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Abstract

In a ground-breaking paper, Indyk and Woodruff (STOC 05wgthow to computé’, (for & > 2)
in space complexity(poly-log(n, m) - n'~ %), which is optimal up to (large) poly-logarithmic factors in
n andm, wherem is the length of the stream amds the upper bound on the number of distinct elements
in a stream. The best known lower bound for large momeng(isg(n)n'~+). A follow-up work of
Bhuvanagiri, Ganguly, Kesh and Saha (SODA 2006) reducegahelogarithmic factors of Indyk and
Woodruff toO(log? (m) - (log n+log m)-n'~%). Further reduction of poly-log factors has been an elusive
goal since 2006, when Indyk and Woodruff method seemed ta hatural “barrier.” Using our simple
recursive sketch, we provide a different yet simple apgndaobtain a0 (log(m) log(nm) - (loglogn)* -
nlf%) algorithm for constant (our bound is, in fact, somewhat stronger, where(lhg log n) term can
be replaced by any constant numbetiwf iterations instead of just two or three, thus approachigdn.
Our bound also works for non-constanffor details see the body of the paper). Further, our algorit
requires onlyl-wise independence, in contrast to existing methods tleapssudo-random generators for
computing large frequency moments.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.2571v1

1 Introduction

The celebrated paper of Alon, Matias and Szegéedy [1] defimedailowing streamingmodel:

Definition 1.1. Let m,n be positive integers. AtreamD = D(n,m) is a sequence of size of integers
p1,---,Pm, Wherep; € {1,...,n}. Afrequency vectois a vector of dimensionality. with non-negative
entriesf;, i € [n] defined as:

fi= 1<) <myp; =i},

Definition 1.2. A k-th frequency momentf D is defined by (D) = Zie[n] fk. AlsoF,, = maXe(y) fi-

Alon, Matias and Szegedy/|[1] initiated the study of appraatimg frequency moments with sublinear mem-
ory. Their surprising and fundamental results imply that #o< 2 it is possible to approximaté}, with
polylogarithmic space; and that polynomial space is necgdsr k£ > 2. Today, research on frequency mo-
ments is one of the central directions for streaming; margoitant discoveries have been made sin¢e [1].
The incomplete list of relevant work includes [18) 15, 2,3012,13] 14, 16, 17, 25, 23,124,128 B0, 4, S, 20].

For smallk < 2, along line of papers culminated in the recent optimal tesul
e k = 0: In their award-winning paper, Kane, Nelson and Woodiufi] [@ave optimal-space solution.

e 0 < k < 2: Kane, Nelson, and Woodruff [23], and later Kane, NelsomaPand Woodruff([22], gave
optimal-space solutions.

e k = 2: The famous sketch of Alon, Matias and Szegedy [1] is, in, faptimal.

For largek > 2, after years of tremendous effort by the theory communitigh wnportant intermediate
results, the state of the art is as follows:

e k > 2[Lower bounds:] The lower bound of2 n'=%) on space complexity was shown by Bar-Yossef,
Jayram, Kumar and Sivakumar [2], and Chakrabarti, Khot amd[$0]. Recently, the lower bound of
Q((logn) - nl_%) was announced by Jayram and Woodruff (see the last page Jof@temizadeh
and Woodruff SODA 2010 presentation bf [27]).

e k£ > 2 [Upper bounds:] Indyk and Woodruff in their ground-breaking paperl[19] fipsesented a
two-pass algorithm with space complexity(df(e% - (log? n)(log® m) - nl_%) and then shown how
their two-pass algorithm can be converted to one-passitiigowith additional poly-log multiplicative
factors. The method of Indyk and Woodruff [19] was subsetyemproved in 2006 by Bhuvanagiri,

Ganguly, Kesh and Sahal [5] to achieve: EQ’j—i/k - (log?m) - (logn + logm) 'nl‘%> space com-
plexity with one pass. To the best of our knowledge, this loasrihe best know until today.

Main Technical Challenge: No progress was made on the problem of large frequency maensamte the
2006 work of [5] described above due to the following “bartid he large frequency moments represent the
case of implicit vectors that cannot be sketched, at leastilly. That is, no linear computation is known
(unlike the case for the small sketches) that would give alggaproximation for the entire vector. In fact,
every algorithm that achieveé(nl‘z/’“) memory bits boils down to the Indyk and Woodruff approach.réio
over, this is also true for algorithms for othienplicit objects [6] 21]. Thus, it might be necessary to not only
improve the existing bounds, but also to come up with new pdghHor computing estimates of implicit
vectors.



Our Results: This is exactly what we do in this paper. We give a neggursive method of computa-
tions of implicit vectors that also improves the upper baufat large frequency moments. We improve the
bound of Bhuvanagiri, Ganguly, Kesh and Safa [5] fioifk2e 2~ (/%) 1og2(m) log (nm)n'~#) to at least
O(k2e=2=/%) (log log(n))* log (m) log(nm)n'~ % ). In fact, we give an even better bound. For any constant

t we achieve: )
k _2
O (mgt(n) log(m) log(nm)n1 k)

space complexity, where:
go(n) =n
and
gt(n) = log(gi—1(n)).

For constant ande, we can further improve our bound @ (log(n) log(n log(m)) - g:(n) - n'=/¥). (Thus,
this is a nearly quadratic improvement of the possible fag¢ibveen upper and lower bounds compared to the
recently announceg (log(n)n'~2/*) lower bound of Jayram and Woodruff.)

Our reduction requires only pairwise independence in esitto the full independence that previous
approaches need. Eliminating the need for total randomisess important challenge for streaming; see,
e.g., [23]. We obtain an algorithm that needs osiyise independence and thus does not need Nisan'’s
pseudorandom generators [29]. Finally, we note that ourfprare elementary, along the lines of AMS-type
proofs.

An Alternative Perspective of Our Results: Many fundamental problems in streaming can be seen as com-
puting L, approximation of implicit vectors. For instance, the freqay momentF;, can be seen as amy

norm of a vector with entrieﬁf. Except for small moments (i.€:,< 2), no sketching (i.e., linear transforma-
tion) algorithms were known in the past. That is, all pregionethods for computing}, for k£ > 2 resorted

to non-linear computations, such as medians to boost thmpility that heavy hitters will contribute.

We give a recursive sketching algorithm for estimating wmithl + ¢) the L; norm of animplicit n-
dimensional vector of non-negative values, where the #lgoris not given such a vector explicitly, but is
only allowed access through a “heavy hitters” oracle. Unbl previous methods, our recursive sketching
algorithm is dinear transformation (to heavy hitters) and requif@8og n) calls to a heavy hitters oracle and
yields a(1 + ¢) approximation ta.; with constant probability. We note that our algorithm carviesved as a
random linear transformation on anplicit vector to heavy hitters, and thus gives a new dimension texfuc
method. Note that our dimension reduction does not comrade impossibility result of Brinkman and
Charikar [8], since our dimension reduction method preseianly the norm of the implicit vector and not
pairwise distances between vectors. Yet, our method iscaarifi for multiplestreamingapplications where
we typically care about the norm ofsngle implicit vector. Thus, we believe that our method might be
useful beyond approximating large frequency moments. ttiqoéar, it can be applied to other functions and
implicit objects such as matrices, e.g.,linl[6} 21, 7].

Informal Ideas: Let us describe, very informally, the fundamental approatcindyk and Woodruff [[19].
They split the frequency vector into “layers,” where eaglelacontains all entries with frequencies between,
e.g.,v' and~‘*! for a carefully choseny > 1. Then they approximate the contribution of each layer by
sampling the stream and by finding the heavy elements thatilvate to the layer. Their elegant analysis
shows that such a procedure ensures a good approximatibmigft probability.

We also use the connection between frequency moments ang hiters discovered by Indyk and
Woodruff. However, we do not use the layers method; we empoyrsion instead. For streaming appli-
cations, recursion can be helpful if it is possible to redoomputations to aingle instance of a smaller



problem. This is the approach that we take. More specificaleyshow that, given an algorithm for “heavy
hitters,” it is possible to reduce such a problem on a vect®@ize n to a single computation of mndom
vector of size approximatel%m.

This simple observation follows from elementary argumenish as Chebychev or Hoeffding inequality.
We then employ this observation recursively and showlihgt:) recursive calls can give an algorithm that
already matches the bounds fram [5]. Further, it is possibleduce the number of recursive cdlig(n) to
log log(n) by applying the same argument, but stopping aftéog log(n)) steps. At the deptt(log log(n))
of the recursion, the number of positive frequencies in aesponding vector is polylogarithmically smaller
thenn, with constant probability. Thus, any algorithm that woitk®olylog(n, m)nl_z/ k space will approx-
imate such a vector “for free.” Employing such an algorithinthe bottom oflog log(n) recursion reduces
thelog(n) factor to apoly(log log(n)) factor. Further, the same idea may be repeated at leastobmstm-
ber of times; this is how we achieve our final bound. That is,siwew that approximating the; norm of
implicit vectors is practically equivalent to finding healigters. Our method is quite general and works for
anyimplicit vector. Further, the simplest variant of the argmtrequires only pairwise independence, giving
an algorithm that requires onlffwise independence, in contrast to existing methods trepasudorandom
generators.

We gave a simple analysis that uses Chebyshev inequalitferB®munds are possible. For instance, as-
suming total randomness &f we can apply tail bounds such as the Hoeffding bound or Beimstequality.
For our purposes, even Chebyshev-like bounds are suffi¢iarg we present only these bounds here. Also,
pairwise independence allows us to simplify algorithms \miding pseudorandom generators.

1.1 Roadmap

In Sectior 2 we introduce the basic argument and extend ispeaial case, stuitable for streaming applica-
tions, case in Sectidd 3. In Sectioh 4 we describe a genegpizitdm for recursive computations. In Section
we use our method to obtain a better upper bound for the gmmobf frequency moments.

2 Recursive Sketches

In this paper we denote BY’| the L; norm of V', i.e., [V = >, v)

Definition 2.1. Major elements
LetV be a vector of dimensionality with non-negative entries; > 0. Let0 < o < 1. An elemeny; is a
a-majorwith respect td/ if: v; > «|V|. AsetS C [n] is aa-corew.r.t. V if i € S for any a-major v;.

Lemma 2.2. LetV € R be a fixed vector and lef be ana-core w.r.t. V. Let H be a random vector with
uniform zero-one entriek;, : € [n] that are pairwise-independent. Define

ThenP(|X — V]| > ¢|V]) < &.
Proof. Clearly, E(X) = |V|. By the properties of variance, by pairwise independencg;and by the

definition of a-core:
Var(X _4ZU2V(IT sz < alV|2
¢S ¢S
Thus, by Chebyshev inequality: N

P(X = V][ z elV]) < -



Corollary 2.3. LetV e R[" be a random vector and l&& be ana-core w.r.t.V. Let H be a random vector
independent of” and S with uniform zero-one entriefs;, i € [n] that are pairwise-independent. Define

X:Zvi+22hiv,~.
ieS i¢S
Then o
P(IX —|V]| > ¢V]) < =

Proof. For any fixedl” and.S the main claim is true sincé is independent of” and.S and by Lemma 212.
Thus, the corollary follows. O
2.0.1 Recursive Computations

Let ¢ be a parameter. Lelly,..., H, be i.i.d. random vectors with zero-one entries that areoumily
distributed and pairwise independent. For two vectors ofetisionalityn define Had(V,U) to be their
Hadamard product; i.eHad(V, U) is a vector of dimensionality, with entriesv;u;. Define:

Vo=V, and V; = Had(V;_1,H;) for j=1,...,¢.

Denote byu{ andh{ thei-th entry ofV; and H; respectfully. LetS, ..., S, be a sequence of subsets/of
such thatS; is ana-core ofV;. Define the sequence

Xj=> vl +2> hTl, j=0,...,6—1,
i€S; i¢S;
andX¢:]V¢].

Fact 2.4.
(¢ + 1)

€2

C%

PO (1% = Vil = e[Vi]) <

0

J

Proof. Consider fixedj < k. It follows from the definitions thaki; is independent o¥; andS;. Applying
Corollary[2.3 and the union bound we obtain the proof. O

Consider the following recursive definition:

Yo =Xy, YVj =2V + ) (1—20 ")l
1€S;

Lemma 2.5. For any ¢, v, vectorV anda. = Q(J}—i):
P(|Yy — V]| 2 4IV]) < 0.2,

Proof. DenoteErr; = |V;| — X; andErr? = |V;| — Y;. We can rewrite

Xj=2[Vi|+ Y (1 =20yl
1€S;

ThusX; — Yj = 2(|Vjq1| — Yj41) = 2Er7,, and

[Brr) = 1¥; = Vil < 1X; = Vil + 1X; = 5| = |Errf| 4 21 Brrd |

4



By definition Errj = Erry = 0. Thus we can rewrite:

©-

|Errd| < |Erry| +2|Err?| < - Z \Err
Choose: = 1o(¢>+1) ; we have by Fadt 214:
¢ .
P([Yo = [VI| 2 4|V]) = P(|Errg| = 4|V]) < PO 27| Errj| > 4|V]) <
=0
o o 6
P 2Bl =V | o (Y (1Brrjl < elVil) | |+ P { (X = Vil 2 Vi) | <
=0 =0 =0
¢
. o+ 1)
ST > 1000+ DIV] | + (T)
=0

Forj > 0 we note thatV}| is a random variable defined as:
j
Vil =Y v (Hlﬁ) -
i€[n] t=1

Since allH; are mutually independent, we conclude that

Zzﬂ\vy Z' Zvi<HE(h§)> Zzﬂ d w2 | = (¢ +1)|VI.

j=0 i€[n] t=1 i€[n]
Thus, and by Markov inequality, we have

¢
P> 27|Vj] > 10(¢ + 1)|V]) < 0.1.
§=0

Also, 1D < 0.1 for sufficiently largea = Q(Z??). Thus,

P([Yo = [VI[z~V]) <0.2.

3 An Extension: Approximate and Random Cores

There are many ways to extend our basic result. We will egptore direction, when the cores are random
and contain approximations of heavy hitters with high politstll. We consider vectors from a finite domain

[m]™.

1In this section we limit our discussion to finite sets and it distributions. This limitation is artificial but suffént for our
applications; on the other hand it simplifies the presemtati



Definition 3.1. Let2 be a finite set of real numbers. DefiRairs; to be a set of all sets of pairs of the form:
{(il,wl),...,(it,wt)}, 1<y <io<.uip < ’I’L,ij S N,wj e Q.

Further define

n
Pairs =0 U (U Paz'rst) .
t=1

Definition 3.2. A non-empty sef) € Pairs;, i.e.,Q = {(i1,w1),..., (it, w)} for somet € [n], is (a, €)-
cover w.r.t. vectol € [M]™ if the following is true:

1.Vj € [tJ(1 = e)vy; <wj; < (1+€)vy;.
2. Vi € [n] if v; is a-major thendj € [t] such thati; = 1.

Definition 3.3. LetD be a probability distribution orPairs. LetV € [m]™ be a fixed vector. We say thBt
is 9-good w.r.t.V if for a random elemen®) of Pairs with distribution D the following is true:

P(Qis («,¢€)-cover of V) > 1 — 4.

Definition 3.4. Let g be a mapping froni}/]™ to a set of all distributions oPairs. We say thay is 6-good
if for any fixedV € [M]" the distributiong(V') is 6-good w.r.t. V. Intuitively, g represents an output of an
algorithm that finds heavy hitters (and their approximasipof input vecto” w.p.1 — 4.

Definition 3.5. For non-emptyQ) € Pairs defineInd(Q) to be the set of indexes 6J. Formally, for
Q € Puairs, denotelnd(Q) = {i : 3j < t such that forj-th pair (i;,w;) of Q it is true thati; = i}.
For i € Ind(Q)) denote bywq (i) the corresponding approximation, i.e.iif= i; thenwg(i) = w;. (Note
that sincei; < 4,4, this is a valid definition.) For completeness, deneoig(i) = 0 for i ¢ Ind(Q) and
Ind(0) = 0.

Now we are ready to repeat the arguments from the previoti®sec

Corollary 3.6. LetV e R[™ be a random vector. Letbe ad-good mapping and lep be a random element
of Pairs that is chosen according to a distributigri}’). Let H be a random vector independentiofand @
with uniform zero-one entriefs;, i € [n] that are pairwise-independent. Define

X' = Z v + 2 Z h;v;.

ieInd(Q) i¢Ind(Q)

Then .
P( X" = |V]| > €¢|V]) < 2+

Proof. Consider a fixed vectov, and an event that’ = ;. Conditioned on this event, the distribution
g(V) is fixed andd-good w.r.t. ;. Consider the event th& = Qo, whereQ is an(a, ¢)-cover w.r.t. V;.
Conditioned on this evenf;nd(Q) is ana-cover w.r.t.Vy. SinceH is independent of) the claim is true for
any such/y by Lemmd 2.2 and by union bound. Thus, the corollary follows. O



3.0.2 Recursive Computations

Let ¢ be a parameter. Lelly,..., H, be i.i.d. random vectors with zero-one entries that areoumily
distributed and pairwise independent. Define:

Vo=V, and V; = Had(V;_1,H;) for j=1,...,¢.

Denote byv{ and h{ thei-th entry of V; and H; respectfully. Letg be ad-good mapping and le®; be a
random element of Pairs with distributigitV;). Definew; (i) = wg, (7). Define the sequence:

Xj= Y w42 > KWW, j=0,...,6-1,
i€Ind(Q;) i¢Ind(Q;)
and.X; = |V|. From Corollary 3.6 and by repeating the arguments from[Eactve obtain
Fact 3.7. .
«
P(U (1% = Vil = Vi) < (0 + D)(5 +9).

j=0
Consider the following recursive definition. Lle’(g = Y(;(V(z)) be a random variable that depends on random
vectorVy and such that for any fixetd;:

P(Y, — [Vyl| > €[Vy]) <6

Also, define forj =0,...,¢ — 1:

Y/ =2v/, + > (1—2h"ul.
zGInd(QJ)
Lemma 3.8. For any ¢, y, vectorV; for a = Q(;%) andj = Q(%):
P(Yg = V[ z~[V]) <0

Proof. DenoteErr} = |V — X}, Brr} = |V;| = Y] andErr? = 3, 1,q00,) lwi(i) — v]|. We can rewrite
Xp=2[Vial+ > (1-2ntl.
i€Ind(Q;)
Thus| X} — Y]] < 2|Err? | 4+ |Err?| and
|Errf| = Y] = Vil < X = [Vjl| + | X = Yj| < |[Errj| + |Errj| + 2| Errf, |

Thus we can rewrite:

] ¢
]Errg\ < \Erré\ + ]Errg’] + 2\Err%] <... < 2’“Err§) + Z2j]Err]1-] + ZQj‘ETT?‘.
j=0 j=0

Choose: = and denoteZ = 28 Err? + Y9 27| Errl| + Y20 27| Err?|. Then

(<¢>+1)
P(|Yg = VI 2 4IV]) = P(IErrg| 2 yIV]) < P(Z 24|V]) <



) )
P ((Z >~[V])N ( (IErr}] < evj)) a (ﬂ (1Errd| < evj)) N (|Brr?| < ev¢)) +
i=0 j=0

J

¢

P (|Err| > €|Vy|) + P (U (|Errj| > evj)) + P (O (IErrs| > evj)) .

J=0 J=0

Note that by the definition of’/, we haveP(\Erri\ > €|Vy]) < 0. Also, by the definition ofy); and union
bound,
¢
P((J(1Errf| = e[Vi]) < (¢ + 1),
=0

Thus and by Faét 3.7:

¢

P([Yg = [VI[>4V]) <P (Z 271Vj| > 10(¢ + 1)V) + (¢ + 2)(;2 + 26).
j=0

The lemma follows by repeating the concluding arguments ftemmd 2.5. O

4 A Generic Algorithm

Let D be a stream as in Definitidn 1.1. For a functiéh: [n] — {0,1}, defineDpy to be a sub-stream
of D that contains only elemenjs € D such thatH(p) = 1. LetV = V(D) be an implicit vector of
dimensionalityn defined by a stream, e.g., a frequency moment vector from ibefifl.1. We say that a
vectorV is separabléef for any H, we haveH ad(V (D), H) = V(Dpg). Let HH(D, «, €, ) be an algorithm

that producesa, €)-cover w.r.t. V(D) w.p. 1 — 4, i.e., produces-good distribution w.r.t.V (D) for some

suitable finite set of Pairs, as defined in Definifion 3.1.

Algorithm 4.1. Recursive Sum[Q@]D, ¢)

1. Generatep = O(log(n)) pairwise independent zero-one vectdfs, ..., H,. DenoteD; to be
streamDg, g, H

-
2. Compute, in parallel, random coré; = HH(D;, ‘f—;, €, é)
3. If Fy(V) > 10 then output and stop. Otherwise compute precisily= |Vj|.

4. Foreachj = ¢ — 1,...,0, CoMpUteYj = 2Yj 41 — Y ic ra(q,) (1 — 28] Jwe; (i),

5. OutputYp.

Theorem 4.2. Algorithm[4.1 computefl + ¢)-approximation of V| and errs w.p. at mogt.3. The algorithm

usesO(log(n)u(n, = loéf,(n),e, bgl(n))) memory bits, wherg is the space required by the above algorithm
HH.

Proof. The correctness follows directly from the description af #igorithm and Lemmia_3.8 and Markov
inequality. The memory bounds follows from the direct comagions. O



5 Approximating Large Frequency Moments on Streams

We apply the developed above technique to the problem ofiérecy moments.

Fact5.1. LetV be a vector of dimensionality with non-negative entries and let be a number of non-zero

2_
entries inV. Let0 < a < 1 and letv; be such thav} > o'y .1 v¥. Thenv? > 0.5afni S 02,

JEn] FEOA]

kIS

s . . s . 1-2
Proof. If ng = 0 the fact is trivial. Otherwise, by Holder’s inequality,; ., sz_ <ny * (Z#i vf) <
n(l)__oz_% 22 O

The famous Count-Sketch [11] algorithm finds atheavy elements. In particular, the following is a
corollary from [11].

Theorem 5.2. (from [11]) Leta; be the frequency of theth most frequent element. There exists an algorithm
that w.p. 1 — & outputst pairs (4, f/) such that(1 — ¢)f; < f/ < (1 + €) f; and such that all elements with

fi = (1 — €)a; appear in the list. The algorithm uséy (¢ + Z&%) log(m/0) log(m)) memory bits.

Combining with Fact5]1 we obtain

Corollary 5.3. There exists an algorithm that w.p— § outputsO(a~1) pairs (4, f{¥) such that(1 — €) fF <
f{¥ < (1 + ¢) ff and such that all elements witff > o3>\, fF appear in the list. The algorithm uses

O((a™t + f—ja‘z/knl_z/k) log(m/d) log(m)) memory bits.

The algorithm from Corollary 513 definesdgood distribution w.r.t. to the input vectdr (D) over
some finite sé from Definition[3.1. Denote the algorithm from Corolldry 158 C'S(D, «,€,5). Thus,
combining with Algorithm[ 4.1 if gives an algorithm errs w.p, outputs(1 + €)-approximation ofF}, and
usesO( 2+i/k e~ % log(mn) log(m) log+%/%(n) log(1/5)) memory bits, nearly matching the boundin [5].
Denote this algorithm byl (D, ¢, §). We can improve the bound further recursively:

Algorithm 5.4. RecursiveFi[1] (D, )

1. Generatep = O(loglog(n)) pairwise independent zero-one vectéfs, ..., Hy. DenoteD; to be a
streamDHlHQ.,.qu.

2. Compute, in parallel); = C'S(D; % —¢)
3. Compute¥y = Ay(Dgy,€,0.1).

4. Foreachj = ¢ — 1,...,0, COMPUEY; = 2Yj 11 — 3 rnaa,) (1 — 2h]Jwa, (0).

5. OutputYp.

There exists a constant such that for¢ = cloglog(n), except with a small constant probability,
Fo(Dy) < W. Thus, executing4, for n’ = W we obtain an approximation dfj (D) using
O(527n'~2/* log(mn) log(m)) memory bits. Since) = O(log log(n)), the complexity of the new algo-
rithm becomes?(g’ji/k n'=2/Flog(mn)log(m)(loglog(n))*). Repeating this argument a constant number
of times we arrive at:

2Indeed, we can define the finite $&from Definition[3.1 as a set of all possible outputs of Couketsh executed over all vectors
on[m]™. This is a finite set (for finiter, m) and thus we can define Pairs accordingly.



Theorem 5.5. Define g1(n) = log(n) and ¢g:(n) = log(g:—1(n)). For any constantt there ex-
ist an algorithm computes g1 + e¢)-approximation of Fi(D), errs w.p. at most% and uses

O(ck2e2=WRp1=% g, (n) log(m) log(nm)) memory bits, where, is a constant that depends en

We note also that it is possible to reduce the complexit@ml‘%gt(n) log(n)(log(n) + log log(m))),

at least for constard, using, instead of CountSketch, the variant of the AMS gkatwd the ideas from [7].
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