arXiv:2308.15434v1 [cs.LG] 29 Aug 2023

Random feature approximation for general spectral methods

Mike Nguyen* Nicole Miicke
Technical University of Braunschweig Technical University of Braunschweig
mike.nguyen@tu-braunschweig.de nicole.muecke@tu-braunschweig.de

August 30, 2023

Abstract

Random feature approximation is arguably one of the most popular techniques to speed
up kernel methods in large scale algorithms and provides a theoretical approach to the
analysis of deep neural networks. We analyze generalization properties for a large class of
spectral regularization methods combined with random features, containing kernel methods
with implicit regularization such as gradient descent or explicit methods like Tikhonov regu-
larization. For our estimators we obtain optimal learning rates over regularity classes (even
for classes that are not included in the reproducing kernel Hilbert space), which are defined
through appropriate source conditions. This improves or completes previous results obtained
in related settings for specific kernel algorithms.

1 Introduction

The rapid technological progress has led to accumulation of vast amounts of high-dimensional
data in recent years. Consequently, to analyse such amounts of data it is no longer sufficient
to create algorithms that solely aim for the best possible predictive accuracy. Instead, there is
a pressing need to design algorithms that can efficiently process large datasets while minimiz-
ing computational overhead. In light of these challenges, two fundamental algorithmic tools,
fast gradient methods, and sketching techniques, have emerged. Iterative gradient methods
such as acceleration methods [PR19] or stochastic gradient methods [CRR19] leading to favor-
able convergence rates while reducing computational complexity during learning. On the other
hand sketching techniques enable the reduction of data dimension, thereby decreasing memory
requirements through random projections. The allure of combining both methodologies has
garnered significant attention from researchers and practitioners alike. FEspecially for Kernel
based algorithms various sketching tools have gained a lot of attention in recent years. For non-
parametric statistical approaches kernel methods are in many applications still state of the art
and provide an elegant and effective framework to develop theoretical optimal learning bounds
[GM17, LRRC20, LC18]. However those benefits come with a computational cost making these
methods unfeasible when dealing with large datasets. In fact traditional kernelized learning
algorithms require storing the kernel gram matrix K; ; = K(z;, ;) where K(.,.) denotes the
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kernel function and z;, z; the data points. This results in a memory cost of at least O(n?) and a
time cost of up to O(n3) where n denotes the data set size [SS02]. Most popular sketching tools
to overcome these issues are Nystrom approximations [RCRI6] and random feature approxi-
mation (RFA) [ZSD720, RRI6]. In this paper, we investigate algorithms, using the interplay
of fast learning methods and RFA and analyse generalization performance of such algorithms.
Related work was contributed by [RR16] and [CRR19]. They obtained optimal rates for Kernel
Ridge Regression (KRR) and Stochastic Gradient Descent respectively, both algorithms were
combined with RFA. Using a general spectral filtering framework [CDV07] we proved fast rates
for all kind of learning methods with implicit or explicit regularization. For example gradient
descent, acceleration methods and we also cover the results of [RR16] for KRR. Moreover, we
managed to overcome the saturation effect appearing in [RR16] and [CRR19] by providing fast
rates of convergence for objectives with any degree of smoothness. The rest of the paper is
organized as follows. In Section 2, we present our setting and review relevant results on learning
with kernels, and learning with random features. In Section 3, we present and discuss our main
results, while proofs are deferred to the appendix. Finally, numerical experiments are presented
in Section 4.

Notation. By £(H1,Hz2) we denote the space of bounded linear operators between real Hilbert
spaces Hi1, Ha. We write L(H,H) = L(H). For I € L(H) we denote by I'"' the adjoint operator
and for compact I" by (\;(I')); the sequence of eigenvalues. If § € H we write 6 ® 0 := (-, 6)6.
We let [n] = {1,...,n}. For two positive sequences (an)n, (bn)n we write a, S by, if a,, < cb,, for
some ¢ > 0 and a,, =~ b, if both a,, < b, and b, < a,.

2 Setup

We let X C R? be the input space and JJ C R be the output space. The unknown data
distribution on the data space Z = & x Y is denoted by p while the marginal distribution on X
is denoted as px and the regular conditional distribution on ) given = € X" is denoted by p(-|x),
see e.g. [Sha03].

Given a measurable function g : X — R we further define the expected risk as

€(g) = Ell(9(X),Y)] , (2.1)

where the expectation is taken w.r.t. the distribution p and £ : R x ) — R, is the least-square
loss £(t,y) = 3(t —y)2. It is known that the global minimizer of £ over the set of all measurable
functions is given by the regression function g,(x) = fy yp(dy|z).

2.1 Motivation of Kernel Methods with RFA

Kernel methods are nonparametric approaches defined by a kernel K : X x X — R, that is
a symmetric and positive definite function, and a so called regularisation function ¢,. The
estimator then has the form

Ix = o (i)g*y, (2.2)
where §*y = 15 K., S =1 Z?:1<'7Kxj>HKxj7 K, = K(z,.) and H denotes the
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methods of the above form. The idea of this estimator is, when the sample size n is large, the
function S*y = %Z?Zl yi Kz, € H is a good approximation of its mean ¥g, = fX gp(2)Kpdpx.

Hence the spectral algorithm 1) produces a good estimator fy, if ¢ (i) is an approximate

inverse of 3. To motivate RFA we now consider the following examples. The probably most
common example for explicit regularisation is KRR:

z) = Z o K(zi,x), a=(K+ )\nI)_ly, (2.3)
i=1

where K denotes the kernel gram matrix K;; = K(z;,z;). Note that this estimator can be
obtained from by choosing ¢, (t) = t%\ [GM17]. In the above formula the estimator
has computational costs of order O(n?) since we need to calculate the inverse of an n by n matrix.
However, if we assume to have a inner product kernel Ky (z,2") = ®p7(x) " ®p7(2'), where ®ps
is a feature map of dimension M, the computational costs can be reduced to O(nM? + M?3)
[RR16]. To also give an example of implicit regularization we here analyse an acceleration
method, namely the Heavyball method which can also be derived from [PR19] and is
closely related to the normal gradient descent algorithm but has an additional momentum term:

n

fir = Jo = 3" (fulag) = yp) K (g, )+ B = fin) (2.4)

Jj=1

where o > 0, 8 > 0 describe the step-sizes. So in each iteration we have to update our estimator
ft(x;) for all data points. This results in a computational cost of order O(tn?). However if we
again assume to have a inner product kernel Ky (z, ") = ®p/(x) " ®5/(2) we can use theory of
RKHS. Recall that the RKHS of Kj; can be expressed as

Hyr={h: X =R 30 cRM st. h(z) =Dy ()"0}

(see for example [SC08al). Since Kjs € Hys and therefore all iterations f; € Hpas, there exists
some 6; € RM such that f;(z) = ®p(2)"6,. This implies that instead of running (2.4) it is
enough to update only the parameter vector:

n
(07

Orir = 00— — > (Par (i) 0 — yj)Pas () + B0 — 0,1) - (2.5)
j=1

The computational cost of the above algorithm (2.4)) is therefore reduced from O(tn?) to O(tnM).
The basic idea of RFA is now to consider kernels which can be approximated by an inner product
[RROT]:

Koo(z,y) = Knr(z,y) = Y @) ()72 (y), (2.6)
=1

where @g\? X — RM | @S\Z)(aﬁ) = M2 (z,w),...,09(x,wy)) is a finite dimensional
feature map and ¢ : X x Q — R with some probability space (Q, 7). More precisely this paper
investigates RFA for kernels K which have an integral representation of the form



Kaolty) =Y /Q oD (2,0)0 (3, w)dr (). (2.7)
=1

Note that there are a large variety of standard kernels of the form which can be approximate
by (2.6). For example, the Linear kernel, the Gaussian kernel [RR16] or Tangent kernels [Dom20].
In contrast to [RR16], we added an additional sum over different feature maps @g&), for a more
general setting and to cover a special case of Tangent kernels namely the Neural-Tangent Kernel
(NTK) [JHGI8] which provided a better understanding of neural networks in recently published
papers [Paper2], [NS20, LNR21, MOSW22, [0S19]. For one ”hidden layer” the NTK is defined

Koo(z,2') = /§20<wa)0(wa’> + 72 (:UTx' + 72) o <wTa:> o’ (wTa:’> dm(w), (2.8)

where 7, € R and ¢ defines the so called activation function. According to our setting the NTK
from above can be recovered from (2.7]) by setting p = d+2 where d denotes the input dimension

and ¢ (z,w) = 700’ (w'z) for i € [d] and V) (z,w) = o (w ), P42 (z,w) = 770" (w'2).

2.2 Kernel-induced operators and spectral regularization functions

In this subsection, we specify the mathematical background of regularized learning. It essentially
repeats the setting in [GM17] in summarized form. First we introduce kernel induced operators
and then recall basic definitions of linear regularization methods based on spectral theory for
self-adjoint linear operators. These are standard methods for finding stable solutions for ill-
posed inverse problems. Originally, these methods were developed in the deterministic context
(see [EHN96]). Later on, they have been applied to probabilistic problems in machine learning
(see, e.g., [CDVOT7] or [GMIT]).

Recall that Hj; denotes the RKHS of the kernel Kj; defined in (2.6). We denote by Sy :
Hy — L*(X, px) the inclusion of Hy; into L?(X, px) for M € NU oco. The adjoint operator
St L2(X, px) — Has is identified as

SXJQ_LQ(QT)KM,xPX(dw)

where Ky, denotes the element of s equal to the function ¢ — Kjys(x,t). The covariance
operator X7 : Hyr — Has and the kernel integral operator Ly : L2(X, px) — L?(X, px) are
given by

EMf = SK/[SMf:/<f7KM,m>HMKM,pr(d:U)
X

Larf = SuSiyf = /X f(@) Kropx (de)

which can be shown to be positive, self-adjoint, trace class (and hence is compact). Here K,
denotes the element of Hjs equal to the function ¢ — Kjps(z,t). The empirical versions of
these operators, corresponding formally to taking the empirical distribution of px in the above
formulas, are given by



S i Har — R, (Suf). = (F Kt )y,

J

O Ox 1 g
SMZRn—>HM, SMy:nz:ly]KM’xj7
]:
1
v =8ySm: Hu — Hu, Ypm = - Zl<‘7KM,xj>HMKM,mj‘
]:

Further let the numbers p; are the positive eigenvalues of Y satisfying 0 < pj41 < pj for all
J > 0and pj \, 0.

Definition 2.1 (Regularization function). Let ¢ : (0,1] x [0,1] — R be a function and write
dx = @(A,.). The family {dx}x is called regularisation function, if the following condition holds:

(i) There exists a constant D < oo such that for any 0 < A <1

sup [t (t)] < D. (2.9)
o<t<1

(i) There exists a constant E < oo such that for any 0 < A <1
E
sup [6x(0)] < .

0<t<1

(iii) Defining the residual r\(t) :== 1 — ¢ (t)t, there exists a constant co < oo such that for any
0<A<1

sup |ra(t)] < co. (2.10)

It has been shown in e.g. Gerfo et al. (2008), Dicker et al. (2017), Blanchard and Miicke (2017)
that attainable learning rates are essentially linked with the qualification of the regularization
{¢x}, being the maximal v such that for any ¢ € [0,7] and for any 0 < A <1

sup [ (8)[t7 < cqA?, (2.11)
0<t<1

for some constant ¢, > 0.

3 Main Results

3.1 Assumptions and Main Results

In this section we formulate our assumptions and state our main results.



Assumption 3.1 (Data Distribution). There exists positive constants Q and Z such that for
all 1 > 2 with | € N,

1
[ wlanty | ) < 51222
y 2

px-almost surely. The above assumption is very standard in statistical learning theory. It is
for example satisfied if y is bounded almost surely. Obviously, this assumption implies that the
regression function g, is bounded almost surely, as

()] < [ oldoly | ) < ( R x>)§ <Q

Assumption 3.2 (Kernel). Assume that the kernel Ko, has an integral representation of the
form @7) with 30, | (z,w)? < k2 almost surely.

Assumption 3.3 (Source Condition). Let R > 0, r > 0. Denote by Lo : L*(X,px) —
L?(X, px) the kernel integral operator associated to K,. We assume

9p = ﬁgoh ) (3'1)

for some h € L*(X, px), satisfying ||h||;2 < R .

This assumption characterizes the hypothesis space and relates to the regularity of the regression
function g,. The bigger r is, the smaller the hypothesis space is, the stronger the assumption is,
and the easier the learning problem is, as £ (L% X) C L (L% X) if 1 > r9. The next assumption
relates to the capacity of the hypothesis space.

Assumption 3.4 (Effective Dimension). For some b € [0,1] and ¢, > 0, X satisfies
New = t1(Loo(Loo + M) < A7 forallA>0 (3.2)

and further we assume that 2r +b > 1.

The left hand-side of is called effective dimension or degrees of freedom [CDVO07]. It is
related to covering/entropy number conditions, see [SC0O8a]. The condition (3.2)) is naturally
satisfied with b = 1, since ¥ is a trace class operator which implies that its eigenvalues {1},
satisfy p; < i7'. Moreover, if the eigenvalues of ¥ satisfy a polynomial decaying condition
Wi ~ 1-¢ for some ¢ > 1, or if X is of finite rank, then the condition holds with b = 1/¢,
or with b = 0. The case b = 1 is refereed as the capacity independent case. A smaller b allows
deriving faster convergence rates for the studied algorithms. The assumption 2r + b > 1 refers
to easy learning problems and if 2r + b < 1 one speaks of hard learning problems [PVRB18§|. In
this paper we only investigate easy learning problems and leave the question, how many features

M are needed to obtain optimal rates in hard learning problems [LRRC20], open for future work.

We now derive a generalisation bound of the excess risk ||g, — Sar f]| 12(p,) With respect to our
RFA estimator,
A= oGSy

The main idea of our proof is based on a bias-variance type decomposition: Further introducing



Ix = Syoa(Lar)gp,
we write
g — St 200y < 190 = Saa 5l L2 (o) + 1Sacf5 = SaafA 12 (pu) (3.3)

—: BIAS + VARIANCE . (3.4)

We bound the bias and variance part separately in Proposition [A-1] and [A-3] to obtain the
following theorem.

Theorem 3.5. Provided the Assumptions , we have for A = Cn~ 75 log®(2/6)

and 6 € (0,1) with probability at least 1 — ¢,

* * e .. [18
H%—SMﬁﬂm@wﬁ”%—SMﬁWﬂmVHwMA_SMﬁﬂB@“SC%QHH%BH(5>

as long asv >05+r1V1,

nﬁ re (0, %)
Mz Clog(n) - {n 550 re[41]
N r € (1,00)

2r+b ~ _
and n > ngy = e2r+-1  where the constants C,C and C are independent of n, M, \ and can be

found in section[A.]].

If we can not make any assumption on the effective dimension i.e. assuming the worst case b =1
we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.6. Provided the Assumptions (51 [3.3 , [5.3, with r = 0.5 we have for X =
Cn~2log3(2/8) and § € (0,1) with probability at least 1 — 6,

=9 _1 18
9= Sut gy < oo ()

as longasv >05+rVvi, Mz(:"log(n)-n% and n > 8.



4 Numerical Illustration

We analyze the behavior of kernel GD (algorithm for 8 = 0) with the RF of the NTK
kernel . In our simulations we used n = 5000 training and test data points from a standard
normal distributed data set with input dimension d = 1 and a subset of the SUSY[Y] classification
data set with input dimension d = 14. The measures we show in the following simulation are
an average over 50 repetitions of the algorithm. Our theoretical analysis suggests that only
a number of RF of the order of M = O(y/n - dﬂ suffices to gain optimal learning properties.
Indeed in Figure [4] we can observe for both data sets that over a certain threshold of the order
M = O(y/n - d), increasing the number of RF does not improve the test error of our algorithm.

SUSY Data Error Random Data Error
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Figure 1: Heat plot of the testerror for different numbers of RF M and interations 7.
Left: Error of SUSY data set. Right: Error of random data set.

"https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/SUSY
2The linear factor of d is hidden in the constants of our results and can be found in the proof section.
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A Appendix

The proof section is organized as follows. In Appendix I we give the proofs of our main results,
in Appendix II we prove some technical inequalities and Appendix III contains all the needed
concentration inequalities.

For the proofs we will use the following shortcut notations. For any Operator A and A > 0 we
set Ay := A + Al where I denotes the identity operator and for any function g we define the
vector g = (g(x1),...,9(x,)) € R™.

A.1 Appendix I

To prove the following statements we need to condition on a couple of events:

4% B 2k%Bm AK* Ny (V) +1)
< =1 z
=3 VT (¢ Py =log =5,

42N, (V) + 1)
6| Looll ’

1 s _1
B = { DN OIVED I

4K* oo 2pK? o
= 3MA MAx [

BN 2K 4k2Nz,, (M) 2
oAy =2 < M log —
M,A( M M>HHS <ﬁn+ " 85 (

42 4K2 2
< K i /i./\[goo()\) log 2\
HS AM AM 5

2K N 4/12./\/500(/\))1 2}’

Es

S|
a
I
— —N— = N A A

_1 _1
L 2\(Lar — Loo) L B = log

00,

&
I

_1 _1
L 2\(Lar — Loo)L

00,

IS
I

_1

VAM M 085
br= ‘gM_EMHHSS (f*%) logi}
’ H Van vn 5
Ey = %ng—@wf;‘ z—ng—st;HiQ(pz) §2<%+\‘%> logi},

where By := 4(Q? + C.Z,R,D )\*2(%fr)+)7 Vy = V2(Q + Cw.R,D )\,(%,TH)ng — SMf:‘\‘HLQ(pz) and
Cw.R,D = 2k RD. In section we prove that all of the above events occur with probability
at least 1 — 9.

First we start bounding the bias part of our excess risk (3.4]).

Proposition A.1l. Given the Assumptions , and premise that the events

11



Es, E5, Eg from above occur, then we have for

2
SPKA’BW V C(;H re (0, %)
> 8pr2 Boo VCT 1
M= | B ,\) \ )\1+b(2r i) \/Cén S [§a1]
)\QT V Cs r € (1,00),

that the bias term can be bounded by
ng - SMf;:HLQ(px) < 3}267‘\/1)\T~

Proof. We use from Assumption (3.3 that g, = LI h with [[A[|12(,,) < R to obtain,
190 = SarfXllz2(p,) = 1(Larda(Lar) = DL L2,y < Rlra(Lar) L5

where 7 denotes the residual polynomial from (2.10). For the last term we have

PV e 2
< 3Rcmi A,

(A.1)

where we used for the last inequality that from we have Hm (La)L TVl)H < e AV
and glven the events EQ,E5,E6 and the conditions on M we have from Proposition [A.T6]

EEOW RS

O

Now we want to bound the variance term. To do so we first need the following technical

proposition.

Proposition A.2. Given the Assumptions[3.1] , and premise that the events E1— FEy

from above occur, then we have for any s € [0,0.5]

1y o4 o 2
a) HEM "6aEa)Sir (v - Suf) ’ <12D <log <+ Rcm) P
Hwm
g _
b) HEZQ\/[ ra(Zar) fx - < 12DRC%+T)\T s,
as long as
Lﬁiﬁ‘” V Csx re(0,3)
1
8pr2Boc VO
M > (8p B/\ )VCY \Vi )\1+l§22T—1) V, Cé,n re [%’ 1]
)\QT V Cs r € (1,00),
(0, 31,

mVn2Vn3Vn re
n > 1
mVnaVnzVmVnsVns >3,

where C1 = 2(4k log %)2’”*1(819/12500)1*” , Oy = 4(4cyk? log %)2’”*1(81%2500)2*2’",

Cy :=4r1C2 log? 2 Gy =8| Loo| 7 log? 2, Bos = log w, Cr,r from Proposition

Ol Lol

[4.6,
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o 8K213 _ 8QZk

m: N\ m = )\T-i-% )
128Q2(1 + 2log 2)Nz.. (M) 2R, (QF + C2 )
3= 2T v = N2rH(1—2r)F ’
1005%Nz. (A) log? 2 8C2 k1 log? 2
N5 = 3 ; M= o

- 2 2
and 3 := log e ((1+2lo§‘2104ﬁf£w (/\)H), Ck,r,D = 22" RD.

Proof. a) We start with the following decomposition

i oS (v - Su )

L? (Px)

1 ~
< ’EM?)\S&(?J_SMJC;)

1 ~ 1
DI FRENOIDI N

‘HM

=J.1II. (A.2)

I) Provided the events E1, Fy, Ey, Fs5, Eg hold true we have from Proposition ,
1 1
EAaSi

< 2 . Using this inequality we obtain

1_ ~ 1
DN

1 1
S AR A (EM) X5

11
<A zM,A¢A<EM)| HE}W,@M?A < A~4D,
where D is defined in (2.9).
I1) For the second term we have
1 ~
HZM?ASX/[ (y - SMf:) ‘
Hum
—-3 o —-3 &« S px
< HZM?)\SM(?/_gp) + HEM?)\SM(gp_SMf)\)
Hum Hum

=1+
For the first norm i) we use the bound of event Eg together with the bound of

NgM(A) < (1 + 2log ?)4/\[500()\),
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to obtain

4Q7Zk  4Q/Nz,, (V) 2
S(ﬁn T m )10%

1z 8Qy(1+21082) N (V) o
< \ﬁn + \/ﬁ ogg

2
S Ar log gv

1
HEM?,\SL(y = 9p)
Hm

128Q2(142log 2 )Nz, (M)
)\27" .

8QZk
ATHS

where we used in the last inequality that n > ny V n3 := \%

For the second norm i) we first use that

2

EEE o N
HEM?»% = || (ShsSar + 271285,

= || (SiiSar + 07285180 (S5 Ss + 22|

to obtain together with the bound of event FEy,

S\X/[S\M(S\XJS\M + )\)_1H <1,

1 o ~
SainSir (50— Suf3)

Hum

¢ 30 Suss[ - low = S5l

IN

+1lgp — SMf;Hm(pz)

4(@2 +C2pp A—a(%—m) V2 (Q +Crrp )\—(%—r)+> g0 = Suf5 ) 2 5
2 + log - +

IN

||9p - SMf;pr(pz)-

From Proposition we further obtain

|28 (30— S 15)

Hum

1@+ C2ppA0-207) V2(Q+ Corp A G )3ReN | g
< |2 — + log — + 3R A"

/ 2
< A < lOg S + SRC'I‘\/l) s

where we used in the last inequality that n > ny =
have for the second term

2122, (Q*+CE p.p)

2rr_2n T . Therefore we

2 2
7 <\ <log 5 + 1/log 5 + 3Rcrv1>

14



Plugging the bounds of I and IT in (A.2)) proves the claim.

b)Using Mercers theorem (see for example [SCO8b]) we have

1 ~
< A8 212\/[7)\7"/\(2M)f;

Hu

1_ e
HE& ) f3

Hu
1

~_1 1
—S 2 2
<A EM,)\EM,)\

Hum

where we used Proposition for the last inequality. To continue we write out the definition
of f} to obtain

~1 ~
2270 B3 (Em) fX

L? (Pac)

~1 ~
<omy B @i | (A3)

To bound the last term we need to differ between the following two cases.
e CASE (r < 3) : To bound the norm of (A:3) for r < 1 we start with

~1 ~
%,m(%)&M(ﬁWﬁ;H

< || S3anEaStio(ean Cna || €37 Lre|

~[EhamEanseasioean)| | e

IN
\g}]

1
o) x|

1 ~
AT (Z0) X0

1
Ly o(Lar)|| < D2 and from Proposition |A.7| together

From Proposition [A.10| we have

2r
< 22" < 2 (as long as event Ej holds

1 1

with |A.14] we have HEM‘AEZO,)\H < H£M2A£§O A
true). Using those bounds we obtain for (A.3])

< ADRA "2 . (A.4)

Hnr

1_ —~
Hzﬂz () £

1 ~
It remains to bound 212\47/\7“,\(21\4)27]"\/[7)\ . Using the events E1, s, E4, Eg we have from

2r
< 2. From this bound together with

~ ~_1 1
Proposition |A.15{that || 37,25, < S 55

15



(2.11) we obtain

1 ~ 1 -
2 T 2 -Tr T
ERArAE) || < | BRara(En) B HEM,A M,AH
1
5+r —-r T
SC%H)‘Q YN MAH
1
< ZC%_H)\Q

Plugging the above bound into (A.4)) gives

< 8DRC%+T>\T_S.

1.
HEJQW () fi
Hu

e CASE (r > 1) : To bound the norm of (A.3) for r > % we start similar with

~1 ~
z@mmM)sm(zM)ﬁ;H
< iﬂﬂA@M)Sj%ﬁ(ﬁM ﬁ(rw Hﬁ v OOAH

=Bt @ sirotea) HHc e

ﬁmwM)H < DA b and [[e35 s | <
A~ Using those bounds we obtain for

1 ~
AT (ZM) Zy (WI

IN
)

chote s es |

From Proposition [A.10| and [A.16| we have

6DR

L L |G S IS Gl
Has - )\%—l—s—i—(l—r)*‘ M\ M\

(A.5)

~1 ~
It remains to bound ||X3, \7\(Z M)EE\ZV; . From (2.11)) and Proposition |A.17| we have
E% $ V)| o |2 r\/l r\/l)
M,,\T/\( M)EM,)\ = EM (ZM EM,\ 2
1, (rv1) (rv1)

< S|
1

S 2C%+T)\2+(TV )

HSM?“)\(EM)JCAHLQ o S 12DRey N

Combining the bounds of both cases proves the claim. ]

16



Now we are able to bound the variance term.
Proposition A.3. Provided the same assumptions of Proposition we have for any s €

[0,0.5]
2 _
< (12D <log 5 + Rcrv1> + 12DRcé+r> A8
Hwnr

1, .
H% (R =10

Proof. We start with the following decomposition
(A.6)

AT
Hnr
< HE%WS <¢A(§M)§X4y - ¢A(§M)§Mf§) ‘
Hn
i Hz%;sm(imf:

(A7)

1 SN .
+ Hsz (¢A(2M)EM_I)JC/\
Hum

(A.8)

Hm
(A.9)

1y o~ A ~
- [=h s @S (v - 5|
Hu
=I+1I
For I) we have from Proposition a)
2
I < 12D (10g g + RCT\/l> A8

and for IT) we have from Proposition b)
[T <12DRey N7
O

Combining those bounds proves the claim.
Theorem A.4. Provided all the assumptions of Proposition we have

2
Igp — Sar A N L2(p) < <3R0rv1 +12D <10g 5+ Rcrw) + 12DRC;+T> A"

Proof. We start with the following decomposition
(A.10)

9o = Sar 3 N L2 (00) < 190 = Sarf3lL2(00) + IS0 X = S fXN 200y 7= Th + T

We will now bound T; and 75 separately :

T1) For the first term of ({A.10) we have from Proposition
19p = SarfXllL2(p,) < 3Rema A" (A11)

T5) For the second norm in (A.10) we have from Mercers Theorem (see for example [SCO8D])
and Proposition
) +12DRe, +r> A

1
10 £ = St fill 2 = Hz;,(fi” e

Combining this bound with the bound of T} proves the claim.

2
< (12D (log -+ Repvt
Har 0

17



O]

Proof of Theorem [3.5 The proof follows from|A.4|. First we need to check if A = C’n_ﬁ log® %
for some C' > 0 fulfills the conditions of [A.2)on n and M. Using the bound of we have that
the condition n > n; V2 V3 V g V ng is fulfilled if

log( A1 1 92
anl( ()\ )+/\2T+b>log357

where

482
cl = max{&@?, 8QZk, 382Q%c, 72R263\/1 (Q2 + C’,%’R’D) } ~max{1, log r Cb}

Lol

__1
Therefore for the case r < % it is enough to assume A = 2¢yn 2r+b log?’% as long as n > ng

1 2r+b
where ng > nj"™** log(ng) or equivalent ng > e2-+o-1. In case r > % it remains to check if n > ns.

This holds if n > 1133 log3% with cp := 100x2¢c, and therefore the condition on n is fulfilled if

A= Cn me log? 2 where C' := max{2c, co}. The condition on M is fulfilled if

8pk?Boo 1
pn}\,@ V 057,{ r e (0, 5)
1
8pk2Boo VCT VCo 1
MZ W\/C&H re [571]
2
LAV G € (1,00).

Using A = C’n_ﬁ log® % we have that the condition is fulfilled if

1 1
8p2Boo V Ci e V (C{ v C'z) LoV Cs |02 re (0,3)
v L
B Clog® 2 " 2
nzr+o r € (1,00).
Note that
1
8pk?Boo V Csi V (Cf Vv 02> Ly V Cs )
< C'log(n),
C’log?’% - g(n)
~ 4 -1 2 402
for C = 8])/432 . max{l, log A‘L‘S[;;ic'f} 8| Lol \/85216%& V4RACE
Therefore the condition on M holds true if
R r e (0, %)
M > Clog(n) - {n" o™ re [1,1]
nE r € (1,00).

18



Theorem [A. 4] now states:

lgp — Sar Y N L2(pn) <

2
3Rcy1 + 12D (log 5 + Rcrvl) + 12DRC%+T> 2\ (A.12)

7~ N 7 N

2 2\"
3Repy1 + 12D <log 5+ Rcrv1> +12DRey +T> (Cnmib log® 5)
(A.13)

C'log® 1 <(25> n= %, (A.14)

IN

where

C = <3Rcrv1 +12D(1 + Repyr) + 12DRC%+T,>CT,

provided that the events Fq1 — Eg from occur. Since each event occurs with probability at
least 1 — 0 (see section |A.3]), Proposition proves that (A.12)) holds true with probability at
least 1 — 9. Redefining 6 = 9§ proves the statement.

O

A.2 Appendix II

Proposition A.5. Let E; be events with probability at least 1 — §; and set

If we can show for some event A that P(A|E) > 1 — 6y then we also have

P(A) > /EP(A]w)dP(w) > (1 - 0)P(E)

k k k
= (1—6) (1 - P(U(Q/Eﬁ)) > (1—96) (1 —Z@) >1-) 5
=1 =0

=1

Proposition A.6 ([GM17] (Proposition B.1.)). Let By, By be two mon-negative self-adjoint
operators on some Hilbert space with || Bj|| < a,j = 1,2, for some non-negative a.

(i) If 0 < r <1, then
|Bi — B3|l < Cr[|B1 — Ba",

for some C,. < o0.

(i) If r > 1, then
1B1 — Bs|| < Car

|B1 — Ba||,

for some Cg, < 00.

Proposition A.7 (Fujii et al., 1993, Cordes inequality). Let A and B be two positive bounded
linear operators on a separable Hilbert space. Then

|A*B®|| < [|[AB||®, when 0<s<1.

19



Proposition A.8 ([RR16] (Proposition 9)). Let H,K be two separable Hilbert spaces and X, A
be bounded linear operators, with A :H — K and B : H — H be positive semidefinite.

IAB?|| < |AII'=7 | AB|”, Vo € [0,1].

Proposition A.9. Let Hy, Hy be two separable Hilbert spaces and S : Hi — Ho a compact
operator. Then for any function f : [0, ||S|]] = [0, oo,

f(887)8 = Sf(5°S5)

Proof. The result can be proved using singular value decomposition of a compact operator. [

Proposition A.10 ([LC18] (Lemma 10)). Let L be a compact, positive operator on a separable
Hilbert space H such that ||L|| < k. Then for any X > 0,

(L + X)x(L)|| < 2DA"1=%) va e 0,1],
[LpA(L)|| < DA~ va € [0,1],

where D is defined in ([2.9)).
Proposition A.11. Assuming the event from Proposition[A.21]:

1

_1 1
Ey = {HEOO?)\(EM — EOO)EOO?)\

I R T RN (V) +1)
< oo — 1 = )
o Vo 7 o8 S Lool|

holds true. Then we have for any M > %7

13 lloo < 22t pD /\7(%%)4:
1
| £ ll30 < 26*"RD A-G-nt

Proof. Note that f € Hys. Therefore we obtain from the reproducing property and the defini-
tion g, = LT h, for any z € X

f;(l’) = <f:\k7KM(x7 ))?—LM

< Kl Xl
= Kl Sar o (Lar)gplly,,
1
=K L:]QW(b)\(ﬁM)ﬁgoh
L?(pz)
Using the assumption ||h[[z2(,,) < R we therefore have
Hf*H < kR E% (T/\%) _(T/\%) r _ A
NI Mgb)\(,CM)[,M,)\ [’M,)\ L l|l=rRI-II, (A.15)
o < R||C2 o0 e e | =R 111 A16
1w < M¢>\( M) M M oofl = TS (A.16)

20



I) For the first norm in (A.15) we have from Proposition that

I—Hﬁgf(’"A ))w(LM)H {gA ’“i

(I T

)+

< DX G

IT) For the second norm in (|A.15) we have from the assumption and Proposition that

1 11 ol 1 .
H'CM?)\L?)O A EMZ/\ﬁgo NI =
. 1 1
leaiena]| < Hc i | <ar <o r<l

S 2521"

Plugging the bounds of I and I7 into (A.15]) leads to
)+

1£5 oo < 262 TP RD A=(G)T
1 £5 9y, < 262 RD A~

O]

Proposition A.12. Let ‘H be a separable Hilbert space and let A and B be two bounded self-
adjoint positive linear operators on H and X\ > 0. Then

N =

<(1+¢)

—~
—_
|
2}
~—
N[
N
[V
Ss!
N

with

Proof. The proof for the first inequality can for example be found in [RR16] (Proposition 8).
Using simple calculations the second inequality follows from

H(AJr)\I)%(BJr)\I)’% 2 H(BJF/\I)*%(AJFM)(BJFM),%

< |[(B+AnTHA-B)(B+ AN

Il <1+¢

Proposition A.13 ([RR16] (Lemma 9)). Assume that the event

2K 2K 2
E6={||£oo—£M||Hs§<M \ﬁ) }

hold true then for any M > 8k L]~ log? 2 we have

1
I£aell = Sl Looll-

21



Proof. For M > 8k*||Lso|| =" log? 2 we obtain || Lo — Lar]|l g < 3]|Lool| and therefore

1
10l 2 [[£ocll = [1£oc = Latllprs = 5L

O
Proposition A.14. Providing Assumption[3.9 and assume the event
3 4K2Boo 2pK* B
b2 = OMEM Lo)loa| = 3amn "V 2 [
where By = log W , holds true. Then we have for any M > %,
1 1 1 _1
H‘CMZ)\E;)\ 2’ H‘C]2\4)\£002)\ <2
Proof. From the bound of event E5 we have for any A > 0,
-1 4K Boo 2pK* B
L 2 Ly — L)L < . AT
From M > % we therefore obtain
1 3
HE V(L — Loo) L 2 || < 1 (A.18)
The result now follows from Proposition O

Proposition A.15. Providing Assumption[3.3 and assume the events from Proposition [A.21],

1o _1 |l 4K2By \/m ANy (N) +1)
— 2 . 2 < = M
El { EM,)\<ZM ZM)EM)\ = T30 + \ ; /BM IOg (SH[«MH )
Ul 46%Be | [20R%Be 12 (N (V) + 1)
- < = G
Fy { L (EM L )‘Coo)\ = 300 Mhx [ Poo =1 ]| Lol ’
1 _1 4K? 4k2Ne  (N) 2
- 2 - 2 < > =
Ey { [’oo,)\(‘CM EOO)LOQA s <)\M + i 10g5 )
262 2K 2
Eg = {Hﬁoo —Lyllps < < M \ﬁ) log }
~ _ K2 og 2
hold true. Then we have for any n > 8“;B with 8 = log4 ((Hzl(i‘z?j'vﬁ“ A+1) and M >

% V 8k Loo| "t log? 2 that
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Proof. From the event F; we have for any A > 0,

1

1 s~ _1
H2M3<2M-2M)2M3

482 (N ), (V) +1)

4m2ﬂ+ 2K2[3
— 3nA n\

(A.19)

with By = log . Using the events FEs, Fy together with M > % we obtain

L]l
from Proposition Aéhat
Ney, (N < <1+2log )4./\& (N). (A.20)

From the event Eg we obtain from Proposition that

1
€0l = Sl oo (A.21)

4k ((1421og 2 ) AN, o, (A)+1)

Note that the bounds of (A.20) and (A-21)) imply Ba; < § = log STEST . Using

this together with n > % we obtain

1

_1 s _
HEMSGM4—ZM)EM3

o foT

3n\ ) (A-22)
4&26 /@23 3

<30 \/ (A.23)

The result now follows from Proposition [A.12] O

e~ \

Proposition A.16. Providing Assumption[3.3 and assume the events

1 4K2 B 2pk2 B 4k2(Nzo, (N) + 1)
< = 0
2= {H L~ L)L < Gy MA [ Poo =1 el
2K 42Nz () 2
Es = {H oLy =L )H (\fM—F — 108;5 ;
262 2k 2
= _ < (2, 2 20
o= {16~ Larls < (e + 22 Y 1og ]
hold true. Then for any
7813:-:;\500 r € (0,

—_

N[
— ~—

1
M > (8pK2Boo)VCT
b\ LV )\1+b(2'r n TE [

M
Cs
o

—
= o=

700)

we have
(rv1) H
ezl < e
where C1 = 2(4k log %)2T—1(8pli2,300) =", Cy = 4(4cpk? log 5)%_1(8p’i2ﬂoo)2_2ry
Cs = 4/@40277, log? % and with C\., from Proposition .
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Proof. For the proof we need to differ between the following three cases:

e CASE (r < 1) : From the event E, together with Proposition |A.14] we have
2

—(’I“\/].) r _ —1 r
H‘CM,A so|| = ||EnmaLoon

r—1 —r T
S T
2r

_1 1
< )\T—l ‘CMZ)\Ego)\ < 221”)\7‘—1 < 3)\7’—1'

e CASE (r € [3,1]) : Using HE;OI’AET ’ < A" ! we have

00,

—(rVv1) pr _ r
HEM(,/\v )Eoo,/\H - "CMI,A oo,)\H (A.24)

) :WH + AL (A.25)

S (CreEs

00,

For the norm of the last inequality we have from the algebraic identity
Al -Bl=A"YA-B)B &

—1 -1 -1 -1
H <£M,)\ - Eoo,A) go,AH = H'CM,,\(EM«\ - ﬁoo,/\)ﬁgo)\”
and from event Fs together with Proposition we further have

HEJT/[I,)\(ﬁM,)\ - EOO,A)KZQ&H

_if| -t -3 -
SAT2|L)AL5 N ‘EOO?A(EMA_'COO’A)EZO&
_1
§2/\_% ﬁoo?)\(ﬁM,A—EOO,A)‘Cg;i :

Since o := 2 — 2r < 1 we have from Proposition

_1
2

HEOO,A(ﬁM,)\ — Loon) LN

2r—1 1 11227

L 2\(Lary — Loop) L2

00,

1

< Hﬁ;fA(/lM,,\ — Loo))

Using the bounds of the Events Es and E5 we have for the last expression

2r—1 2—2r
< 2K N 4k2Nz o (N) o 2 452 Boo N 2pK2Boo
= 1\Vamr M 55 3MA MX
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with B, = log w. Using this together with M > % and the simple
inequality (a + b)?" ! < a? ! + b~ we have
-1 —
[(exia = 25) 25
2r—
cor-t 4k log 2 N 4k2N; (N) log 2 4/@'2500 [2pK2Boo
- VAM M 3MA M
4rlog 2 4K2N7 (\)log 2 o 2pK2[3

< 2)\_% g 5 + Loo g5 PR Poo

- VM M M

< Cy CONg (N1 <

— AMT + MN3—2r — )\Mr M3~ 2r+b(2r 1)’

where we used in the last inequality the assumption N (\) < ¢A™? and set O =

I3

2(4rklog 2)2 "1 (8pK? )", O = A(4cpk®log® 2)* 1 (8pk?Bog)? ™2 . From M > C;
M > % we obtain

and

-1 -1 r r—1
[(eah £t ]| < 35 e <22

Plugging this bound into (A.25]) leads to

st el < 3

e CASE (r>1):

T\/l
[ nin e = etz
§1+”‘CM,A oA — TMA)H

S 1+ AT m,rHﬁoo,)\ - EM,/\Ha

where C), , is defined in Proposition From the bound of event Eg we therefore obtain

Jesin e

Z 22 log = < 3
T ar) %

where used M > C3A\™%", with C5 = 4&46’1271“ log? 2.

§ 1 + )\TCI,T'<

Proposition A.17. Assume with r > % holds true and that the events
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l 45251\/[ 2ﬁ2ﬂM 4&2(/\/5 ()\)—i-l)
B ={ |5, (2 Su ) Saa | < / , —1 M ,
! { M SMPEMA = g + nA Far = log 0| Larll
-1 4K2 B 2pK2 P 42N, (V) + 1)
Ey =< |IL.A(L Loo)L < o =1 S ,
2 { Al = L)L S h TV T [ 2 S Lol
AN 2K 4k2Nz,, (M) 2
By — 22<2—2) < ) ) pe 24
3 { M\ =M M HS_<\/Xn+ " og5
1 4K 4k2Ne (M) 2
Ey=<|IL.A(L Loo)L < 20 log =
4 { AL = Loo) Loy HS‘(AM+ M 5
S 262 27 2
E:E—EH<——1—.
sl (2 5) )
hold true. Then we have for any M > 8o gnd p > Vs V ith — 828 =
. Y = ) Zm 2775 7761211Z m = —x,7 =
1006%Nz.o (M)A log® 2, ng = 8C2 kA" log® 2 and 3 :=log = ((1-&-210(;5"2)004-'/'\/'[00 Bl
HE TVI)Z(T\/I H<2
Proof.
Case r < [3,1]: From the bound of event E3 we obtain
S—(rvl) er
et = [z
St (B -z 1
_H M,,\ M M HS+
1 ||a-L 1 -1 7a
< =[S [[Fais (Bu - = )'
\& M ‘ MATM M HS
1 ||a-L o1 2K 42Nz, (M) 2
— 1 Z)A2] M log —.
VAT MATMA (\/>n+ n 85
Assuming the other events to hold true we have from Proposition
1l 1
i <2
and therefore
2
IS5l < ( LA NLM(A)>log§' (A.26)
n

Assuming the events Es, E; we have from

Ny < (14 21085 ) e, ()
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Plugging this bound into (A.26)) leads to

[Ssis] < 2 (2 ¢4m2<1+2mg§>wﬁww

2
7\ Vo + - log 5 <2 (A.27)

where we used n > 100x*N,__ (M)A~ log? % in the last inequality.

Case r > 1: From Proposition and the bound of event E7 we have

(rv1) rvl
T Y e R

<A, — 2,

’ +1
HS

< AAT(I@T

iM—EMH S—l—l
2K 2K 2
< \T 1 1<2
C’”(n +\/ﬁ> og5+

where we used n > 80,%/14)\_27" log? % for the last inequality.

Proposition A.18. Assume the events

1

By = H‘MALM Loo)L 2, AK* (Nl (V) +1)

O Looll

< =
- 3MA M foo =1

2 2
< 4k N 42Nz () logz ’
e = \ MM AM 5

hold true. Then we have for any M > %;

45°B0c | 2pm2500},

1
124 - {" [eS) A l:AI L )Z:QDA

Ny O) < (14 21085 ) e, ()

Proof.

1112

1 _1
New (W) < TlLa L3\ L3 A Lol

:@@{%HWW Lo DW Lo

2

1 _1
= Wew +1Bllas) || L3 ALar

)

1
where B := L__ : WL =L )E . From Event E4 we have

252 k2N (N) 2
B < .
| HHS_2<)\M+ N; log(S
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Using A > 4k?>M~! we obtain
2
IBllus < 2Nz, (A)log -

Further we have from event Fy and Proposition

To sum up, we obtain

1 1

2
1 _1 2
NewN) < Nz + 1Bllas)|[L2 0 L0m < (1 +2log 5)4/%00@).

A.3 Appendix III

Proposition A.19. Let X1,--- , X, be a sequence of independently and identically distributed
selfadjoint Hilbert-Schmidt operators on a separable Hilbert space. Assume that E[X1] = 0, and
|X1]| < B almost surely for some B > 0. Let V be a positive trace-class operator such that
E[X?] < V. Then with probability at least 1 — 6, (6 €]0,1[), there holds

°B8  [2|V|8 AtrV
< —+ , B =log
Vllé

3m

Proof. The proposition was first established for matrices by [Troll]. For the general case in-
cluding operators the proof can for example be found in [LCIg| (see Lemma 26). O

Proposition A.20. The following concentration result for Hilbert space valued random wvari-
ables can be found in (Caponnetto and De Vito, 2007 [CDVO7]).

Let wy,--- ,wy, be i.i.d random variables in a separable Hilbert space with norm ||.||. Suppose
that there are two positive constants B and o® such that

1
E[le - E[wl]ﬂ < SUBTV viz2 (A.28)
Then for any 0 < § < 1/2, the following holds with probability at least 1 — 0,

< ﬁ—kﬁ lo g
—\n Vn gé'

n

% Z wy, — Ewi]

k=1

In particular, holds if

|wi| < B/2 a.s., and E[leHQ] <V
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Proposition A.21. For any A > 0 define the following events,

1

B = { DIV ORI DS

1 1
) _ -2 <
Looallnr = Loo)Logy || < 577 M

2K 4k2Nz,, (M) 2
< - A log = 7,
HS <ﬁn n %3

2 2
< 4k N 4k2Nz (M) logg 7
HS AM AM J

2% Ak2N (A)) o2 }

4K2B 2pn?ﬁoo}

EM%A<§M—2M>‘

1

Ey= { L (Lar — L) 7

SN T )%

262 2K2 2
o= {10 = Larls < Yoz ).
2

_1
Eoo?A<£M - £OO)H < <

MU
b sl = (2 )]

4K? /22
< K Bm + K*Bm : B = log
3nA n

453Nz, (A) + 1)

Ol Lo

42Nz, (V) + 1)

/Boo:1

O]l Loo|

Providing Assumption we have for any 6 € (0,1) that each of the above events holds true

with probability at least 1 — ¢ .

Proof. The bound for E; follows exactly the same steps as in the proof of [LC18] (Lemma 18).
The events E2 — E7 have been bounded in [RR16] ( see Proposition 6, Lemma 8 and Proposition
10). However, due to different assumptions and a different setting we attain slightly different

bounds and therefore give the proof of the events Fo — E7 for completeness.

Es) First note that £, can be expressed by

where ¢, (.) = ¢(.,wm). The above equality can be checked by simple calculations:

(f.Lamg) = /f(:v)/g(y)KM(w,y)dpx(y)dpz(fv)
1

Analog we have Lo, = E[>27_, ¢V @ 0]
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(4)

1 _1
Now define &, := Eoof)\(/lg\?) — EOO)L’OO?A, with Eg\?) = Z 1 gpgﬁ) ® @ . We now obtain

2

~3_p(m) f% (m) p=3 i
| < LALy L0 +E E E EOO/\ < 27 =B,
where we used for the last inequality
_1 _1 2
e e <o e < 5

For the second moment we have from Jensen-inequality

i 2
E[x?] <E <£ L )LOOIA> ]

r p 2
. ‘,, 2
—Elp2 |t 2ol Ao ek,
= Pz
2

4Ep c2cmmw4

p/i _
= Lol )y =V

A
For § = log ‘ﬁ{;—ﬂfg we have
[£ooLog All0
~ log Wcm(ﬁ)ﬁ(lﬁ?u + )
< log 4./\/'500(/\)”2:‘“5—% dtr Loo < log 452("7&@;?{? n 1)‘

The claim now follows from Proposition

_1
E3) Set w; := X, 72\& with § = Kz, ® Kpr g, Note that E[§;] = X7 and

1
lwillgs < HEM?)\KM,:Q ® Kz,

HS

2
— K
<A VPNK sy < 5 =0 B

For the second moment we have,
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_1 _1
E|lwf|| ;1 < FEIS A KM © Kare, Zyf s

_1 _1
< K2E tr [EM?AKMQH ® KM,%'EM?)\] = /QQNﬂM(A) = V2

The claim now follows from Proposition

_1
Ey) Set wp, := L (ﬁ(m) L)L, 7, - Note that we have

_1 _1
lumllns < [ e52068 | uftatsd)
HS
(B .
L2 (Z Pl ® soé?)c 2 N
‘ HS
<\l H (4)
A~ Z 0D @ L HS—!—NgOO(/\)
2k2
<\~ <—=B
<A 2 + N (M) < \

For the second moment we have,

K
Elju 1 < Et -

2 2 1 1 K2
(c c(m)ﬁm> < Etr[ﬁoofAﬁg\?)EoofA] = T Ne (V) = V2

_1 _
where we used ||£OO2>\[,§\?)[,OO | < “ for the last inequality. The claim now follows from

Proposition [A220]

Es) Set wp, := L L( ™) Note that we have

~1 m
lwmll s < Hﬁwfxﬁ(M)'

HS

(Z o ® s%?)

2

§)\_1/ZZH<,07(Q < o _.B
= VA
For the second moment we have,
_1 1
El|w?|| ;g < /—@2EH£ L5V L 2 s < K2Etr[£ L 2 ] = 2N, (\) =: V2
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The claim now follows from Proposition together with the fact that the operator norm can
be bounded by the Hilbert-Schmidt norm: ||.|| < ||.||zs -

Eg) Set wy, = £§\r/}1) . Note that we have

p
lwnllms < |25 ‘ >l @l
i=1 HS
p (@)
) 2 __
= H(Pm L2 = B
i=1 P
For the second moment we have,
2 2
Bl s < 5 =V
The claim now follows from Proposition [A.20]
E7) Set w; ==& = Ky, @ Kz, Note that
lwillzs = [Kae; @ Knreill g
< K ls <x*=:B
For the second moment we have,
2 4 _. 12
Ellwi| s <=V
The claim now follows from Proposition O

Proposition A.22. Provided Assumptions we have that the following event holds with
probability at least 1 — 0§,

Van Vn

. <4@Zn . 4Q\/NEM<A>) log z} |

By = {Hz S —3,)

Proof. We want to use Proposition [A220] to prove the statement. Therefore define
w; = (y; — gp(xl))EM \K1a,- Note that Ew; = 0 and 2 3% | w; = ZM /\S (y — gp). Further
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we have from Assumption [3.1
l
E[lhwllh,, |

1
N /X /y(y = 9p(2))' p(Ay|2) | S0P\ K pra 3, 2 (d)
1
< 25—1/ / (|y\l + Ql)P(dy,x)HEM?AKM@|’lﬂzupx(d$)
xJy
1 _1
X b

1 _1
<2 <z“Z”Q2 + Ql> up |25 sl /X tr (S Ko © Kt pe (i)

1 -2

< 2i-1 <2Z!Zl—2Q2 + Ql> (\%) tr <2M{A /XKM@ ® KM,sz(dfﬂ)>
-2 2

<51 (PZ5) (20 M)

VA
1
= -IIB"V2
2
Therefore the statement follows from Proposition O

Proposition A.23. Provided the assumption ||g,|lec < Q and the bound of Proposition
S llee £ CrroD )\_(%_”)Jr, where Cy g p = 26> Y1 RD. Then the following event holds with
probability at least 1 — 6,

_ L. a  ? * 12 B Vi 2
o= {‘anp - Suif, = sy —SMfA”Lm‘ 5 2<n * m) 10g5},

where By, == 4(@2 +C2 L p )FZ(%*TV) and Vy = \/i(Q + CyRrD /\*(%fr)+) 190 = SmfX Nl L2,y

Proof. We want to use Proposition to prove the statement. Therefore define
w; == (gp(z;) — f;\k(l‘l))Q Note that Ew; = [|g, — SMf)’fHZLQ(pI) and therefore

1 n
*E wi—Ewl
n -

i=1

= ‘ngp - ngiHi —llgp — SMf;H%Q(px)‘

It remains to bound |w;| and Ew?. Using the assumption [|g,/lc < @ and Proposition we
have

w;| <2 (Q2 + Cz,R,D A_Q(%_T)+>
and further
E[wi] <2 <Q2 + Cg,R,D A_Q(%_r)+> Efw:]
= 2(Q* + C2p A Y lgp — Swi iy

Therefore the statement follows from Proposition O
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