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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 Γ -

trace norm, which is a generalization of trace norm defined by a positive definite

matrix Γ . To solve this problem, we utilise the follow-the-regularized-leader al-

gorithm with a Γ -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 Γ 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 ∈ [T ], algorithm predicts

a matrix Wt ∈ K, then adversary gives a loss matrix Lt, and the algorithm incurs the

Frobenius inner product of Wt and Lt as Wt • Lt. Our goal is to minimize the regret

defined as

RegretT =

T∑

t=1

Wt •Lt − min
W∈K

T∑

t=1

W •Lt, (1)

where K is a set of positive definite matrices with bounded trace norm Tr(W ) ≤
τ,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(
√
τT ). 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.
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In this paper we consider a generalization of online semi-definite programming

problem with bounded Γ -trace norm, where Γ is a strictly positive definite matrix.

Hence, the constraint of W is presented as Tr(ΓWΓ ) ≤ τ, a bounded Γ -trace norm.

We believe that this variance recovers the usual form, if Γ is identity matrix. In our set-

ting, algorithm from [13] can not be directly applied, since Tr(W ) can not be bounded

by Tr(ΓWΓ ), say Tr(ΓWΓ ) ≤ τ implies not Tr(W ) ≤ τ, while Γ is an arbi-

trary strictly positive definite matrix. Therefore, we generalise the log-determinant reg-

ularizer with respect to Γ , and achieve an upper bound to regret as O(
√
τT ) 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 Γ . 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

Γ -trace norm, by introducing a new log-determinant regularizer depending on the

matrix Γ and give a regret bound. Note that our result recovers the previously

known bound [13] in the case that Γ 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 Γ . Then by running the proposed algorithm the FTRL

with our Γ dependent log-determinant regularizer, we achieve an optimal mistake

bound of OMC, which matches the lower bound when Γ 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 RegretOSDP ≤ O(
√
τT ), where the

decision set is a set of positive definite matrix with bounded trace Tr(W ) ≤ τ.
Online matrix completion has been studied by [7] and with side information [8]. In

recently work [8], authors give a mistake bound as O( D̂
γ2 ln(m+ n)) for the realizable

case, where D̂ is lower bounded by quasi-dimension of the comparator matrix. In ideal

case, if this comparator matrix obtains some latent structure, like (k, l)-biclustered,

then we can set that the side information matrix as PD-Laplacian corresponding to

comparator matrix, so D̂ can achieve O(k + l), 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 S
N×N
+ and S

N×N
++

denote the set of N×N semi-positive symmetric matrices and the set of N×N strictly

positive symmetric positive definite matrices, respectively. We define E as identity ma-

trix. For a matrix X , let Xi denote the i-th row of X. For X ∈ S
N×N
++ , we denote

Tr(X) =
∑N

i=1 |λi(X)| as trace norm of X, further Tr(ΓXΓ ) =
∑N

i=1 |λi(ΓXΓ )|
as Γ -trace norm for ∀Γ ∈ S

N×N
++ , where λi(X) is the i-th largest eigenvalue of X, and

‖vec(X)‖p =
(∑

(i,j)(Xi,j)
p
)1/p

. We denote that the squared radius of M ∈ S
m×m
+

as RM = maxi∈[m] M
+
ii , where M+ is the pseudo inverse of matrix M . We define

the class of m× d row-normalized matrices as Nm,d = {P̄ ⊂ R
m×d : ‖P̄i‖2 = 1, i ∈

[m]}.

3.1 Generalised online semi-definite programming with bounded Γ -trace norm

Our generalised online semi-definite problem(K,L) with respect to bounded Γ -trace

norm is defined as follows: Given a matrix Γ ∈ S
N×N
++ , we define K = {W ∈ S

N×N
++ :

Tr(ΓWΓ ) ≤ τ, ∀i ∈ [N ], |Wi,i| ≤ β}, as decision set, and L = {L ∈ S
N×N
+ :

‖vec(L)‖1 ≤ g}, as loss space, more precisely speaking a sparse loss space. Thus our

generalised OSDP problem is as follows: on round t ∈ [T ],

– 1. Algorithm chooses a matrix Wt ∈ K,
– 2. Adversary gives a loss matrix Lt ∈ L,
– 3. Algorithm incurs the loss as Wt •Lt.
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Our goal is to upper bound following regret

RegretT =

T∑

t=1

Wt •Lt − min
W∈K

T∑

t=1

W •Lt. (2)

Note that if Γ = E, then ΓWΓ = 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,L), we give a specific regularizer R : K → R

and choose a matrix Wt ∈ K on each round t according to

Wt = argmin
W∈K

(
R(W ) + η

t−1∑

s=1

Ls •W
)
. (3)

The log-determinant regularizer is defined as

R(X) = − ln det(X + ǫE), (4)

where ǫ is positive.

In [13], the regret bound of original OSDP is restricted in the case that Γ = E and

the bound is O(g
√
τβT ).

3.2 Online matrix completion(OMC) with side information

Consider a binary matrix {−1,+1}m×n, on each round t, adversary sends (it, jt) ∈
[m]× [n] to algorithm. Then algorithm predicts ŷt ∈ {−1,+1}. Next adversary reveals

yt ∈ {−1, 1} to the algorithm, at last algorithm suffers the loss lt = Iyt 6=ŷt , 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 =
∑T

t=1 Iyt 6=ŷt .

We define a hinge loss function hγ : R → R, as

hγ(x) =

{
0 if γ ≤ x,

1− x/γ otherwise,

for γ > 0. Assume that a sequence S = ((i1, j1), y1), · · · , ((iT , jT ), yT ) ⊆ ([m] ×
[n] × {−1, 1})T , and let P and Q be matrices such that PQT ∈ R

m×n, then, we

define the hinge loss of the sequence S with respect to (P ,Q) and γ as

hloss(S, (P ,Q), γ) =

T∑

t=1

hγ

(
ytPitQ

T
jt

‖Pit‖2‖Qjt‖2

)
. (5)

The max norm of a matrix U ∈ R
m×n is defined by

‖U‖max = min
PQT=U

{ max
1≤i≤m

‖Pi‖ max
1≤j≤n

‖Qj‖}, (6)
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where the minimum is over all matrices P ∈ R
m×d and Q ∈ R

n×d for all d. So we

define quasi-dimension of matrix U ∈ R
m×n with respect to side information M ∈

S
m×m
++ and N ∈ S

n×n
++ at margin γ is defined as

Dγ
M ,N (U) = min

P̄ Q̄T=γU
RMTr

(
P̄ TMP̄

)
+RNTr

(
Q̄TNQ̄

)
, (7)

where P̄ ∈ Nm,d and Q̄ ∈ Nn,d. Note that only when ‖U‖max ≤ 1/γ, the infimum

exists. Here we define that M ,N as side information, especially if M and N are

identity matrix, and Dγ
M,N = 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 D̂ ≥ Dγ
M ,N (U) for a fixed comparator matrix U to OMC

problem with side information M ,N at margin γ.
Let G = (V,E,W ) be an m-vertex connected, weighted and undirected graph with

positive weights. Let A be the m×m matrix such that Aij = Aji = Wij if (i, j) ∈ E
and Aij = 0, otherwise. Let D be a m×m diagonal matrix such that Dii is the degree

of each vertex i. We define that L = D−A as Laplacian. Furthermore positive definite

Laplacian(PD-Laplacian) is given as L̄ = L+RL
1
m2 I, where I ∈ R

m×m is a matrix,

whose entries are all 1.

4 Algorithm for OSDP with bounded Γ -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 Γ -trace norm (K,L), where

K =
{
W ∈ S

N×N
++ : |Wii| ≤ β,Tr(ΓWΓ ) ≤ τ

}

L =



L ∈ S+

N×N : ‖vec(L)‖1 =
∑

i,j

|Li,j | ≤ g



 ,

for a fixed Γ ∈ S
N×N
++ .

We define generalised log-determinant regularizer as follows:

R(X) = − ln det(ΓXΓ + ǫE). (8)

Next we give our regret bound for FTRL with generalised log-determinant regular-

izer in following theorem.

Theorem 1. Given Γ ∈ S
N×N
++ , and ρ = maxi,j |(Γ−1Γ−1)i,j |. Let

K = {W ∈ S
N×N
++ : ‖vec(W )‖∞ ≤ β,Tr(ΓWΓ ) ≤ τ}

for some β > 0 and τ > 0, then let L ⊆ {L ∈ S
N×N
+ :

∑
i,j |Li,j | ≤ g} for some

g > 0. Then, for any competitor matrix W ∗ ∈ K, the FTRL algorithm with respect to

generalised log-determinant regularizer achieves

RegretOSDP(T,K,L,W ∗) = O

(
g2(β + ρǫ)2Tη +

τ

ǫη

)
.
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In particular, letting η =
√

τ
g2(β+ρǫ)2ǫT we have

RegretOSDP ≤ O
(√

g2(β + ρǫ)2τT/ǫ
)
. (9)

Note that in original OSDP, Γ = E, so the result O(g
√
τβT ) in [13] is a special

case of our problem, by setting ǫ = β, and ρ = 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 RN is

defined as H(P ) = Ex∼P [ln(P (x))]. The total variation distance between probability

distribution P and Q over RN is defined as 1
2

∫
x |P (x) − Q(x)|dx. The characteristic

function of a probability distribution P over RN is defined as φ(u) = Ex∼P [e
iuT x]

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 α ∈ [0, 1] any

X,Y ∈ K and L ∈ L :

R(αX + (1− α)Y ) ≤ αR(X) + (1− α)R(Y )

− s

2
α(1 − α)|L • (X − Y )|2. (10)

Lemma 1. Let G1 and G2 are two zero mean Gaussian distribution with covariance

matrix ΓΣΓ and ΓΘΓ . Furthermore Σ and Θ are positive definite matrices. If there

exists (i, j) such that

|Σi,j −Θi,j | ≥ δ(Σi,i +Θi,i +Σj,j +Θj,j), (11)

then the total variation distance between G1 and G2 is at least 1
12e1/4

δ.

Proof. Given φ1(u) and φ2(u) as characteristic function of G1 and G2 respectively.

Due to Lemma 7 in [13], we have

∫

x

|G1(x)−G2(x)|dx ≥ max
u∈RN

|φ1(u)− φ2(u)|, (12)

So we only need to show the lower bound of maxu∈RN |φ1(u)− φ2(u)|.
Then we set that characteristic function of G1 and G2 are φ1(u) = e

−1
2 uTΓ TΣΓu

and φ2(u) = e
−1
2 uTΓ TΘΓu respectively. Setting that α1 = (Γ v)TΣ(Γ v), α2 =

(Γ v)TΘ(Γ v) and Γu = Γ v√
α1+α2

. Moreover we denote that v̄ = Γv, for any v̄ ∈ R
V ,

there exists v ∈ R
V . ū = Γu in the same way.

We need only give the lower bound of maxu∈RN |φ1(u)− φ2(u)|.
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Next we have that

max
u∈RN

|φ1(u)− φ2(u)|

= max
u∈RN

∣∣∣e
−1
2 uTΓΣΓu − e

−1
2 uTΓΘΓu

∣∣∣

= max
u∈RV

∣∣∣e
−1
2 (Γu)TΣ(Γu) − e

−1
2 (Γu)TΘ(Γu)

∣∣∣

≥ max
v̄∈RN

∣∣∣e
−α1

2(α1+α2) − e
−α2

2(α1+α2)

∣∣∣

≥ max
v̄∈RN

∣∣∣∣
1

2e1/4
α1 − α2

α1 + α2

∣∣∣∣ .

(13)

Then second inequality is due to Lemma 10 in [13].

Due to assumption in the Lemma we obtain for some (i, j) that

δ(Σi,i +Θi,i +Σj,j +Θj,j) ≤ |Σi,j −Θi,j |

=
1

2
|(ei + ej)

T (Σ −Θ)(ei + ej)

− eTi (Σ −Θ)ei − eTj (Σ −Θ)ej |

(14)

It implies that one of (ei + ej)
T (Σ −Θ)(ei + ej), e

T
i (Σ −Θ)ei and eTj (Σ −Θ)ej

has absolute value greater that 2δ
3 (Σi,i +Θi,i +Σj,j +Θj,j).

Since Σ,Θ are strictly positive definite matrices, we have that for all v ∈ {ei +
ej , ei, ej}

vT (Σ +Θ)v ≤ 2(Σ +Θ)i,i + (Σ +Θ)j,j . (15)

and therefore we have that

max
v̄∈RN

∣∣∣∣
1

2e1/4
α1 − α2

α1 + α2

∣∣∣∣

≥ max
v̄∈{ei+ej ,ei,ej}

∣∣∣∣
1

2e1/4
vT (Σ −Θ)v

vT (Σ +Θ)v

∣∣∣∣ ≥
δ

6e1/4

(16)

⊓⊔

Lemma 2. Let X,Y ∈ S
N×N
+ be such that

|Xi,j − Yi,j | ≥ δ(Xi,i + Yi,i +Xj,j + Yj,j), (17)

and Γ is symmetric strictly positive definite matrix. Then the following inequality holds

that

− ln det(αΓXΓ + (1− α)ΓY Γ )

≤ −α ln det(ΓXΓ )− (1− α) ln det(ΓY Γ )

− α(1 − α)

2

δ2

72e1/2
.

(18)
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Proof. Let G1 and G2 are zero mean Gaussian distribution with covariance matrix

ΓΣΓ = ΓXΓ and ΓΘΓ = ΓY Γ . In matrix total variation distance between G1

and G2 is at least δ
12e1/4

. We denote that δ̃ = δ
12e1/4

. Consider the entropy of the follow-

ing probability distribution of v with probability α that v ∼ G1 and v ∼ G2 otherwise.

Its covariance matrix is αΓΣΓ + (1 − α)ΓΘΓ . Due to Lemma 8 and 9 in [13] we

obtain that

ln det(αΓΣΓ + (1− α)ΓΘΓ )

≤ 2H(αG1 + (1− α)G2) + ln(2πe)V

≤ 2αH(G1) + 2(1− α)H(G2) + ln(2πe)V − α(1 − α)δ̃2

= α ln det(ΓΣΓ )− (1− α) ln det(ΓΘΓ )− α(1 − α)δ̃2.

⊓⊔
Proposition 1. The generalised log-determinant regularizerR(X) = − ln det(ΓXΓ+
ǫE) is s-strongly convex with respect to L for K with s = 1/(1152

√
e(β + ρǫ)2g2).

Here E is identity matrix.

Proof. Firstly we know that ΓXΓ + ǫE = Γ (X + Γ−1ǫEΓ−1)Γ .
Applying the Lemma 11 to X +Γ−1ǫEΓ−1 and Y +Γ−1ǫEΓ−1 for X,Y ∈ K

where maxi,j |(X+Γ−1ǫEΓ−1)i,j | ≤ maxi,j |Xi,j |+ ǫρ, we have that β
′

= β+ ǫρ,
where ρ = maxi,j |(Γ−1Γ−1)i,j |. According to Lemma 2 and Definition 1 we have

this proposition. ⊓⊔
Proof (Proof of Theorem 1). Due to Lemma 6 we obtain that

RegretOSDP(T,K,L,W ∗) ≤ H0

η
+

η

s
T. (19)

Due to above Proposition we know that s = 1/(1152(β + ρǫ)2
√
eg2).

Thus we need only to show H0 ≤ τ
ǫ . Given W0 and W1 is the minimizer and

maximizer of R respectively, then we obtain that

max
W ,W ′∈K

(R(W )−R(W
′

)) = R(W1)−R(W0)

= − ln det(ΓW1Γ + ǫE) + ln det(ΓW0Γ + ǫE)

=

N∑

i=1

ln
λi(ΓW0Γ ) + ǫ

λi(ΓW1Γ ) + ǫ

=

N∑

i=1

ln

(
λi(ΓW0Γ )

λi(ΓW1Γ ) + ǫ
+

ǫ

λi(ΓW1Γ ) + ǫ

)

≤
N∑

i=1

ln

(
λi(ΓW0Γ )

ǫ
+ 1

)

≤
N∑

i=1

λi(ΓW0Γ )

ǫ
=

Tr(ΓW0Γ )

ǫ
≤ τ

ǫ
.

(20)

So we have our conclusion. ⊓⊔
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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 Γ -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 T.

5.1 Reduction from OMC to OMP with side information

First we describe an OMP problem with side information M and N , to which our

problem is reduced. The problem is specified by a competitor class X ⊆ [−1, 1]m×n

defined as follows. For any matrix A ∈ Rk×l, we define

Ā = diag

(
1

‖A1‖2
, · · · , 1

‖Ak‖2

)
A.

That is, Ā ∈ N k,l, is a matrix obtained from A by normalising all row vectors. Then,

our competitor class X is defined as

X = {P̄ Q̄T : PQT ∈ Rm×n ∧RMTr
(
P̄ TMP̄

)
+RNTr

(
Q̄TNQ̄

)
≤ D̂},

where D̂ ≥ D, and D̂ is named as quasi dimension estimator.

The OMP problem with side information for X is described as the following proto-

col.

For each round t ∈ [T ],

1. the algorithm chooses a matrix Xt ∈ R
m×n,

2. observes a triple (it, jt, yt) ∈ [m]× [n]× {−1, 1}, and then

3. suffers a loss given by hγ(ytXt,(it,jt)).

The goal of the algorithm is to minimize the regret:

RegretOMP(T,X ,X∗) =
T∑

t=1

hγ(ytXt,(it,jt))−
T∑

t=1

hγ(ytX
∗
(it,jt)

),

for any competitor matrix X∗ ∈ X . Note that unlike the standard setting of online

prediction, we do not require Xt ∈ X .

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

problem.

Run the algorithm A and receive the first prediction matrix X1 from A.

In each round t,

1. observe an index pair (it, jt) ∈ [m]× [n],
2. predict ŷt = sgn(Xt,(it,jt)),
3. observe a true label yt ∈ {−1, 1},
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4. if ŷt = yt then Xt+1 = Xt, and if ŷt 6= yt, then feed (it, jt, yt) to A to let it

proceed and receive Xt+1.

Note that we run the algorithm A in the mistake-driven manner, and hence A runs

for M =
∑T

t=1 Iŷt 6=yt rounds, where M is the number of mistakes of the reduction

algorithm above.

The next lemma shows the performance of the reduction.

Lemma 3. Let RegretOMP(M,X ,X∗) denote the regret of the algorithm A in the

reduction above for a competitor matrix X∗ ∈ X , where M =
∑T

t=1 1(ŷt 6= yt).
Then,

M ≤ infPQT∈X (RegretOMP(M,X , P̄ Q̄T ) + hloss(S, (P ,Q), γ)) (21)

≤ supX∗∈X RegretOMP(M,X ,X∗) + hloss(S, γ), (22)

where we define that

hloss(S, γ) = min
P̄ Q̄T∈X

hloss(S, (P ,Q), γ). (23)

Remark 1. If M and N are identity matrices, then we have that RMTr
(
P̄ TMP̄

)
+

RNTr
(
Q̄TNQ̄

)
= m + n. In this case X = {P̄ Q̄T : PQT ∈ R

m×n}, and D̂ =
m+ n.

Proof. Let P and Q be arbitrary matrices such that PQT ∈ R
m×n. Since 1(sgn(x) 6=

y) ≤ hγ(yx) for any x ∈ R and y ∈ {−1, 1}, we have

M =

T∑

t=1

1(ŷt 6= yt) ≤
∑

{t:ŷt 6=yt}
hγ(ytXt,(it,jt))

= RegretOMP(M,X , P̄ Q̄T ) +
∑

{t:ŷt 6=yt}
hγ(yt(P̄ Q̄T )it,jt)

≤ RegretOMP(M,X , P̄ Q̄T ) +

T∑

t=1

hγ(yt(P̄ Q̄T )it,jt)

= RegretOMP(M,X , P̄ Q̄T ) + hloss(S, (P ,Q), γ),

where the second equality follows from the definition of regret, and the third equality

follows from the fact that (P̄ Q̄T )i,j = PiQ
T
j /(‖Pi‖2‖Qj‖2). Since P and Q are

chosen arbitrarily, we get (21).

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

that

M ≤ RegretOMP(M,X , P̄ Q̄T ) + hloss(S, γ)
≤ sup

X∗∈X
RegretOMP(M,X ,X∗) + hloss(S, γ),

which proves (22). ⊓⊔
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5.2 Reduction from OMP with side information to generalised OSDP with

bounded Γ -trace norm

A similar technique is used in [7] and [6]. For side information matrix M ,N we define

a matrix Γ for our generalised OSDP as follows:

Γ =

[√RMM 0
0

√
RNN

]
. (24)

Next we define the decision class K. Let N = m+ n, and for any matrices P and

Q such that PQT ∈ R
m×n, we define

WP ,Q =

[
P̄

Q̄

] [
P̄ T Q̄T

]
=

[
P̄ P̄ T P̄ Q̄T

Q̄P̄ T Q̄Q̄T

]
.

Note that WP ,Q is an N×N symmetric and positive semi-definite matrix with its upper

right m× n component matrix P̄ Q̄T is a competitor matrix for the OMP problem. So,

intuitively, WP ,Q can be viewed as a positive semi-definite embedding of P̄ Q̄T ∈ X .

Then, the decision class is any convex set K ∈ S
N×N
++ that satisfies

K ⊇ {WP ,Q : PQT ∈ R
m×n}.

In this paper, we choose

K = {W ∈ S
N×N
++ : ∀i ∈ [n],Wi,i ≤ 1 ∧Tr(ΓWΓ ) ≤ D̂}. (25)

Then, we define the loss matrix class L. For any (i, j) ∈ [m] × [n], let Z〈i, j〉 ∈
S
N×N
+ be a matrix such that the (i,m + j)-th and (m + j, i)-th components are 1 and

the other components are 0. More formally,

Z〈i, j〉 = 1

2

(
eie

T
m+j + em+je

T
i

)
,

where ek is the k-th basis vector of RN . Note that when we focus on its upper right

m× n component matrix, then only the (i, j)-th component is 1. Then, L is

L = {cZ〈i, j〉 : c ∈ {−1/γ, 1/γ}, i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n]} . (26)

Now we are ready to describe the reduction from the OMP problem for X to the

OSDP problem (K,L). Let A be an algorithm for the OSDP problem.

Run the algorithm A and receive the first prediction matrix W1 ∈ K from A.

In each round t,

1. let Xt be the upper right m× n component matrix of Wt.

// Xt,(i,j) = Wt •Z〈i, j〉
2. observe a triple (it, jt, yt) ∈ [m]× [n]× {−1, 1},

3. suffer loss ℓt(Wt) where ℓt : W 7→ hγ(yt(W •Z〈it, jt〉)),

4. let Lt = ∇W ℓt(Wt) =

{
− yt

γ Z〈it, jt〉 if ytXt,(i,j) ≤ γ

0 otherwise
,
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5. feed Lt to the algorithm A to let it proceed and receive Wt+1.

Since the loss function ℓt is convex, a standard linearlization argument ([14]) gives

ℓt(Wt)− ℓt(W
∗) ≤ Wt •Lt −W ∗ •Lt

for any W ∗ ∈ K. Moreover, since ℓt(Wt) = hγ(ytXt,(it,jt)) and ℓt(WP ,Q) =
hγ(yt(P̄ Q̄T )it,jt), the following lemma immediately follows.

Lemma 4. Let RegretOSDP(T,K,L,WP ,Q) =
∑T

t=1(Wt −WP ,Q) •Lt denote the

regret of the algorithm A in the reduction above for a competitor matrix WP ,Q and

RegretOMP(T,X , P̄ Q̄T ) =
∑T

t=1(hγ(ytXt,(it,jt)) − hγ(yt(P̄ Q̄T )it,jt) denote the

regret of the reduction algorithm for P̄ Q̄T . Then,

RegretOMP(T,X , P̄ Q̄T ) ≤ RegretOSDP(T,K,L,WP ,Q).

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 RegretOSDP(T,K,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
PQT∈X

(RegretOSDP(M,K,L,WP ,Q)

+ hloss(S, (P ,Q), γ))

≤ sup
W ∗∈K

RegretOSDP(M,K,L,W ∗) + hloss(S, γ).

5.3 Application to matrix completion

For the generalised OSDP problem (K,L) with bounded Γ -trace norm defined in (25)

and (26), where Γ is respect to side information matrices M and N , we apply FTRL

algorithm with the generalised log-determinant regularizer. Specifically, the FTRL al-

gorithm makes predictions according to the following formula:

Wt+1 = arg min
W∈K

− ln det(ΓWΓ + ǫE) + η

t∑

s=1

W •Ls, (27)

where ǫ > 0 and η > 0 are parameters.

Moreover the following lemma shows us the quasi-dimension with respect to side

information matrices M ,N ∈ S
N×N
++ . 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 − ln det(W + ǫE).

Lemma 5 (Lemma 8 [8]). Given side information matrices M,N ∈ S
N×N
++ , we define

Γ as

Γ =

[√RM

√
M 0

0
√RN

√
N

]
. (28)

Then we obtain that

Tr(ΓWP,QΓ ) = RMTr
(
P̄ TMP̄

)
+RNTr

(
Q̄TNQ̄

)
. (29)
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Remark 2. Since the definition of Γ in Equation (28), we have that ρ = 1.

Thus we set β = 1, g = 1/γ, ǫ = ρ = 1,τ = D̂, and Γ is given as in Equation (28)

next utilise Theorem 1, so we get the following result

RegretOSDP(T,K,L,W ∗) = O

(
Tη

γ2
+

D̂
η

)
. (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: γ > 0, η > 0, side information matrices M ∈ S
m×m
++ and N ∈ S

n×n
++ . Quasi

dimension estimator 1 ≤ D̂ Γ is composed as in Equation (28), and decision set K is given

as (25).

2: Initialize ∀W ∈ K, setting W1 = W .

3: for t = 1, 2, . . . , T do

4: Receive (it, jt) ∈ [m]× [n].
5: Let Zt =

1

2
(eite

T
m+jt + em+jte

T
it).

6: Predict ŷt = sgn(Wt •Zt) and receive yt ∈ {−1, 1}.

7: if ŷt 6= yt then

8: Let Lt =
−yt
γ

Zt and Wt+1 = argminW∈K − ln det(ΓWΓ +E) + η
∑t

s=1
W •

Ls.

9: else

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

11: end if

12: end for

Usually we set η =

√
γ2D̂/T to minimize (30), we obtain O

(√
D̂T/γ2

)
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 η independent of M to derive a good mistake bound.

Theorem 2. Algorithm 1 with η = cγ2 for some c > 0 achieves

M =

T∑

t=1

Iŷt 6=yt = O

(
D̂
γ2

)
+ 2hloss(S, γ). (31)

Proof. Combining Corollary 1 and the regret bound (30), we have

M = O

(
Mη

γ2
+

D̂
η

)
+ hloss(S, γ).
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Choosing η = cγ2 for sufficiently small constant c, we get

M ≤ M

2
+O

(
D̂
γ2

)
+ hloss(S, γ),

from which (31) follows. ⊓⊔

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 D̂ = m + n and obtain the

mistake bound as follows:

O

(
m+ n

γ2
+ 2hlossPQT∈Rm×n(S, (P ,Q), γ)

)
.

In contrast, there is a case where side information matters non-trivially. Especially,

if U contains (k × l)-biclustered structure(the details are in Appendix) then we obtain

that D̂ ∈ O(k + l), which is strictly smaller than O(m+ n).

Note that in realizable case, our mistake bound becomes O
(

D̂
γ2

)
, which improves

the previous bound O
(

D̂
γ2 ln(m+ n)

)
in [8], removing the logarithmic factor ln(m+

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

et.al. [7]. When U contains (k× l)-biclustered structure (k ≥ l), γ can be set as γ = 1√
l

and our regret bound becomes O(lm). On the other hand, the lower bound of Herbster

et.al. is Ω(lm). 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, · · · , yn} where yi ∈ {1, · · · ,K}. On each

round t, for a given pair of vertices (it, jt) algorithm needs to predict whether they

are in the same class denoted as ŷit,jt . If they are in the same class then yit,jt = 1,
yit,jt = −1, otherwise. Our target is to give a bound of the prediction mistakes M =∑T

t=1 Iŷit,jt 6=yit,jt
.

Definition 2. The set of cut-edges in (G, y) is denoted as ΦG(y) = {(i, j) ∈ E : yi 6=
yj} we abbreviate it to ΦG and the cut-size is given as |ΦG(y)|. The set of cut-edges with

respect to class label k is denoted as ΦG
s (y) = {(i, j) ∈ E : s ∈ {yi, yj}, yi 6= yj}.

Note that
∑k

s=1 |ΦG
s (y)| = 2|ΦG(y)|. Given A ∈ R

n×n such that Aij = Aji = 1 if

(i, j) ∈ E(G) and Aij = 0 otherwise. D is denoted as diagonal matrix with Dii is the

degree of vertex i. We define the Laplacian as 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 RG
i,j between pair (i, j) ∈ V 2 can be defined as

RG
i,j = (ei − ej)L

+(ei − ej), where ei is the i-th vector in the canonical basis of Rn.
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[4] gave a mistake bound as M ≤ O

(
|ΦG|max(i,j)∈V 2 RG

i,j

γ2 lnn

)
.

If we utilise our reduction method, same as in previous main part here we denote that

P̄ , Q̄ ∈ Bn,k and PQT = γU , where U is the potential online matrix for similarity

prediction. Therefore we give the decision set as

WP ,Q =

[
P̄

Q̄

] [
P̄ T Q̄T

]
=

[
P̄ P̄ T P̄ Q̄T

Q̄P̄ T Q̄Q̄T

]
. (32)

Side information is given as PD-Laplacian L̄ from Laplacian L of graph G, thus we

have

Γ =

[√
RL̄L̄ 0

0
√
RL̄L̄

]
(33)

Meanwhile given sparse matrix Zt in following equation

Zt =
1

2
(eie

T
n+j + en+je

T
i ), (34)

and c ∈ {−1/γ, 1/γ}.
Hence we can give the reduced generalised OSDP problem (K,L) with bounded

Γ -trace norm as follows:

K =
{
X ∈ S

n×n
++ : |Xii| ≤ 1,Tr(ΓXΓ ) ≤ D̂

}

L = {cZ〈i, j〉 :: c ∈ {−1/γ, 1/γ}, i ∈ [n], j ∈ [n]} ,

where Γ is defined as above.

According to [8] if U obtains the (k, k)-biclustered structure, and U = RU∗RT ,
we have that Tr(ΓXΓ ) ≤ Tr(RL̄(R

TU∗R)) ≤ 2Tr(RTLR)RL + 2k ≤ O(k).
Moreover we have that

M ≤ O

(
Tr(RTLR)RL

γ2

)
+ min

P̄ Q̄T∈X

T∑

t=1

hγ(yit,jt(PQT )it,jt)

≤ O

(
k

γ2

)
+ min

P̄ Q̄T∈X

T∑

t=1

hγ(yit,jt(PQT )it,jt),

(35)

where X = {P̄ Q̄T : PQT ∈ R
n×n : RL̄Tr(P̄

T L̄P̄ ) + RL̄Tr(Q̄
T L̄Q̄) ≤ D̂} for

some D̂ ≥ Dγ

L̄,L̄
(U).

Remark 3. According to [8], we have that Tr(RL̄(R
TU∗R)) ≤ 2

∑
i,j ‖Ri−Rj‖2+

2k, where
∑

(i,j)∈E ‖Ri − Rj‖2 counts only when there is a edge between different

classes. Due to the definition of |ΦG|, we have that
∑

(i,j)∈E ‖Ri − Rj‖2 = |ΦG|. On

the other hand, RL = maxii L
+ so we obtain that RL ≥ eTi L

+ei, ∀i ∈ [k]. It implies

that 2RL ≥ max(i,j)∈V 2 RG
i,j .



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

7 Conclusion

In this paper, on the one hand we define a generalised OSDP problem with bounded Γ -

trace norm. To solve this problem, we involve FTRL with generalised log-determinant

regularizer and achieve regret bound as O((1 + ρ)g
√
βτT ). 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 boundedΓ -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

RegretOSDP(T,K,L,W ∗) ≤ H0

η
+

η

s
T, (36)

where H0 = maxW ,W ′∈K(R(W ) − R(W
′

)), W ∗ is the static optimal solution of
∑T

t=1 Lt •W . In particular if we choose η =
√
sH0/T then we have

RegretOSDP(T,K,L,W ∗) ≤ 2

√
H0T

s
. (37)

Lemma 7 (Lemma A.1 [13]). Let P and Q be probability distribution over R
V and

φP (u) and φQ(u) be their characteristic functions, respectively. Then

max
u∈RN

|φP (u)− φQ(u)| ≤
∫

x

|P (x)−Q(x)|dx, (38)

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

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

total variation distance δ. Then

H(αP + (1 − α)Q) ≤ αH(P ) + (1− α)H(Q)− α(1− α)δ2, (39)

where H(P ) = Ex∼P [lnP (x)].

Lemma 9 (Lemma A.3 [13]). For any probability distribution P over R
V with zero

mean and covariance matrix Σ its entropy is bounded by the log-determinant of co-

variance matrix. That is

−H(P ) ≤ 1

2
ln(det(Σ)(2πe)V ). (40)

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

e
−x
2 − e−

1−x
2 ≥ e−1/4

2
(1 − 2x), (41)

for 0 ≤ x1/2.

Lemma 11 (Lemma 5.4 [13]). Let X,Y ∈ S
N×N
++ be such that for all i ∈ [N ]

|Xi,i| ≤ β
′

and |Yi,i| ≤ β
′

Then for any L ∈ L = {L ∈ S
N×N
+ : ‖vec(L)‖1 ≤ g}

there exists that

|Xi,j − Yi,j | ≥
|L • (X − Y )|

4β′g
(Xi,i + Yi,i +Xj,j + Yj,j). (42)
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9 Appendix B. Biclustered structure and ideal case of

quasi-dimension

As in [8] we define (k, l)-biclustered structure as follows: For m ≥ k and n ≥ l,

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

B
m×n
k,l = {U ∈ {−1,+1}m×n : r ∈ [k]m, c ∈ [l]n, V ∈ {1,−1}k×l,

Ui,j = Vri,cj , i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n]}.

Denote Bm,d = {R ⊂ {0, 1}m×d : ‖Ri‖2 = 1, i ∈ [m], rank(R) = d}, for any

matrixU ∈ B
m,n
k,l we can decomposeU = RU∗CT for someU∗ ∈ {−1,+1}k×l,R ∈

Rm,k and C ∈ Bn,l. In [8] if the comparator matrix U ∈ B
m×n
k,l , we know that

Dγ
M ,N ≤ 2Tr(RTMR)RM + 2Tr(CTNC)RN + 2k + 2l, if M,N are PD-

Laplacian and Dγ
M ,N ≤ O(k + l).

In graph-based semi-supervised learning [8], for a given row corresponding to a

vertex in the row graph. The weight of edge (i, j) represents our prior belief that row

i 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 L̄ of this row graph. For columns in a partition

of [n] with l cliques, we do the same work. At last we obtain that the Dγ
M ,N ∈ O(k+l).
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