wy)’l,

where A < B means B — A is non-negative definite. Because Ry is (column) orthogonal to
W, the proceeding display implies
RE1 s, RIRIR<(1-05, 2 Rl g5, T - WIWL)R<(_s)5,
< 1—(1—wp)*I < 2w,
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which implies that HRT <(1-8)7, RLH < (2wr)'/?, and hence HU<(1 5oL .U |? < 2wz, and
IVE (1), Sy Vil < 2w

It remains us to show the claim (E.1). We will do this by induction. For £ = 0, we
simply take Wo = R<(1_s)5,, wo = 0 and Qo = I. Now suppose for each £ =0,...,L —1,
there exists some orthogonal matrix Qp with ||Qg|| < 1 such that ||IA{S(1_5)5L - W,Qy|| <
wy € [0,1). We construct Qg1 as follows.

Since £ = max(| T, — T||) > max(H’f‘ O _ 1 II), by the proof of Theorem 1, i.e.,
equations (B.8) and (B.10), with 6 « §/2, we have (note that all column vectors in Wg

and Ry corresponds to eigenvectors of ct ) with absolute eigenvalues less than or equal to
(1=3+m)|CED| < (1-3/2)[ICOY),

YA
IWE 4y 1% < with and [[RFF, 2 < wl,

£) def (1280w2\T 512 6452 \T" : = :
where wC(F,)T' = ( 52% )+ 1_128“)2/(5?()2(,YQL’ZQ) < 1/2. Now noting that 77, , is the projec-
tion of 7, into R/, we have
T ()2 ~ 2 (©)
IWerg | < [Wirp, | < Wy - (E.2)

Appealing to the similar techniques for obtaining (B.10), we can get ||q§ /2 =1—

”¢ |/2 € [0.01,0.99]. Note that the columns of W, are all eigenvectors of C® whose
absolute eigenvalues are below some threshold, and hence must consist only symmetric
vectors, that is,

aq N O
W, = .
¢ (iﬁl i,@t>
This, in together with (E.2), implies that

t

IWEFLA® = > (7w + 4" B,)* /2 + (6] i — 9" B;)* /2

=1
YA
= [¢{ (e, >||2+||¢"T<ﬂ1,...,ﬂt>u2Sw;?T,.
Now we have
IWEFe |2 = @8 (e, ..., a2+ 1BF (B, .., By
< {1 (e, o) [P+ 197 By, - - By)IIP}/0.02 < wi, /0.02,

Similarly, we can show that

|W? (_‘%) /21/2\\2 < Wi /0.02.
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Combining the above two facts, we have

”Wg %@ (;bf /21/2”2 ”Wg %Z (;bf /21/2”2
b~y b~y
= [WiTeal® + W} <_(%> /21/2”2

def

= 2CUTT//0 02—100 TT/ —CTT/

Now applying Lemma C.4 of Allen-Zhu and Li (2017) with M = c ), M = 6(”1),

IN

U=W;,V =Wy, v= e d)g /21/2, u=(1-=6—m)p, r=d—¥ and T =
b~
(T¢41 — 7¢)P, we have a matrix Qy such that [|Q|| < 1 and
1/2 0
~ 50T 3271 L(CY ) /2
Wy — W 1Qef < SR LA AT 5§TT, < LT .

(Te+1 — )252 pLo
This, together with (E.1) implies
W 1QeQr — R< 1=l < HW£+1QZQ£ - W, Q| + [[W,Qp — R< 1-8)p, |

3251 L(Chp) 2
.7 i

pLo e
Define Qg1 E QgQg. We have ||Q11]] <1 and
IWe1 Qe — Reogyp | Swen = we+ 32ﬁ1L(C1(“Z)T/)1/2/(ﬁL5)
= XBML M2 (510)
< w+nme@mWW@m%
for ¢=1,...,(L —1). In conclusion, we have

IWrQr — ﬁg(l—é)ﬁL [
< 3251 L3(Cy )%/ (pLo)

7N 1/2
3205 L2 [ /12802\" . 512 642\ T "
pLo 6202 1 —128w?/(dp1)? \ y2w? '

We complete the proof of Theorem 2. O

Appendix F. Proof of Corollary 5

Proof. We can establish this corollary by following the same proof for establishing Theorem
F.1 in Allen-Zhu and Li (2017). O
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Appendix G. Proof of Corollary 6

Proof. Note that U>(1_5)§LU£(1_6)& + US(1—5)5LU£(1—6) 31 We have

L

UTEUc (1 9s)

PL

= | ULEx(Us -0, UZ1-5y5, + U<-05. U< a-6)5, ) ExU<a-20)0,

< 6f§3xﬁ>(1—5)mﬁ§(1—5)mixUé(l—%)pL
+ Hﬁiixﬁsa—&m ULi a5 Sx U129,
< ﬁi(l—é)ﬁLixUS(l—%)PL te
IT—T| L.

= (1=0)(pL—pL)+opL

where the last inequality follows from the gap-free Wedin Theorem (Allen-Zhu and Li, 2017,
ViZyVea_as) ||
O

Lemma C.3). By the similar arguments, we can show the same bound for
This completes the proof of Corollary 6.

Appendix H. Proof of Auxiliary Lemmas

H.1 Proof of Lemma B.2

Proof. It follows that ||r| = ||r]| = 1. Let e = ¥ — Mp,r. By (B.5), we have |g]| < e.
Denote by

~ def ,_ ~ def 1 def ,_

o~ — _ o~ — —~ o~ — ~ def ,_ o~ —
m=E@-—p) ' 2m=(—n) 2. 2= (P +02) 2= (P )

with corresponding eigenvectors 71,...,74. Because Mz = (p,I — C)~! = Zzlzl LTy,
we have, for each 1 < /¢ < d,

<?g,’?’> = ﬁg(?g, 7‘> + <?g, €>. (Hl)

This ensures a lower bound on ||7|,

d
I = Y lFEAPr= Y ()P
(=1

£: 2> (1-6)X
> S A - ) FL TP 2+ (R )P
£: X>(1=6)N
> (3207 — Jle]|? > (32w?) 7 — &% > (64w?) 7Y, (H.2)

where the first inequality follows the fact that |(¥y, 7)|?> > 0, and the second one is due to
(H.1) and (a + b)? > 0 for any a,b € R, and to prove the last one we used the upper bound
of p; — pr < 2w for each ¢ such that \; > (1 — d)A; and the conditions (B.3) and (B.4) in
Lemma B.2.
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On the other hand, for each ¢ such that Xg <(1- 5)3\\1, we have p; — /)\\g > p1— Xg > 6p1.
This implies

|(Fe, 7)| < (1) 7 (T, )| + |(Fe )] < (51) 7 [(Fe, )] + e (H.3)
This, together with (H.1), ensures that
[(Te,P)/IIF] < {Bw/(6p1) (T, )l /||| + Buwe

The second claim follows by combining (H.2) with

Yoo @wAP < 2007 Y WFEemPr2 Y Fee)l

£: Xe<(1=8)X £: Xe<(1=8)X 0 X <(1=8)X

< 25p)7F > |(Fer)P 427,
£: X< (1=6)N1

N

where the first inequality is due to (a+b)? < 2a% +2b? and (H.3), and the second inequality
is because ||g|| < e. O

H.2 Proof of Lemma B.3
Proof. 1t follows that

1 A(t41
P1 (Mﬁllr§ - ’?(t))’

(Mﬁ_ll 7/;](t+1) . ,;;(t))

Flt+D) ?§t+1) M

D S0+

Jj+1 J P11
Taking the difference of the equations above, we have
~t4+1) 1 (t41
[P =7 = M, = My, ) (M7 = 7))
Z1y (1
= [I(T = My, M H(FY — M, 70|

J

_ t+1 ~
<= M g MG |l - F D

The first term on the right-hand side of the above display is bounded as

JT— M, (M

~ ~ ~ -1 ~ ~ ~ -1
— I— 2314/2 ﬁl/\zx,l _Ei(,y,l ﬁsz - 4%,y 2,14/2
2;’/2 _Eg;,y,l ﬁlzy,l _Ei,y P1 z)y 2;;/2

-~ ~ -1 ~ ~
- 1= ﬁ;\zx,l _2}7%1 ﬁlAEx _EAx,y
_Ei,y,l ﬁlz%l _E;y ﬁlzy

= |T-H{H|| < [H{[H - H| < {2/(yw)}H - HI,
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with probability approaching one, where the last inequality is by the fact that

IR ; PSS
||H1 1H 1 _ /\min(Hl) = Amin { < plA x,1 ,3"3’71)}

T _
_Ex,y,l plz%l

[z L) (5
12) \-11 o 51

pl —Ty
> /2Ami e -
mm{<—T? P11>}
= 7/ Amin(pI - C) — | Ty — T}
> /2w — [Ty = T|) = yw/4,
and
[, — H| < &
— ﬁl/\zx,l _Ejvyvl _ ﬁl}ix _iAx,y
_Ei,y,l ﬁlz%l _Ei,y ﬁlzy
- P12y 1 P12y
+ o _Ex,y,l _ o _Ex,y
_Ex,y,l _Ex,y
< 2max(|Bx — Sl By — Byl [Bxy — Sxyall).
O
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