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Abstract. We consider a variant of online semi-definite programming problem
(OSDP): The decision space consists of semi-definite matrices with bounded I'-
trace norm, which is a generalization of trace norm defined by a positive definite
matrix I". To solve this problem, we utilise the follow-the-regularized-leader al-
gorithm with a I'-dependent log-determinant regularizer. Then we apply our gen-
eralised setting and our proposed algorithm to online matrix completion(OMC)
and online similarity prediction with side information. In particular, we reduce
the online matrix completion problem to the generalised OSDP problem, and the
side information is represented as the I" matrix. Hence, due to our regret bound
for the generalised OSDP, we obtain an optimal mistake bound for the OMC by
removing the logarithmic factor.

1 Introduction

Online semi-definite programming(OSDP)[6] plays a central role in online learning
with matrix. Usually, OSDP is given as follows: on round ¢ € [T], algorithm predicts
a matrix W; € I, then adversary gives a loss matrix L;, and the algorithm incurs the
Frobenius inner product of W; and L; as W; e L,. Our goal is to minimize the regret
defined as

Regret = Z Wie L; — rmn ZW Ly, (1)
t=1

where K is a set of positive definite matrices with bounded trace norm Tr(W) <
7,W € K. To solve OSDP problem, follow the regularizer leader(FTRL), a tradi-
tional algorithm in online learning [14], is always involved. For different online learn-
ing problem like expert advice, by choosing different regularizer, like entropy, we can
obtain satisfying regret bound [1]. To OSDP, [13] give FTRL with log-determinant reg-
ularizer and obtain regret bound as O(v/7T'). This model has been wildly utilised in
online collaborative filtering [15] [2] [10], online max-cut problem [12], and min-max
problem [11].

* This work was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP19H04174 and JP19H04067,
respectively.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.05632v2

2 Yaxiong Liu, Ken-ichiro Moridomi, Kohei Hatano, Eiji Takimoto

In this paper we consider a generalization of online semi-definite programming
problem with bounded I'-trace norm, where I" is a strictly positive definite matrix.
Hence, the constraint of W is presented as Tr(I'WI') < 7, a bounded I'-trace norm.
We believe that this variance recovers the usual form, if I" is identity matrix. In our set-
ting, algorithm from [13] can not be directly applied, since Tr(W') can not be bounded
by Te(I'WTI), say Te(I'WI') < 7 implies not Tr(W') < 7, while I' is an arbi-
trary strictly positive definite matrix. Therefore, we generalise the log-determinant reg-
ularizer with respect to I', and achieve an upper bound to regret as O(\/ﬁ ) for our
generalised OSDP problem.

We believe that our generalised setting is not castle in the air. In this paper we
involve our result to online matrix completion(OMC) with side information [8] and on-
line similarity prediction [4] with side information. We firstly show that OMC with side
information can be reduced to our generalised OSDP problem. Instead of FTRL with
log-determinant regularizer in [13], the bound is only related to the size of comparator
matrix, if utilizing our proposed algorithm, we can obtain a even tighter mistake bound.
In OMC problem, side information, associated with row and column, implies the “pre-
dictiveness” of comparator matrix by some inherent characters, and we can represent
this side information in our generalised OSDP as matrix I'. For an ideal case, if the
comparator matrix is latent block structured, the quasi-dimension, based on side in-
formation, can efficiently reduce the mistake bound. The reduction and algorithm for
online similarity prediction is same as OMC with side information.

So in this paper our main contribution is as follows:

— 1. We extend the FTRL algorithm for the generalised OSDP problem with bounded
I'-trace norm, by introducing a new log-determinant regularizer depending on the
matrix I' and give a regret bound. Note that our result recovers the previously
known bound [13] in the case that I is the identity matrix.

— 2. Applications of our first technical results contain the OMC [7,8] and the online
similarity prediction [4,8] with side information. For the OMC with side informa-
tion we firstly reduce the problem to the generalised OSDP where the side informa-
tion is encoded as the matrix I". Then by running the proposed algorithm the FTRL
with our I'" dependent log-determinant regularizer, we achieve an optimal mistake
bound of OMC, which matches the lower bound when I" is the identity matrix(no
side information case [7]), improving the previous result of Herbster et.al [8] by a
logarithmic factor. Furthermore, we show our reduction and an algorithm for the
online similarity prediction and obtain improved mistake bound without a logarith-
mic factor as well.

Our paper is composed as follows: In section 3, we give the formal setting of the
OSDP and the OMC with side information. The main algorithm and regret bound are
given in section 4. In section 5 and 6 we show application of our proposed algorithm
to the OMC and online similarity prediction with side information. In appendix we
describe technique lemmata, and some details of a case where side information matters.
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2 Related work

OSDP problem has been explored by [6] [3] [13]. [13] give a regret bound by run-
ning FTRL with log-determinant regularizer as Regretospp < O(\/ﬁ ), where the
decision set is a set of positive definite matrix with bounded trace Tr(W') < 7.

Online matrix completion has been studied by [7] aAnd with side information [8]. In

recently work [8], authors give a mistake bound as O(% In(m + n)) for the realizable

case, where D is lower bounded by quasi-dimension of the comparator matrix. In ideal
case, if this comparator matrix obtains some latent structure, like (k,)-biclustered,
then we can set that the side information matrix as PD-Laplacian corresponding to
comparator matrix, so D can achieve O(k + ), which leads a tighter bound than the
case that the side information is vacuous as O(m + n).

Side information is widely applied in online learning problem with graph-based
information[9] and online similarity prediction[4]. In these cases the side information
matrices are given as the PD-Laplacian of the matrix corresponding the the graph. In
this paper we left an additional section in Appendix B for this discussion. Furthermore,
our reduction method can applied in Online community membership prediction as well
in section 6.

3 Preliminaries

For a positive integer N, let [N] denote the set {1,2,..., N} and SY** and SY ;N
denote the set of N x N semi-positive symmetric matrices and the set of N x N strictly
positive symmetric positive definite matrices, respectively. We define E as identity ma-
trix. For a matrix X, let X, denote the i-th row of X. For X € SffN , we denote
Tr(X) = Zfil |A:(X)]| as trace norm of X, further Tr(I' X I") = vazl [\ (XTI
as I'-trace norm for VI" € Sf_fN , where \; (X)) is the i-th largest eigenvalue of X, and

1/p
[[vec(X)|l, = (Z(m—) (Xi,j)p) . We denote that the squared radius of M € ST"*™

as Ry = maxie(m M, * where M is the pseudo inverse of matrix M. We define

2 )
the class of m x d row-normalized matrices as N4 = {P C R™*? . || P,||s = 1,i €

[m]}.

3.1 Generalised online semi-definite programming with bounded I'-trace norm

Our generalised online semi-definite problem(K, £) with respect to bounded I'-trace
norm is defined as follows: Given a matrix I" € SffN, we define K = {W ¢ SffN :
Te(’'WT) < 7,Yi € [N],|W;;| < B}, as decision set, and £ = {L € SY*V :
[lvec(L)|l1 < g}, as loss space, more precisely speaking a sparse loss space. Thus our
generalised OSDP problem is as follows: on round ¢ € [T,

— 1. Algorithm chooses a matrix W € K,
— 2. Adversary gives a loss matrix L; € L,
— 3. Algorithm incurs the loss as W, e L;.
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Our goal is to upper bound following regret

T T
Regret = Z W,e L; — mln Z WeL,. 2)

t=1

Note that if I' = E, then I'WI' = W the original OSDP is as a special case of
our setting.

[13] introduce an algorithm follow the regularized leader(FTRL) with log-determinant
regularizer in matrix form. In OSDP (K, £), we give a specific regularizer R : K — R
and choose a matrix W; € K on each round ¢ according to

t—1
W, = arg min <R(W) +n Z L,e W) . (3)
wek =1

The log-determinant regularizer is defined as
R(X) = —Indet(X + €¢E), 4

where € is positive.
In [13], the regret bound of original OSDP is restricted in the case that I' = E and
the bound is O(g+/76T).

3.2 Online matrix completion(OMC) with side information

Consider a binary matrix {—1,+1 , on each round ¢, adversary sends (i, j;) €
[m] x [n] to algorithm. Then algorithm predicts 4, € {—1, +1}. Next adversary reveals
€ {—1,1} to the algorithm, at last algorithm suffers the loss I, = 1,4, where
I. = 1 if the event - is true and 0, otherwise. The goal of the algorithm is to minimize
the total loss (i.e. the number of mistakes) M = Zil Ly, #g,-
We define a hinge loss function b, : R — R, as

h(2) 0 if vy <u,
€Tr) =
K 1—x/v otherwise,

}an

for v > 0. Assume that a sequence S = ((i1,41),91), -, (i1, 1), y7) C ([m] %
[n] x {1,117, and let P and Q be matrices such that PQT & R™*" then, we
define the hinge loss of the sequence S with respect to (P, Q) and ~ as

yt‘PLt Q
hloss(S, (P J: (%)
N=2 ( 1P:121Qs. ||2>
The max norm of a matrix U € R™*™ is defined by

Ul = min { max (1P max @11} ®)
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where the minimum is over all matrices P € R™*? and Q € R"™*< for all d. So we
define quasi-dimension of matrix U € R™*™ with respect to side information M €
ST¥™ and N € S1"™ at margin v is defined as

Dy n(U) = 7Q7min Ry Tr (PTMP) + RyNTr (QTNQ) , (7
’ PQT=~U

where P € N'™4 and Q € N'™4. Note that only when ||U || nax < 1/7, the infimum
exists. Here we define that M, N as side information, especially if M and N are
identity matrix, and Dy, nr = m + n when side information is vacuous. In following
part we simplifies this quasi-dimension as D, when it leads to no ambiguity. Moreover
in following part we denote D > Dy, & (U) for a fixed comparator matrix U to OMC
problem with side information M, N at margin .

Let G = (V, E, W) be an m-vertex connected, weighted and undirected graph with
positive weights. Let A be the m x m matrix such that A;; = A;; = W, if (i,j) € E
and A;; = 0, otherwise. Let D be a m x m diagonal matrix such that D); is the degree
of each vertex i. We define that L = D — A as Laplacian. Furthermore positive definite
Laplacian(PD-Laplacian) is givenas L = L+ R L#I , where I € R is a matrix,
whose entries are all 1.

4 Algorithm for OSDP with bounded I'-trace norm and regret
bound

We utilise FTRL (3) with generalised log-determinant regularizer (8), defined in follow,
to our generalised OSDP problem with respect to bounded I'-trace norm (X, £), where

K={wesiiN:|W,| <8, Te(I'Wr) <t}

L=SLes VN vee(L)|1 =) |Lijl < gy,
'

for a fixed I' € SY ;.
We define generalised log-determinant regularizer as follows:

R(X)=—Indet(I'XI' +€E). 8)

Next we give our regret bound for FTRL with generalised log-determinant regular-
izer in following theorem.

Theorem 1. Given I' € SY ™ and p = max; ; |(I'"'I'"1); ;|. Let
K={wW esiiN:|vec(W)|x < B, Te(IT'WT) <7}

for some 3 > 0 and T > 0, then let L C {L € SN : > i Ll < g} for some
g > 0. Then, for any competitor matrix W* € K, the FTRL algorithm with respect to
generalised log-determinant regularizer achieves

Regretogpp (T, K, L, W*) = O (92(ﬁ + pe)*Tn + é) .
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In particular, letting 1 = /W we have
Regretogpp < O (\/92([3 + pE)QTT/E) . )

Note that in original OSDP, I' = E, so the result O(g+/75T) in [13] is a special
case of our problem, by setting ¢ = 3, and p = 1.

Before we prove this theorem, we need to involve some Lemmata and notations.
The negative entropy function over the set of probability distribution P over R is

defined as H(P) = E,~p[ln(P(x))]. The total variation distance between probability
distribution P and @ over RY is defined as £ [ |P(x) — Q(z)|dz. The characteristic

function of a probability distribution P over R¥ is defined as ¢(u) = E,_ple’ ]
where i is the imaginary unit.

Definition 1. For a decision space K and a real number s > 0, a regularizer R : K —
R is said to be s-strongly convex with respect to a loss space L if for any « € [0, 1] any
X, YeKandL e L:

R(aX +(1-a)Y) < aR(X)+ (1 - a)R(Y)

a(l—a)Le (X —Y)% .

N ®» O

Lemma 1. Ler G and Go are two zero mean Gaussian distribution with covariance
matrix ' X T" and I'OT". Furthermore X and @ are positive definite matrices. If there
exists (i, 7) such that

|2i,j —@i,j| > 5(Zi,i+@i,i+2j,j+@j,j), (11)
then the total variation distance between G1 and G+ is at least 126%/46.

Proof. Given ¢ (u) and ¢2(u) as characteristic function of G; and G2 respectively.
Due to Lemma 7 in [13], we have

[ 161@) = Gala)lde = ma fon (w) — oa(w)] (12)

So we only need to show the lower bound of max, e~ |1 (u) — P2 (u)).

. e . =1, T pT
Then we set that characteristic function of G and G2 are ¢y (u) = ez v " ZTu

and ¢2(u) = ez T"OTu regpectively. Setting that o ()T X(Iv), az =

(I'v)"©(I'v) and I'u = \/% Moreover we denote that & = I'v, forany v € RV,

there exists v € RY. 4 = I'u in the same way.

We need only give the lower bound of max, cgn |¢1(u) — Pa(u)].
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Next we have that

max [¢1(u) — d2(u)l

u€RN
— max |ez v TETu _ ,5u"TOTu
u€RN
_ ZF(rw)T'E(rv) _  FE(rw)Te(ru)
s A €’ (13)
Z max 62(0471:6»1042) — 82(071(12&2)
vERN
> 1 a1 — Q9
max .
~ BerN [2el/4 g + ao
Then second inequality is due to Lemma 10 in [13].
Due to assumption in the Lemma we obtain for some (4, j) that
6(Xii+Oii+ X5+ 6;;) <|Xi; — O,
1
= 5llei+e))" (T - O)(ei+e)) (14)

—el (X -O)e; — e;‘-F(E — O)e,|

It implies that one of (e; +e;)" (X — O)(e; +e;), e] (¥ —O)e; and e] (X — O)e;
has absolute value greater that 22 (X, ; + ©;; + X, ; + 6 ;).
Since X, © are strictly positive definite matrices, we have that for all v € {e; +
€j,€i, e}
VI(Z+OW<2AX+0),+ (X +0);;. (15)
and therefore we have that

1 a1 — 9

max | ———=
BeRN |2el/4 o + o 16)
< N 1 (X -0)Ww S 0
max
- ﬁe{ei-l—ej,ei,ej} 281/4 UT(Z + @)U - 681/4
O
Lemma 2. Let X,Y € SﬁXN be such that
[ Xij—Yijl =2 6(Xii +Yii+ X5, + Y, (17)

and I' is symmetric strictly positive definite matrix. Then the following inequality holds
that
—Indet(al’ XI' + (1 — a)I'YT)
< —alndet(I'XT) — (1 — «a)lndet(I'Y T)
a(l—a) 42
2 T2el/2

(18)
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Proof. Let G and G2 are zero mean Gaussian distribution with covariance matrix
I'YI' = I'XTI and I'©OI' = I'Y I'. In matrix total variation distance between GG;
and G is at least 128%/4. We denote that § = 12%/4. Consider the entropy of the follow-
ing probability distribution of v with probability « that v ~ G and v ~ G5 otherwise.
Its covariance matrix is oI’ XT" + (1 — a)I'OTI". Due to Lemma 8 and 9 in [13] we
obtain that

Indet(al’ ¥I' + (1 — o) I'OT")
< 2H(aGy + (1 — a)Gy) + In(27e)Y
< 2aH(G1) +2(1 — @)H(Gs) + In(2me)" — a(1 — a)d?
= alndet(I'SXT) — (1 — a)Indet(I'OT) — a(1 — a)d>.
O
Proposition 1. The generalised log-determinant regularizer R(X) = — Indet(I' X I'+

eE) is s-strongly convex with respect to L for K with s = 1/(1152y/e(8 + pe)*g?).
Here FE is identity matrix.

Proof. Firstly we know that 'XT'+¢E =I'(X + T 'eEr1)I.

Applying the Lemma 11to X + ' 'eElr tandY + ' 'eEl ' for X, Y € K
where max; ; |(X + I'"'eEIY); ;| < max; ; | X; ;| +ep, we have that 5 = 3+ ep,
where p = max; ; |(I'"*I'"!); ;|. According to Lemma 2 and Definition 1 we have
this proposition. O
Proof (Proof of Theorem 1). Due to Lemma 6 we obtain that

H
Regretospp(T, K, L, W*) < =04 O (19)
n s

Due to above Proposition we know that s = 1/(1152(83 + pe)?\/eg?).
Thus we need only to show Hy < % Given W, and W is the minimizer and
maximizer of R respectively, then we obtain that

max (R(W) - R(W")) = R(Wy) — R(W))
W W' ek

= —Indet(I'WAT + eE) + Indet(I'Wo I + c¢E)
/\Z(FWOF) +e€
/\l(FW1F) +e€

)\i(FW1F)+e /\i(FW1F)+€

In <7’\i(FW°F) + 1)

€

In

I
.MZ

s
Il
-

1

|
.MZ

i=1

-

s
Il
-

€ €

IN
1=
|
IN
AN

s
Il
-

So we have our conclusion. O
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5 Application to OMC with side information

In this section, we show that the OMC with side information M, N can be reduced to
our generalised OSDP with bounded I'-trace norm. The reduction is twofold: Firstly
reduce to an online matrix prediction(OMP) problem with side information M, N and
then further reduce to our generalised OSDP problem. Meanwhile we utilise mistake-
driven technique such that we can bound the number of mistakes without regret bound
with respect to 7.

5.1 Reduction from OMC to OMP with side information

First we describe an OMP problem with side information M and IN, to which our
problem is reduced. The problem is specified by a competitor class X C [—1,1]™*"
defined as follows. For any matrix A € R**!, we define

_ 1 1
A = dia e A
g<|Al||2 |Ak|2)

Thatis, A € N k’l, is a matrix obtained from A by normalising all row vectors. Then,
our competitor class & is defined as

X ={PQ": PQT e R™" ARumTr (PTMP) + RNTr (QTNQ) < D},

where D > D, and D is named as quasi dimension estimator.

The OMP problem with side information for & is described as the following proto-
col.

For each round ¢ € [T,

1. the algorithm chooses a matrix X; € R™*",
2. observes a triple (i¢, ji, y¢) € [m] x [n] x {—1, 1}, and then
3. suffers aloss given by h., (y: Xy (i, 5,))-

The goal of the algorithm is to minimize the regret:

T T
Regretonp (T, X, X*) Zh7 (Ve Xt G0 j0) ZhV Goio):
t=1 t=1

for any competitor matrix X* € X. Note that unlike the standard setting of online
prediction, we do not require X; € X.

Below we give the reduction. Assume that we have an algorithm 4 for the OMP
problem.

Run the algorithm .4 and receive the first prediction matrix X; from A.

In each round ¢,

1. observe an index pair (i, j:) € [m] X [n],
2. predict g = sgn(Xy (s, 5,))»
3. observe a true label y, € {—1,1},
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4. if gy = y; then X1 = Xy, and if §; # y, then feed (i¢, ji, y:) to A to let it
proceed and receive X 1.

Note that we run the algorithm 4 in the mistake-driven manner, and hence A runs
for M = Zthl I3, -y, Tounds, where M is the number of mistakes of the reduction
algorithm above.

The next lemma shows the performance of the reduction.

Lemma 3. Let Regretoyp (M, X, X*) denote the regret of the algorithm A in the
reduction above for a competitor matrix X* € X, where M = Zthl 1(G: # ye)-
Then,

M S ianQTEX(RegretOMP (M7 Xv PQT) + thSS(S, (Pu Q)7 ’7)) (21)
< sup x«cx Regretoyp (M, X, X*) + hloss(S, ), (22)

where we define that

hloss(S,v) = _min hloss(S, (P, Q),7). (23)
PQTex
Remark 1. If M and N are identity matrices, then we have that R Tr (PT M P) +
RnTr (QTNQ) = m + n. In this case X = {PQT : PQT € R™*"}, and D
m 4+ n.

Proof. Let P and Q be arbitrary matrices such that PQT € R™*", Since 1(sgn(z) #
y) < hy(yz) forany z € Rand y € {—1, 1}, we have

M

T
Z l(ﬁt 7£ yt) S Z h’Y(tht7(it7jt))
=1 {t:9e#y: }
= RegretOMP (Mv X? PQT) + Z h'Y (yt (PQT)it-,jt)
{t:9: 7y}
T

< Regretoyp (M, X, PQ™T) + Z hay (ye(PQ™)i, 5.)

t=1

= RegretOMP (M7 Xv PQ_T) + thSS(Su (Pu Q)7 ’7)7

~

where the second equality follows from the definition of regret, and the third equality
follows from the fact that (PQ™); ; = P,Q7 /(|| P;||2]|Q;l|2). Since P and Q are
chosen arbitrarily, we get (21).

Now, let P and @ be the matrices that attain (5). Then, the inequality above implies
that

M < Regretoyp (M, X, PQT) + hloss(S, v)

< sup Regretoyp (M, X, X™) + hloss(S, ),
X ex

which proves (22). O
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5.2 Reduction from OMP with side information to generalised OSDP with
bounded I'-trace norm

A similar technique is used in [7] and [6]. For side information matrix M, N we define
a matrix I" for our generalised OSDP as follows:

_ |VRMM 0
I = { 0 RaN|- (24)
Next we define the decision class K. Let N = m + n, and for any matrices P and
Q such that PQT € R™*", we define

P 5r 4 _ [PPT PQT
Wpo=|E pTT_{__ hQ ]
PQ {Q] PrQT = o Qg
Note that Wp q is an N X N symmetric and positive semi-definite matrix with its upper
right m x n component matrix PQ7 is a competitor matrix for the OMP problem. So,
intuitively, Wp ¢ can be viewed as a positive semi-definite embedding of PQ” € X.
Then, the decision class is any convex set K € SfJfN that satisfies

KD {WP,Q : PQT S Rmxn}'
In this paper, we choose
K={WeSVxN.vien),W,; <1AT(I'WT) < D}. (25)

Then, we define the loss matrix class £. For any (4,7) € [m] x [n], let Z(i,j) €
SN be a matrix such that the (i,m + j)-th and (m + j,7)-th components are 1 and
the other components are 0. More formally,

. 1
Z(i,j) = B} (eieZerj + em+je?) )
where ey, is the k-th basis vector of R™V. Note that when we focus on its upper right
m X n component matrix, then only the (4, j)-th component is 1. Then, £ is

L=A{cZ(i,j):ce{=1/y,1/y} i€ m],j € [n]}. (26)

Now we are ready to describe the reduction from the OMP problem for X" to the
OSDP problem (K, £). Let A be an algorithm for the OSDP problem.

Run the algorithm 4 and receive the first prediction matrix W3 € K from A.

In each round ¢,

1. let X be the upper right m X n component matrix of W,.
/ Xt,(i,j) = Wt L] Z<Z,]>
2. observe a triple (it, ji, y1) € [m] x [n] x {=1,1},
3. suffer loss £;(W;) where £ : W — hy(y:(W ® Z(it, ji))),
— 8 Z i, ) Xy <
4. let Ly = Vwly (W) = K (iesge) - iF e t.y( A =7
0 otherwise
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5. feed L, to the algorithm A to let it proceed and receive Wy ;.

Since the loss function ¢; is convex, a standard linearlization argument ([14]) gives
ét(Wt) — ét(W*) S Wt ° Lt — W* L4 Lt

for any W* € K. Moreover, since £;(W;) = h,(y: Xy, j,)) and £:(Wp q) =
by (ye (PQT);, ;,), the following lemma immediately follows.

Lemma 4. Let Regretogpp (T, K, L, Wp g) = Z;‘F:l(Wt — Wp.q) e L, denote the
regret of the algorithm A in the reduction above for a competitor matrix Wp g and

RegretOMP (Ta Xa PQT) = Z?:l(@’)’i(tht,(it;jt)) - h”Y (yt (PQT)ityjt) denote the
regret of the reduction algorithm for PQ™. Then,

Regretoyp (T, X, PQT) < Regretospp(T, K, £, Wp ).
Combining Lemma 3 and Lemma 4, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Assume that we have an algorithm for the OSDP problem (K, L) with
regret bound Regretogpp (T, IC, L, W*) for any W* € K. Then, there exists an algo-
rithm for the binary matrix completion problem with the following mistake bounds.

M< inf (R t M, K, L, W,
_PQH%ex( egretospp (M, K, L, Wp q)

+ hloss(S, (P, Q),7))

< sup Regretogpp(M, K, L, W) + hloss(S, 7).
W=ekk

5.3 Application to matrix completion

For the generalised OSDP problem (K, £) with bounded I'-trace norm defined in (25)
and (26), where I is respect to side information matrices M and IN, we apply FTRL
algorithm with the generalised log-determinant regularizer. Specifically, the FTRL al-
gorithm makes predictions according to the following formula:
t
Wil = arg &/ng)lc —Indet(I'WI +€E)+n Zl WelL,, 27
where € > 0 and 7 > 0 are parameters.

Moreover the following lemma shows us the quasi-dimension with respect to side
information matrices M, N € §f_fN . Again, M and N are identity matrices, if the
side information is vacuous. In this case our generalised log-determinant regularizer
becomes the regular form as — Indet(W + e¢E).

Lemma 5 (Lemma 8 [8]). Given side information matrices M, N € §f_fN, we define

I as
r— VRymV M 0

0 VRNVN]' (28)

Then we obtain that

Tr(I'Wpol') = Ry Tr (PTMP) + RyTr (QTNQ) . (29)
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Remark 2. Since the definition of I" in Equation (28), we have that p = 1.

Thusweset 3=1,g=1/v,e=p=1,7= ﬁ, and I is given as in Equation (28)
next utilise Theorem 1, so we get the following result

Ty D
RegretOSDP(T, IC, L, W*) =0 <7_;7 + E) . (30)

Before stating our main result, we give in Algorithm 1 the algorithm for the OMC
problem with side information M, N which is obtained by putting together the two
reductions with the FTRL algorithm (27).

Algorithm 1 Online matrix completion with side information algorithm

1: Parameters: v > 0, 7 > 0, side information matrices M € ST ™ and N € S}}". Quasi

dimension estimator 1 < DIis composed as in Equation (28), and decision set X is given
as (25).

2: Initialize VW € K, setting W, = W.

3:fort=1,2,...,7 do

4:  Receive (it, ji) € [m] x [n].

5: LetZy = (e €} i), + emtjel,).

6:  Predict §; = sgn(W; e Z;) and receive y: € {—1,1}.

7. if g # y. then

8: Let Ly = =2t Z; and W41 = argminwex — Indet(TWI + E) + )., W e
L,.

9: else

10: Let Lt = 0and Wt+1 = Wt.

11:  endif

12: end for

Usually we set ) = \/72D /T to minimize (30), we obtain O (\/ﬁT/ 72> regret

bound. But in our case, the horizon T is set to be the number of mistakes M through
the reduction, which is unknown in advance. Nevertheless, the next theorem shows that
we can choose 7 independent of M to derive a good mistake bound.

Theorem 2. Algorithm I with n = cy? for some ¢ > 0 achieves

~

T
D
M= Tz, =0 <$> + 2hloss(S, ). (31)
t=1
Proof. Combining Corollary 1 and the regret bound (30), we have

Mn D
M=0 <7_277 + E) + hloss(S, 7).



14 Yaxiong Liu, Ken-ichiro Moridomi, Kohei Hatano, Eiji Takimoto

Choosing i = 2 for sufficiently small constant ¢, we get
M D
M < - +0 <$> + hloss(S, ),

from which (31) follows. a

Again if the side information is vacuous, which means that M, N are identity ma-
trices, from Remark 1 and Theorem 2, we can set that D = m + n and obtain the
mistake bound as follows:

m+4+n
O ( 72 + 2thSSPQT€Rm><n(8, (P, Q),’y)) .

In contrast, there is a case where side information matters non-trivially. Especially,
if U contains (k x [)-biclustered structure(the details are in Appendix) then we obtain
that D € O(k + 1), which is strictly smaller than O(m + n).

Note that in realizable case, our mistake bound becomes O (%) , which improves

the previous bound O (% In(m + n)) in [8], removing the logarithmic factor In(m +

n). Furthermore, this bound matches the previously known lower bound of Herbster

et.al. [7]. When U contains (k x [)-biclustered structure (k > [), v can be set as y = \iﬁ
and our regret bound becomes O(Im). On the other hand, the lower bound of Herbster

et.al. is £2(Im). Thus, the mistake bound of Theorem 2 is optimal.

6 Application to online similarity prediction with side information

In this section, we show that our reduction method and generalised log-determinant
regularizer work in online similarity prediction with side information.

Let G = (V, E) be an undirected graph with n = |V| vertices and m = | E| edges.
Assign vertices to K classes such that {y1,--- ,y,} wherey; € {1,---, K}. On each
round ¢, for a given pair of vertices (i, j;) algorithm needs to predict whether they
are in the same class denoted as ¢, ;,. If they are in the same class then y;, ;, = 1,
Yi,.j. = —1, otherwise. Our target is to give a bound of the prediction mistakes M =

IR P
t=1 "Yiz,j¢ ;éyit’jt'

Definition 2. The set of cut-edges in (G, y) is denoted as D% (y) = {(i,7) € E : y; #
y; } we abbreviate it to @ and the cut-size is given as |8 (y)|. The set of cut-edges with
respect to class label k is denoted as S (y) = {(i,j) € E : s € {yi,y;},Yi # y;}-
Note that Zl::l |BC (y)| = 2|9%(y)|. Given A € R™ " such that A;j = Aj; = 1if
(t,7) € E(G) and A;; = 0 otherwise. D is denoted as diagonal matrix with Dj; is the
degree of vertex i. We define the Laplacianas L = D — A.

Definition 3. If G is identified with a resistive network such that each edge is a unit
resistor, then the effective resistance Rfj between pair (i,j) € V? can be defined as
Rfj = (e; — ;)L (e; — €j), where e; is the i-th vector in the canonical basis of R™.
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[4] gave a mistake bound as M < O

|¢G\maxi . 2 RG.
;:g)ev “lnn ).

If we utilise our reduction method, same as in previous main part here we denote that
P,Q < B™* and PQ" = U, where U is the potential online matrix for similarity
prediction. Therefore we give the decision set as

P or 11 _ [PPT PQT
W, = |4l [PT Q] = [ ~ 5T AT | - 32
P,Q |:Q:| [ Q ] QPT QQT ( )
Side information is given as PD-Laplacian L from Laplacian L of graph G, thus we
have
VRLL 0
I = L — 33

[ 0 +VRiL 33)

Meanwhile given sparse matrix Z; in following equation

1 T T

Zy = _(eienJrj + entj€; ), (34)

2

andc € {—=1/~,1/v}.
Hence we can give the reduced generalised OSDP problem (K, £) with bounded
I'-trace norm as follows:

K = {X €S Xy < 1, Te(I'XT) < 23}
L={cZ(i,j)ce{-1/y,1/v},i€[n],j € [n]},

where I' is defined as above.

According to [8] if U obtains the (k, k)-biclustered structure, and U = RU*RT
we have that Tr(I'’XT') < Tr(Ry(RTU*R)) < 2Tr(RTLR)RL + 2k < O(k).
Moreover we have that

T(RTLR)R a
M<O0O ( r( 2 ) L> + _min h”Y(yit-,jt (PQT)it-,jt)
Y PQTex

t=1 35)

IN

T
k , .
O (?) + PngHelX po h’)’(yit;jt (PQ )it,jt)’
where X = {PQ" : PQ" € R™" : Ry Te(P"LP) + Ry Tr(Q"LQ) < D} for
some D > D] +(U).

Remark 3. According to [8], we have that Tr(R (RTU*R)) < 23,  ||Ri — R;j|* +
2k, where 3 »ep |1 — R;||? counts only when there is a edge between different
classes. Due to the definition of |¢“|, we have that Ser i — R;||? = |#9|. On
the other hand, Ry, = max;; Lt so we obtain that Ry, > el LTe;,Vi € [k]. It implies
that 2Ry > max(; j)ev?2 RSJ
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7 Conclusion

In this paper, on the one hand we define a generalised OSDP problem with bounded I'-
trace norm. To solve this problem, we involve FTRL with generalised log-determinant
regularizer and achieve regret bound as O((1 + p)gy/B7T). On the other hand, we
utilise our result to OMC with side information particularly. We reduce OMC with side
information to our new OSDP with bounded I'-trace norm, and obtain a tighter mistake
bound than previous work by removing logarithmic factor.
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8 Appendix

Lemma 6. [5] Let R : K — R be s-strongly convex with respect to L for K. Then the
FTRL with the regularizer R applied to (K, L) achieves

Ho

Regretospp (T, K, L, W*) < + =T, (36)
n s

where Ho = maxyy, y cxc(R(W) — R(W")), W* is the static optimal solution of
Zthl L, e W. In particular if we choose 1 = /sHy /T then we have

HoT

RegretOSDP(T, K, L, W*) <2 p

(37)

Lemma 7 (Lemma A.1 [13]). Let P and Q be probability distribution over RV and
op(u) and ¢g(u) be their characteristic functions, respectively. Then

max [or(u) = d(u)] < [ P(a) ~ Q) G9)

the right hand side is the total variation distance between any distribution () and P.

Lemma 8 (Lemma A.2 [3]). Let P and Q) be probability distributions over RN with

total variation distance 8. Then
H(@P+ (1 -a)Q) <aH(P)+ (1 -a)H(Q) — a(l — a)d?, (39)
where H(P) = E,p[In P(x)].

Lemma 9 (Lemma A.3 [13]). For any probability distribution P over RY with zero
mean and covariance matrix X its entropy is bounded by the log-determinant of co-
variance matrix. That is

—H(P) < = In(det(X)(2me)"). (40)

l\DI»—A

Lemma 10 (Lemma A.4 [13]).

(1 - 22), @1)

for0 < z1/2.

Lemma 11 (Lemma 5.4 [13)). Let X, Y € SYIN be such that for all i € [N]
|X:i| < B and |Yi;| < B Thenforany L € L = {L € SN lvec(L)|1 < g}
there exists that

Le(X-Y
|X1-j—Ym»|>M

, > ; Xii+Y i +X,,+Y,,). (42)
: 439 ( 32 G0)
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9 Appendix B. Biclustered structure and ideal case of
quasi-dimension

As in [8] we define (k, [)-biclustered structure as follows: For m > k andn > I,

Definition 4. the class of (k,1)-binary biclustered matrices is defined as

Bz?lxn — {U c {_1’+1}m><n = [k]m7c c [l]n’v c {17_1}k><l7
U’Lj = ‘/’r‘i,iji € [m]hj € [TL]}

Denote B = {R C {0,1}™*? : | R;||2 = 1,i € [m],rank(R) = d}, for any
matrix U € B;";" we can decompose U = RU*C™ forsome U* € {—1,+1}"*/, R €
R™Fk and C € B™!. In [8] if the comparator matrix U & B ", we know that
Diyn < 2Te(R"MR)Ry + 2Tr(CTNC)RN + 2k + 21, if M, N are PD-
Laplacian and Dy; o < O(k +1).

In graph-based semi-supervised learning [8], for a given row corresponding to a
vertex in the row graph. The weight of edge (¢, j) represents our prior belief that row
1 and row j share the same underlying factor. Hence we may build a graph based on
vectorial data associated with the rows, for example, user demographics. Assume that
we know the partition of [m] vertices that maps rows to k factors. The rows that share
factors have an edge between them and there are no other edges. Therefore we have a
graph with k disjoint cliques. We assume that this graph has a structure that any pair
of vertices in this graph can be connected with a path within 4 length. Choose the side
information matrix M as PD-Laplacian L of this row graph. For columns in a partition
of [n] with [ cliques, we do the same work. At last we obtain that the Dy, n, € O(k+1).
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