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Stability properties of gradient flow dynamics for
the symmetric low-rank matrix factorization problem
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Abstract—The symmetric low-rank matrix factorization serves
as a building block in many learning tasks, including matrix
recovery and training of neural networks. However, despite a flurry
of recent research, the dynamics of its training via non-convex
factorized gradient-descent-type methods is not fully understood
especially in the over-parameterized regime where the fitted rank
is higher than the true rank of the target matrix. To overcome this
challenge, we characterize equilibrium points of the gradient flow
dynamics and examine their local and global stability properties.
To facilitate a precise global analysis, we introduce a nonlinear
change of variables that brings the dynamics into a cascade
connection of three subsystems whose structure is simpler than
the structure of the original system. We demonstrate that the
Schur complement to a principal eigenspace of the target matrix
is governed by an autonomous system that is decoupled from the
rest of the dynamics. In the over-parameterized regime, we show
that this Schur complement vanishes at an O(1/t) rate, thereby
capturing the slow dynamics that arises from excess parameters.
We utilize a Lyapunov-based approach to establish exponential
convergence of the other two subsystems. By decoupling the fast
and slow parts of the dynamics, we offer new insight into the shape
of the trajectories associated with local search algorithms and
provide a complete characterization of the equilibrium points and
their global stability properties. Such an analysis via nonlinear
control techniques may prove useful in several related over-
parameterized problems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Training of massive over-parameterized models that contain
many more parameters than training data via first-order
algorithms such as (stochastic) gradient descent is a work-horse
of modern machine learning. Since these learning problems
are typically non-convex, it is not clear if first-order methods
converge to a global optimum. Furthermore, because of over-
parameterization, even when global convergence does occur, the
computed solution may not have good generalization properties.

Recent years have witnessed a surge of research efforts
aimed at demystifying the complexities of optimization and
generalization in such problems. A number of papers demon-
strate local convergence of search techniques starting from
carefully designed spectral initializations [1]–[9]. Another set of
publications focuses on showing that the optimization landscape
is favorable, i.e., that all local minima are global, with saddle
points exhibiting strict negative curvature [10]. In these, algo-
rithms like trust region methods, cubic regularization [11], [12],
and stochastic gradient techniques [13]–[16] are employed to
find global optima. There is a growing consensus that a deeper,
more detailed analysis of gradient descent trajectories is needed
beyond merely examining the optimization landscape [17] or
specialized initialization techniques. While a number of papers
have started to address this challenge, they typically require very
intricate and specialized proofs [18]–[21] that often are not able
to fully characterize the trajectory from various initialization
points or precisely capture the speed of convergence.

In this letter, we use a control-theoretic approach to ex-
amine the behavior of gradient flow dynamics for solving
the symmetric low-rank matrix factorization problem; the
rank-one case was addressed in [22]. This problem serves
as a building block for several non-convex learning tasks,
including matrix completion [23], [24], and deep neural
networks [25], and it has received significant attention in the
literature [26]–[28]. Although the optimization landscape of
the matrix factorization is benign in the sense that all local
minima are globally optimal [29], the behavior of first-order
algorithms in solving this problem is not yet fully understood.
In addition, establishing global convergence rates for gradient-
based methods applied to a non-convex optimization problem
is of interest on its own.

Our control-theoretic approach provides guarantees and of-
fers insight into an important class of non-convex optimization
problems that are of interest in machine learning. Compared
to existing literature [9], [19], [20] and more recent granular
convergence guarantees [30], our approach reveals novel hidden
structures and it serves as an important first step towards simpler
convergence proofs for commonly-used variants of gradient
descent. For example, stochastic gradient descent is still state-
of-the-art in most vision applications and examining gradient
descent is a well-established first step towards the analysis
of these more complex algorithms. We take a step toward
providing insight into the global behavior of such algorithms by
exploiting the structural properties of the underlying dynamics.

In our analysis, we exploit the lifted coordinates that bring
the system into a Riccati-like set of dynamical systems. Our
main contribution lies in introducing a novel change of variables
that brings the underlying dynamics into a cascade connection
of three subsystems. We show that one of these subsystems is
governed by autonomous dynamics which is decoupled from
the rest of the system. In the over-parameterized regime, this
subsystem is associated with the excess parameters; our analysis
reveals its stability with an O(1/t) asymptotic convergence
rate, which captures the slow dynamics. For the other two
subsystems, we utilize a Lyapunov-based approach to establish
their exponential convergence under mild assumptions.

Our analysis offers new insight into the shape of the
trajectories of first-order algorithms in the presence of over-
parametrization. It also provides a complete characterization
of their behavior by decoupling fast and slow dynamical
components. In contrast to many existing works, we present
our results in their most general form, without making any
assumptions about the initialization or the structure of the target
matrix. This generality enables our approach to be applied in
a wider variety of settings, from small random initializations
to large over-parameterized scenarios.

The rest of this letter is as follows. In section II, we
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formulate the symmetric low-rank matrix factorization problem
and introduce the corresponding gradient flow dynamics. In
section III, we characterize the equilibrium points and examine
their local stability properties. Additionally, we introduce the
signal/noise decomposition of the optimization variable, which
paves the way for global stability analysis. In Section IV,
we introduce a novel change of variables that transforms the
original problem into a cascade connection of three subsystems,
thereby facilitating the proof of global convergence. We also
show that matrix recovery is impossible over certain invariant
manifolds. Finally, we demonstrate that the optimal point is
globally asymptotically stable if the initial condition lies outside
the invariant manifold. In Section VI, we offer concluding
remarks, and in appendices, we provide proofs.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

We study the matrix factorization problem,

minimize
X

f(X) := (1/4) ∥XXT − M∥2F (1)

where M ∈ Rn×n is a given symmetric matrix, X ∈ Rn×r is
the optimization variable, and ∥·∥F is the Frobenius norm. This
is a non-convex optimization problem [19], and our objective
is to find a matrix X such that XXT approximates M . The
gradient flow dynamics associated with (1) are given by

Ẋ = −∇Xf(X) =
(
M − XXT

)
X. (2)

Let M = V ΛV T be the eigenvalue decomposition of the
matrix M where V is the orthogonal matrix of eigenvectors
and Λ is the diagonal matrix of eigenvalues of M with

Λ = diag(Λ1,−Λ2). (3)

Here, Λ1 ∈ Rr⋆×r⋆ and −Λ2 ∈ R(n−r⋆)×(n−r⋆) are diagonal
matrices of positive {λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ . . . ≥ λr⋆ > 0} and non-
positive eigenvalues of M , respectively.

The positive definite part V diag(Λ1, 0)V
T of M can be

written as X⋆X⋆T for some X⋆ ∈ Rn×r if and only if r ≥ r⋆.
We refer to the regimes with r = r⋆ and r > r⋆ as the exact and
over-parameterized, respectively, indicating presence of excess
parameters in the latter. To simplify the analysis, we define a
new variable Z := V TX ∈ Rn×r and rewrite system (2) as

Ż = (Λ − ZZT )Z. (4)

By analyzing local and global stability properties of the
equilibrium points of system (4), we establish guarantees for the
convergence of gradient flow dynamics (2) to the optimal value
of non-convex optimization problem (1). We also introduce a
novel approach to characterize the convergence rate and offer
insights into behavior of the dynamics in the over-parameterized
regime and robustness of the recovery process.

III. LOCAL STABILITY ANALYSIS

Let Z̄Z̄T with Z̄ ∈ Rn×r be a low rank decomposition of the
matrix of positive eigenvalues of M , i.e., diag(Λ1, 0) = Z̄Z̄T .
Then, globally optimal solutions to non-convex problem (1) are
parameterized by Z = Z̄G, where G ∈ Rr×r is an arbitrary
unitary matrix. To resolve ambiguity caused by this lack of
uniqueness, we introduce the lifted matrix P = ZZT ∈ Rn×n

and analyze properties of system (4) without the need to
explicitly consider G.

It is straightforward to verify that the matrix P (t) :=
Z(t)ZT (t) represents the unique solution of

Ṗ = (Λ − P )P + P (Λ − P ) . (5)

In what follows, we utilize the analysis of system (5) to deduce
convergence properties of system (4).

A. Equilibrium points

We first identify the equilibrium points of system (5)
and characterize their local stability properties. The set of
equilibrium points of this system is determined by

H :=
{
diag(P̄1, 0)

∣∣ P̄1 ⪰ 0, P̄1Λ1 = P̄ 2
1

}
(6)

where P̄1 ∈ Rr⋆×r⋆ ; see Appendix A for the proof. Two trivial
members of the equilibrium set H are given by P̄1 = 0 and
P̄1 = Λ1. Lemma 1 provides an alternative characterization of
the set H which we exploit in our subsequent analysis.

Lemma 1: The positive semidefinite matrix P̄ = diag(P̄1, 0)
with P̄1 /∈ {0,Λ1} is an equilibrium point of system (5) if and
only if,

P̄1 = UiDiU
T
i . (7)

Here, Λ1 =
[
Ui Uo

]
diag(Di, Do)

[
Ui Uo

]T
provides

a unitary similarity transformation of Λ1, Di ∈ Rl×l and
Do ∈ R(r⋆−l)×(r⋆−l) are diagonal matrices, Ui ∈ Rr⋆×l and
Uo ∈ Rr⋆×(r⋆−l) with 0 < l < r⋆ form a unitary matrix
U =

[
Ui Uo

]
, and Λ1 − P̄1 = UoDoU

T
o .

Proof: See Appendix A.

The diagonal matrices Di = UT
i Λ1Ui and Do = UT

o Λ1Uo

partition the eigenvalues of Λ1, i.e., eig(Λ1) = eig(Di) ∪
eig(Do), into those that are in the spectrum of P̄ and those
that are not. If Λ1 has distinct eigenvalues, then U can only be a
permutation matrix and system (5) has exactly 2r

⋆

equilibrium
points. In this case, the corresponding matrices P̄1 are diagonal
with entries determined by either 0 or the eigenvalues λk of
Λ1. If M has a repeated positive eigenvalue, there is a lack of
uniqueness of the eigenvectors of Λ1, and thereby infinitely
many matrices P̄1 of the form (7).

Example 1: For Λ1 = diag(3, 2, 1), apart from P̄1 = Λ1

and P̄1 = 0, there are six additional members of the equilibrium
set H, i.e., P̄1 ∈ {diag(3, 0, 0), diag(0, 2, 0), diag(0, 0, 1),
diag(3, 2, 0), diag(3, 0, 1), diag(0, 2, 1)}.

Remark 1: Lemma 1 implies that P̄1 = diag(Λ1, 0) is the
only equilibrium point with rank r⋆. Since the remaining
nonzero equilibrium points are given by UiDiU

T
i for some

diagonal Di ∈ Rl×l with l < r⋆, their rank is smaller than r⋆.

B. Local stability properties

To examine local stability properties, we linearize system (5)
around its equilibrium point P̄ ∈ H. Substituting P = P̄ + ϵP̃
to (5) and keeping O(ϵ) terms leads to the linearized dynamics,

˙̃P = (Λ − 2P̄ )P̃ + P̃ (Λ − 2P̄ ) (8)

which allows us to characterize stability properties for P̄1 ̸= Λ1.

Proposition 1: Any equilibrium point P̄ = diag(P̄1, 0) ∈ H
of system (5) with P̄1 ̸= Λ1 is unstable.
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Proof: Let P̄1 be parameterized by (Di, Do, Ui, Uo), as
described in Lemma 1. Now, consider the mode q := uT P̃ u,
where u := [uT

k 0 ]T ∈ Rn and uk is the kth column of Uo.
For linearized system (8), we have

q̇ = 2uT (−P̄ + (Λ − P̄ ))P̃ u = 2uT (Λ − P̄ )P̃ u = 2λq

where λ > 0 is an eigenvalue of Λ1 that corresponds to the kth
diagonal entry of Do. Since Ui and Uo are mutually orthogonal,
the second equality follows from uT P̄ = uT

k UiDiU
T
i = 0, and

the last equality follows from the second equation in (7). Thus,
q is an unstable mode of the linearized system, and P̄ is an
unstable equilibrium point of nonlinear system (5). The analysis
for P̄ = 0 is similar and is omitted for brevity.

Lemma 2 proves that diag(Λ1, 0) is an isolated equilibrium
point by establishing a lower bound on the distance between
diag(Λ1, 0) and all other equilibria of system (5).

Lemma 2: For any equilibrium point P̄ ̸= diag(Λ1, 0) of
system (5), we have ∥P̄ −diag(Λ1, 0)∥2 ≥ λr⋆ , where λ⋆

r > 0
is the smallest eigenvalue of Λ1 and ∥ · ∥2 is the spectral norm.

Proof: The result is trivial for P̄ = 0. For P̄ ̸= 0, Lemma 1
implies that ∥P̄ − diag(Λ1, 0)∥2 = ∥P̄1 − Λ1∥2 = ∥Do∥2 ≥
λr⋆ , where the inequality follows because the diagonal matrix
Do contains a nonempty subset of the eigenvalues of Λ1.

Using Lemma 2 in conjunction with a Lyapunov-based
argument, we prove local asymptotic stability of the global
minimum P̄ = diag(Λ1, 0) of optimization problem (1).

Proposition 2: The isolated equilibrium point P̄ =
diag(Λ1, 0) of system (5) is locally asymptotically stable.

Proof: See Appendix B.

Proposition 2 proves local asymptotic stability of diag(Λ1, 0)
using the objective function in (1) as a Lyapunov function
candidate, i.e., VF (P ) = f(X). However, this approach does
not provide insight into global stability properties because of
the presence of additional equilibrium points.

C. Signal/noise decomposition

To prove global asymptotic stability of P̄ = diag(Λ1, 0), we
decompose Z into “signal” Z1 and “noise” Z2 components,

ZT =
[
ZT
1 ZT

2

]
(9)

where Z1 ∈ Rr⋆×r captures the part of Z that is desired to
get aligned with the positive definite low-rank structure, i.e,
limt→∞ Z1(t)Z

T
1 (t) = Λ1, and Z2 ∈ R(n−r⋆)×r is supposed

to vanish asymptotically. This decomposition allows us to
isolate contribution of “noise”, thereby facilitating analysis of
the stability properties of the gradient flow dynamics.

Using decomposition (9) of Z we can rewrite system (4) as

Ż1 = (Λ1 − Z1Z
T
1 )Z1 − Z1Z

T
2 Z2 (10a)

Ż2 = −(Λ2 + Z2Z
T
2 )Z2 − Z2Z

T
1 Z1 (10b)

and by partitioning P conformably with the partition of Z,

P =

[
P1 P0

PT
0 P2

]
:=

[
Z1Z

T
1 Z1Z

T
2

Z2Z
T
1 Z2Z

T
2

]
= ZZT

the corresponding lifted system (5) can be written as,

Ṗ1 = P1Λ1 + Λ1P1 − 2(P 2
1 + P0P

T
0 ) (11a)

Ṗ0 = Λ1P0 − P0Λ2 − 2(P1P0 + P0P2) (11b)

Ṗ2 = −P2Λ2 − Λ2P2 − 2(PT
0 P0 + P 2

2 ). (11c)

Here, P1 and P2 represent the “signal” and “noise” components
of P , and P0 accounts for the coupling between Z1 and Z2.
We note that for r⋆ = n the matrices Z2, P2, and P0 disappear.

D. The evolution of the “noise” component P2

We next examine the evolution of the noise component P2 :=
Z2Z

T
2 and identify the conditions under which system (5)

converges to the stable equilibrium point P̄ = diag(Λ1, 0). We
show that P2(t) decays with time and that it asymptotically
vanishes as the system approaches the stable equilibrium point.

For any initial condition, we first prove that the spectral
norm of the noise component P2,

VN (P2) := ∥P2∥2 = ∥Z2∥22 (12)

converges to zero with a polynomial rate.

Lemma 3: Along the trajectories of system (5), the spectral
norm of the noise component P2(t) satisfies

VN (P2(t)) ≤ 2VN (P2(τ))/(1 + t − τ), ∀ t ≥ τ > 0.

Proof: See Appendix B.

Lemma 3 implies that VN (P2(t)) is a decreasing function
of time that converges to zero with O(1/t) rate. While we
demonstrate in Section IV that this result can be improved
to exponential convergence for r = r⋆, we next establish its
sharpness for the over-parameterized regime.

Sharpness of Lemma 3 in the over-parameterized regime:
If r > r⋆, we demonstrate through an example that the rate
O(1/t) in Lemma 3 cannot be improved. In particular, for
Λ2 = 0, we identify an invariant manifold of system (5) over
which the magnitude of the noise component P2(t) decreases
with O(1/t) rate. In particular, let ZT (0) = [ZT

1 (0) Z
T
2 (0) ]

be such that P1(0) = Λ1, P0(0) = 0, and P2(0) ̸= 0; e.g., this
can be achieved with Z1(0) = [Λ

1/2
1 0r⋆×(r−r⋆) ] where the

rows of Z2(0) ̸= 0 belong to the orthogonal complement of
the row space of Z1(0), which is nonempty because r > r⋆.
It is now easy to verify that Ṗ1 = 0 and Ṗ0 = 0, thereby
implying P1(t) = Λ1 and P0(t) = 0 for all t ≥ 0. In this case,
system (5) simplifies to Ṗ2 = −2P 2

2 , the eigenvectors of P2

remain unchanged, and each nonzero eigenvalue µ > 0 of P2

satisfies µ(t) = 2µ(0)/(1 + t).

IV. MAIN RESULT: GLOBAL STABILITY ANALYSIS

Our main theoretical result establishes global convergence
of the gradient flow dynamics to diag(Λ1, 0) if and only if
the initial condition P (0) satisfies rank(P1(0)) = r⋆. This
condition guarantees recovery of the optimal low-rank positive
semi-definite factorization of the target matrix M = MT .

Theorem 1: For any initial condition P (0) of system (5)
with P1(0) ≻ 0, let the time t be large enough for the
exponentially decaying term in function

l(t) :=
(
∥P−1

1 (0)− Λ−1
1 ∥2 + 2 t ∥P−1

1 (0)P0(0)∥22
)
e−2λr⋆ t
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to dominate the linearly growing term such that l(t) ≤ 1/(2λ1).
Then, P1(t) ≻ 0 for all times and the solution to (5) satisfies

∥P1(t)− Λ1∥2 ≤ 2λ2
1 l(t)

∥P0(t)∥2 ≤ ∥P−1
1 (0)P0(0)∥2

(
λ1 + 2λ2

1 l(t)
)
e−λr⋆ t.

Proof: See Appendix C.

Theorem 1 establishes exponential asymptotic convergence
of P1(t) to Λ1 and of P0(t) to zero at a rate determined by the
smallest positive eigenvalue λr⋆ of Λ1, provided that the initial
condition satisfies P1(0) ≻ 0. In conjunction with Lemma 3,
this proves global convergence to the optimal solution.

Remark 1 (Exponential convergence for the r = r⋆): For
the exact parameterization with r = r⋆, the matrix Z1 remains
invertible under the conditions of Theorem 1 and it satisfies
P−1
1 = Z−T

1 Z−1
1 . This allows us to write

P2 = Z2Z
T
2 = Z2Z

T
1 P

−1
1 Z1Z

T
2 = PT

0 P−1
1 PT

0 .

Combining this equality with Theorem 1, it is straightforward
to verify that P2(t) vanishes at the exponential rate −2λr.

Corollary 1: For any full row rank matrix Z1(0) ∈ Rr⋆×r

and arbitrary Z2(0) ∈ R(n−r⋆)×r, there exists a point Z⋆ =
[Z⋆T

1 0]T ∈ Z⋆ and scalars ci > 0 such that system (4) with
the initial condition Z(0) =

[
ZT
1 (0) ZT

2 (0)
]T

satisfies

∥Z1(t)− Z⋆
1∥2 ≤ c1e

−λr⋆ t, ∥Z2(t)∥ ≤ c2/
√
t

where Z⋆ := {Z⋆ ∈ Rn×r |Z⋆Z⋆T = diag(Λ1, 0)} is the
set of optimal solutions of problem (1) in the Z = V TX
coordinates. Furthermore, for exact parameterization r = r⋆,
the bound on Z2(t) improves to ∥Z2(t)∥2 ≤ c2e

−λr⋆ t.

Proof: See Appendix C.

Remark 2: The condition P1(0) ≻ 0 in Theorem 1 holds if
and only if the matrix X⋆TX(0) has rank r⋆, where X⋆ ∈
Rn×r is an optimal solution to problem (1) of rank r⋆, and
X(0) ∈ Rn×r is the initial condition of (2). This can be
interpreted as the matrices X(0) and X⋆ being well-aligned.

The key technical result that allows us to prove Theorem 1
is a novel nonlinear change of variables that we introduce in
Section IV-A. In Section IV-B, we show that for any rank defi-
cient initial condition P1(0), the trajectory P (t) of system (5)
belongs to an invariant subspace that does not contain stable
equilibrium point diag(Λ1, 0) and, in Section IV-C, we provide
convergence guarantees in the new set of coordinates.

A. Change of variables

We next introduce a nonlinear change of variables that
simplifies the analysis of system (5) and facilitates the proof of
global convergence to P̄ = diag(Λ1, 0) for a full-rank P1(0).

Proposition 3: Let P1(t) be invertible for some t > 0. The
evolution of the matrices,

H1 := P−1
1 ∈ Rr⋆×r⋆

H0 := P−1
1 P0 ∈ Rr⋆×(n−r⋆)

H2 := P2 − PT
0 P−1

1 P0 ∈ R(n−r⋆)×(n−r⋆)

(13)

is governed by the following dynamical system

Ḣ1 = −Λ1H1 − H1Λ1 + 2(I + H0H
T
0 ) (14a)

Ḣ0 = −Λ1H0 − H0(Λ2 + 2H2) (14b)

Ḣ2 = −Λ2H2 − H2Λ2 − 2H2
2 . (14c)

Proof: See Appendix C.

Ḣ2 = f2(H2)Ḣ0 = f0(H0, H2)Ḣ1 = f1(H1, H0)
H2H0H1

Figure 1. Block diagram of system (14) illustrating its cascade structure.

In the H-coordinates, we have a cascade connection of
three subsystems; see Fig. 1 for an illustration. While the H2-
dynamics are not influenced by the evolution of H1(t) and
H0(t), H2(t) enters as a coefficient into the H0-dynamics and
H0(t)H

T
0 (t) enters as an additive input into the H1-dynamics.

It is also worth noting that the matrix H0(t) which satisfies
Sylvester equation (14b) evolves independently of H1(0).

Remark 3: The matrix H1 is determined by the inverse of
P1, H2 = P/P1 is the Schur complement of the matrix P with
respect to P1, and H0 in (13) is the best matrix that transforms
the signal component Z1 to the noise component Z2, i.e.,

H0 = argmin
E ∈Rr⋆×(n−r⋆)

∥Z2 − ETZ1∥2F .

B. Invariant subspaces

We next show that the null space of P1(t) does not change
with time if P1(0) is singular. In this case, system (5) is re-
stricted to a subspace and convergence to the full-rank solution
P̄1 = Λ1 is not possible. In other words, initial conditions with
rank-deficient P1(0) lead to incomplete recovery. To show this,
we note that for any fixed v with vTP1v = 0 we can write

vT Ṗ1v = 2vT (P1Λ1 − (P 2
1 + P0P

T
0 )) v = 0.

This expression follows from the fact that such v also belongs
to the null space of ZT

1 and, hence, PT
0 v = 0. This implies

that vTP1(t)v remains equal to zero for all t ≥ 0.

C. Convergence guarantees in the H-coordinates

Cascade connection (14) in transformed coordinates (13)
allows us to examine stability properties of each H-component.
For H2-subsystem (14c), we show global asymptotic stability
of the origin with a worst-case convergence rate O(1/t),
which is achieved when Λ2 = 0. We also establish that H1(t)
and H0(t) converge exponentially to Λ−1

1 and 0, respectively.
Theorem 2 provides analytical expressions for H1(t) and H0(t)
that satisfy (14) in terms of H0(t) and H2(t), respectively, and
it proves the aforementioned convergence rates.

Theorem 2: For any full rank initial condition H1(0) ≻ 0,
the solution H1(t) to (14) is given by

H1(t) = Λ−1
1 + e−Λ1t

(
H1(0) − Λ−1

1

)
e−Λ1t

+ 2

∫ t

0

eΛ1(τ−t)H0(τ)H
T
0 (τ)e

Λ1(τ−t) dτ
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and it satisfies H1(t) ≻ 0. Moreover, for any t ≥ 0, we have

∥H̃1(t)∥2 ≤ (∥H̃1(0)∥2 + 2 t∥H0(0)∥22) e−2λr⋆ t

∥H0(t)∥2 ≤ ∥H0(0)∥2 e−λr⋆ t

∥H2(t)∥2 ≤ 2∥H2(0)∥2/(1 + t)

where H̃1(t) := H1(t)− Λ−1
1 .

Proof: See Appendix C.
Theorem 2 demonstrates that starting from any initial

condition H(0) with H1(0) ≻ 0, H1(t) and H0(t) converge
exponentially to Λ−1

1 and 0 with the respective rates 2λr⋆ and
λr⋆ . Note that the upper bound on ∥H1(t)− Λ−1

1 ∥2 involves
algebraic growth for small t, i.e., log(t)/t ≤ λr, but the
exponential decay eventually dominates. In Remark 4, we
provide examples to demonstrate that this algebraic growth in
the upper bound on ∥H1 − Λ−1

1 ∥2 cannot be eliminated.

Exact parameterization: We now specialize Theorem 2 to
r = r⋆. In this case, the matrix P1 = Z1Z

T
1 is invertible if and

only if det(Z1) ̸= 0. Thus, change of variables (13) satisfies

H1 = P−1
1 = Z−T

1 Z−1
1 , H0 = P−1

1 P0 = Z−T
1 ZT

2

and the Schur complement H2 = P/P1 vanishes,

H2 = P2−PT
0 P−1

1 P0 = Z2Z
T
2 −Z2Z

T
1 (Z

−T
1 Z−1

1 )Z1Z
T
2 = 0.

Corollary 2: For r = r⋆, the solution of (14) is given by

H̃1(t) = e−Λ1t(H̃1(0) + 2H0(0)Ψ(t)HT
0 (0))e

−Λ1t

H0(t) = e−Λ1tH0(0)e
−Λ2t, H2(t) = 0

where H̃1(t) := H1(t)− Λ−1
1 and Ψ(t) :=

∫ t

0
e−2Λ2τ dτ .

Proof: Since H2 = P/P1 = 0 for r = r⋆, the H0-
dynamics in (14) simplify to Ḣ0 = −Λ1H0 − H0Λ2 which
leads to the analytical solution for H0(t) in Corollary 2.
Combining this result with Theorem 2 yields the analytical
solution for H1(t) and completes the proof.

Remark 4: For Λ2 = 0, the matrix Ψ(t) in Proposition 2
becomes equal to tI , thereby showing that the algebraic growth
in the upper bound established in Theorem 2 is inevitable.

Remark 5: While changes of coordinates (3) and (13) are
obtained by decomposing the optimization variable Z into Z1 ∈
Ri×r and Z2 ∈ R(n−i)×r with i = r⋆, and Λ = diag(Λ1,−Λ2)
into its positive and non-positive diagonal blocks, it is easy
to verify that a similar change of variables can be introduced
for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}. In addition, the H2-dynamics
in (14c) have a similar structure to the original system (5) that
governs the P -dynamics. Now, let Λ1 = diag(λ̂1I, . . . , λ̂kI)
be the partitioning of Λ1 based on its k distinct eigenvalues
λ̂1 > · · · > λ̂k > 0. Utilizing the above facts, we can start
from the principle eigenspace of Λ associated with λ̂1 and
successively employ k changes of variables similar to (13) to
decouple individual eigenspaces and bring system (5) into a
cascade connection of k + 2 subsystems,

˙̂
Hi,1 = −2λ̂iĤi,1 + 2(I + Ĥi,0Ĥ

T
i,0) (15a)

˙̂
Hi,0 = −λ̂iĤi,0 + Ĥi,0Λ̂i − 2Ĥi,0Ĥi+1,1 (15b)
˙̂
H2 = −Λ2Ĥ2 − Ĥ2Λ2 − 2Ĥ2

2 . (15c)

for i = 1, . . . , k. Here, the pair (Ĥi,1, Ĥi,0) corresponds to the
distinct eigenvalue λ̂i > 0, Ĥk+1,i := Ĥ2 corresponds to non-
positive eigenvalues of Λ, and Λ̂i := diag(λ̂iI, . . . , λ̂kI,−Λ2)
is a lower diagonal block of Λ; see Fig. 2 for an illustration.

Furthermore, as we demonstrate in Appendix D, the au-
tonomous system in (15c) satisfies Ĥ2(t) = H2(t), where
H2 is the original Schur complement in Theorem 2. Finally,
using similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 2, it is
straightforward to show under the conditions of Theorem 2,

∥Ĥi,1(t)− λ̂−1
i I∥2 ≤ ĉi,1 e

−2λit

∥Ĥi,0(t)∥2 ≤ ĉi,0 e
−(λ̂i−λ̂i+1)t

∥Ĥ2(t)∥2 ≤ ĉ2/(1 + t)

where ĉi,1, ĉi,0, and ĉ2 are positive scalars that depend on
the initial condition, and λ̂k+1 := 0. This decomposition
demonstrates the impact of gaps between eigenvalues of Λ1

on the convergence behavior of system (5).

˙̂
H2 = f̂2(Ĥ2)

˙̂
Hk,0 = f̂k,0(Ĥk,0, Ĥk+1,1)

˙̂
Hk,1 = f̂k,1(Ĥk,1, Ĥk,0)

˙̂
H1,0 = f̂1,0(Ĥ1,0, Ĥ2,1)

˙̂
H1,1 = f̂1,1(Ĥ1,1, Ĥ1,0)

Ĥk,1

Ĥ2,1

Ĥk+1,1 = Ĥ2Ĥk,0

Ĥ1,0Ĥ1,1

Figure 2. Block diagram of the 2k + 1 subsystems in (15).

Remark 6: When r = r⋆ and Λ2 = 0, we can introduce
a new variable W = H0H

T
0 to reduce (14) to a stable LTI

system with stability margin λr⋆ ,

Ẇ = −Λ1W −WΛ1, Ḣ1 = −Λ1H1 −H1Λ1 + 2I + 2W.

V. COMPUTATIONAL EXPERIMENTS

Herein, we provide an example to demonstrate the merits
of our theoretical results. We set n = 10, r⋆ = 4, r = 8,
Λ1 = diag(4, 3, 2, 1), and Λ2 = 0. The black, blue, green,
red, and yellow curves mark trajectories of gradient flow
dynamics (2) with random initial conditions around the
equilibrium points P̄1 = diag(0, 0, 0, 0), P̄1 = diag(4, 0, 0, 0),
P̄1 = diag(4, 3, 0, 0), and P̄1 = diag(4, 3, 2, 0), and a normal
random initialization, respectively. Figure 3a illustrates the
objective function in (1). Figures 3b and 3c demonstrate the
exponential convergence of P1(t) to Λ1 and of P0(t) to 0,
respectively. While at early stages, we observe a transient
behavior, for large enough t, the error converges exponentially.
Finally, Figure 3d shows the sub-linear convergence resulting
from over-parameterization. We observe that the convergence
curves confirm the results established in Theorem 1.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have examined the gradient flow dynamics for over-
parameterized symmetric low-rank matrix factorization problem
under the most general conditions. Our proof is based on a
novel nonlinear coordinate transformation that converts the
original problem into a cascade connection of three subsystems.
In spite of the lack of convexity, we proved that this system
globally converges to the stable equilibrium point if and only if
the initialization is well-aligned with the optimal solution. We
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(a) (b) (c) (d)
lo
g
(∥
P
(t
)
−

Λ
∥)

2
)

t

lo
g
(∥
P
1
(t
)
−

Λ
1
∥ 2
)

t

lo
g
(∥
P
0
(t
)∥

2
)

t

lo
g
(∥
P
2
(t
)∥

2
)

t

Figure 3. Results obtained using simulation of gradient flow dynamics (2) for a problem with n = 10, r⋆ = 4, r = 8, Λ1 = diag(4, 3, 2, 1), and
Λ2 = 0. Colors mark trajectories with random initial conditions where P1(0) is selected: around the equilibrium points P̄1 = diag(0, 0, 0, 0) (black),
P̄1 = diag(4, 0, 0, 0) (blue), P̄1 = diag(4, 3, 0, 0) (green), P̄1 = diag(4, 3, 2, 0) (red); with Gaussian distribution (yellow).

used signal/noise decomposition to show that the subsystem
associated with the signal component exponentially converges
to the target low-rank matrix. Our analysis also reveals that
the Schur complement associated with excess parameters
vanishes with O(1/t) rate, thereby demonstrating that over-
parameterization inevitably decelerates the algorithm.

Potential future directions include the extension of our results
to (i) the asymmetric setup aimed at computing a low-rank
factorization of a rectangular matrix M ∈ Rm×n; (ii) the
matrix sensing problem where only some linear measurements
of the target matrix are observed; and (iii) the optimization of
structured problems using gradient flow dynamics [31], [32].
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APPENDIX

A. Characterization of equilibrium points

It is easy to verify that any P̄ ∈ H is an equilibrium point
of system (5). To show the converse, let the pair (P̄ ⪰ 0,Λ)
make the right-hand side of (11) vanish,

0 = P̄1Λ1 + Λ1P̄1 − 2(P̄ 2
1 + P̄0P̄

T
0 ) (16a)

0 = Λ1P̄0 − P̄0Λ2 − 2(P̄1P̄0 + P̄0P̄2) (16b)

0 = −P̄2Λ2 − Λ2P̄2 − 2(P̄T
0 P̄0 + P̄ 2

2 ). (16c)

Since P ⪰ 0, we have P̄2 ⪰ 0. To show that P̄2 = 0, let
us assume that P̄2 has a positive eigenvalue µ > 0 with the
associated eigenvector p. Pre and post multiplying (16c) by
pT and p, respectively, and rearranging terms yields,

µpTΛ2p = −∥P̄0p∥22 − µ2∥p∥22 < 0. (17)

This contradicts positive semi-definiteness of Λ2 and implies
that P̄2 = 0. Furthermore, substitution of P̄2 = 0 to (16c)
gives P̄0 = 0 and equation (16a) simplifies to,

P̄1Λ1 + Λ1P̄1 = 2P̄ 2
1 . (18)

Now, consider the eigenvalue decomposition of P̄1,
P̄1 = V̄ Σ̄V̄ T = V̄iΣ̄iV̄

T
i ̸= 0, where Σ̄ = diag(Σ̄i, 0) ∈

Rr⋆×r⋆ with Σ̄i ∈ Rl×l containing the nonzero eigenvalues and,
V̄ := [ V̄i V̄o ] with V̄i ∈ Rr⋆×l containing the corresponding
orthonormal eigenvectors as its columns. Equation (18) yields

A Σ̄ + Σ̄A = 2Σ̄2 (19a)

where A := V̄ TΛ1V̄ .

If l = r⋆, i.e., if Σ̄ is full rank, (19a) implies that A is also
diagonal and, hence, A = Σ̄. From the definition of A and V̄ ,
it follows that P̄1 = Λ1 is an equilibrium point.

To address the case with l ̸= r⋆, let us partition A

A =

[
Ai Aa

AT
a Ao

]
(19b)

with Ai ∈ Rl×l. Using (19a), we observe that[
AiΣ̄i + Σ̄iAi Σ̄iAa

AT
a Σ̄i 0

]
=

[
2Σ̄2

i 0
0 0

]
. (19c)

Thus, Ai = Σ̄i and Aa = 0. Substituting this to A := V̄ TΛ1V̄
yields

Λ1 = V̄

[
Σ̄i 0
0 Ao

]
V̄ T = P̄1 + V̄oAoV̄

T
o (19d)

Hence, Λ1 − P̄1 = V̄oAoV̄
T
o . Since V̄i and V̄o are mutually

orthogonal, i.e., V̄ T
i V̄o = 0, we have P̄1(Λ1 − P̄1) = 0 and H

is the set of equilibrium points of (5).
1) Proof of Lemma 1: First, we show that the existence of

such a matrix V and diagonal matrices Di and Do is sufficient
for P̄ ∈ H. We observe that

P̄1Λ1 = P̄1(P̄1 + Λ1 − P̄1) = P̄ 2
1 + P̄1(Λ1 − P̄1)

= P̄ 2
1 + P̄1VoDoV

T
o

(a)
= P̄ 2

1

where (a) follow from the fact that Vi and Vo are orthogonal. To
show the necessity, first, let Ao = UoDoU

T
o be the eigenvalue

decomposition of Ao. We can write (19d) as

V̄iΣ̄iV̄
T
i + V̄oAoV̄

T
o = V̄iΣ̄iV̄

T
i + V̄oUoDoU

T
o V̄ T

o .

Let us define

Vi := V̄i, Di := Σ̄i, Vo := V̄oUo.

We observe that Vo is a unitary matrix and orthogonal to
Vi. We will show that such a (Vi, Di, Vo, Do) satisfies the
conditions in Lemma 1. Based on the definition, we have

P̄1 = ViDiV
T
i , Λ1 − P̄1 = VoDoV

T
o .

We also know that eig(Di) ∪ eig(Ao) = eig(Λ1), and
eig(Do) = eig(Ao), which proves the necessity. Finally,
suppose that the eigenvalues of Λ1 are all distinct. We know
that

Λ1 =
[
Vi Vo

] [ Di 0
0 Do

] [
V T
i

V T
o

]
.

In this case, both Λ1 and diag(Di, Do) are diagonal matrices
with distinct values. Hence, the matrix

[
Vi Vo

]
has to

be a permutation matrix as the eigenvalues are unique. This
implies that diag(Di, Do) can only be a permuted version of
Λ1. Thus, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the
equilibrium points and the 2r

⋆

subsets of positive eigenvalues.
This completes the proof.

B. Local convergence results

1) Proof of Proposition 2: We consider the objective
function in optimization problem (1) as a Lyapunov function
candidate,

VF (P ) = (1/4)∥P − Λ∥2F .

The derivative of VF along the trajectories of (5) satisfies

V̇F = (1/4) trace [(P − Λ)Ṗ ] + (1/4) trace [Ṗ (P − Λ)]

(a)
= (1/2) trace [(P − Λ)((Λ − P )P + P (Λ − P ))]

(b)
= −trace [(P − Λ)2P ] = −∥(P − Λ)P

1
2 ∥2F

where (a) and (b) follow by the cyclic property of the matrix
trace. Stability of P̄ = diag(Λ1, 0) in the sense of Lyapunov
follows from V̇F ≤ 0 for all P ⪰ 0. To show local asymptotic
stability, we note that V̇F (P ) = 0 if and only if (P−Λ)P

1
2 = 0.

Thus, (P − Λ)P = 0 and V̇F (P ) = 0 only at equilibria of
system (5). Since diag(Λ1, 0) is an isolated equilibrium point,
V̇F (P ) is negative over the open neighborhood of diag(Λ1, 0),
{P | ∥P − diag(Λ1, 0)∥2 < λr⋆}, and V̇F (P ) = 0 if and
only if P = diag(Λ1, 0). Hence, P̄ = diag(Λ1, 0) is a locally
asymptotically stable equilibrium point of system (5).

2) Proof of Lemma 3: Let (λ(t), w(t)) ∈ (R+,Rn−r⋆) be
the principal eigenpair of the matrix P2(t) with wT (t)w(t) = 1.
Since

ẇT (t)P2(t)w(t)+wT (t)P2(t)ẇ(t) = λ(t)
d(wT (t)w(t))

dt
= 0
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the derivative of VN (t) := λ(t) = wT (t)P2(t)w(t) along the
solutions of (5) satisfies

V̇N = wT Ṗ2w + ẇTP2w + wTP2ẇ = wT Ṗ2w

= −wT (P2Λ2 + Λ2P2 + 2(PT
0 P0 + P 2

2 ))w

= −2V 2
N − 2∥Λ

1
2
2 w∥22 VN − 2∥P0w∥22 ≤ −2V 2

N .

For x(t0) > 0, x(t) = 2x(t0)/(1 + t − t0) solves ẋ = −2x2

and the result follows from comparison principle.

C. Global convergence results

1) Proof of Proposition 3: We can write

Ḣ1 = d(P−1
1 )/dt

= −H1Ṗ1H1

= −H1

(
P1Λ1 + Λ1P1 − 2(P 2

1 + P0P
T
0 )

)
H1

= −H1

(
H−1

1 Λ1 + Λ1H
−1
1 − 2(H−2

1 + P0P
T
0 )

)
H1

= −Λ1H1 − H1Λ1 + 2I + 2H1P0P
T
0 H1

= −Λ1H1 − H1Λ1 + 2I + 2H0H
T
0

where the last equality follows from H1P0 = H0. Similarly,
for the H0-dynamics we have

Ḣ0 = d(H1P0)/dt

= H1Ṗ0 + Ḣ1P0

= H1 (Λ1P0 − P0Λ2 − 2(P1P0 + P0P2))

+
(
−Λ1H1 − H1Λ1 + 2I + 2H0H

T
0

)
P0

= −Λ1H1P0 − H1P0Λ2 − 2(H1P0P2 −H0H
T
0 P0)

= −Λ1H0 − H0Λ2 − 2H0(P2 − PT
0 P−1

1 P0)

= −Λ1H0 − H0Λ2 − 2H0H2.

Finally, the H2-dynamics are given by

Ḣ2 = d(P2 − PT
0 H1P0)/dt

= Ṗ2 − ṖT
0 H1P0 − PT

0 H1Ṗ0 − PT
0 Ḣ1P0

= −P2Λ2 − Λ2P2 − 2(PT
0 P0 + P 2

2 )

− (Λ1P0 − P0Λ2 − 2(P1P0 + P0P2))
TH1P0

− PT
0 H1(Λ1P0 − P0Λ2 − 2(P1P0 + P0P2))

− PT
0 (−Λ1H1 − H1Λ1 + 2I + 2H0H

T
0 )P0

= −Λ2(P2 − PT
0 H1P0) − (P2 − PT

0 H1P0)Λ2

− 2(P2 − PT
0 H1P0)

2

= −Λ2H2 − H2Λ2 − 2H2
2

which completes the proof.

2) Proof of Theorem 2: We first present a technical result.
The next lemma establishes the exponential decay of H0.

Lemma 4: For the matrix H0 governed by (14), the deriva-
tive of the spectral norm satisfies

d∥H0∥2
dt

≤ −λr⋆∥H0∥2.

Proof: Let u(t) and v(t) be the principal left and right
singular vectors of H0(t) with ∥u(t)∥ = ∥v(t)∥ = 1. Then,

the spectral norm ∥H0∥2 = uTH0v satisfies

d∥H0∥2
dt

= uT Ḣ0v = uT (−Λ1H0 − H0 (2P/P1 + Λ2))v

= −
(
uTΛ1u + vT (2P/P1 + Λ2) v

)
∥H0∥2

≤ −λr⋆∥H0∥2
Here, the first equality is a well-known property of the
derivative of singular vectors, the inequality follows from the
fact that uTΛ1u ≥ λr⋆ and 2P/P1 +Λ2 ⪰ 0. This proves the
first inequality in Lemma 4.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.
The shifted matrix variable H̃1 = H1 − Λ−1

1 brings
equation (14) for H1 to

˙̃H1 = −Λ1H̃1 − H̃1Λ1 + 2H0H
T
0 .

This system is linear in H̃1, and it is driven by the exogenous
input 2H0H

T
0 . The state transition operator is determined by

M → e−Λ1tMe−Λ1t, the variation of constants formula yields

H̃1(t) = e−Λ1tH̃1(0)e
−Λ1t + 2Φ(t)

where the forced response is determined by

Φ(t) :=

∫ t

0

e−Λ1(t−τ)H0(τ)H
T
0 (τ)e

−Λ1(t−τ) dτ. (20)

Substituting H̃1 = H1 − Λ−1
1 in the above equation yields the

expression in Theorem 2 for H1(t). The norm of this forced
response can be bounded by

∥Φ(t)∥2
(a)

≤
∫ t

0

∥e−Λ1(t−τ)H0(τ)H0(τ)
T e−Λ1(t−τ)∥2 dτ

(b)

≤
∫ t

0

∥e−Λ1(t−τ)∥22 ∥H0(τ)∥22 dτ

=

∫ t

0

e−2λr⋆ (t−τ) ∥H0(τ)∥22 dτ (21)

where (a) follows from the triangle inequality and (b) follows
from the sub-multiplicative property of the spectral norm.

To complete the proof, we note that if H1(t) ≻ 0 then
P1(t) = H−1

1 and P0 = H−1
1 H0. In addition, the Schur

complement P/P1 exists which together with the exponential
decay rate of H0(t) established in Lemma 4 yields

∥H0(t)∥2 ≤ e−λr⋆ t∥H0(0)∥2.

By combining this inequality with (21), we obtain

∥Φ(t)∥2 ≤
∫ t

0

e−2λr⋆ t dτ∥H0(0)∥22 ≤ t e−2λr⋆ t∥H0(0)∥22.

Finally, to derive the upper bound on ∥H̃1(t)∥2, we write

∥H̃1(t)∥2
(a)

≤ ∥e−Λ1tH̃1(0)e
−Λ1t∥2 + 2∥Φ(t)∥2

(b)

≤
(
∥H̃1(0)∥2 + 2 t ∥H0(0)∥22

)
e−2λr⋆ t

where (a) follow from triangle inequality and (b) follows from
combining the above aforementioned facts. This completes the
proof of Theorem 2.

3) Proof of Theorem 1: We first present a lemma that we
use to establish an upper bound on the error ∥P1 − Λ1∥2 as a
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function of ∥P−1
1 − Λ−1

1 ∥2.

Lemma 5: Let the matrices A ≻ 0 and B be such that

∥A−B∥2 < σ := σmin(A).

Then, the matrix B is invertible, and it satisfies

∥A−1 − B−1∥2 ≤ ∥A − B∥2
σ (σ − ∥A − B∥2)

.

Proof: For Q := I −BA−1 = (A−B)A−1, we have

∥Q∥2 ≤ ∥A − B∥2 ∥A−1∥2 = ∥A − B∥2/σ < 1. (22)

Thus, the matrix BA−1 = I −Q and consequently B are both
invertible by the small gain theorem [33]. In addition,

B−1 − A−1 = A−1(AB−1 − I)

= A−1((I − Q)−1 − I) = A−1
∞∑

k=1

Qk.

Thus, we can use the triangle inequality and the sub-
multiplicative property of the spectral norm to obtain

∥B−1 − A−1∥2 ≤ σ−1
∞∑

k=1

∥Qk∥2

(a)

≤ σ−1
∞∑

k=1

σ−k∥A − B∥k2 =
∥A − B∥2

σ (σ − ∥A − B∥2)

where (a) follows from (22). This completes the proof.

To prove the upper bound for ∥P1(t)− Λ1∥2, we note that
the function l(t) can be written in the H-coordinates as

l(t) =
(
∥P−1

1 (0) − Λ−1
1 ∥2 + 2 t ∥P−1

1 (0)P0(0)∥22
)
e−2λr⋆ t

=
(
∥H̃1(0)∥2 + 2 t ∥H0(0)∥22

)
e−2λr⋆ t.

Thus, we have

∥P−1
1 (t)− Λ−1

1 ∥2 = ∥H̃1(t)∥2 ≤ l(t)

≤ 1/(2λ1) < 1/λ1 = σmin(Λ
−1
1 ) (23)

where the first inequality follows from Theorem 2 and the
second inequality holds by assumption as stated in Theorem 1.
The bound in (23) allows us to apply Lemma 5 with A := Λ−1

1

and B := P−1
1 (t) to obtain

∥P1(t)− Λ1∥2 ≤ ∥P−1
1 (t)− Λ−1

1 ∥2
λ−1
1 (λ−1

1 − ∥P−1
1 (t)− Λ−1

1 ∥2)

≤ 2λ2
1∥P−1

1 (t)− Λ−1
1 ∥2 ≤ 2λ2

1 l(t) (24)

which establishes the desired upper bound for ∥P1(t)− Λ1∥2.

Furthermore, the upper bound on ∥P0(t)∥2 is given by

∥P0(t)∥2
(a)

≤ ∥P1(t)∥2 ∥P−1
1 (t)P0(t)∥2

(b)

≤ (∥Λ1∥2 + ∥P1(t)− Λ1∥2) ∥P−1
1 (t)P0(t)∥2

(c)

≤
(
λ1 + 2λ2

1 l(t)
)
∥P−1

1 (0)P0(0)∥2 e−λr⋆ t.

where (a) follows from the sub-multiplicative property of the
spectral norm, (b) follows from triangle inequality, and (c)

follows from combining equation (24) and the fact that

∥P−1
1 (t)P0(t)∥2 = ∥H0(t)∥2 ≤ e−λr⋆ t∥H0(0)∥2

established in Theorem 2.

Finally, the inequality P1(t) ≻ 0 can be verified by noting
that that P−1

1 (t) = H1(t) ≻ 0 exists and is bounded according
to Theorem 2. This completes the proof.

4) Proof of Corollary 1: We begin by noting that the
condition on Z(0) is equivalent to the condition P1(0) ≻ 0 in
Theorem 1. Thus, the convergence results in Theorem 1 hold.
For some c1 > 0, Lemma 3 implies,

∥P2(t)∥2 = ∥Z2(t)∥22 ≤ c1/t

and thus ∥Z2(t)∥2 ≤
√

c1/t. Moreover, for r = r⋆ we can use
the exponential convergence of P2(t) established in Remark 1
to conclude that ∥Z2(t)∥2 ≤ c2e

−λr⋆ t, for some c2 > 0.

We next prove the convergence of Z1(t). Applying the
triangle inequality and the submultiplicity of the spectral norm
to equation (10a) yields

∥Ż1∥F ≤ ∥Λ1 − Z1Z
T
1 ∥2∥Z1∥F + ∥Z1Z

T
2 ∥2∥Z2∥F

= ∥Λ1 − P1∥2∥Z1∥F + ∥P0∥2∥Z2∥F . (25)

For any positive scalars t1 < t2, we have

∥
∫ t2

t1

Ż1(s) ds∥F ≤
∫ t2

t1

∥Ż1(s)∥F ds

≤
∫ t2

t1

(
∥Λ1 − P1(s)∥2∥Z1(s)∥F

+ ∥P0(s)∥2∥Z2(s)∥F
)
ds (26)

where the first inequality follows from the triangle inequality
and the second follows from equation (25). By Theorem 1, we
have ∥Λ1 − P1(t)∥2 ≤ c3e

−2λr⋆ t and ∥P0(t)∥2 ≤ c4e
−λr⋆ t

for scalars c3, c4 > 0. Moreover, using convergence of P (t) =
Z(t)ZT (t) shown in Theorem 1, it is straightforward to verify
that ∥Z(t)∥2F = ∥Z1(t)∥2F +∥Z2(t)∥2F ≤ c2 for a large enough
c > 0. Thus, for t ≫ 1 we have

∥
∫ ∞

t

Ż1(s) ds∥F ≤ c

∫ ∞

t

(
∥Λ1 − P1(s)∥2 (27)

+ ∥P0(s)∥2
)
ds (28)

≤ c′
∫ ∞

t

(
e−λr⋆s + e−2λr⋆s

)
ds (29)

≤ c′′e−λr⋆ t (30)

where c′, c′′ > 0 are large enough scalars. Since Z1(t) is a
bounded function with finite Frobenius norm of integral of Ż,
it converges to a matrix Z⋆

1 [34]. In addition, since Z(0)ZT (0)
satisfies the condition of Theorem 1, P1(t) = Z1(t)Z

T
1 (t)

converges to Λ1 and thereby Z⋆
1Z

⋆T
1 = Λ1. To prove the

convergence rate of Z1(t), note that equation (27) yields

∥Z1(t)− Z⋆
1∥F = ∥

∫ ∞

t

Ż1(s)ds∥F ≤ c5e
−λr⋆ t.

for some c5 > 0. This completes the proof.
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D. Expanded decomposition

Let us formalize the strategy sketched in Remark 5 by
defining the recursive equations

Ui+1 = Ui/P̂i,1 = P̂i,2 − P̂T
i,0P̂

−1
i,1 P̂i,0 ∈ Rmi×mi (31)

for i = 1 . . . , k with the initialization U1 = P ∈ Rn×n. Here,
the matrices P̂i,j are obtained by the block decomposition

Ui =

[
P̂i,1 P̂i,0

P̂T
i,0 P̂i,2

]
∈ Rmi−1×mi−1 (32)

and they satisfy P̂i,1 ∈ Rni×ni , P̂i,0 ∈ Rni×mi , and
P̂i,2 ∈ Rmi×mi , where ni is the dimension of the ith
principal subspace of Λ1 associated with the eigenvalue λ̂i and
mi = n− (n1+ · · ·ni) with m0 := n. The change of variables

Ĥi,1 := P̂−1
i,1 ∈ Rni×ni

Ĥi,0 := P̂−1
i,1 P̂i,0 ∈ Rni×mi

Ĥi,2 := Ui+1 ∈ Rmi×mi

(33)

yields the cascade system (15).

For the set of equations in (31) to be well defined, the
matrices P̂i,1 need to be invertible. A necessary and sufficient
condition for the invertibility of P̂i,1 is that P1 is invertible.

Proposition 4: System (31) satisfies

det(P1) =

k∏
i=1

det(P̂i,1) (34)

Furthermore, we have

H2 = Uk+1 = Ĥk,2 (35)

where H2 = P/P1 is the Schur complement of P1 in P .

Proposition 4 establishes the equivalence between the invert-
ibility of matrices P̂i,1 and P1. To prove this result, we next
present two key properties of the Schur complement.

Lemma 6: For any symmetric block matrix

X =

[
X1 X0

XT
0 X

]
with invertible X , we have the LU factorization

X =

[
I 0

XT
0 X

−1
1 I

] [
X1 0
0 X/X1

] [
I X−1

1 X0

0 I

]
Lemma 7: Consider the symmetric block matrices

X =

[
X1 X0

XT
0 X2

]
, X1 :=

[
X̄1 X̄0

X̄T
0 X̄2

]
For invertible X1, we have the identity

X/X1 = Y/Y1

where Y :=

[
Y1 Y0

Y T
0 Y2

]
= X/X̄1 is the Schur complement

of X̄1 in X and its block dimensions are conformable with X .

Proof: We first show that Y1 = X1/X̄1. We have

Y =

[
Y1 Y0

Y T
0 Y2

]
:= X/X̄1

=

[
X̄2 ST

S X2

]
−

[
X̄T

0

RT

]
X̄−1

1

[
X̄0 R

]
=

[
X̄2 − X̄T

0 X̄
−1
1 X̄0 ST − X̄T

0 X̄
−1
1 R

S − RT X̄−1
1 X̄0 X2 − RT X̄−1

1 R

]
where XT

0 =
[
RT ST

]
. Matching the 11-block in the

above equation yields Y1 = X1/X̄1.
We can now write

X/X1 = (X/X̄1)/(X1/X̄1) = Y/Y1

where the first equality is the quotient identity [35] and the
second one follows from the definition of Y . This completes
the proof.

1) Proof of Proposition 4: We use induction to show that

P/P̂i = Ui+1 (36)

where P̂i ∈ R(n−mi)×(n−mi) is the 11-block of P . Equa-
tion (36) for i = 1 follows from (31) and the fact that
P̂1 = P̂1,1. To prove the case i+ 1, we write

P/P̂i+1 = (P/P̂i)/((P/P̂i))11

= Ui+1/(Ui+1)11

= Ui+1/P̂i+1,1 = Ui+2.

where we use (·)11 to denote the 11-block of the size ni+1.
Here, the first equality follows from Lemma 7 with X = P ,
X1 = P̂i+1, and X̄1 = P̂i, the second equality is the inductive
hypothesis, the third equality follows from (32), and the last
equality follows from (31). This completes the proof of (36).
This equation for i = k allows us to write

H2 = P/P1 = P/P̂k = Uk+1
(a)
= Ĥk,2 =: Ĥ2.

where (a) follows from the definition in (33). This completes
the proof of (35)

To prove (34), we can recursively apply Lemma 6 to the
matrices Ui starting from U1 = P to form an LU decomposition
P = ΦYΨ, where Φ and Ψ are lower and upper diagonal
matrices with 1 on the main diagonal, respectively, and

Y = diag(P̂1,1, · · · , P̂k,1, Ĥk,2)

Now, since det(Φ) = det(Ψ) = 1, we obtain that

det(P ) = det(Y )

= det(Ĥk,2)

k∏
i=1

det(P̂i,1) = det(P/P1)

k∏
i=1

det(P̂i,1).

where the last equality follows from (35). Combining this
equation with det(P ) = det(P1) det(P/P1) completes the
proof of (34).
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