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Abstract

This paper studies how to improve the performance of Low-Rank Adaption (LoRA) (Hu
et al., 2022) as guided by our theoretical analysis. Our first set of theoretical results show
that for random initialization and linear models, ¢) LoRA will align to the certain singular
subspace of one-step gradient of full fine-tuning; i) preconditioners improve convergence in the
high-rank case. These insights motivate us to focus on preconditioned LoRA using a specific
spectral initialization strategy for aligning with certain subspaces. For both linear and nonlinear
models, we prove that alignment and generalization guarantees can be directly achieved at
initialization, and the subsequent linear convergence can be also built. Our analysis leads to the
LoRA-One algorithm (using One-step gradient and preconditioning), a theoretically grounded
algorithm that achieves significant empirical improvement over vanilla LoRA and its variants on
several benchmarks. Our theoretical analysis, based on decoupling the learning dynamics and
characterizing how spectral initialization contributes to feature learning, may be of independent
interest for understanding matrix sensing and deep learning theory. The source code can be
found in the https://github.com/YuanheZ/LoRA-One.

1 Introduction

How to efficiently learn nonlinear models has been the recurring theme in machine learning
(Alpaydin, 2020), especially in the era of large language models (LLMs) (Brown et al., 2020;
Thoppilan et al., 2022). Parameter-efficient fine-tuning of LLMs (Achiam et al., 2023) aims to design
scalable strategies to approximate/learn an unknown feature shift A such that LLMs perform well
on new tasks while retain the knowledge from pre-trained models.

One typical parameter-efficient strategy is Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) (Hu et al., 2022),
which learns a low-rank approximation of the unknown feature shift, A ~ AB, using two low-rank
matrices A and B. LoRA uses random Gaussian initialization for A and zero initialization for B:

[Ao)ij ~ N(0,0®) and  [Bolij =0, a>0. (LoRA-init)
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Table 1: Main results in the main text and appendix from subspace alignment to global convergence.

Model Results Algorithm Initialization Conclusion
Theorem 3.1 GD (LoRA-init) Subspace alignment of By
Theorem 3.2 GD (LoRA-init) Subspace alignment of A;
Linear Proposition 3.3 GD (Spectral-init) [|[AoBo — Al|r is small
Theorem 3.5 GD (Spectral-init) Linear convergence of ||A¢B; — Allr
Theorem 3.6 Prec-GD (Spectral-init) — Linear convergence rate independent of x(A)
) Theorem 4.3 Prec-GD (Spectral-init)  Linear convergence rate independent of x(A)
Nonlinear Theorem C.15  Smooth Prec-GD  (Spectral-init) Linear convergence with less assumptions

To improve the performance in the downstream tasks, various LoRA-based algorithms have been
proposed based on, e.g., refined initialization (Li et al., 2024), learning rates (Hayou et al., 2024),
efficiency (Kopiczko et al., 2024), and gradient information (Meng et al., 2024; Wang et al., 2024a).
The goal of this work is to improve the practical performance of LoRA through theoretical
insights. Although LoRA appears simple, its dynamics are inherently nonlinear and non-convex,
and there is limited theoretical analysis of its behavior and generalization guarantees. Most prior
theoretical studies are restricted to either lazy-training regimes (Jang et al., 2024; Malladi et al.,
2023), or highly simplified settings such as when A, B are scalars (Hayou et al., 2024) or vectors
(Dayi and Chen, 2024). It remains unclear how gradient updates in LoRA behave in the presence of
data-adaptive and time-dependent nonlinearity. On the other hand, fine-tuning is ultimately an
application-driven task. Therefore, when seeking a rigorous theoretical understanding of LoRA, we
are equally (if not more) interested in leveraging our theoretical findings to guide practical algorithm
design. This paper addresses two key questions sitting at the intersection of theory and practice:

e Q1: How to characterize low-rank dynamics of LoRA and the associated subspace alignment in
theory?

e ()2: How can our theoretical results contribute to algorithm design for LoRA in practice?

1.1 Contributions and Algorithm Design Principles

In this work, we theoretically investigate the behavior of gradient descent (GD) update of LoRA
parameters (A¢, By) and identify the subspaces they align with. Our analysis covers both linear and
nonlinear models, with an overview of our results given in Table 1. Building on design principles
distilled from these insights, we develop theoretically grounded algorithms that achieve enhanced
performance in practical applications.

In Section 3, we start by analyzing LoRA for fine-tuning a multi-output linear model. Denoting
one-step gradient of full fine-tuning as G¥, we prove that the gradient update aligns A; with the
singular subspace of G¥ while By always stays in a certain singular subspace w.r.t. G; see Section 3.1
for details.

Consequently, by computing the singular value decomposition (SVD) of G = ﬁch §Gﬂ~/;h and
we can directly achieve the above alignment if we use its certain singular subspaces for initialization:

Ao =7 [ﬁGh] [:,1:7] [S’ng] 1]

Bo=vy [ggﬂ it [VG@T

[,1:7] ’

(Spectral-init)
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Figure 1: Comparison of the GD trajectories under (LoRA-init) and (Spectral-init) with three
different starting points. We can observe that the starting points initialized by (Spectral-init)
are consistently closer to the set of global minimizers, whereas those initialized by (LoRA-init)
tend to be farther away across different random seeds. Moreover, running gradient descent from
points initialized by (Spectral-init) requires significantly fewer steps to reach a global minimizer,
demonstrating the advantages of (Spectral-init). More details can be found in Appendix F.1.

where 7 is a tuning parameter. In Section 3.2, we prove that the initial iterate (Ag, Bp) computed
by (Spectral-init) approximately recovers the downstream target shift A, thereby showing the
sufficiency of using one-step full gradient, which can be numerically verified on several
benchmarks in Table 2 of Section 5. In Fig. 1, we present a toy experiment to intuitively illustrate
the advantages of Eq. (Spectral-init) over Eq. (LoRA-init).

Continuing the GD update for (A, B;), we further establish the linear convergence rate of
|A:B; — Allr. However, this linear rate is sensitive to the condition number x(A) of A, leading to
unsatisfactory convergence performance if A is ill-conditioned. To address this issue, we rigorously
show that adding preconditioners into the GD update eliminates the dependence on the condition
number; see Section 3.3.

In Section 4, we extend our theoretical results to nonlinear models with ReLLU activation. We
prove that the sufficiency of using one-step full gradient still holds under (Spectral-init) and further
establish linear convergence rate of ||A;B; — Al|p. Besides, stronger convergence guarantees can be
given by modifying the gradient update.

From the above theoretical results, we derive the following two algorithm design principles:

e #1: Proper spectral initialization by (Spectral-init) helps alignment and achieves better
performance.

e #2: Preconditioners accelerate LoRA updates in the high-rank or ill-conditioned case.

Fig. 2 demonstrates the power of these two principles. This leads to our theoretically grounded
algorithm, LoRA-One, which uses one-step full gradient and preconditioners and is given in Section 5.
Our experiments demonstrate that LoRA-One achieves promising performance when compared
to LoRA and its variants on natural language processing (NLP) tasks and LLMs under various
tasks. More experimental details can be found in Appendix F. Besides, our theory and empirical
observations also point to potential limitations of previous LoRA variants that are based on gradient
alignment, e.g., LORA-GA (Wang et al., 2024a); see the discussion in Section 5.
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Figure 2: The log-risk curve under (Spectral-init), LoRA-GA (Wang et al., 2024a), and LoRA-One
in Algorithm 1, trained via (Prec-)GD on fine-tuning task (2.2). (—) indicates that preconditioners
is not added into GD. The risk is defined as 3 ||A;B; — All%. We compare the risk convergence of
these algorithms under Left: GD in the exact-ranked setting; Right: adding preconditioners or not
in the ill-conditioned setting. More experimental details and GD trajectories comparisons can be
found in Appendix F.1.

Notations For a matrix A, let |A[|,, denote its operator and || Al its Frobenius norm. Let ©
denote the Hadamard (i.e., entrywise) matrix product. We use I,, to denote the R™*"-valued identity
matrix. The notation U4 denotes the left singular matrix of the compact SVD of A and Uy@, |
denotes the corresponding orthogonal complement. Similarly, Va denotes the right singular matrix
of A and V4 | denotes its orthogonal complement. Let U,«(A) denote the left singular subspace
spanned by the r* largest singular values of A and U,« | (A) denote the left singular subspace
orthogonal to U,~ (A). Similarly define V;-(A) and V,« | (A) for the right singular subspace. A
complete list notations can be found in Table 7 of Appendix A.

1.2 Related Work

Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning (PEFT): LoRA (Hu et al., 2022) and its variants have received
great attention for downstream applications. The variants of LoRA focus on imbalance stepsize
(Hayou et al., 2024), initialization using SVD of pre-trained weights (Meng et al., 2024), gradient
approximation (Wang et al., 2024a,b) for better performance, reducing parameters (Kopiczko et al.,
2024) efficiency, preconditioned algorithm (Zhang and Pilanci, 2024) for stability.

In theory, the training dynamics and generalization ability of LoRA are rarely discovered. Based
on the empirical evidence of kernel behavior of LoRA in Malladi et al. (2023); Jang et al. (2024)
prove that LoRA with rank O(v/N) trained via gradient descent with N data can admit global
minimizer under neural tangent kernel (Jacot et al., 2018) regime. Beyond kernel regime, Dayi
and Chen (2024) explores the SGD dynamics of rank-1 LoRA. However, their setting is unrealistic
since they only train A which is a vector and restricted to the rank-1 setting. In our work, we
simultaneously train A and B and have flexible choice for LoRA ranks. Moreover, we discover the
relationship between LoRA and full fine-tuning from dynamics.

Matrix Sensing under Gradient Descent: Since LoRA performs fine-tuning using a Burer-
Monterio factorization, it admits similarities with matrix sensing problems, including the symmetric



matrix problem with r = r* (Li et al., 2018) and r > r* (Stoger and Soltanolkotabi, 2021);
asymmetric problem with r > r* (Soltanolkotabi et al., 2023; Xiong et al., 2023). Regarding
initialization, small initialization (Ding et al., 2022) and spectral initialization (Ma et al., 2021) help
convergence with theoretical guarantees. Besides, adding preconditioner (Zhang et al., 2021; Tong
et al., 2021; Xu et al., 2023; Zhang et al., 2023) is beneficial to solve the problem of ill-conditioned
ground truth matrix.

Technically, for the alignment part, our theory leverages some techniques from Soltanolkotabi
et al. (2023). However, the symmetrization technique used in prior work cannot be applied to
decouple the GD dynamics of (Ay, B;), posing a challenge in analyzing their individual spectral
behaviors. To overcome this limitation, we develop a novel approach that enables a detailed
analysis of the distinct spectral dynamics of A; and By, which is one technical contribution of this
work. Besides, for the nonlinear model part, dynamical analysis are normally based on classical
gradient-based algorithm (Damian et al., 2022; Lee et al., 2024). How such model behaves under
low-rank updates under (Spectral-init) has been unclear to our knowledge.

2 Problem Settings

In this section, we introduce the problem setting of fine-tuning pre-trained linear and nonlinear
models with the following assumptions.

2.1 Basic Assumptions

We consider both linear and nonlinear pre-trained models with multiple outputs and thus matrix
parameters (instead of vectors), which is consistent with LoRA in practice.

Assumption 2.1 (Pre-trained model). For the input 2 € R? we denote by W% € R%** the known
pre-trained parameter matrix. We assume that the pre-trained model can be linear or nonlinear
with o(-) = max{0, - } is the (entry-wise) ReLU activation function.

foe (@) (T WhT € RF linear
re () := :
P ol(z" W] € RF  nonlinear

Note that our results can handle large dimension d and k. Next, we assume there exists an
unknown low-rank feature shift A on W1 that we aim to estimate.

Assumption 2.2. The downstream feature matrix W .= W! + A admits an unknown low-rank
feature shift A € R¥* where Rank (A) = r* < min{d , k}.

This assumption is widely used in the literature on LoRA analysis and matrix factorization
(Zhang et al., 2021; Stoger and Soltanolkotabi, 2021; Soltanolkotabi et al., 2023; Xiong et al., 2023).
Besides, we also assume that the data is well-behaved, e.g., (Gaussian/sub-Gaussian) concentration.

Assumption 2.3 (Downstream data for fine-tuning). We consider the label-noiseless setting for
fine-tuning linear and nonlinear models. Given the unknown W, the N downstream data points
{(%;,9:)}Y, are ii.d. and satisfy the following data generation process:

N {(%TW“)TER’“, (@}, " SG,  linear

Y= = ii.d. , ;
o[(@"WHT], {1, i~ (0,1;) nonlinear



where SG denotes the probability distribution for isotropic centered sub-Gaussian random vectors.

Note that the nonlinear model can be regarded as a special case of multi-index model (Damian
et al., 2022; Abbe et al., 2022; Bietti et al., 2023) and Gaussian data is a common assumption
in the analysis of single/multi-index models (Damian et al., 2022; Lee et al., 2024; Oko et al.,
2024). We additionally assume that d < N, which coincides with practical settings of LoRA for
Llama 2-7b (Touvron et al., 2023) on real-world datasets, e.g., MetaMathQA (Yu et al., 2023) and
Code-Feedback (Zheng et al., 2024), where d = 1024 and N is on the order of 10°.

2.2 Full Fine-tuning and LoRA

Our goal is to efficiently recover A by fine-tuning on the downstream data. Let the complete

SVD of A € R¥* be

A=U§V =[U U] [‘z 8} [“jﬂ , (2.1)

where U € R4 and V € R*** are the left and right singular matrices, and S* € R*F ig a rank-r*
diagonal matrix with nonzero singular values {\;}'_,. It admits the compact SVD A = US*VT
with U € R VT ¢ R™>** and 8* € R™ %", The left/right singular subspaces spanned by U
and V play an important role in our analysis.

We write the downstream data in a compact form X = [Z1,--- ,Zy]" € RV*? and the label
T ¢ RV*F is generated by either linear or nonlinear target functions in

Assumption 2.3. We introduce the training based on full fine-tuning and LoRA below.

matrix Y = [g1 - gn]

Full Fine-tuning: We consider the following empirical risk minimization with a squared loss

— ~ 12
1 HXW—YHF linear,

L(W) - , (2.2)

= —~ 12
2N HU(XW) — YHF nonlinear
where the parameter W can be learned by gradient descent (GD) initialized at Wi ie, Wy := Wh

LoRA: LoRA updates two low-rank matrices A € R¥™" B € R"™* for efficiency with the following
empirical risk

FA B 1 HXV(Wh—FAB)—f’Hi, linear,
TN o oweaB) ¥ ot

which can be minimized using GD

Aip1 = Ay —mVaL (A, By,

- (2.3)
Bii1 = B —12VBL (A, By)

with stepsizes 11,72 > 0. Notice that our results are able to handle imbalanced step-sizes, i.e.,
1m # 12 in Hayou et al. (2024).



Since the true rank r* of A is unknown in LoRA, our results will cover two cases: over-ranked
(r > r*) and exact-ranked (r = r*).! Our results allow for large d, k while r,7* = ©(1), which

coincides with common practice.

Optimization and Generalization: We are interested in the error ||A;B; — A% under the
LoRA training dynamics. Bounds on this error also imply generalization performance, because the
generalization error for a new data (Z, ) satisfies Ez ||g — o(W* + AtBt)T:}EHg < |A:B; — All% in
the nonlinear setting, with equality in the linear setting.

3 Analysis of LoRA under Linear Model

In this section, we establish the alignment between LoRA and one gradient of full fine-tuning.
This result guides us to design new strategies for speeding up practical LoRA-based algorithms,
which achieve this alignment at initialization.

We formally define the negative gradient of full fine-tuning in Eq. (2.2) for the linear setting
after the first step as

G! = —Vy L(W) = %5{7(? _XW). (3.1)

Note that X' X is a non-singular square matrix by Zeng and Lee (2023, Lemma 6). Since left
multiplication by a non-singular square matrix does not change the rank by Horn and Johnson
(2012, 0.4.6 (b)), we have Rank(G?) = Rank(A) = r*. Denote by {\;(G%)}_; the singular values of

G" in non-increasing order.

3.1 Alignment under LoRA Initialization

We first present the results for the alignment of B; by recalling the notations V;.«(-) and V= | (-).

Theorem 3.1 (Alignment between G* and B;). Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear
setting, consider the LoRA updates (2.3) with (LoRA-init). We have

:0, Vt€N+.

op

ve. (69 v

One can see that, due to the zero initialization of By in (LoRA-init), after the first GD step, it
holds that B; = mAEG“, which has rank < r* and lies in the right top-r* singular subspace of G".
The subsequent GD dynamics of By is always restricted to this invariant subspace.

Next we build the alignment for A; with the notations Uy« (-), U« (-) and x" as the condition
number of GY.

Theorem 3.2 (Alignment between G and A;. Simplified version of Theorem B.9). For the
r > 2r* case, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, we consider the LoRA
updates (2.3) with [Ag);; ~ N(0,a?) in (LoRA-init). Then for any constant 6 € (0,1), by taking

1
a= O(Gg“hd_%”h_% ||Gh||§p), and running gradient descent for t* steps with

In (¥4
e o)
~n (1+ /mmA- (G7))

'In the matrix sensing/completion literature, they are often called over- and ezact-parameterized, respectively.

(3.2)
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Figure 3: Under (LoRA-init), the log-risk and the angle of alignment to full one-step GD of LoRA
with different o? and d, trained via GD on task (2.2). Left: the log risk under different initialization
variance a?. The risk is defined as 5 || A;B; — Al%. Right: the best principal angle between the
top-r smgular Subspace of G% and A; during training. Smaller is closer. The principal angle is
defined as miny ||U, l(G“) U,~ (A¢) |lop- More experimental details can be found in Appendix F.1.

we achieve the following the alignment on the left singular subspace between G* and A+ as below

H - L(GF) U (Arr)

S0, (3.3)

op
with probability at least 1 — C exp(—d) — Co exp(—r) — C3 exp(—N) for some constants C1,Ca, Cs.

The result under the r* < r < 2r* case is more complex and we defer this result to Theorem B.9.

Remark: We make the following remarks:

e The choice of a in Theorem 3.2 shows that after t* = © (A i‘%éh» in Eq. (3.2), the alignment

can be achieved. Our results can cover the standard He-initialization (He et al., 2015) if
1Glop > Q (d%”h). Requirement on ||G¥||,, can be relaxed under smaller initialization,

illustrated by Fig. 3.

e Using imbalanced step-size, e.g., increasing 7o while fixing 11, can reduce the time steps needed
for alignment. In particular, if we fix 7, increasing the step-size ratio \/n2/n1 in Eq. (3.2)
reduces the alignment time, theoretically support for LoRA+ (Hayou et al., 2024).

e Note that we can select any pair of stepsizes (11 ,72) that satisfies the conditions t* > 1,
n2 = m, and ((m,n2) = O(1).

The above two theorems characterize the alignment between G¥ and (Ay, By). Fig. 3 empirically
validates Theorem 3.2 in two folds:

i) Smaller initialization (o in the x-axis) encourages better alignment (evaluated by the principal
angle), and then better generalization performance of fine-tuning (evaluated by the risk). But
in practice, a smaller initialization would increase the training time for convergence, as a
double-edge sword.



ii) Increasing d leads to longer alignment time, illustrated by Eq. (3.2), and worse alignment
performance, illustrated by the formulation of a.

We remark that previous work on matrix sensing (Stéger and Soltanolkotabi, 2021; Soltanolkotabi
et al., 2023) via a symmetrization technique cannot be directly applied to our setting. Such
symmetrization technique prevents the alignment results decoupling into two factorized matrices. We
extend their technique to decouple the alignment for A; and B; individually via Schur decomposition
of H.

3.2 Spectral Initialization for Global Convergence

Theorem 3.2 has demonstrated the alignment on the rank-r* singular space of G and (A, By).
In other words, if we take the SVD of G* and choose the certain singular subspace for initialization
in (Spectral-init), we can directly achieve the alignment at the initialization (without training) and
recover A to some extent, which is the main target of this work.

By the following standard concentration result for (sub)-Gaussian data: with probability at least
1 — 2C exp(—€2N) for some constants C' > 0, we have

1 ¢ 1
<eée:=min —,— < —. 3.4
op_6 mln{2li’l-€3}_2 ( )

Recall « is the condition number of A and A}. is the r*-th singular value of A, we have the following

Hfz—Id

result at the spectral initialization.

Proposition 3.3. [One-step gradient suffices|] Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear
setting via (Spectral-init), taking € in Eq. (3.4), then with probability at least 1 — 2C exp(—€2N)

for constant C' > 0, we have
*

|40Bo — Allop < ellAllop < =5

Proposition 3.3 demonstrates that, after one-step full gradient, i.e., using spectral initialization
(Spectral-init), AgBy is able to recover A with small error. Besides, under (Spectral-init), the
alignment between A and By in Theorem 3.1 via (LoRA-init) can be simplified as below.

Lemma 3.4. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, and spectral initialization
(Spectral-init), we always have ByV| = 04, (4~ for any t € NT, where V| comes from the complete
SVD of A in Eq. (2.1).

Lemma 3.4 shows that By’s dynamics always stays in the low-dimensional target (right singular)
subspace under the spectral initialization, which contributes to track the behavior of | A; By — Al .
In this regime, there is no significant difference on setting different step-size 11 and 72. For ease of
description, we set 171 = 12 := 7 for the later analysis.

Theorem 3.5 (Global convergence. Simplified version of Theorem B.17). Under assumptions in
Section 2.1 for the linear setting, suppose we use the initialization scheme (Spectral-init), and take
€in Eq. (3.4) and 7 > r*, n = O(1/k)}). Then with probability at least 1 — 2C exp(—€2N) for a
universal constant C' > 0, we have

Al

t
|AB; — Allp < V2r* <1_’76£n> NL(A), V> 1.




Remark: The above convergence rate is independent of the choice of LoRA rank r if r > r*. It
achieves an e-risk in O (xk®In (1/¢)) iterations.

3.3 Preconditioned GD under Spectral Initialization

By Theorem 3.5, the linear convergence rate heavily depends on k. The convergence will be slow if
the downstream feature shift A is ill-conditioned (i.e.,  is extremely large). This motivates us to add
preconditioners, which is a key technique to accelerate convergence in matrix factorization/sensing
(Tong et al., 2021; Zhang et al., 2021, 2023; Jia et al., 2024). We apply to analysis of LoRA as
well as algorithm design. In the over-ranked setting (r > r*), B;B] and A] A; are not necessarily
invertible. Hence we add the following preconditioners to vanilla GD (2.3)

~ T
Api1 = A —nE (ABy — A) (By)' (BtBtT) ) (3.5)
3.5
t ~
Bt+1 = Bt —n (A—trAt> AIZ (AtBt — A) s

where MT denotes the pseudo-inverse of a matrix M. Such modified preconditioners are also
considered in Li et al. (2024). Under (Spectral-init), similar to Lemma 3.4, the dynamics of By
under precondition GD are still limited to the r*-dimensional singular subspace V of A, i.e.,
BV = 0, (x—r+); see the proof in Lemma B.18 in the appendix. We also have the following linear
convergence under preconditioners.

Theorem 3.6. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, using precondition GD

in Eq. (3.5) under spectral initialization (Spectral-init), we choose € < min{ L l} and set

2vr*k 7 4
ne (0, ?ﬂg;), then with probability at least 1 — 2C exp(—e?N) for a universal constant C' > 0, we
have
1 AYEY
| 4B~ Allp < 5 (1 - 5) NL(A), VE>0.

The convergence rate is independent of the condition number of k. The choice of stepsize 7 is

upper bounded by (()15:55

number x is very large and thus € is chosen as sufficiently small, then 7 can reach 0.5 and we still

€ (0,0.5), which is a decreasing function of e. Therefore, if the condition

have a fast convergence rate independent of . This is particularly useful in practical fine-tuning
tasks, where the adapted matrix can be highly ill-conditioned when its rank increases. We can
empirically observe the ill-conditioned issues in real-world benchmarks, as shown in Fig. 4. For the
difference matrix between pre-trained weight and fine-tuned weight, the singular values decrease
drastically as the index increases, indicating an ill-conditioned behavior during fine-tuning.

4 Analysis of LoRA under Nonlinear Models

Now we focus on the nonlinear setting described in Section 2, where we consider the exact-rank
case r = r* for delivery. We will demonstrate the linear convergence rate in the linear setting can
still hold for the nonlinear setting.

Following Section 3.3, we continue to consider preconditioned GD on (A¢, B;) with the same
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Figure 4: Fine-tuning T5 base model (Raffel et al., 2020) on SST2 from GLUE dataset (Wang,
2018). The experimental details can be found in Appendix F.5. Left: top-32 singular values for
each pre-trained weight matrices W9, Right: top-32 singular values for each difference matrices
AW = Wipetuned — W after full fine-tuning. The Index is ranked from the largest to the smallest
singular values.

step-size 7 for convenience:

~ —1
A= A=V aL (A, B) (BiB]) -
4.1
—1 ~
Bii1=B;—1 (AIAt> VBL(A¢,By) .

Notice that here we use standard matrix inversion since we can prove that A; and B; stay non-
singular across all ¢ > 0. By denoting W; := W+ A, B;, we have the gradients

VaL(A;,B) = —Jw,B}, VpL(A;,B;)) =—AlJw,,
where we define
1 = 1 = =~
Jw, = NEF o(XWH) — N)?ra(XWt) 0 (XW).
To deliver the proof, apart from the above-mentioned assumptions in Section 2.1 for the the

nonlinear setting, we also need the following additional assumptions.

Assumption 4.1. We assume that W has orthonormal columns and its row space is orthogonal
to that of A.

Assumption 4.2. We assume that ||A|,y < @ with Rank(A) = r* where k + r* < d and
r* < min{d, k}.

Remark: Assumption 4.1 ensures rich task diversity between pre-trained model and downstream
tasks. We notice that such assumption is also considered in Dayi and Chen (2024). Assumption 4.2
restricts the norm of downstream feature shift since the signal of adapted weight is generally smaller
than the pre-trained weight. We can empirically assess the validity of this assumption in Fig. 4.

11



Here we can show that, for the nonlinear model, LoRA training can achieve global linear
convergence under (Spectral-init) via preconditioned GD in Eq. (4.1).

Theorem 4.3 (Simplified version of Theorem C.10). Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the
nonlinear setting, Assumption 4.1, and 4.2, with training conducted by Eq. (4.1) and initialization

via (Spectral-init), we take e = O (r*iﬂ) and p < 0.01 such that we set

1 p 1 p }
cE|l———, —+ ——— 4.2
7 [CH 3egkV2r* CcH  3cgkyv2r* (42)

with cg = 4 + 47r Zn>l 27"n~2(n!)~2. Then choosing 1 € (Cn 5o ) for a small constant ¢, > 0,

with probability at least 1 — 2Cdk exp ( ) for a universal constant C' > 0, we have
CH 3 *
|AB, — Allp < (1 - E") PAL V> 0. (4.3)

Remark: We make the following remarks:

e This theorem is based on || AgBy — A|y < pAj at initialization (Assumption 4.2 is not
needed), see Lemma C.5 for details, which demonstrates the ability of one-step full gradient
can improve feature learning.

e The final rate is independent of condition number x of downstream feature shift A, which coin-
cides with the results from linear model. This provide us evidence that adding preconditioners
can also work for nonlinear model.

Proof Sketch: The complete proof can be found in Appendix C.2.1. By Hermite decomposition, we
can compute the expectation of Jyy, (see Lemma C.2) and decompose Jw, into cyg (A By — A) + &4,
where E; is defined in Lemma C.6. The first term is the signal term which can dominate the
preconditioned GD dynamics. The second term Z; := T'1 + T2 consists of two parts (details see
Lemma C.7): the first part T'1 is the higher-order residual terms from Ez [Jw,] which related to
Hermite decomposition. Since the decay of Hermite coefficients of o is faster than polynomial decay,
it can be well controlled. For the second term 72, it comes from the concentration error of Jw,,
which can also controlled by large sample size N.

To handle ||A;B; — Al|r, we explore its recursion relationship in Lemma C.6. The key part is to
control ||(I; —Ua,Uy,) A (It — VB,Vp,) ||
higher order term in Lemma C.8. We deliver the complete proof to Appendix C.2.1.

as well as its complementary part in Lemma C.9 and
Note that the above two assumptions are not required if we modify the gradient update of

Eq. (4.1) by removing the mask matrix o’ (f W,), a smoothing technique from Kalai and Sastry
(2009); Kakade et al. (2011); Wu et al. (2023), i.e

T = X (o (XW) — o (XW1) ).
In this case, we reformulate Eq. (4.1) as

—1
Ay = A+ IS B] (BtBT> ,

B;y1=B;+n (AIAt> ATJGLM

12



And we propose to use G := Jyi for (Spectral-init) to initialize Ag and By. The global linear
convergence results are given as below.

Theorem 4.4 (Simplified version of Theorem C.15). Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the
nonlinear setting, with training conducted by Eq. (4.4) and initialization via (Spectral-init) by

taking G := J3, suppose € = O (r*xl\/ﬁ) and p < o5, we take

2p 2p ]
€|2—- , 2+ ,
7 [ 3KV 2r* 3KV 2r*

and set n € (chM ,1) where g™ > 0 is a small constant, then with probability at least 1 —

2Cdk exp (—€2N ) for a universal constant C' > 0, we have
LANIRY
[A:B: — Allp < (1 - 1) P -

Remark: Removing the mask matrix o/ (X W) in Eq. (4.1) allows for better linear convergence
performance with (1 —7/4)" than that in Eq. (4.3), albeit without Assumption 4.1, 4.2.

Proof Sketch: The proof strategy is similar to Theorem 4.3. The key difference is that the
corresponding Z; under Eq. (4.4) does not have the residual terms from Hermite decomposition.
We deliver the complete proof to Appendix C.2.2.

5 Algorithm and Experiments

In this section, we firstly present our algorithm, LoRA-One, and compare with previous gradient
alignment based algorithm for fine-tuning. Then we evaluate LoRA-One against typical LoRA based
algorithms across multiple NLP benchmarks and conduct an ablation study.

Algorithm and Discussion: We formally present our LoRA-One algorithm in Algorithm 1,
which is driven by spectral initialization (Spectral-init) (shown in line 4-6) and the pre-condition
strategy (shown in line 10-11). To ensure numerical stability, we slightly modify (Spectral-init) in
our Algorithm 1 (shown in line 5-6) inspired by the trick in Wang et al. (2024a). This is because
§Gh is highly ill-conditioned and numerically unstable, and has some difficulty for hyperparameter
search in practice, see the Ablation Study part.

We remark that our initialization strategy in Algorithm 1 (line 4-6) shares some similarity with
gradient alignment work, e.g., LORA-GA (Wang et al., 2024a), LoRA-pro (Wang et al., 2024b), but
the mechanisms for gradient alignment differ significantly.

More importantly, the spirit of LoRA-GA might not help recover A, as verified by our theory as
well as the empirical results in Fig. 2, where LoRA-GA fails to generalize and remain at a high-risk
level throughout training. We provide more discussion in Appendix E. Furthermore, we notice that
Zhang and Pilanci (2024) propose to add preconditioners to AdamW (Loshchilov, 2017) in the
view of stability. In contrast, our focus is on addressing the potential issue of ill-conditioning in
the downstream tasks, which is theoretically proven to accelerate convergence, as demonstrated in
Theorems 3.6, 4.3 and 4.4.

Experiments on NLU tasks: We evaluate Algorithm 1 on multiple natural language understanding
(NLU) benchmarks, e.g., MNLI, SST2, CoLA, QNLI, and MRPC via a comprehensive comparison

13



Algorithm 1 LoRA-One training for a specific layer

Input: Pre-trained weight W, batched data {D,}L_,, LoRA rank 7, LoRA alpha «, loss function
L, stable parameter s, damping parameter A
Initialize:
1: Compute Vyy L(W?)
: din, dout — SiZG(VWL(Wh))

2

3y @

4: U, S,V + SVD (Vw L(W?))

5: Ag \ﬁ U[:,l:r]

6: By «+ ﬁ : ‘/[Tlr}

7 VVh — Wu — %A()Bo

8: Clear Vyy L(W?)

Train:

9: fort=1,...,7T do

10:  Compute preconditioned gradients given Dy:
G« VaL(Ar1,Bi1) (Bi B, + L)~
GE « (Al A, 1 +AI) 'VBL (A1, B 1)

11:  Update A, B; + AdamW (G{*, GB)

12: end for

Return: W' + %ATBT

with full fine-tuning, LoRA (Hu et al., 2022), LoRA+ (Hayou et al., 2024), Preconditioned LoRA
(denoted as P-LoRA) (Zhang and Pilanci, 2024), LoRA-GA (Wang et al., 2024a). More experimental
details can be found in Appendix F.2. We use these algorithms to fine-tune T5-base model (Raffel

et al., 2020). Table 2 demonstrates the superior performance of our theoretically grounded algorithm
LoRA-One.

Experiments on LLM: Apart from NLU tasks, we also fine-tune the Llama 2-7B (Touvron et al.,
2023) on two tasks: math and code generation, to evaluate the performance of Algorithm 1. The
training and evaluation details are as follows: 1) Math task: we fine-tune the model using a 100k
subset from MetaMathQA (Yu et al., 2023) and test on GSM8K (Cobbe et al., 2021) evaluation
dataset. We take accuracy as the performance metric. 2) Code Task: we fine-tune the model using
a 100k subset from Code-Feedback (Zheng et al., 2024) and evaluate on HumanEval (Chen et al.,
2021a). We take the PASS@1 metric. More experimental details can be found in Appendix F.3.
Table 3 shows that our method LoRA-One can achieve the best performance over both datasets. For
rank 8, we achieve significant improvements over vanilla LoRA, with a margin of 6.91 on GSM8K
and 5.35 on Humaneval. LoRA-One outperforms LoRA-GA over all three ranks with notable
improvements, which demonstrates the power of using top-r* singular subspace as suggested by our
theory and the good scalability in high ranks from preconditioning.

Ablation study: We perform two types of ablation study. First, in Table 2, comparing “One-step
GD” and “Pre-trained”, we see that one-step full gradient descent significantly improves on pre-
training and even performs better than LoRA on CoLLA and MRPC. This supports our claim on
one-step full gradient.

Second, Fig. 5 compares the accuracy of LoRA-One and LoRA-GA, with and without precondi-
tioners. Our choice of top-r* singular subspace can be seen to be empirically better than LoRA-GA’s
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Table 2: Accuracy comparison on various NLP tasks from GLUE across several typical LoRA based
algorithms. Results are reported as accuracy (%) with standard deviations with 3 runs (best in
bold). The subscript indicates the used rank. “-” on MNLI indicates that the test accuracy remains
zero after one-step update, see Appendix F.2 for illustration.

Dataset MNLI SST-2 CoLA QNLI MRPC
Size 393k 67k 8.5k 105k 3.7k
Full 86.33+0.00 94.7540921 80.7040.24 93.1940922 84.564¢73
Pre-trained - 89.79 59.03 49.28 63.48
One-step GD - 90.48 73.00 69.13 68.38
LoRAg 85.30+0.04 94.044009 72.844125 93.024007 68.38+0.01
LoRAj3 85.2340.11  94.0840.05 70.66+041 92.874005 67.2440.58
LoRA 28 85.03+0.13  93.964005 69.454025 92914013 65.36+0.31
LoRA+3g 85.8140.09 93.854024 77.53+020 93.144003 74434139
LORA+32 85.88:‘:0,16 94.15:|:0_25 79~29:|:0.96 93'25:|:0.08 79‘49:|:0.64
LoRA-+128 86.07+0.15 94.084030 78.59+073 93.064023 78.7640.12
P-LoRAg 85.2840.15 93.8810.11  79.58+067 93.0040.07 83.9141.16
P-LoRA3, 85.07+0.11  94.084014 76.544+120 93.004008  79.4940.50
P—LORA128 85.38:‘:0.11 93.96:&0,24 72-0411.89 92.98:|:0.06 79.66:|:1.44
LoRA-GAg 85.7040.00 94.114018 80.57+020 93.18+1006 85.2940.24
LoRA-GA3, 83.324+0.10 94494032 80.86+023 93.064014 86.3640.42
LoRA-GA s 84.75+0.06 94.19+014 80.9510935 93.124011 85.4640.23
LoRA—Oneg (OUI‘S) 85.81:‘:0,03 94.69:‘:0,05 81-08:t0.36 93.22:|:()_12 86.77:|:0.53
LoRA—On632 86.08:‘:0,01 94.73:‘:0.37 81.34:‘:0.51 93.19:&0.02 87.34;&0.31
LORA—On6128 86.22:‘:0.08 94.65:‘:0.19 81'53:i:0.36 93.34:|:0_11 88.40:|:0.70

choice. Moreover, LoRA-One and LoRA-One (-) exhibit comparable performance when the rank is
r =8 or r = 32. Notably, LoRA-One (-) surpasses LoRA-One in the MRPC task at r = 8. These
findings suggest that incorporating preconditioners may not be necessary for lower-rank settings. In
contrast, for larger ranks (r = 128), LoRA-One consistently outperforms LoRA-One (-). Therefore,
we recommend using LoRA-One (-) for small-rank cases and LoRA-One for high-rank cases.
Moreover, from Table 4, the performance of LoRA-One (-) is close to Spectral (-), even better for
MRPC dataset. This demonstrates the validity of using lines 4-6 in Algorithm 1 for initialization
instead of using G¥ directly for a practical consideration. More details are provided in Appendix F.4.

6 Conclusion

This paper theoretically demonstrates how LoRA can be improved from our theoretical analysis
in both linear and nonlinear models: the alignment between LoRA’s gradient update (A, Bt) and
the singular subspace of G?, and adding preconditioners. Our theory clarifies some potential issues
behind gradient alignment work and the theory-grounded algorithm, LoRA-One, obtains promising
performance in practical fine-tuning benchmarks.
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Table 3: Performance comparison across different methods on GSM8K, and Human-eval benchmarks.
Results are reported as accuracy (%) with standard deviations with 3 runs (higher is better). The

subscript indicates the rank of LoRA.

GSMS8K Human-eval
Full 99.3610.85 35.3149.13
LoRAg 46.8940.05 15.67+0.60
LoRA-GAg 53.6040.13 20.45410.92
LORA—GA32 55-12i0.30 20.18i0,19
LoRA-GA128  55.0749.18 23.0510.37
LoRA—Oneg 53.80i0,44 21-02i0.01
LORA—Onegg 56.61:&0.29 23.86:‘:0.01
LORA—OI]€128 58.10:|:0,10 26.79:‘:0,21
mmm | oRA-One mmm | oRA-One (-) B | oRA-GA (+) LoRA-GA (-)
82.0 CoLA 90 MRPC
81.5 881
R 81.0]
< I l 86| I :
& 80.5 I k
3 84
g 80.0
79.5 82
79.0° 8 32 128 80° 8 32 128
Rank Rank

Figure 5: Ablation study of LoRA-One (Algorithm 1), LoRA-One (-) (without preconditioners),
LoRA-GA (-) (original LoRA-GA from Wang et al. 2024a), and LoRA-GA (+) (with preconditioners)
on CoLA and MRPC from GLUE (Wang, 2018) under ranks r = 8,32,128.

Table 4: Accuracy comparison across different methods on MRPC and CoLA from GLUE (Wang,
2018) under ranks r = 8,32,128. LoRA-One (-) stands for training with AdamW without
preconditioning under initialization by lines 1-8 in Algorithm 1.

CoLA

MRPC

r  LoRA-One LoRA-One (-) Spectral (-) r

LoRA-One LoRA-One (-) Spectral (-)

8 81.08:036  80.831051  81.404031 8 86.77+053 87.504060  86.1910.42
32 81.34405  81.304016  81.1840.30 32 87.344031 87.344042  86.021020
128 81.531036  81.344012  81.624048 128 88.404070 87.264020  86.0340.20
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A Symbols and Notations

Symbol Dimension(s) | Definition
N(p, o) - Multivariate normal distribution with mean vector g and covariance matrix o
0,0,9,0 - Bachmann—Landau asymptotic notation
[|wl2 - Euclidean norm of vector w
[[M||op - Operator norm of matrix M
[[M]|g - Frobenius norm of matrix M
(u,v) - Dot product of vectors w and v
MGo6N - Hadamard product of matrix M and N
wh RAXE Pre-trained weight matrix
A RAXE Downstream feature shift matrix
w RAxk Downstream weight matrix W8 = Wi + A
GH RaxF The initial gradient matrix under full fine-tuning
A, By Rdxr RrXxk Learnable low-rank adapters at step ¢
wE R4 i*h column of pre-trained weight matrix W
ﬁf R4 ith column of downstream weight matrix Wb
wy R4 ith column of adapted weight matrix (Wh + AtBt) at step t
A; R4 it® column of downstream feature matrix A
[A:Byi]; R4 i*" column of the product of adapters A;B;
x RN xd Downstream data matrix
Y RN *d Downstream label matrix
Tn R4 nt? downstream data point
M1 - Inverse of matrix M
Mt - Pseudo-inverse of matrix M
Ai (M) R i*h singular value of matrix M
AL R i*h singular value of downstream feature shift matrix A
K (M) R The condition number of matrix M
K R The condition number of A: k= Af /A%
Kl R The condition number of G k' = Amax (Gh) /Amin (Gh)
U, (M) - The left singular subspace spanned by the m largest singular values of the input matrix M
U, 1 (M) - The left singular subspace orthogonal to Uy, (M)
Vin (M) - The right singular subspace spanned by the m largest singular values of the input matrix M
Vi, 1 (M) - The right singular subspace orthogonal to V4, (M)
Ua - The left singular matrix of the compact SVD of A
Ua, 1 - The corresponding orthogonal complement of U 4
Va - The right singular matrix of the compact SVD of A
Va, L - The corresponding orthogonal complement of V4
o(+) - ReLU activation function
o'(+) - The derivative of ReLU activation function
cj R j* Hermite coefficient of ReLU activation function
He;(-) - j** Hermite polynomial
Vw/f (W) - The gradient matrix of function f w.r.t. input matrix W
L(A,B) - Loss function under LoRA fine-tuning
L(W) - Loss function under full fine-tuning
N - Number of downstream data
d - Input dimension of the data
k - Output dimension of the label
571572 - Learning rates
« - Random initialization scale of low-rank adapter Ag

Table 7: Essential symbols and notations in this paper.
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B Proofs for Linear Model

In Appendix B.1, we deliver the proofs for alignment in Section 3.1. In Appendix B.2, we present
the proofs for the main results in Section 3.2 under spectral initialization. In Appendix B.3, we give
the proofs for precondition GD in Section 3.3.

B.1 Proofs for LoRA under Random Initialization

Let X be the fine-tuned data with X € R]ifd and the multi-output Y € RVX*, For simplicity,
we define the initial residual error Ya :=Y — XW% = XA. Then, denote the negative gradient of
Full Fine-tuning after the first step as

G' = —Vy L(W?) — —%Xﬂfwh Yy = %XWA € RYXK
Recall the gradient update for LoRA

A= Ay — @3(7<)?(Wh + ABy) — ?)Bj ,

N
By =B, — %Aﬁ(‘r (X’(W” + ABy) — }7) :
we rewrite it in a compact form
A]  [A 0 mG*TA] 1 0 mX' XA,B,| [ A,
B, |B/ mG' 0 ||Bl| N |pBlAJX'X 0 B]
=H
r e (B.1)
N I ann A _ i 0 anTXAtBt A,
mG' I | |Bl] N |pBlAJX'X 0 B
=H =Ei1
By defining a stack iterate
A _ 4o (d+k) xr
Z; = [BI] , and Zp:= [0] eR , (B.2)
we can formulate Eq. (B.1) as a compact form of a nonlinear dynamical system
Zy=HZ, — Eyq, (B.3)

where H is a time-independent matrix corresponding to the linear part, and EH;[ corresponds to
the nonlinear part.

B.1.1 SVD and Schur Decomposition
We recall the complete SVD of A € R4*k

~ o~ A~ * * * T
A=USV' = U U] S ) } [VT], where 8™ = Diag (A, -+, A\%) .
Oa—ryxr  Og—r)xk—r+)] VL
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Similarly, we recall the complete SVD of G as G = ﬁcu §Gh ‘7(; We derive the Schur
decomposition of H under the special case d = k in Lemma B.1 and then extend to d # k in
Lemma B.3 via zero padding on SVD in Lemma B.2.

Lemma B.1 (Schur Decomposition of H under d = k). Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the
linear setting, given G € R%* in Eq. (3.1) and its complete SVD Ug: S V;h, if d = k, then the
block matrix H admits the following Schur decomposition

where C' is an orthogonal matrix and T is a block upper triangular matrix
1 Ug:  —/:2Ucg

J1+ % %vch Vgu 7

Proof. We prove by verifying the claim. Starting with

I+ mmSe:  (m — 772)§gh
0 I, — /mn2Sgs

C= and T =

_ I N _
Ug: e | I+ ympSa: (m — 12)Sg:
2 Ve, Ve 0 Iy — /mmSgs

Ug: + mUgs S mUg:Sq: — %ﬁgu
BVan +mVarSae /5 (m —n2)VarSas + Var — vmm2Vas Sae

then we can verify that

n X B X ﬁgi %V;h
m =+ 2 - %Ug;u V(T;u
_m (1 + %) 1q (m +n2)Ug: S Vs
mne g (14 2) Ve Se:Ug, (1+2) L
_ [ 1L W1ﬁcu§Gu‘7;h] _H
Ve Sa:Ugy I,
Accordingly, we conclude the result. O

Next, we consider the case of d # k.

Case 1 (d > k): by zero padding, G and related matrices are given by

I ek
h b H — d m&
G'=[G" Ogq-r)] ., H [772 @) I |
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and for any ¢t > 0, we have the following related matrices

A - Alin
Et = [Bt Orx(dfk)} ) Zt = |:(B:)T:| , Zt = [(Blint)—r] :ﬂtZO-

Case 2 (d < k): Similarly, by zero padding, we define

G“:[ G* } g | B m€
= Ogeaxkl T T m(GY) L |

and for V¢ > 0, we define

At ] [ At ] 7 Alint t
A, = VAR y Ly = : =H Z,.
= [O(k—d) xr =By (B} m)T 0

Then we have the following lemma on the SVD of GF.
Lemma B.2. If d > k, then we have the following SVD of G
~ o~ T
gh = UGnSGnVGn s

where

= Ve Os 5 (d—k S o
Ve = G A=k and Ser = | S 04y (qi| -
G [O(dk)xk I(d—k) GH [ Gh dx(d k)}

If d < k, then we have the following SVD of G?
G =Ug: 86V,
where
Sc

Ok—ayxk

ﬁgh _ [ Ug: ka(kz—d)] . and gch _
—  |Op—ayxt  L@—a —

Proof. The block construction does not affect the original part of the SVD. It only appends zeros
to the singular values and grows the corresponding orthonormal bases as partial identity matrices

appropriately.

Now we can apply Lemma B.2 for Lemma B.1 to extend to d # k via the following lemma. The

proof is direct and we omit it here.

Lemma B.3 (Schur decomposition of H under d # k). Given the defined block matrix H € R?$*2s

with s := max{d, k}, we have the following decomposition

H=CTC',
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1 Ug: —/PUg:
C=_— - n ., T=

JIHE BV Ve

I+ mmpSg:  (m — 772)§7gn
0 I — /mm2Sg:

1 Us:  —/2Ug:
1/1—!—2—? Z%Vc;h Vg

B.1.2 Dynamics of Linear Approximation

I, + \/771772§Gb (m — 772)§gu

, T=
0 I, — \/mn2Sg:

The target of our proof is to demonstrate that Et—i—l does not effect the dynamics too much such
that the dynamics of Z; is close to the following pseudo iterate

A ] | B4

Ztlin = HtZO =: (Btlin)—r

The updates of the pseudo iterate follow the trajectory of Oja’s Power Method (Oja, 1982). Therefore,
we aim to prove that the error between the actual iterate Z; and the pseudo iterate Z}** is sufficiently
small, which is equivalent to that the actual iterate Z; performs a power iteration during the early
steps. First, we obtain the difference between Z; and Z}*® by the following lemma.

Lemma B.4 (Formulation of E;). Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, given
the nonlinear dynamical system (B.3) and its linear part (B.4), their difference admits

t
E; =27, Z"=-Y H''E;, VteN', (B.5)
i=1
where E; corresponds to the nonlinear part in Eq. (B.1).

Proof of Lemma B.4. We prove it by induction. Recall the formulation of the nonlinear dynamical
system Z;.1 = HZ; — E;,1, we start with the base case t = 1 such that

Z\=HZy-E =27, - E,
which proves the claim. Next, we assume Eq. (B.5) holds for ¢t > 2, then for ¢t + 1, we have

Ziy=HZ, — E

t
—H (ztlin -3 Ht—ZEi> —Ei
=1
t
11 t+1—i g o

=Zij1 - ZH TTE; — Eg

i=1

t+1
=2zt - Y H"'E;,

i=1
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which proves the claim. O

If || E¢||op is sufficiently small within a certain period, e.g., t <T', then we could approximate
the early dynamics by

Zyoy = [AHI] ~ Zlin . AS _ Apt® n 0 . n G* Apin
TUUBL T T )] ((BEY)] G o | |(BEY) ]

2 Lot

In this subsection, we will bound || E¢||op to show that it is actually small up to the initialization.
To prove it, we first conduct the dynamical analysis of Z}® via the structure of H.

via

< [ Ellop -

op

Part I: Dynamics of Z}®

With the algebra fact above, we can derive the precise spectral dynamics of Z}®, i.e., A}*™ and
B}*® separately.

Lemma B.5. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, given the pseudo iterate
(B.4) on Z}*® where two components A}*® and B}** admit the following recursion

Abin — %ﬁGb < <Id + M[%u)t + (Id - m%u)t)ﬁéu Ao,
o
R e (e CE B LS
me J

Furthermore, if XTX is non-singular, PtA is a full rank matrix and singular values are 1 after the
r*-th order. PP is a rank-r* matrix.

Proof. We start with the special case d = k and then discuss the case of d # k. For the case of
d = k, we have

Z1® = H'Z, = (CTC")'Z, = CT!C" Z,,

where the last equality follows from the fact that C is an orthogonal matrix. Next, we compute T?

t—1

(Id + \/Wgcn)t (m1 — n2) S (Id - \/Wgcu)t_j_l (Id + \/mggu)j

T! = =0

=Dt

~ t
O4xd (Id - \/7717725Gn>
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We first deal with the upper-right part D?. It is a mix of several diagonal matrices under addition
and multiplications, leading to be a diagonal matrix again, i.e., D’é”.) = 0,Vi # j. Note that the

diagonal matrix §Gb is a rank-r* matrix, we have Dl(tm.) =0 for (r* 4+ 1) <1i <d. Accordingly, we

only need to handle Dfi 0 in the 1 <17 < 7* part

-1
D, = (m — m)o; Z (1= o)) 77 A+ o))
=0

L (1+ v Uf)t - (1= ymm Uf)t

=M —n2)o; "
MR o) — (- mel) |,
2\/771772

_ . . ot
where we use ZE’:%) gt iyl = % Therefore, we can conclude

(1a+ m@;h)t o ( (1:+ ms}h)t - (- m§Gu)t>
04xd (Id - \/Wgcuy

Finally, we can derive the following recursion

T' =

Zi'r = H'Z,
1 Ug: —/BUg
1+ Z—? %VGb Ve

X

(£:+ \/m%h)t mem ( (1:+ m%u)t ~ (1~ \/m%h)t)
0dxd (Id - \/Wgcu)t

Cc'z,

t

1
2
Vo (Lot vimSer) 3 (1= %) Ve (Lot vimSe:) +

C' z,
w = 4o
e
~ t ~ T
We: < (Id + \/Wsau) + (Id — VinieSe: )Uau [Ao}
= 0

~ t
77fQVGu Id + \/7717725Gh> (Id - \/7]17725@) > Gt
U

~ t
= VGu Id + \/7717725@) (Id - \/Wscn) U

~ t ~
UGh < (Id + \/7717725@) + (Id — V/Mmm2Sgs ) gqu
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Next, we extend the results above to d # k. Here we take d > k,
1 L2y s\ s \'\iT
B =5 E@ (Id + \/Ulﬂzh) - (Id - \/7717725c:n) Ug: Ao
~ ~ A\t N
= [5 BV ( (Id + \/7717725@) - (Id - \/771772‘S’Gh) >Uz;uA0 Orx(d—k)] ;

which proves the claim. Lastly, we take d < k,

L1~ s\ Se) Ui
AynZQUGh<(Ik+\/W5Gu) +(mm&) )UG” Ao

L0 ( (Id + \/mi;h)t + (Id . m%u)t)ﬁghAo

O(k—d)xr

9

which completes the proof.
Besides, we discuss about some properties of PA and PB. Recall Rank(G?) = Rank(A) = r*,
then we have

1 = = ) N
AT*+i(PtA) = 5)\7.*_;'_2 <<Id + \/nanSGh)t + (Id — \/7717725Gb)t> = 17 for V1 <1< (d -Tr ) .

That means P € R¥9 is a full rank matrix and the singular values are 1 after the 7*-th order.
However PP € RF*F is a rank-r* matrix.
O

Part II: Control || E||,p

Based on the above results, we are ready to prove that ||E;||,, is small.

Lemma B.6. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, with LoRA initialization
(LoRA-init), given || Agllop and G* in Eq. (3.1) and its largest singular value \;(G?), consider the

following time period
In ( M (G) )
. 6C(m n2)[[AollZ,

t<t" .= ,
3ln (1 + \/ﬁlng)\l(Gh))

where ((n1,m2) is a function of 7,7y defined as

T R [ MO B

then the following statement holds with probability at least 1 — 2C exp(—N) for a universal constant

C over random Gaussian data
HEtHOP < HAOHOP' (B~8)

Remark: By choosing proper random initialization variance over Ay, we can ensure t* > 1 to avoid
vacuous upper bound.

Proof. We will prove by induction. Starting from ¢ = 0, this is trivially true since Zy = Z}*®. Next,
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we assume Eq. (B.8) holds for t — 1 with ¢t > 1 and prove || E||op < ||Ao|lop- To deliver the proof,
denote ag := || Ag||op, from Lemma B.5, we know that

lin b -1 lin 1 m : t—1
143 < (1+ VNG a0, 1By < 5[0 (14 VA (GD) a0 (B

Besides, since (A; — AF®) and (B; — Bf*™®) are the sub-matrices of the error term E;, our
condition || E;_1|lop < || Aollop we have

|Ais — ABR[| < IBillop, Bt = BEY,, < 1B allop- (B.10)

op —

It implies that

t—1
| Ar-illop < (14 ViBALGH)) a0 + | Bitlop

_ (B.11)
1 m : t—1

1Bt-1llop < 5 . (1 + VM (G )) ao + [ Ee—1[op -
Besides, according to covariance matrix estimation in the operator norm in Lemma D.1, with
probability at least 1 — 2C exp(—Ne?) for a universal constant C' > 0, we have (taking € = 1)

<e=1. (B.12)

E
op

—X'X -1
N d

Accordingly, with probability at least 1 — 2C exp(—N), ||Et|]0p can be upper bounded by

~ 1 — .
[Etllop < m NXTXAt—lthBtT_l +m2 || B A,_ N X' XA,
op op
<1+ )| Ar-illopllBe-1ll2, + n2(1 + )| A1 [l2, Be—1llop [using Eq. (B.12)]
<(1+6¢) (145 llop + 1 EBi-tllop) (1B llop + 1 Br—1llop) x
(WIHBhnHop + 772”A%ni||0p + (m + n2) HEt—1H0P) [using Eq. (B.10)]
t—1
< (1+€)y/mne ((1 + \/nlng)\l(Gu)> ao + ||Et_1\|op> [using Eq. (B.11)]

1 [y -1
X <2 @ <1 + \/771772)\1(Gh)) ap + HEt—1’0p>
m

x<(\/f+;>(1+mAl<ah> 1ao+(\f ﬁ)nm 1r|op)
S(l-l—e)max{l,; Zi}xmax{<\/;+2>,(\/zz+\/2?>}x

514(771 7772)

_ 3
(v vimn() ™ o+ 1Bl
3t—3
< 4+ vt ) (14 vamn @) i+ 1Bl )

3t—3
< 12ymn2C(m ,m2) (1 + ,/771772)\1(6’“)) a% . [from our inductive hypothesis]
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Then, by Lemma B.4, we can conclude that

t
1 Etllop = ZHt B <> IHIL N Eillop
op i=1
g L) 28 _
< 12y/mina2 C(m ,m2)ay X Z (1 + vVmmeAi(G )) [using Lemma B.1]
i=1

3 f ¢ ; 21—2
= 12/mn2 ¢(m , n2)ag x <1 + vVmmA(GY) ) Z (1 +vVmneM (G )>

=1

-1 (14 m)\l((;h))2t _

~.

= 12/mnz C(m , n2)ag % (1 + \/771772A1(G“))t

2
(1+ /mmAi(GY)” —
[geometric series
2t+1
t—=1 (14 /M2 )\1 Gh
< 12y/mug C(m  m2)ag X (1 +\/771772A1(G“)) ( 2\/WA1(G))
3t a3
< 6¢(m,m2) (1 + \/771?72>\1(Gh)) /\1(27“) , (B.13)
In 2(GH)
Accordingly, when t < t* := 31&117”7’227;2”20(2’;))), we have
1 Et]lop < [|Aollop ;
which proves the claim. ]

B.1.3 Alignment to Negative Gradient of Full Fine-tuning

Now we can apply Lemma B.6 to obtain

HAt - A%inH < ||A0||0p

op —

Recall Lemma B.5, we can observe that the dynamic of A}® also follows an Oja’s Power Method
(Oja, 1982), which aligns A}**’s left singular subspace to the left subspace of the initial negative
gradient step GP of full fine-tuning. We anticipate that A\« (A;) > A1 (A;) for sufficiently large
t. Furthermore, if || E¢||,, remains small, then the top-r* left singular subspace of A; can closely
align to G¥’s. To prove this alignment, we modify Stoger and Soltanolkotabi (2021, Lemma 8.3) to
obtain the following results.

Lemma B.7. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, recall

Pt = %ﬁau < (Id + MSVGO (Id - mSGh) ) G*

Rdx d_

as an valued symmetric matrix in Lemma B.5, we assume that

At (B | Aolop + 1Bl op < A (P Amin (U (P) Av)
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that can be satisfied under certain conditions (discussed later). Then the following three inequalities
hold:

A (PA A + Ep) > Aoe (P Ain (U= (P2 Ag) — || Bl op (B.14)
A1 (PA A+ Ep) < A1 (P Aollop + 11 Ellop » (B.15)

Are 1 (P | Aollop + [ Eellop
A (PA) Anin (U (PA) Ao) = Ape 41 (PA) || Aollop — | Etlop
(B.16)

U7 L (PAYU (P Ao + Ey)lop <

where Uy (M) denotes the left singular subspace spanned by the k largest singular values of the
input matrix M and Uy, | (M) denotes the left singular subspace orthogonal to Uy (M).

This lemma can help us derive the principle angle of the left singular subspace between A} and
A;. Note that the assumption comes from the necessary condition of Wedin’s sin 6 theorem (Wedin,
1972). In the next lemma, we aim to derive the time threshold which can fulfill this assumption.

Lemma B.8. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, given || Ao op, for any
0 € (0,1), taking

8[| Aollo
ln (eAmin(U;r* (P?)AO)>
" In (1 + /N2 A (Gu)) ’
then Eq. (B.16) holds with probability at least 1 — 2C exp(—N) for a universal constant C' over
random Gaussian data, i.e.

H J_(PA)UT* (IDtAAO + Et)”op < 0.

Remark: To ensure that the f-alignment phase still falls into the early phase in Lemma B.6 for
| Et|lop < || Ao|lop, we need to choose proper initialization for Ag. We will detail this in Theorem 3.2
later.

Proof. First, \.«(P/) in Lemma B.5 can be lower bounded by

Mo (PR) = SA (o VireSea) + (T = vimeSe)')
>%)\ ((a+ vinmSe:)") (B.17)
L v (@)

Recall Lemma B.5, we have A\« 1(PA) = 1 and Lemma B.6 with || Et||op < || Ao]|op, We define
the following threshold v and upper bound it

[N

_ A1 (P Aollop + 1 Bl op
Ap (I%A))‘min(U;; (PtA)AO)
2|| Ao|lop
1 (14 VA (G9) Anin (UL (PA) A)
4\\Ao\|op

= exp (=In (14 Vi (7)) -¢) - 5 Auin (U (PA) Ag)

IN

[using Lemma B.5, B.6]

(B.18)
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Set 0 € (0,1), let Eq.(B.18)< g, then we have that
|07 L (PYU (P Ao + Ei)lop < 0.

The time t to achieve this angle 8 can be upper bounded by

4|l Aollo 0
oo (=i (o v (69)) ) 5 i < 5
min\U px t
which implies that
8] Aollo
t < ln (9/\min(U;r* (PZA)AO)>
“ In (1 + 1/771’172)\7~* (Gu)) '

Finally we conclude the proof. O

Theorem B.9. [Full version of Theorem 3.2] Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear
setting, recall G defined in Eq. (3.1) with its condition number k!, we consider random Gaussian
initialization Ay € R¥" with [Ag];; ~ N'(0,a?) in (LoRA-init), for any 6 € (0,1), let £ = o(1) be

chosen such that n
3k

( bc )T _AUGE g < g
< — )

24rv/d 54d ¢(n1,m2)

3k
0 2 A1 (GY) . %
(24\/3> 54d ¢(n1,m2) if r 2217,

where (71, 72) is defined in Eq. (B.7) and satisfies ((11,72) = ©(1). Then if we run gradient descent
for t* steps with

ln(724g§\/3>
o< In(1+y/mma), = (G?))

ln(249\/3)

In(1+/mn2A,« (GH))

if r* <r <2r*,

if r > 2r*,

we have the following alignment on the left singular subspace between G and Ay

S0,
op

|UL L@, (Ar)

_ o 1—Cy exp(—d)— (Co6)" " 1 —Czexp(—r)—Cexp(—N) if r* <r < 2%,
with probability at least
1—Cyexp(—d) — Csexp(—r) — Cexp(—N) if r > 2r*,
for some positive constants C',Cy,Cy,C3,Cy,Cs. Here U,«(A¢+) denotes the left singular subspace
spanned by the r* largest singular values of A+ and U,« | (M) denotes the left singular subspace
orthogonal to U,~ (M). Note that we can select any pair of stepsizes (11 ,72) that satisfies the
conditions t* > 1, 2 > ny1, and {(n1,m2) = O(1).

Proof. For ease of description, we denote Ag := aT € R**" where T is a standard random Gaussian
matrix with zero-mean and unit variance. Here we aim to choose a proper a to ensure that

33



f-alignment phase in Lemma B.8 still falls into the early phase in Lemma B.6, i.e.

8l Aollo 2 (GE
In (”min(U,T*(P?)Ao)) _ In (6C(771 ’1772)”‘40”%1)) _
In (1 + /M2 A (Gh)) 31n (1 + \/?71772)\1(Gh))

8]| Ao ||o I (14 /A (G)) A (GY)
e (exmmw?l(ai‘mo)) 8 <6g( )

~ 3In (14 mmphi (GY)) m,12)l| Aoll3,
(1 ()
8l Aolop  _ < A(GE) ) sin(Lt v (@)
Onin (U (PA)Ag)  \6C(m1,m2)[|Aoll3,
1n(1+mxr* (G”))
o = SHAOHOp 6C(n1 7772)”‘40”31) 31n(1+vn1n2>\1(Gh))
i (UL (PA) A) M(GY)
2
_ 8||T||op 6((771 7772)||T||op a2L ' by setting L }11(11}‘/7/17/2)\,,* (G’J)>
Amin(UL (PA)T) A\ (GY) 3In(1+/mm2 1 (GY))

In the next, we will discuss how to pick up a. According to Lemma D.3, we need to consider the
following two cases on the relationship between r* and r.

Case 1. 7* < r < 2r*: by Lemma D.2 and Lemma D.3, with probability at least 1 —C} exp(—d)—
(Co&)r—"+1 — C3 exp(—r) for some positive constants C; , Cy , Cs, we have

1T op 3
— <1, <1. B.19
3\/8 N T)‘min(UqI* (PtA)T) ( )

'
05\ 2 A(GY)
“= (247“\/&) \/ 54 ¢, m2)d’

then recall Lemma B.8 on the alignment, we take o here

Here we pick

HU;L (—VWE(W“)) U,- (A)

op

81T <6<<m,n2>||snzp>ba2b

_)‘min(UL(PtA)T) Al(Gh)

8T 6¢C(m.m)ISII2, " < 3 )3”“< (G >
_)\mm(Ur,T* (HA)T) )‘1 (Gh) 247“\/& 54 C(Ul ,772)d
ST (1T, < 3 )3”“‘

/\min(U;r* (‘PtA)T) 9d 247“\/g

1T 0p8€ I3\’ | »
. since ¢ > A a ,
T3V (UL (PAT) \ 9 since ¢ 2 1/36% and 5757 € 0,1)

Then using Eq. (B.19), with probability at least 1 — Cy exp(—d) — (Co&)" "+ — C3 exp(—r) for
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some positive constants C7 ,Cy, C3, we have

HUZu (-YwLW")) U, (Ar)

<é6.
opN

And we can compute the upper bound of t* as
8l Allop 24rv/d
In (1 + /N2 Ar (Gu)) ~ In (1 + /N2 Ar (Gh))

Case 2. r > 2r*: by Lemma D.2 and Lemma D.3, with probability at least 1 — Cyexp(—d) —
C5 exp(—r) for some positive constants Cy , Cs, we have

— 9 T A ~ *
3\/& )\min(Ur* (Pt )T)

Here we pick

SNh

0 \% [ e
O‘§<z4\/&> 51dC(m )

1T ||opt 1515 <0
or ~ 3Vd\uin (UL (PA)S) \ 9 ~

Similarly, we can obtain

| L (~vwiowH) U, ()

And we can compute the upper bound of t* as
In (—245/3)
~In(1+ mmpAe- (GY))

*

O]

Theorem B.10. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, using the LoRA initializa-
tion for By = 0, then for any time-step t € N4, we have

Proof. We prove by induction. Recall the complete SVD of A in Eq. (2.1) as

=0.
op

Vi (-YwLW?) Vi (B)

o * T
A = US*VT _ [U UL] |: S Or*x(dfr*) :| |:V—|—:| ‘
Oa—ryxrs Og—ryx(@—r] V1

For t = 1, recall Gf = %XTEEA in Eq. (3.1), we have

BIVJ_ - %AgGth = %AEX/\TEAVJ_ = Orx(d—r*) .
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Assume B;V) = 0, (4_,+) holds for any ¢ € Ny and t > 2, then
B,V =BV, — %AIFXVAtBtVL + %AIGUVL = O (dr) »
which completes the claim. ]

B.2 Gradient Descent under Spectral Initialization

For notational simplicity, we denote S = %YTY in the following content. Recall the negative
gradient of Full Fine-tuning at the first step in Eq. (3.1), we write it here again

~ 1 ~ ~ ~ o~ o~
G’ = —VwL(W") = NX’TYA = 3A =Ug:Sc: Vs . (B.20)

In this section, according to Lemma D.1, the following statement

1 1
= ¢ < min { c} < 2 for some small constant ¢, (B.21)

Hz_Id 2k’ K3

op

holds with probability at least 1 — 2C exp(—¢2N) for a universal constant C' > 0. We propose the
following initialization scheme (Spectral-init)
a0=[0c)  [84] . Bo=[8] [Ve]
G G 1] G g L€

[,1:7] { [1r]

First, we have the following lemma.

Lemma B.11. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, with spectral initialization
(Spectral-init), recall kK := AJ(A)/A5(A), then with probability at least with probability 1 —
2C exp(—€2N) for a universal constant C' > 0, we have

Ar

|40B0 — All,, < el Aoy < 22° (3.22)
and
A** A**
A= (Ag) > ?T, Ar+ (Bg) > ~ 27" . (B.23)

Proof. Due to rank (Gh) = r* and r > r*, then AgBy = G¥, so we have

| AoBo — All,, < ||AoBoy — G"

+ HGh ~A
op

op

=||G" - A

op

=|(=- Id) A [using Eq. (B.20)]

op

IN

DIES IdHop ||AHop .
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Accordingly, by Eq. (B.21), with probability at least 1 — 2 exp(—ce2N), we have

[AoBo — All,, < €llAllop

op —

1

< % HAHop

AL
=

[using Eq. (B.21)]

Then, using the above result and Weyl’s inequality, we have the upper bound A\« (A¢Bp) <
A1 (Ag) A+ (Byp) and the lower bound

A**
= A (A) — [ 40Bo — A, >

A (AgBo) = A (G“) > A\ (A) — HG“ ~A wZ

op

Now we are ready to give the lower bound of A« (Bp). Because of AgBy = G? under spectral
initialization, we have

M (Ag) < Y M(GY) < \/Hi -1

where we use G = A and the concentration results on . Then combining the above two
inequalities, A, (Bp) is lower bounded by

A+ (Bo) > A (AoBo) o N/2 5 A’“*,
M (Ag) — M (Ag) 2

M (A) < V/eAi(A),  with high probability at least 1—2C exp(—€N) .
op

by taking € < i The lower bound of A\« (Ap) can be obtained similarly. O

The following lemma indicates B;’s GD dynamics stay in the low-dimensional target subspace
under the spectral initialization.

Lemma B.12. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, with spectral initialization
(Spectral-init), during the iteration, for any ¢t € NT, we always have B, V| = 04 (d—r+), Where V|
comes from the complete SVD of A in Eq. (2.1).

Proof. We prove it by induction. First, recall the SVD of A in Eq. (2.1), we have
GV, =3AV, = 045 (d—r*) 5
and
BVl = S%ﬂ [1:7] [‘7;“} [ 1:7] Vi

[
[gf_;;/ﬂ [1:7] [ﬁgh} [:,1:7] GV,
[
0

S;;ﬂ} [1:7] [ﬁg”} [ 1] AV,

dx(d—r*) -
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Next, We prove by induction. Starting from ¢ = 1, using the above two equations, we have

BV, = ByV| — %Aﬁ?(f(wﬂ + AyBy) — 17) '
— ByV, — %ABEE@EAOBOVL +nAlGHV,
= Odx(d—r*) -
Assume BV = 04, (4—,+) holds for any ¢t = 2,3,---, then at ¢ + 1, we have
BV, =BV, — %AI)?T XAB,V. + Al GV,
= Ogx(d—r*) -

Accordingly we finish the proof.

O

Under spectral initialization, we have already demonstrated that AgBy is close to A. In the
following content, we aim to track how ||A;B; — Al[,, behaves (in a local sense), which is a critical

ingredient to study both the loss and risk of LoRA training. In this regime, there is no significant

difference on setting different step-size 1 and 7o. For ease of description, we set 11 = 1y := 7.

Here we can characterize the operator norm of (A;B; — A) as

|A:B; — All,, = <AtBt — A) v vy

op

AB,V -US*|,,

— (UUT + ULUI> (AtBtV - US*)

op

= U(UTAtBtV — S*)

+ HULUIAtBtV
op

op

IA

U ' A,B,V — S*

)
op

+ HUIAtBtV
op

signal space complementary

where the first term denotes the loss in the signal space HUTABV — S*Hop

[by unitary invariance of operator norm)]

[by Lemma B.12]

(B.24)

and the second term

denotes the complementary space decay HUIABVHOP. Next, we need a new parametrization to
track the dynamics of these two terms. Recall the complete SVD of A in Eq. (2.1) as

~ o~ o~ * * * T
A=USV' =[U U] 5 Orex(d=r) ] [VT
VJ_

O(—ryxre O(d—r)x(d—r*)

For notational simplicity, we denote

|

AV .=Uu'A,, AVt .=UlA,, BV :=BY, BV, :=B".

and thus

R, :=(AB, -~ AV, R :=AYBY -8 R}.=AY'BY.
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Accordingly, Eq. (B.24) can be reformulated as || Ry||,, < || R;[,, + HR#HOp. By Lemma B.12, we

have BY: = 0, (k—p+) for Vit € N*. Next, we can track R} and Rj- via the following two lemmas.

Lemma B.13. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, with spectral initialization
(Spectral-init), we have the following reparametrized iterates

. T S T
AL =AY —R; (BY) —nU" (8- L) R (BY)' (B.25)
T S T
Al =AY =R (BY) —nUL (S L) Ri(BY)' (B.26)
T . T
BY,,=BY —n(AF) R;—n(Al") Rt
T ~ T ~
—n(aY) UT (2 - Id) R —1 (A,f]i> Ul (2 - Id) R;. (B.27)
Proof. Recall the gradient update for A1, we have
Ay = A =03 (AB — A) (By)'
= A= 1(AB - A)(B) —n (S~ L) (ABi - A) (B) .
Recall R; := (A;B; — A)V and A = US*V, we have
U A =U' A, — U (A,B; — A) (VVT + Vij) (B,)
—qUT (f: - Id) (A:B; — A) (VVT + VLVI) (By)
—U"A, —qU' (A,B,V — AV)(B,V) —qU" <i: _ Id) (A;B,V — AV) (B,V)"
[by Lemma B.12]
—U A1 (UTAtBtV . s*) (B,V) —nU" (f: . Id> R, (B,V) .
Accordingly, the recursion for Agrl is reformulated as
« T S T
AL, =AY —nR; (BY) - U (8- 1) R (BY)' .
Similarly, we can obtain
T S T
AL =AY R} (BY) - U] (S L) R, (BY)' .
Regarding the recursion for By, 1, we can derive in a similar way
B, V=BV —n(A) (AB,—A)V
=BV -(A) (UUT +ULUT) (4B - A)V

(A" (UUT n ULUI) (f: _ Id) (AB,— AV,
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which implies
BY,=BY —n(AY) R; -y (APL)T R:—n(AY) UT (f: - Id) R, -1 (A?i)T Ul (f; — Id) R, .
0

In the next, we are able to characterize the upper bound of HR;‘ +1Hop'

Lemma B.14. Denote M, := max{HRz‘Hop ,

linear setting, with spectral initialization (Spectral-init), then we choose € with probability at least
1 — 2C exp(—€?N) for a universal constant C' > 0, we have

HR#HOP}, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the

IRl < (10 0 (4) + 32 (BY) )t
20 [BY [, M+ A7 |, | BY |, M7 + 2% 47

2 \%4 2
Oth"‘n HBt Hop Oth

Loy 1B 11, M2

AYL AV

+n A7,

+ 2% || BY|,, | A

M%—}—QneHA{JHszt
op
+ 2’ ||A7 ], (1B ||, Me + 4ie* | AT, |1 B, M:

+ 2ne]|AY],, | AP OthHn?eHAgh

[BY [, M

op‘
+ 47’/262 HA?L

op HBtVHop M? ’
and

| R

< <1 1 (Afmn (A,f]i> + A2 (BY )) )/\/lt (B.28)
op

+2n¢ | BY |5, Me +0? [|AP |, [|BY ||, M? + 20%¢ | AT ||, | BY |, ME

+n|A?l,, M B LM

UJ_ UJ_
At At

Hop

My

op

+ 2% || BY|,, | A

M+ ne| A7, HA%

+ 2% | AL, [|BY |, M+ 4n*€ | AT ||, [ BY |, M

AYL AYL

+ 2ne

2
Mt e 1B ||, M

Op‘

+dn?e? || A7

op HBtVHop M? :
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Proof. Here we first track the dynamics of R}. We have
Ry, = AL B}, - 8"
— R —qR; (BY) BY —nqU" (i - Id> R, (BY) BY
—nAY (AY) R +°R; (BY)' (AY) R;+n'U" (S- 1) Ri(BY)' (AY) R;
—pAY (A,?l )T R:+ R} (BY)' (A?L)T R +n?U" (i: . Id) R (BY) (A?L)T Rt

Then, we take operator norm over the above equation. Hence, with probability at least 1 —
2C exp(—€2N) for a universal constant C' > 0, we have

IRl < (1003 (A7) + 32 (BY)) ) 1B,
| BY [l 1Rl + o7 [ AP, [ BY L, IR, + e AT |, | BY

1 1
Rt R;

2
BE] 1Bl el AP, 1R,

1R llop [ B

Hop Hop op

A +0* | BY |, || AT

+ula?], Il

op op

U,
At

+n’e || BYl,,

e |AL |, 1BY ||, I Rell, +02€* | AL, 1BY 1], IR:I2,

on |
op HBt‘/ng HR:Hop HRt”op

ol

AV AV

+nell AT,

IR, + n’e
op

+ 77262 A?J_

op HBtVHop HRtHip ’

Next, we take maximum over ||R;f||,, and HRtlHop on the right hand side above. Recall M; =
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max {HR;“HOP , HR#‘HOP}, using the fact that || Ry||,, < 2M;, we have:

1R,

< <1 _ (2 (AY) + 22 (BY)) )Mt
+2n¢ | BY |, Me+0? [|AP |, [|BY ||, ME + 20%¢ | AY ||, | BY |, ME

o la?], [ a7 A% e

M + 772 HBtV
op

Hop

+20% | BY,, | AT

M3 + 2n¢e||AY |2 M,
op
+ e [ A7 |, 1B ||, Me + 4n*e | AT, || BY |, M
|1BY ||, M

+2neHAngOpHA§A AU

M+ 21726
op

Op‘

+dn?e | AP

op HBt‘/Hop M? :

Next, we track the dynamics of Rj-. We have

1L _ AUl pVv
R, = AL By

t+1

=R} — 4R} (BY) BY —qU] (fl - Id) R, (BY) BY

T % T T % S "
—nAl (AY) R + R (BY) (AY) Ri+0?UL (S - 1) R (BY) (A7) Ry

—pAU (A?L)T Rf + 7R} (BY)' (A?L)T R} +7°U] (S 1) R, (BY)' (A7 L)T Ry

Then, we take operator norm over the above equation. With probability at least 1 — 2C exp(—¢2N)
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for a universal constant C' > 0, we have

[Réa], < (10 (2 (a8) 2 (8Y)) ) ¢

+ e HBt‘/H(Q)p ||RtH0P + 772 HAngop HBtVHop ”R:HOP

op

R#_HOP * 7726 HA%JHOP HBtVHop HR;;Hop ”RtHop

2

+nl At ||A I, || A7||||RE

IR ||, +n* || BY
op

op op

e | BY ], AP AUt

"

||Rt||op + ne HA?Hop

HRtHop

op ‘ op op

e AT, 1B, | Rl + 12 AT, |BY ], IR0,
\%
181,

AYL AVt

2 2
[ Rell,, + 1€
op

+11e Rf| IR,
op

+ 77262 A?J_

op HBtVHop HRtHiP :

Next, we take maximum over ||R;f||,, and HR,}HOP on the right hand side above. Recall M; =

max {HR:HOP , HR#HOP}, using the fact that || Ry||,, < 2M;, we have:

[Ré], < (10 (30 (47) 22 (BD)) )
+20¢ | BY |3, My | AY |, | BY |, M + 2% | AF |, | BY ||, M3
P L= e
op op

+nllAd],, A

+2%e||BY ||, HAgﬂ

M+ ne]Ap, HAgﬂ

M

op
+ 207 | AV, [|BY ||, Me + an*e® || AT]|,, | BY ]|, M:

+ 2ne HA?L

2
Mov |4t [BY],, 0
op op

+ 477262 HAEL

op HBtVHop M? '

Finally we conclude the proof. O
Before we move to the main proof, we need to establish a strict upper bound on A; and By.
Lemma B.15. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, suppose HAIAt — BtTBtHOp+

el|Re]l,, < A} and n < ﬁ, if |A¢ll,, < 2y/A7 and [[Byfl,, < 24/A], we choose € satisfying

op — op —
Eq. (B.21), then with probability 1 — 2C exp(—€2N) for a universal constant C' > 0, we have

[Atillop < 2VATs [[Brstllop < 2T

Proof. Inspired by Soltanolkotabi et al. (2023), we recall the stacked iterate Z; defined in Eq. (B.2)
and construct an anti-iterate

A }
Z, = .
zi= |y,
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Additionally, we define a perturbation matrix

t =

Oua (L) R,
R (i - Id) Ok

[

Then, we can reformulate the recursion of Z;; as
Ziyr =2y —n (ZtZtT - Z,Z] - F) Zy + B Zy
= (IQd — T]ZtZtT) Z + nZtZIZt —nI'Zy +nE:Z; ,

where T is defined as

_ |04xa A
r— [N om] .

Then, by the triangle inequality, with probability 1 — 2C exp(—¢2N) for a universal constant C' > 0,
we have

1Zt+1ll,, < H <I2d - UZtZtT) Z;

0|22 2| +nITZl,,+n =2,
op op

< (1 -7 HZtH?)p) 1Z¢],, [by simultaneous diagonalization]
2202 +nvZl, + 022,

< (1=n1Z03,) 1 Zdloy + 0| Z0Z1]| 12y + 105 120l + e | el 1 21

op
where the last inequality follows from the fact that

1Z:llop = 1120y

ITlop = A1,

1=, = H (i: - Id) RtHOp <e|Rdl,,, whp. 1—2Cexp(—€N).

Using the assumption
|ziz,| +clRi, = |alA - BB, +c|Ril, <X
then || Z¢41]],, can be further bounded by
1Zes1llop < (1= n11Zel2, + 20X5) 11l - (B.29)

Denote x = || Z]|,, and f(z) = (1 —na?® + 2nX%) z, we have f'(z) =1+ 2nA} — 3n2? and f(z) =

—6nz. Then, we know f/'(z*) = 0 for x > 0 attained at z* = \/% = 1/% +2X1. As we

pick n < ﬁ, then x* > 24/}, which implies the maximum of f(z) attained at z* = 2,/A] over
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€ [0, 2] since [ Zy][,, < 24/A] and

VD) = 201 — 4nA] + 200)/A] = 20/A] — dndt < 2/A],

which directly implies |[Z¢11],, < 24/A]. By consequence, [[Att1ll,, ,[[Bit1ll,, < 24/A7 if

[ Atllop s 1 Btll,p < 24/A7, since Ayyq and Byyq are sub-matrices of Zy ;.
Based on the above results, we are ready to present the following intermediate results.

Lemma B.16. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, with spectral initialization
(Spectral-init), we take € in data concentration as

1 AL
<
¢S min { 2k 326 (32X + 1282) } :

and set the step-size as

1 (16/,@)}7

o
= { 128k}’ 1152\

then with probability at least with probability 1 — 2C exp(—¢2N) for a universal constant C' > 0,
we have that for Vi > 0

(B.30)
max { | Al . |1Bill, | <27 (B.31)
A5 (A AL (By) > VA (B.32)

9 \p* 4\/E 9
32ke/NE
HAEL < 2V (B.33)
op >\7'*
Also, we can obtain
M 1— )\* M (B.34)
t+1 < Uryp t- .

Proof. Inspired by the matrix sensing technique from Xiong et al. (2023), we develop an inductive
approach to prove the claims on our settings. At ¢t = 0, Eq. (B.30)-Eq. (B.33) can be adopted from
Lemma B.11. We assume Eq. (B.30)-Eq. (B.33) hold at ¢t > 1, recall Eq. (B.26), we have

|afs] < @-m ) |4 +uclrl, B,
< (L=nX (BY HAtUL , AneMi/A]
< <1 - 7]0\:*)2> HA,{Jl + 2neNi \/NE
16k op
S 32%;:@7 |:bv H14§]L op S 321&167{'\*/E:|
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which proves the Eq. (B.33) at t + 1. Next, by Lemma B.14, we have

IRl < (105 )

K
+ 8NN My + 22 NN M 4 A2 N[N My + 64ner? My + 320° k2N My 4 1280217 A5 M,y
+ 64022 kN5 My 4 SNENT My + 82X My 4 82NN My + 12802 k2 M 4 64122 kENE M,

Ay
= 1 — r
( n Sk )Mt

+ n{ 16€A] + 64er” + 2nATAE + me (ANfAR + 326° A% + 8A}) + 12862k

+n (12877621'@2/\:* + 87762)\’{)\:*) + 128ne3 kN5 }Mt

P
< <1 -7 8;; >Mt + 217<166)\T + 64er? + 277)\{)\:*)./\/1,5

[due to the order dominance]

A .

< <1 — nlé/g)Mt + 277<16€)\1 + 646%2>Mt [by n < ﬁ}
Ak AT

< <1 - 7732TK>Mt7 {by €< 16n(i§2)\%+128/{2)}

where the order dominance from the second inequality follows from the fact that n and e are
sufficiently small constant such that the terms in O(ne), O(e?), O(n%€?) , O(ne?) are significantly
smaller the terms in O(n) and O(e).

Similarly, we can obtain

Ay
Il < (1 o e (4) )

+ n{seX{ + 20NIAE. 4 AneXINE + 64en? + 32ner N + 64ner® N + 12862 K2
I{3

Al

r

+ 8neXT + 8N NIAE. + 204863 ~— + 64ne® K 4 12803 k> }Mt

A**
< (1 — N >./\/lt + 27]{86)3{ + 20\ A0 + 646&2}/\/& [due to the order dominance]

16k
< (1= 2 Y My + 208 8eXT + 64en? S M by 7 < 52l
< —7]32#; t + 214 SeA] + 64ek t [Y’}_m}
Ars A
< (1 - n64n>Mt’ [by €< 325(32)\T+128H2)}

which proves the Eq. (B.30) at ¢ + 1.
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Therefore, we can conclude that

A*
Mg < <1— 64 )Mt

Next, assume Eq. (B.30)-Eq. (B.33) hold at ¢t > 1, we have

(AIHAHl _ Bt+1BtT+1) _ (AIAt _ BtBtT> — ?B, (A,B, — A) S5 (A,B, — A) B}
+1?A] S (AB, — A) (AB, — A SA,.

Accordingly, we can derive

H (A—trJrlAt-‘rl - Bt+lBtT+1> - (AEAO - BQB5> op

t+1
= H (AZTAi - BZ-BZ-T) - (Aj_lAH - BHBL)
=1

t+1
= 20725, | Ria |13, max { | Ai 13, [ Bi-all2, }

t+1
=) 2P ME N [by Eq. (B.21)]

op

t+1 AL, 2(i—1)
§218n2(1—n6iﬁ> (Am)?AT

o] A 21
<P Y (1= g )
=0
: 64k
NAre
=1152n A\ Ak

<(1—€/r)AT. by n < <f,};§?

<1877 (A5)?

Since ||(A{ Ao — BoBY) H = 0 due to the spectral initialization (Spectral-init), by triangle in-
equality, H( 1A — Bt+1Bt+1)H (1 —€/k)A]. Next, by Lemma B.15, we can obtain

[Atill,p < 2V/A7, (Bl < 20/A7,

which proves the Eq. (B.31) at ¢ + 1 Lastly, assume Eq. (B.30)-Eq. (B.33) hold at ¢t > 1, by Weyl’s
inequality, combine with M1 < ==, we have
)\*

2

)\

t+1 t+1 S*H > Ao = Ap (Ag-lBt—f—l) = )‘T*(At—i-l t+1) >
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Again by Weyl’s inequality and the Eq. (B.31) at time ¢ + 1 we can get

A AL AL
ZAVRSE A+ (B t+1 ) = )‘I(At-i-l))‘ (Bt+1) 2 )‘T*(At—i-lBt-i—l) 2 = Apx (Bt‘fi-l) 2 m

Besides, A (A7 ;) follows similar derivation. We prove all the claims. O

Theorem B.17. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, with spectral initialization
(Spectral-init), we take € in data concentration as

. 1 A
min
‘ 2% 32(320F + 12842) [

and set the step-size as

) 1 (1—€/kK)
< .
= { 1286kX7 7 115200 } ’ (B-35)

then with probability at least with probability 1 — 2C exp(—e?N) for a universal constant C' > 0,
we have that for V¢ > 0

A2\
||AtBt — AHF S 2r* <1 —776£KI> . )\T* .

Proof. By Lemma B.16, with probability at least with probability 1 — 2C exp(—¢2N) for a universal
constant C' > 0, we can obtain the linear convergence of generalization risk

|A:B: — Allp < v2r*||A:By — All,,,  [Rank(A;B;) = r* by Lemma B.12 and Rank(A) = r*]

A5\
<\/27“*<1—77 T> D W

64k

which is independent of the choice of LoRA rank r if » > r*. O

B.3 Preconditioned Gradient Descent under Spectral Initialization
Here we present the proof for preconditioned gradient descent.
— ~ T
Apy = Ay — %X‘F (X (Wu + AtBt> - Y) B} (BtBtT) ,

(Prec-GD)
By = B, — % (AIAt) ATX (X ( (Wh + AtBt) - 17) .

In the following proofs, we will prove that the LoRA fine-tuning can achieve faster linear
convergence which is independent of condition number x under (Spectral-init) and (Prec-GD).
Similar to Lemma B.12, the dynamics of B; are still limited to the r*-dimensional singular subspace
V of A under (Spectral-init). We can verify this fact by the following lemma.

Lemma B.18. For any natural number ¢ > 0, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear
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setting, with (Spectral-init) and (Prec-GD), we have
BV =0, (k) -

Proof. For t = 0, recall the SVD of G¥, i.e. ﬁgn §Gh ‘Nfgh in Eq. (B.20), we have

BoV. = [g(—;hl/Q] [L:7] [ﬁg“} [ 1:7] G'vy = [géi/ﬂ [Lo7] [ﬁg”] - 1:7] BAVL = Opxpere)-

Assume B;V) = 04, (4—+) holds for any natural number ¢ > 1, then

T —~ ~
BiaVi =BV, — % (AIAt) ATXT (X (Wh + AtBt) - Y) V.
} ~
— BV, — 1 (AIAt) ATS (AB, — AV,
= 0y (h—r*) » [by our inductive hypothesis]
which proves the claim. ]

We can re-formulate (Prec-GD) to be

- i

Ay = A — 1S (AB, - A) (B)' (BB (B.36)
T ~

BtJrl = Bt —n (A—trAt) A—trE (AtBt - A) . (B37)

Before we start our main proofs, we first define the following notations

e SVD of product matrix A;B; := UtStV;r, where Uy € R S, € R™ %™ and V, € RF¥"",
Notice that here we employ rank-r* SVD of A, B; since Rank (A;B;) < r* due to Lemma B.18
and A\« (A¢B;) > 0 strictly which we will obtain from Theorem B.21.

e The left compact singular matrix of A; as Uy, € RIxT,

e The right compact singular matrix of By as V, € R*¥*™" . Notice that here we take the top-r*
right singular subspace of B; due to Lemma B.18.

By the pseudo inverse theorem and Jia et al. (2024, Lemma 14), we can obtain

f

A; (AIAt) A} =Ux Uy, , (B.38)
T

(B))' (BtBtT> B, = Vg, Vg, . (B.39)
f f

(B)' (B/B]) (AlA/) A7 =vis7'] . (B.40)

Lemma B.19. Denote R; := A;B; — A, B := s - I;, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the
linear setting, with (Prec-GD), then we have

Riy1 = Ry —nUa, U} R, — 1RV, Vs, — nUa, Uy ER; — 2R, VB, VE, + 1°SRVS;] U SR, .
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Proof. With Eq. (B.36) and Eq. (B.37), we can construct

Riy1 = A1 By — A
=A;B; — A

T ~
— A, (AIAQ ATS (AB; — A)
~ i
S (AB;, — A)(By)T <BtBtT) B,
28 T T\ [ 4T LR
+ Ui 2 (AtBt — A) (Bt) (BtBt ) (At At> At 2 (AtBt — A)
= R, —nUa, Uy, SR, — 1SR, Vg, Vg, [by Eq. (B.38) and Eq. (B.39)]
+’ESRV,S; U SR, [by Eq. (B.40)]
= R, —nUaUp, R, — RV, Vg, —nUaUpER, — nER,Vp, Vg, + "SRV.S; U/ SR,
which proves the claim. ]
In the next, we aim to estimate the signal part R; — nUa,, Uj;t R; —nR;Vp, V;t.

Lemma B.20. Recall R; := A;B; — A, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting,
with (Prec-GD), then

<(1—n)||Rl -

HRt ~UAUAR: RV, Vg,

Proof.

R, —nUa, Uy, Ry — nR/VE, Vg,

F
—||r, (VBt Va + I — Vg, Vgt) —UAUY, R, (VBt Vg + I — Vg, Vgt) —nR,Vg, V3,

F
= ||R:VB, Vg, — nUa, Uy, R VB, Vg, — 1RV, Vg, .
[Since R; (I r— VB, Vg)) = 0 by Lemma B.18]

- (Id —n (Id + UAtU;t)> RtVBtht
= Id—n(Id-FUAtU;t)

<1 =n)[[Relp
112 =n (L + UAUY) |

F
RV, V3,

‘op’ F

op <1 —mn, since Uy, UL, is a rank-r projection matrix

which concludes the proof. O

Theorem B.21. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, with (Spectral-init) and
(Prec-GD), we choose

1 1
€ < min —
- {2\/7“*/{ 4}

and set 7 € (0, ?fj;?;), then with probability at least 1 — 2C exp(—€2N) for a universal constant
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C > 0, we have

\. B 1 AN
- <7 - * .

Proof. We prove it by induction. We suppose the following two inductive hypothesis

AL

A (AiBy) = =2 (B.41)
A**

|AoBo — Allp < 22°. (B.42)

Starting from ¢ = 0, under (Spectral-init), with probability at least 1 —2C exp(—e2N) for a universal
constant C' > 0, we have

o - 81 =[],

- H (=-1) AHF by Eq. (B.20)]
< €| Alle

< 6\/7;||AHOP [SiIICC Rank (A) — 7,*}
= % [since € < 1/2v/r*k]

Then, by Weyl’s inequality, we have

Are (A) = A (AgBo) < [|[AoBo — All,, < [[AoBo — Ay

op —

which implies

A,
A (A0Bo) = - (B.43)

Therefore, we verify Eq. (B.41) and Eq. (B.42) at t = 0. We assume Eq. (B.41) and Eq. (B.42) hold
at t = 2,3, ..., then by Lemma B.19, with probability at least with probability 1 — 2C exp(—€e>N)
for a universal constant C' > 0, we have

||Rt+1||F < HRt - nUAtULth - nRtVBtV;t

F
+ HUAtULERtHF +1|[2R VeV, |+ HiRtvtsﬂujiRtHF
< (T =n) || Rellp [by Lemma B.20]
+1e|UaUj RtH +ne || R VB, VB, || +n*(1+ 6)2% by 1Ellop < €]
t t F t t F )\T* (AtBt) ) D =

< (1 =n) [[Rellg

+ne | Rellp + nel|Rellp +n*(1+ €)* | Rellp
[since Eq. (B.41) and Eq. (B.42) hold at ]

(1= =20+ (1+)*) | Rellg
< (1 — g) | Rl - taking 7 < %}
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This implies Eq. (B.42) at time ¢ + 1. By consequence, we can obtain Eq. (B.41) at time ¢ + 1 again
by Weyl’s inequality. O

C Proofs for Nonlinear Model

We deliver the proofs for nonlinear models in Section 4 here. The problem setting and results
for ||AgBy — Al|r are presented in Appendix C.1. In Appendix C.2, we present the proofs of
Theorem 4.3 as well as proofs for smoothed GD.

C.1 Problem Settings and Spectral Initialization
Recall the pre-training model from Assumption 2.1
Tt - ok dxk
Fore (@) :U(m W”) cRF, Whe Rk, (C.1)
and the downstream teacher weights from Assumption 2.2
Wi=Wi4AeR> . with W= [ag,@g,... ,a;,i] :

The empirical loss of LoRA fine-tuning is defined as
L(A,B ! X(W'+ AB xwt)|’
(A1 B) = 37 o (X W+ 4uBy)) — o (XWF)

Next, we can derive the empirical gradients for A; and B; respectively.
Val(A;, B;) = %TXVT [a (XV(Wh + AtBt)) _ (Eﬁifﬂﬂ ©o (fx*v(wh n AtBt)) Bl
- %3& o (XW) o (XW*)] 0.0’ (XW.) B

[denote W; := W 4+ A, By]

__ %3{% (}ﬁ?ﬂ) ory (fwt) _ %EFU (th) ®o (X’Wt) Bl (C.2)

=T, =T
= —Jw, B} [denote Jyw, :=T'1 — 'y

where the matrix operator Jy : R* — R** is formally defined as (by denoting W; := Wi+ A, B;)
1 &t P o e
Jw i W - X [a (XW ) e (X(W))} or; (XW) . (C.3)
Similarly, we can compute

Vsl(A;, B) = %AI)A(T (o (X(W)) o (XW%)] 00’ (XW,)
= Al Jw, .
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For full fine-tuning, we consider the following empirical loss function over K € R4**

L) = 5 o (X) o (X99)
The gradient w.r.t. K is
VL(K) = X [0 (XK) o (XW*)] 0o (XK)
Next, we can define the one-step negative gradient of full fine-tuning in the nonlinear case as
Gf = -VL (W“)

= LR [0 (XW) - o (XW)] 0! (XW)

= Jwr . [by definition of Jy in Eq. (C.3)]
Additionally, we define
rf = LXo (XW9) 0o (XW?)
N B B (C.4)
= X0 (XW?) oo (XWF).

In this section, we aim to analyze the initial properties of low-rank adapters under (Spectral-init)
in a nonlinear context. The high-level proof strategy begins with examining the spectral properties
of the one-step full gradient matrix, G?. Unlike the linear case, the presence of nonlinearity prevents
a direct analysis. To address this, we first establish the concentration of the empirical full gradient,
leveraging the fact that the empirical gradient approximates its expectation closely when the sample
size is sufficiently large.

Subsequently, we utilize tools from Hermite decomposition to derive useful properties of the
expected gradients. These properties are then transferred back to the empirical gradients through
concentration results. Finally, since low-rank adapters under (Spectral-init) represent the best
r-rank approximation of G?, we apply matrix analysis techniques to derive the desired results. Also,
the concentration results in this part can serve as an important component for the later convergence
analysis.

C.1.1 Computation of Full Population Gradients

First, we can simplify I'; ; and I'p; which defined in Eq. (C.2) to be

N
;= Z [ (ar:Z w1> o (Blwiy) ... (wTw,hc) o’ (ijwtk)} :
and
L N
F27t = N %z [0’ (i—li—’wt,l) 0'/ (@T'wm) . O (féj'wt,k) 0'/ (&E—ert,k)] 5
i=1
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where w; ,, is the m-th column of W; := wh + A;B; and ﬁ,hn is the m-th column of W
The following two lemmas provide the columnwise expectation of I'1 ; and I's; respectively.

Lemma C.1. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, for V1 < m < k, we have

J
oo (2 wh Wy > X Cj42Cj <w5n Wy >
e (5T ~T =1 \] _ J+1< ) = e i
Ez [:ca <sc wnm)a(m wmﬂ—jz; G+DIG+ 1) ’wm+]z; G +2)! Wi, (C.5)

and

o0 2 o ,
Ez [m/ (fl"“m) o (f“’tvm)] - Z ((] + 16)]61 ot j!c(ﬁcé)!) (Wim, Wim)’ Wim - (C.6)

Proof. For V1 < m < k, by Eq. (D.2) and Eq. (D.4) on the Hermite expansion of ReLU function,
we have

e o () (50
=Ez [ (cc w; m> Vzo <a: En)} + Ez [a” <5th,m> (wT'wEnﬂ Wi m, [by Stein’s Lemma)
© cj+1Ez [Viﬂ <5 'wm } 'wtm o cjt2Ez [ (:L' wfnﬂ 'wtm

G+ DG+ 1) *?;; G +2)

by Eq. (D.3)]

r \®(U+1) : h \®J ;
_ i €l (U’En) (wem)® 2 ¢jyac; ("UEn) (wim)®
< (J+ 1)!(j+1)!

+ Y Wi m
| | ’
= = 310G +2)!
o0 C2 ’lUu w ® ¢ Cj ’lUu w g
41 my Wt,m ~p +Z 7+2C5 my Wt,m
= w Wi
S DG+ T 1 +2)! b

which completes the proof for Eq. (C.5). The proof for Eq. (C.6) is the same as that of Eq. (C.5)
and we therefore omit it here. O

Next, we can obtain the expected full gradients via the following lemma.

Lemma C.2. Recall W; := W%+ A,B,, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting
and Assumption 4.1, then it holds that

Ez [Jw,] = (¢ + coc2/2) (AiBy — A) + > Wy(n)

n>1,
n odd
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where

n n
1 Diag < <'wt,17'wt,1>n - <'w§7'wt,1> gy <wt,k7wt,k>n - <w;ug,’wt,k> ) N
¥y(n) = — w

A 2nn2nln!

1 Diag ( (wt,hwt,l)n y e <wt,ka wt,k>n>

— A;B; — A
+ A 2nn2nln! (A B, )
n+1 n+1
1 Diag < <’wt,1, ’wzt,1>n+1 <'w5, wy 1> sy <wt,k7 ’wt,k>n+1 <’w;nf7 wy k> >
- — W;.
A 27+ (n + 2)(n + 1)!(n + 3)! ¢

Also, we have

2n—1
op}

(IW*llop + | Ac B — A, ) max { (14 14B: = All,, + 1210 -
4m2ntin(n + 2)nl(n + 3)!
2n
(1+14:B. - All,, +1A],,)
472nn(n!)?

[ g { (14 14181 = Al + 8]l
v
H t( )HF 47r2”n(n!)2

N 2n+1
b
op

_l’_

_l’_

> |A:B; — Allp

Proof. We first glve some notations here. Let w; ,, be the m-th column of W; Raxk, wm be the
m-th column of W A,, as the m-th of the low-rank shift A, [A;By],, as the m-th column of A;B;.
By Lemma C.1, we can derive m-th column of Ez [Jw,] for any m =1,2,--- |k as

Ez JbZN: (‘7 (@T’wt,m> -0 (53?15%)) o' (:Eszt’m) :EZ]
=1
— - CJ2+1 Cj+2C; j
= ; G+ DG+ (Wi Wem)? Win + Z TQ) (Wi s Wi ) Wy,
- i # <@En’ 'wt,m>j ’lEEn - io: M <’lT)u ’wtm>j Wiy,
— (j+ DI+ 1)! il +2)!

e’} 00
E : ©2j j— Z €25 +2C2j ;
+ J .)' <wt,m, wt,m>2j ! wt,m + ths . ! <wt,ma wt,m>2j wt,m

|
= (25)'(2) = (29)(2] +2)!
_ZL< o >2H o M<~u >2ﬂ
j=1 (25)1(25)! o o o jz; (25)4(25 +2)! Wpp Wtm ) Wi -
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By re-arranging the index of infinite sum, we can obtain

N
1 e ~T ~ ~ ~
L3 (o (sTun) o 6108)) o ()3
1

1=

= (c% + 0002/2) ([A¢By],, — Am)

n
<<wt,m>wt,m>n - <'{EEm wt,m> )
ot

Ez

1
+ Am ; 2nn2nln! Wm
ngdc’i
1 <wtm>wt m>n
- \Ttmy Thm) ot A B A
+ A7 7; 2nn2nln! ([AcBil,, m)
ngd;:l
_ n+1
. <@mm%ummw+l—<uﬂuumm> )
- Wiy -
dm L= 27+t (n + 2)(n+ 1)!(n + 3)! bm
ngdél

Then, for the last three terms, we define the m-th residual vector of order-n of them as

~ n
Wt m, Wt m>n - <wm7wtm> > n
1 << El I k) " 1 ,
rm(n) = — W+ ——<wt’m Wi,m)

A7 2nn2nln! ™ Ax 27n2nln)

+1
n+1 ~ n
1 ( <wt,m7 wt,m> - <wEna wt,m> )
Wt m -

Cdr 2% n(n+2)(n+ 1)!(n+ 3)! ’

([ABil,, — Am)

Combining the above equations, we can write in matrix form as

Ez [Jw,] = (C% + 0002/2) (AB; — A) + Z [rl(n) rk(n)] ,
" 5dd =¥ (n)

where W;(n) can be formulated as

n

n
1 Diag < <'wt,17wt,1>n - <'w§7wt,1> e <wt,k7wt,k>n - <w;ia'wt,k> )
wh

Tiln) = 4 2nn2n!n! (C.7)
1 Diag ( <wt,17wt,1>n y e <wt,ka wt,k>n>
" 4z 2nn2n!n) (AcBe — A) (C.8)
~ n+l - n+1
1 Diag < <'wt,1,'wt,1>n+1 - <with,l> y s <'wt,kawt,k>n+1 - <'w]h€7wt,k> >
- W,.
ir 27 n(n + 2)(n+ 1)!(n + 3)! !
(C.9)

Now we aim to upper bound the Frobenius norm of W;(n) for n > 1. We handle these three terms
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of W.(n) respectively. Regarding the first term (C.7), we have

2

n n
1 Diag ((wt,lawt,1>n — <wi7wt,1> sy (Wy Wy )" — <'w]z>'wt,k> > N
wt

Am 2nn2nln!

‘ k )
- E w n
<1677222”n4 7’L' 4 < t,m,wt’m>n _ <,wu wtm> )

F

m=1
—~ 12
k

< P H o L aBl Al )
_167r222”n4 n' 4 n max Hwtm”2 ) || Wm 9 H[ t t]m_ mHQ

m=1

{by }(uu>7 — <u./v>j| < j max {||lul, , HUHQ}Q%l |lu — v, in Lemma D.5}
v - 2

< e Z( {1+ 1 [AeBi,, = Aullo + 18mll) [ @5} I14eBd,, m|2)

[by Assumption 4.1 and triangle inequality ||wy |2 < 1+ || [A¢By,, — Amll2 + [|Aml2]

where the last inequality holds by max; ||a;||l2 < || Aoy for any matrix A = [ay,as,--- ,a;] € Rk
Accordingly, we have

max{(l—l—]AtBt Allgy + 180lp) -

167w222mn2(n!)4

}471 2
? |AB; — Alf

n n
1 Dlag < <wt,l) wt,l>n - <w§7 wt,1> yeeey <wt,k7 wt,k>n - <w]h€a wt,k> )

4r 2nn2nln!

<

Regarding the second term (C.8), we have

wh

F

wt

Opmax{(l + | A:By — All,,, + HA”w) ,
4727n(n!)?

2n—1
op}
|A:B: — Allp -

1 Diag ( <wt,lawt,1>n y e <wt,k,wt,k>n)

An 2nn2nln!

(AtBt — A)

F
2n
(1+14:B. - All,, + 1AL,

<
- 4727n(n!)?

|A:B: — Al
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Regarding the third term (C.9), we can also have

2
+1 n+1
: n+1 ~ " n+1 ~
. Diag ((wtyl, wy ) — <w§,wt,1> sy (Wp g, Wi k) — <w,u€, wt7k> >

47 2ntln(n+2)(n+1)!(n + 3)! !
F
k 2
Wil 2 o e
< _
= (47r2n+1n(n +2)(n+ 1)l(n+3)! mzzl (Wt m, We.m) <“’m’ "”t’m>
k 2
IWelop ’ || 2n+1
< —
: <4W2”+1n(n+2)(n+ ) 2 (Y e {[fwnnlly [} 4B, - Al

2j—1

[by [(w,u)? — (u,v)?| < j max{[|ull, ,|v],} |lu —vl|, in Lemma D.5}

(IW5lop + |40 B = All,,,) max { (1+ 1B, = All,, + 18l .| W

427t in(n + 2)nl(n 4+ 3)!

}2n+1
< = |AB, — Allf .

Finally, combining the above three terms, we obtain

2n—1
Hwhnopmax{(l 1 4By = All,, + [18]op) - W“Hop}
A\ <
[ (n)|lp < 4727 (n))2
- _ 2n+1
<||WhHOp +||AB, — AHOP) max { (1 + [|AeBy — All,, + HAllop) : W“ng}
+ A2 tin(n + 2)n!(n + 3)!
2n
(L+ 4B = Al +181,) Y
t 472nn(n!)? [4:B: = Alle
which completes the proof. O

C.1.2 Concentration of Empirical Gradients

In this part, we aim to provide the concentration of empirical gradient Jy, :=I'1; —T'2; € Rdxk
in Frobenius norm. Recall W, := W! + A, B, and Wy, is the corresponding m-th column of
W, denote z;; as the j-th element of x;, for notational simplicity, we define each element of
JMQ3::FLt_'FZtaS

Cg?m (x;) = (a (%IG%) —0 (ijwfm)> o (i;rwfm) zi; €R, for1<m<k,1<i<N,1<j<d,

Then, we can write Jyy, in an element-wise way

X c%’l (®;) ... ct{k (z;)
J»W :‘Asz: : .. : E}Rka,
N : . :
=l @) oy (@)

)
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and

HJWt — Ez [Jw,]

Next, we have the following lemma.

Lemma C.3. For 1 <m <k, 1 < j < d, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting,
with probability at least 1 — 2C exp (—Ne?) for a universal constant C' > 0 and € € (0,1), we have

1 N o :
D A (@)~ B [ (@)]

=1

< O K2e||wh, — w] 2,

for some absolute constant C* > 0 and K = /8/3.

Proof. Since Z;; ~ N(0,1) for V1 <m < k and V1 < j < d, then we have that K := ||Z; ||y, =
\/8/3. By the Orlicz-based definition of subgaussian norm, the subgaussian norm of random variable
is identical to its absolute value. Then, for any A € R, we have the following moment generating

function
oo (0 (788) - (57.) (7))
<E _exp ()\ ’<%l LW — wE m> D] [by Lipschitz continuity of o and o’
<E -exp <(C* )2N2 H ‘ <mz , Wy, — >’H >} [by subgaussian property]

for some constant C* > 0, which implies

(o () —o (#Fwin)) o (3 wln)

where the last inequality follows from the fact that || X||y, = Ks if X ~ N(0, s2). Therefore, by
Vershynin (2018, Lemma 2.7.7), this implies Ci,m (x;) is sub-exponential with

(o (7)o (3T, o (3Tt )| = 8715 — o
(C.10)

2
< (O ||(@ @ - wi,n)
P2 ’

oy = (R, = w3,

Bim = [l m (#) oy < 1Fijllv,

Then, let €, = C*KQEH’lDEn - wim”g for e € (0,1), we can apply Bernstein’s inequality for
sub-exponential variables Vershynin (2018, Corollary 2.8.3)

1 & 4
P (| @) - [l @] |2 )
€t,m G%m
<2C'exp [ —N min B B’Q [ for some constant C' > 0]
t,m t,m
<2Cexp (—N¢€?) [by Eq. (C.10) and € € (0,1)]

O
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Theorem C.4. Suppose € € (0, 1), under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, then
with probability at least 1 — 2C'dk exp (—N 62) for a universal constant C' > (0, we have

< C*K*Vde|| A,B;, — Allp,

HJWt - Efé [JWt]
F

for some absolute constant C* > 0 and K = /8/3.

Proof. By a union bound argument and Lemma C.3, with probability at least 1 —2Cdk exp (—N 62)
for a universal constant C' > 0, we have

2 k 2
1 s ~
HJWt —EslIwl| =) (N > d (@) —Es [C‘zm (CC)D
Fooj=1m=1 i=1
d k
<D €im
j=1m=1
d k
<3 D (CRPE|@, — w3
j=1m=1
= d(C*K?)*¢|| AB; — Allg,
which implies
HJWt —Ez[Jw,] || <C*K*Vde|A:B; — Allp,
F
which finishes the proof. ]

Lemma C.5. Recall G% := —~VL(W?¥) = Jy;, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear

' i i ral-ini .
setting and Assumption 4.1, with (Spectral-init), suppose € < S Ky ad for some p > 0 and we
set v
1 P 1 p . 11 I
€l =t =, withem:=_+— 27" 2 (n!) "2, C.11
! cH  3egkV2r* cH  3cprV2r* 4 " Ar 7; (n!) ( )
n gdéi

then with probability at least 1 — 2Cdk exp(—N¢?) for a universal constant C' > 0, it holds that
[AoBo — Allp < Ay

Remark Notice that computing the exact value of ¢ is difficult. However, because of the super-
fast decay of Hermite coefficients of ReLLU o, we can approximate cyy very well by only three higher
order terms, i.e. n € {1,3,5}, which is cg ~ 0.28982. The residual terms which the corresponding

order bigger than 5 are negligible. For example, when n =7, m ~ 4.99 x 10713,
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Proof. Recall I‘Ii and I‘g defined in Eq. (C.4), by Lemma C.1, we can obtain

o 2 j
E; [rﬂ = ; {MM Diag ((Wh n A)T Wh> (Wu n A)

JG+2
o0 &2 j
_ ; {MM Diag ((W”)T W“) (Wh + A)

G+2% P N—— 7 ; .
0+ 2! Diag (W ) %% Whs ., [by Assumption 4.1]
g! !

. . T J
- 76”2%)' Diag <(Wu + A) W”) W“}

_|_

and

0 2 T J CitoCs T J

B 03] =Y (3 Dia ((Wu Wh) + -2 g ( W) W”) wh.

z |2 ;;((]%—1)!(]4—1)! 148 ) G o) e (
Therefore, taking the Hermite coefficients by Eq. (D.3), we have

o0 c2 T J
E; [Gﬂ = (MM Diag ((W”) W”) (Wh + A) (C.12)

J=0

G e () e we
TG DIG+ ) lag« ) )
02

— i W'M Diag ((Wh>—r Wh>J A

[by Assumption 4.1]

1 1
= d+=> 553 |4 (C.13)

Following Theorem C.4, we replace W; with W' and then obtain the following concentration with
the probability at least 1 — 2Cdk exp(—N¢?) for a universal constant C' > 0

plAlle _ VAL _ oA

F 7~ 3V2rf vk = 3V2r*yk 3v2ry

o[
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where € < for p > 0. Besides, we have

Y B
2C* K24V 2dr*k

i1 (GF) = Ao (1B [67])] = [ (6%) = Asa (2)]

= YA\ 11 (Gh> [since Rank(A) = r*]
< HGh —Ez [Gh} [by Weyl’s inequality]
op
<6t -z e,
< PN [by Eq. (C.11)]
— 3m 9y J 1 °
which implies
A**
A (G“) < Phr C.14
+1 = 3\/%’}/ ( )

due to Rank (Ez [G"]) = Rank(A) = r* by Eq. (C.13). Then, we have

14080 — A, < [ 40By — 96| 44 HGh el

ot s (6] -

op
< |40Bo = 1G*|_+7||G" Bz [G¥]| + e —1llAlop by Ea. (C.13)
op
2p A%
< || AogBy — 7G| + -
= obo — 7 o " 3"
; . , 1 p 1 p
[by Eq. (C.11) and v € [«n Sennva on T 3611HW”
2p N5
e () 2N
S YArx41 32+
Al
< P by Eq. (C.14)]
2r*

Since we work in the exact-rank case Rank (A;B;) < r = r* with Rank(A) = r*, then Rank(AyBy—
A) < 2r*, which implies

[AoBy — Allp < V2r* |[AgBo — Al|,,, < pA-.

C.2 LoRA Training under Spectral Initialization
C.2.1 Preconditioned Gradient Descent
Recall the loss of LoRA fine-tuning:

2

0= g o (5 (- am)) o (39
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Then, we employ the following preconditioned gradient updates for LoRA fine-tuning

-1
Ay = Ay +ndw, Bl (BtBD , (C.15)
and
T LT
By =B +1 (At At) Al Jw, | (C.16)
Similar to the linear case, we define the following notations
e SVD of product matrix A;B; := UtStV;r, where U, € R" S, € R""™*" and V; € RF*7.
e The left singular matrix of A; as Uy, € RY",

e The right singular matrix of B; as Vg, € RF*".

Lemma C.6. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, we update A; and B, via
Eq. (C.15) and Eq. (C.16) under spectral initialization (Spectral-init), then we have the following
recursion

Ai1Bii — A= (1—2ncn)Ua, Uy, (A:B; — A)Vp, Vg,
+ (1= nen) (Id - UAtU;t> (AB, — A)V, V3,
+ (1= ner)Ua, Ul (AB; — A) (Ik - VBtVEt)
+ (1 - UaUL,) (AiBi - 8) (T~ Vi, V3, )
+ 02V, Vg, + nUa, Uy B + 0* Jw, VS, U Tw, (C.17)
where cp is defined in Eq. (C.13) and
=, = Jw, — cu (ABr — A) .

1
' 2cp

Then, by choosing 1 € (0 ), we have the associated upper bound in Frobenius norm

|Air1Biy1 — Allp (C.18)
<(1 - 2nen) HUAtUL(AtBt — AV, Vp,

F
+ (1= cm) || (L~ UaUL, ) (AiBi = A) ViV, +Ua Ul (AiB: — &) (I - Ve, V3, )|
+||(1a - UAUL,) (AB - 2) (1~ VB V) |
20 [Eellp + 2 || T VeS0T |- (C.19)
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Proof. By the preconditioned update in Eq. (C.15) and Eq. (C.16), we can construct
Ai1Biy1 —A=AB - A
~1 ~1
— nJw, B} <BtBtT) B — A, (AIAt) AT Jw,
+ UQJWtB;r(BtBI)_l(A—trAt)_lA—lt—JWt
=A;B;,— A
—1 -1
— nen(ABy — A)B] <BtBtT) B; +nE.B] <BtBtT) B;
1 ~1
— nen Ay (AIAt) AT (AB; — A) + A, (AIAt) AlE,
+1°Jw, By (B:B] )" (Al A)) ' Al Jw,
= A;B, — A
— neu(AeBy — A) VB, Vg, + 18 VB, V3,
—ncuUa, U;t(AtBt — A) +nUa, U;tEt

+ P Jw ViU Jw,
[by pseudo inverse theorem and Jia et al. (2024, Lemma 14)]

from our definition on ¢y > 0 in Eq. (C.13) and &, := Jw, — e (AB; — A). We can continue to
expand

A By — A= (Id —UsUY, + UAtUI‘t) (A;B; — A) (Id ~ VB,V + Va, V;t>
—nen (Is— Ua U, +Ua, UL, ) (ABi — A)Vi, V,
— neaUa, Uk, (AB; — A) (Id — VB, Vg, + Vg, V;t)
+ 02V, Vg, + nUaUp B + 0* Jw, VS, U Jw,
= (1 —2neu)Ua, Uy, (AtB; — A)VE, V3,
+ (1 —nen) (Id - UAtUL) (AiB; — A) VB, Vg,
+ (1= nen)Ua, Uk, (AB; — A) (Ik - VBtV,;t>
+ (L~ UaUL,) (4B = 2) (I - Vi, VE,)

+ 0B VB, VE, + nUa UL + 2 Tw, ViS; U Jw, .

Based on the above formulation, suppose 1 € (0 ), we can derive the following upper bound by

1
) 2chg
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triangle inequality

[At+1Be1 — Allp (C.20)
< H(1 — 2en)Ua, Uk, (AsBy — A)Vg, Vg,

F
+ H(1 — ) (Id _ UAtUL) (A1B, — A)Vg, V3,

F

.
;

L HUAtU;tEtHF 4P HJthts,:lujJWt

+ H(l — nen)Ua, Uy, (A1 By — A) (Ik - VBtVEt)

+ H (Id - UAtUL) (AiB; — A) (Ik; - VBtV;t>

+1n HEtVBt V;t [by triangle inequality]

F

<(1 - 2ncn) |Ua, Uy, (A:By — A)Vp, Vg,

F
+ (1 - enm) H (Id Uy, UL) (AiB, — AV, Vi, + Ua, Uk, (A;B, — A) (Ik - VBtVEt)

.
+ H (Id _ UAtUL) (A;B; — A) (Ik - VBtV£t> )

. [blnce n e ((), 2«11”

which proves the claim. O

20 |E |l + 0 || Tw ViST U] Iw,

In order to derive the convergence rate of ||A¢11Bi+1 — Al|p in the above terms, we need to
provide the estimation of the following four terms

18l [[Iw s U] Iw,

F b
H (Id - UAtUL) (AiB; — AV, Vi, + Ua, Uk, (A;B; — A) (Ik Vg, Vgt)

‘F'

which are important elements in Eq. (C.18). We firstly prove the upper bound for ||Z;||r and
HJWtVtS;IUtTJWtHF
remaining three terms which are the most technical part. All of these three terms rely on the
condition ||A¢B; — Allr < pA%. and we will prove it by induction finally in Theorem C.10.

‘F’

|(1: - UaUL,) (AB, - 2) (1.~ Vi, V)

since they are relatively straightforward. After that, we will handle with the

P W 1 __p 1 P
Lemma C.7. Forany p € (0, 1), suppose € < SO KTy Tod withy € | - Senmy/ar  en + 3ch/W]’
where cy is defined in Eq. (C.13), assume ||A;B; — Al|r < pAl., under assumptions in Section 2.1
for the nonlinear setting, Assumption 4.1, and Assumption 4.2, then with probability at least

1 —2Cdkexp (—62N) for a universal constant C' > 0, we have

I8ellr < (h(p) + C*K2Vde) || AB: — Allg
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<¢§2+1 <¢§2+1+p<\/g—1)>+(¢52+1+p<\/g—1>)2 (@M(@—n)“

hlp) = 87 * 11527
\/§2+1 (\/§2+1 I p(\/g—1)>5 4 (\/§2+1 i p(\/g—l))ﬁ (\/§2+1 n p(\/g—1)>8
21
’ 17287 * 20736007 ) (C.21)

Proof. Recall B, := Jw, — cu (A¢B; — A), then with probability at least 1 — 2Cdk exp (—62N) for
a universal constant C' > 0, we have

1Bt = llen (A:B: — A) — Eg [Jw,] + Ez [Jw,] — Jw. [l
< llen (AeBr — &) = Eg [Jwillp + [[Ez [Jw.] — Jwillg
= Z . (n)|| +Ez [Iw,] — Iw:llg [by Lemma C.2]
n>1,
n odd F
< X0 1)l + 1Bz [Tw] — Tl
n>1,
n odd
N N 2n—1
199 op e { (1 1402~ Bl + 181 7]
<
- 472mn(n!)?
N N 2n+1
(Il + |1 4B, — AL, ) max { (14 148 = All,, + 1A - HW”HW}
+ 427t in(n + 2)n!(n 4+ 3)!
2n
(1+ 4B, - AL, + 1A],,)
+ Il 2 |A:B: — Allp [by Lemma C.2]
+ C*K*Vde|AiB; — Al [by Theorem C.4]

Note that for any odd n > 1, we have
n(n!)? B n - 1 n(n+ 2)n!(n + 3)! - 1
n+2)(n+2)H2 (+23n+1)2 "2 (n+2)n+4)n+2)!(n+5)! 2

According to our assumption ||A:B; — Allr < pAl. for p € (0,1), then by Assumption 4.1 and
Assumption 4.2, we have

<14(14p))a], < Y2EL 222D

1+ HAtBt - A||op + HAHop = op — 92 9 )

and

V2+1

W lop < 1+ A, < S0,
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which implies

Iy e { (14 LA, — AL+ [81)
on = on =
2n _ 2n

(L4148 - Al +181,,) " (G225

4727n(n!)? - 2n -

Pl (s )

- . 2n+1
(19%0p + 14, — AL, maX{(l + 1 AB: = Al + 18 ]op) W“Hop}

2n+1

V3-1)\ 2 +D)
(\/§2+1 Tl 2 ))
<1.

< on+1 -

Through above characterization of the decay, to obtain a tight upper bound, here we propose to use

D I)llp < 1T(D)llp +2[1%:(3)]p
n>1,
n odd

Va1l (\/§2+1+p(\/g—1))+(@+p(\/g—l))2 (@M(@‘”f

<
- ( 8 * 11527

V211 (\/52—1—1 +p<\/g—1>)5+ (\/§2+1 +p<\/§—1>)6 (\/5;1 +p<¢g—1>>8
) |A:B: — Al ,

* 1728~ * 20736007

which completes the proof. ]

Lemma C.8. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, suppose ||A;B; — Ay <
pAr. for p > 0, with probability at least 1 —2C exp (—62N ) for some constants C' > 0, it holds that

| rwivis U aw,

p
<(A+eP—"—|AB, —Alp .

F—(+6)1—pH tBy — Allg

Proof. First, with probability at least 1 — 2C exp (—e2N ) for some constants C' > 0, we can derive

( ] Jw, VST Tw,

S Tl | vesstuf

op
2

%*’Xv—'— <0’ (;)\{/(Wu + AtBt)> -0 (XVWO ) ox (X/(Wh + AtBt))
Ar (AyBy)

F

— o~ 2
H%XTX(AtBt _ A)HF

< by Lipschitz continuity of o, ¢’
Ar (A:By) [ }
1o\ 4B — Al
< [ =XN(X —— —F
- (N i )> Ar (A¢By)
< (14 e)Zipp |A:B: — Allg [by concentration of operator norm
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where the last equality follows from r = r* and

)\7« (AtBt) Z )\r* (A) — ||AtBt — AHF 2 (]. — p))\r* (A) .

With Lemma C.7 and Lemma C.8, now we can prove for the other three terms.
Lemma C.9. Suppose [|[A;B; — Allp < pAji. with p € [0,1/4], then it holds that

p

< 7
’Fi V1—8p?

|(z:-vavh) A (1~ Vi, V) |AB; — Al .

and
H (Id - UAtUL) AV, Vg, + U, Ul A (Ik - VBtht) HF < [|A:B, — Allp .

Proof. First, we recall

Ay | Ay
Zt‘[Bz]’ Zt‘[—Bﬂ’

and define a preconditioned operator P and symmetrized downstream feature shift matrix A as

_ [AdaT ) = [ A AT R [Oaa A
P(Z;) = [BtT(BtBtT)l . P(Zy) = —BtT(BtBtT)fl , A= AT Opyr]

Next, we observe that

DO =

~ 0 A.B;, — A
ZZT_ZZT —A:|: dxd tt :|
( e 7t7t) (A;B; — A)' Ok <k

leading to

1

~ 4B~ All, . | ;

1 ~
H2 (ZtZtT - ZtZI) —A

(2.7] - z.2]) - A

= V2| A:B; — Al .
F

op

Based on the compact SVD of A in Eq. (2.1), we can write out the eigendecomposition of A as

. S* Oy T o crmT T _ LUl g L |U
A=[® @ [Orw* _S*][q> P =B5'P - 35D, wherecﬁ_ﬁ[v] P = 2[_‘/].
(C.22)
Notice that we can also obtain the SVD of A as
A=USV' =3 & [ o Or*fj*] @ -] . (C.23)
N— e’ OT*XT* S e’
=U Z =VT

Notice that A is a low-rank matrix with rank-2r* because of Rank (A) =r* If % (z,z] - gtgj)
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recovers 3, this indicates that the top-2r* subspace of % (th;r — ZtZI) will align to A perfectly.
Next, we can derive the projection matrix for the top-2r* subspace of % (ZtZ;r — ZtZI). First, we
have

ZtPT(Zt) — |:At(A—tI—At)_1A—t|— At(BtB;r)_lBt] ,

Bl (A]A)'A] B{(B,B])"'B,

which can imply

Lyt (22,2 = - A (ATA)'A] A(BB])'B,| [AL/A] AB,
2 2 |B/(A]A)'A] B/(B,B])"'B,| |B]A] BB,
1[AA] AB] 1,
= - :7ZZ .
2 [BIAI B B;| 27

Similarly, we can derive

1

5 2P (2)Z,2; =

Additionally, we have
1 1
§Zt7’T (Z1)Z:Z] = O(ask)yx (k) - QZtPT(Zt)ZtZI = O (k) x (d+) -

Base on the above identity, we can obtain that the subspace of Z;Z] is orthogonal to the subspace of
Z,Z| . Since Rank (ZtZtT) < r and Rank (ZtZI) <, then we have that Rank (ZtZtT — ZtZI) <
2r* since r = r*. Therefore, we can construct a valid projection matrix

P, = ZP' (Z) + Z,P"(Z,), (C.24)
which satisfies

1
SPi(22] - 2,2]) =5 (%2 - 2,2} ) .

N |

and

(L — Py) (ZtZtT - ZtZI) = O(dtk)x(d+k) - (C.25)

N | =

Also, we can verify that P; is symmetric and P;P; = P;. Therefore we can conclude that P; is the
projection matrix which maps matrices or vectors to the top-2r subspace of % (ZtZtT — ZtZI). For
notational simplicity, here we fix the timestamp ¢ and denote

1
F:z—(ZZT—ZZT),
o) ty — Lidy

which means

= |AB; — Allp < p)-.. (C.26)
F

A
F—- =
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Next, we define P; := LLT € RETF)*(d+k) with

Ua 0d><r:| d+k)x2
L = t c R( +k) x r
[kar VB,
and (Igyr —Py) = LLL—E_ where
L, = [ Ua. L 0dX(k’—r)} c R(+K)x (d+k—2r)
Okx(a—r) VBiL ’

then we have

A LT A
F-—| = F-—|[L L
H ] ()
F - F
I'FL_-LTAL _[TAL
_ V2 V2t [by Eq. (C.25)]
LT AL LT A
L Lv2 L\f F
—|[LTFL LTAL HLT BLH2 41 HLTBL H2 41 HLT AL H2
N V2 = Foo2 Hip T2 [FE5 g
(C.27)
Since Ij , — Py = LJ_LI, then we have
1 ~
T T T
H (Id - UAtUAt> A (Ik - VBtVBt> ‘F =% HLLALLHF (C.28)
Next, by Eq. (C.27), we have |[F — & ‘sl ALl + Lz AL, | teading to
, by Lq. . ’ \/Q F- 2 1 F 2 1 F7 g
1 TA 2 1 TA 2
b Eiar., pEian.
A ST T (C.29)
|P- 3l sEar] i eran

—~ 2 ~
The technical part s to lower bound ||LLAL| " and |LTAL.|

decomposition which based on Eq. (C.23), i.e

~ 2 ~ 2
|rian], = |siosvie],

- os ) (sosey |
1

2
o we will rely on the following

F

—tr ((ﬁvgw) (1082 (2108 (£9s2)')
( LTV51/2 (LT‘7§1/2) (L1ﬁ§1/2>T (L—j_ﬁé‘lﬂ))

— tr ((sl/ZVTLLTvsl/Z) (§1/2I7TL leﬁ@”)) .
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Notice that SY/2VTLLTV SY/2 and §1/2ﬁTLJ_L—E_ﬁ§1/2 are two positive semi-definite matrices,
then by lower bound of trace of product of positive semi-definite matrices, using Weyl inequality,
we have
~ 2 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o~
HLIALHF > Aoy (§12VTLLTVSY?) HSl/zUTLLLIUSWHF
> X x oy (VTLLTV) H§1/217TLLL117§1/2HF
=N x Ao (VTLLTV) HLLLIﬁgﬁTLLLIHF ,
where the last equality follows from
~ ~ ~ ~ 2 ~ ~ ~ o~ ~ ~
HSl/QUTLLLIUSWHF —tr (SWUTLLLIUSUTLLLIUSW)
= tr (§1/217TLLLTL (LLLIﬁgﬁTLLLTl) LLLII?S‘W)
— tr ((L@Ifﬁfﬁhﬂ) (LLLTLﬁ@ﬁTLLLI))
~ A~ 2
- HLLLIUSUTLLLIHF .
Similarly, we have
—~ 2 ~ ~ PPN
HLTALLHF > At x Do (OTLLTO) HLLLTLVSVTLLLIHF .
Next, we can derive
o~~~ 2 2
HLLLIUSUTLLLIHF - HLLLTL (<1>S*<I>T +gs*£) LLLTLHF by Eq. (C.22)]
2 2
- HLLLTLQS*QTLLLIHF n HLLL}I)S*@TLLLIHF
+2 <LLLTLQS*QTLLLT ,LLLTL@S*@TLLLI> :
and
o~ A 2 2
HLLLIVSVTLLLIHF - HLLLI <<I>S*<I>T +QS*QT) LLLTLHF by Eq. (C.22)]
2 2
- HLLLIQS*QTLLLIHF + HLLLTL@S*QTLLLIHF
+2 <LLLTLQS*QTLLLT ,LLLTL@S*@TLLLI> .
Also, we can obtain
T A 2 Trratv T T 2
LLALLHF - HLLLLUSV LLLLHF

2
—|lz. LT (<I>S*<I>T —gs*@) LLLIHF by Eq. (C.22)]

2 2
_ LLLIQS*QTLLLIHF n HLLLICI’S*{)TLLLTLHF _9 <LLLIQS*§LLL] ,LLL}ILS’*(I'TLLLI> .
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Notice that the matrix inner product term is the inner product of two positive semi-definite matrices,
then by trace inequality for positive semi-definite matrices, we can obtain

<LLLIQS*QTLLLI , LLL}I)S*@TLLLI> = tr ((LLLIQS*QTLLLTQ (LLL}I)S*QTLLLI» >0.
Then, we can claim

PPN 2 —~ 2 —~ 2
HLLLIUSUTLLLIHF , LLLIHF > HLIALLHF . (C.30)

Next, we can obtain

HL ALH +HLTALLH > A5 X gy (UTLLT )HLLLTVSVTLLLTH
F R X Agye (VTLLT ) HLLLT USU'L, L H
> A% min{)\gr* (fﬂLLTU) Mgy (V LLTV)}

x <HLLLI‘7§‘7TLLLIHF+‘

L. L OST L L] )
> )% min{/\gr* (ﬁTLLTfj> oy (VTLLT )} HL ALJ_HF
[by Eq. (C.30)]

Then, combining the above inequality and Eq. (C.29), we have

—~ 2
] s
F
HF H 2/\* min {Aw (ﬁTLLTﬁ> Aoy (VTLLTff)} HLI&LLHF
|r1a.

 2)% min {/\gr* (ﬁTLLTﬁ) oy (VTLLTV)} '
Next, we will focus on the lower bound of Ay (ﬁTLLTlA] ) and Mg, (VTLLTV). Due to sym-

metry, the technique is identical to each other, so here we only prove for Ag,» (IA]TLLTﬁ). First,
Ao+ (ﬁTLLTlA]> = \3,. (LTﬁ ) since UTLLTU is symmetric. Next, we have

~ 2
A (LTU) =1- HLIU
op

)

where HLT can be upper bounded by Wedin’s sin(©) theorem, here we use a variant from in

Chen et al. (2021b Theorem 2.9) to obtain

-

2\/§HF—A
P <

T 5 ﬂHF , H - AH .
HLLU " < 2v2p, [b} F-4| < pAr*}

<
P )‘57’* (

S| S
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which implies

A2 (LTI?) >1-8p2. (C.31)
Therefore, we have
A 2
2/ % 12 212 (A
)\ * == >\ * A > F_ e
p ( T ) P Ao ( )—‘ \ﬁ .
>1HLTBLH2 +1HLT£L H2 by Eq. (C.27)]
=) 1 F 9 1 - Yy L£q. .

> A\, min {Aw (ﬁTLLTﬁ) Mgy (?TLLTV)} HLI&L J_HF
1

>

LIALJ_HF , [by Eq. (C.31) and p < 1/4]
which implies

HLI&LLH
W= e g2
X\ =

Finally, combining Eq. (C.28), we can obtain
L—UA U A (L= Ve Vi = LElAL. " < —2 jaB - Al
|(t-vath) & (1= VoV )| = 5 [ELALL < 148 - Al

Notice that
2 1
P2
= | (1:- vaUL,) AVE, V3,

T ] ] LS O ) (LA O
2 1 F 9 1 F_ 2 t d+k t d+k t t F

2 2
T B T
F+ HUAtUAtA (Ik VBtVB‘)HF

2
— (12— UaUL,) AVE,VE, + Ua UL A (B~ VB VE, )| -
then by the decomposition in Eq. (C.27), we can obtain
2 Al
H (Id - UAtU£t> AV, Vh +Ua, Uy A <Ik - VBtVEt> ]F < HF - 5| =laB A2,
F
which completes the proof. O

Based on the above estimation, we are ready to deliver the linear convergence rate of | A; By — Al|.

Theorem C.10. Suppose € < for p < 0.01 and we take v € [ L z L

3G K o S )
for (Spectral-init), where cy is defined in Eq. (C.13), set n € (Cn , ﬁ) where ¢; > 0 is a small
constant, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, Assumption 4.1, and Assump-
tion 4.2, then with probability at least 1 — 2Cdk exp (—62N ) for a universal constant C' > 0, we
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have

|AB, - Allp < (1- %n)tm:* .
Proof. We prove it by induction. The following hypothesis holds at t = 0 by Lemma C.5
|A:By — Allp < pAys .
We suppose it also holds for at time ¢, showing that

Arx (AeBy) > (1 — p) A [by Weyl’s inequality]

Next, by Eq. (C.18) from Lemma C.6, under initial conditions from Lemma C.5, for time t + 1, we
can derive

| A1 Biy1 — Allp
S(l — 27761{) HUAtULt (AtBt - A)VBzV;t

F
+ (1= enn) H (Id Uy, UL) (AiB;, — AV, Vi, + Ua, Uk, (A,B, — A) (Ik . VBtV;t) ‘F
+||(1a - UAUL,) (AB - 2) (1~ VB,V |
+ 20 [Eellp + 02 || T ViST U T |
<(1 = 2ncu) | A:B: — Allp
+(1—neu+ S |A:B: — Allp [by Lemma C.9]
V1 —8p?
+2n (h(p) + C’*KQ\/ge) |A:B; — Allp [by Lemma C.7]
+n*(1+ 6)21L |A:B: — Allg [by Lemma C.8§]
—p
p
p
+2n | h(p) + —F=—— | |A:B: — A
0 (M) + 5 ) 14~ Al
p > p
+2 1+ AB*A , SiHCCGS#
(1 ) T M ey

with probability at least 1 — 2C'dk exp (—eQN ) for a universal constant C' > 0. Since we take
< . . . . p . . . . .
p < 0.01, h(p) defined in Eq. (C.21) and e is monotonically increasing, then we can continue
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the above upper bound as

C
|Ai1Birt — Allp < (1— 22n) [[A:By — Ally
10

1 21
+e(1+ —n
{< 3OOC*K2’y\/ﬁr*n> 99"

29ch 1 /2498
+n(1- + 2h(0.01) +
K < 10 (0.01) 1507\@7”*,%) 4996

} [A:B; — Al -
Then, there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that for Vn € <Cn , ﬁ), we have

2
cH 1 1, ( 29ci 1 ) V2108
- 1_7)§ 1+ > r(1- + 20(0.01) + + <0,
( 10" < 300C* K2~/ 2dr*k/) 99 T 10 (0.01) 150vv/2r*k 4996

which implies
CH
|Ae1Bess = Allp < (1= S5n) 1 4B — Al
Then, we can obtain the inductive hypothesis at ¢ + 1 and prove the claim. ]

C.2.2 Preconditioned Smoothed-Gradient Descent

We can remove Assumption 4.1 and Assumption 4.2 in analysis if we drop the mask matrix
(derivative of o: ¢’) in the gradient, which improves the smoothness of gradient. By defining

= X (o (Rw) o (X)),

we present the preconditioned smoothed-gradient updates for LoRA fine-tuning as

-1
A = A+ B] (BtBtT> , (C.32)
and
T 1T e
Biy = B, +1) (At At) AT g (C.33)

Similarly, we propose to use G? := J&I;Pg for (Spectral-init) to initialize Ap and By.
First, we compute the expectation of Jg'.

Lemma C.11. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, we have

1
Proof. For V1 < m < k, we can show
E; {&50 (5th7m)} =E; [Via <5th,m>} = C1Wim - [by Stein’s Lemma and Lemma D.4]
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Similarly, we have

Then, we can obtain

N
S ~ - - 1
IE~ GLM = Z H m wy, 1 —0 (mjw?)} T; --- [a (azZT'wt,l) -0 (mjfwi)] ] =5 (AB, — A) ,
[by Eq. (D.3)]
which completes the proof. O

By the same proof strategies with Theorem C.4, we can obtain the concentration of smoothed
JGLM

w, via the following theorem.
Theorem C.12. Suppose € € (0, 1), under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting,
then with probability at least 1 — 2dkC exp (—N 62) for a universal constant C' > 0, we have

< C*K*Vde|ABy — Allp,

JGLM JGLM
oo e e,

for some absolute constant C* > 0 and K = /8/3.

Proof. Identical to Theorem C.4 so we omit details here. O

Next, we can obtain the initial condition under (Spectral-init) using G* = JSGt.

Lemma C.13. Let G® := JSH! under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, with

w
(Spectral-init), suppose € < m for some p > 0 and we set

clom 20 54 %
7 3KV 2r* ’ 3KV 2r*

then with probability at least 1 — 2Cdk exp(—Ne?) for a universal constant C' > 0, it holds that

|[AoBo — Allp < pA-
Proof. By Lemma C.11, we can obtain
h ey _ L
Es |G*] =Bz [J32] = 3A. (C.34)

By Theorem C.12, with the probability at least 1 —2Cdk exp(—N¢2) for a universal constant C' > 0,
we have

= P (C.35)

~ |:Gh:| H < IOHAHF < p\/FHA”op p)\**
’ T 3V2rtys T O3V2rty 3V2rty )

=
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where € < for p > 0. Similar to Lemma C.5, we can derive

Y B
2C* K24V 2dr*k
P

A (Gﬂ) S N (C.36)

due to Rank (Ez [G*]) = Rank(A) = 7* by Eq. (C.34). Then, we have

14080~ All,, < [40Bo —GF| +7 6" Bz [€] |+ |45 @] - a

op

< |40Bo = +GH|_+7||G" ~Ez [G¥] |+ Iven — 1Al by Ea. (C.34)
op
2pA%.
< |[AoBy —7G*|| + =
> ||AoDo — Y o | 3/
{by Eq. (C.35) and v € [2 — 5,1\2/’;? 2+ m%”
2P0
< AT* (Gh) + s
=T 3V 2r*
Al
< Pl by Eq. (C.36)]
2r*

Since Rank (A;B;) < r = r* and Rank(A) = r*, then Rank(AoBy — A) < 2r*, which implies

[AoBy — Allp < V2r* |[AgBo — All,,, < pA- .

With simple modifications to Lemma C.6, we can obtain the following lemma.

Lemma C.14. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, suppose € (0,1), we
update A; and By via Eq. (C.32) and Eq. (C.33), then we have the following recursion

Ai11Bi — A= (1-n)Ua, Uy, (ABy — A)VE, Vg,
+(1=n/2) (I~ UaUL,) (AiB, — A)Vp, VE,
+ (1= /U UL (AB: - ) (I~ Vi, V3, )
+ (I - UAtUL> (A:B; — A) (I — VB, V3, )
+nE{MVE, Vi, + nUa,Up B + n? T ViS; Ul T, (C.37)
where EfM := JgM — 1 (A;B; — A). Then, the associated upper bound in Frobenius norm is

|[As+1Bir1 — Allg (C.38)
<(1-n) |Ua Uk (AB, - 2)V5, V3,

42 Hv—uGLMHF HJGLMVt luTJGLM )
(C.39)

+ (L= n/2)|| (I~ UaUL,) (AB: — )V, V3, + Ua U, (AiBi - &) (L - VB, VE, ||

4| (- vaUL,) (4B - 2) (1~ ViV, )|
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Notice that Lemma C.8 and Lemma C.9 are still applied in this case. Thanks to Lemma C.11,
we do not have the residual terms W;(n) in Lemma C.7, then Theorem C.12 suffices to bound

HE?LMHF Now, we can prove the following theorem.

p 1 _ 2% 2p
Theorem C.15. Suppose € < SO Koy adn for p < 55 and we take v € [2 FPVorE 2+ Bm/ﬁ]
for (Spectral-init), set n € (chM,l) where chM > 0 is a small constant, under assumptions in

Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, then with probability at least 1 — 2C'dk exp (—62]\7 ) for a
universal constant C' > 0, we have

|4B: -~ Allp < (1= 1) A

Proof. Similar to Theorem C.10, the following statement holds for ¢ = 0 by C.13 and is assumed to
be true at time ¢

|AB: — Allg < pAre, = A (ABy) > (1= p)Ars. [by Weyl’s inequality]

Next, by Eq. (C.38) from Lemma C.14, under initial conditions from Lemma C.13, for time ¢ + 1,
we can derive

[At11Bie1 — Allg
<(1—n) |[Ua UL (4B = M)V, V3,

+ (= 0/2) | (T~ UaUL,) (ABe — A)Vi, Vi, + UaUB,(AB: - 8) (I~ Vi, VR, )|

+||(1a - Ua UL, ) (4B - ) (1 - Vi, V) |

+277H:§LMHF+7] HJGLMVtS 1uTJGLM )
<(1—n) [ AB: — Allp

+({1—-n/2+ N |A:B: — Allp [by Lemma C.9]
V1 — 8p?

+2nC* K2V de | At B — Allp [by Theorem C.12]

+n2(1 + 6)21L |A:B: — Allg [by Lemma C.8§]
—p

< (2 —3n/2 + p) |AB; — All

V1 — 8p?

|A: By — Al
37f ¥
p 2 p
2 - . o
o (1 - 3C’*K2'y\/2dr*m) 1—0p 1A B = Allp - since € < oo 24\ 2dr K
with probability at least 1 — 2C'dk exp( ) for a universal constant C' > 0. Since p < 20, then
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we can sort the above upper bound as

n
| Aer1Beri = Allp < (1= 7) [ 4:B: = Allg

2
+ (1 + ! > inz
60C* K2y 2dr*r/) 19

1 V2
+n(1=5n/d+ ——=— |+ = ¢ |A:B: — Al|p -
17( n/ 307\@,*%) 28}” tBr — Allg

Then, there exists a constant c;*" > 0 such that for V7 € (chM ,1), we have

2
n 1 1, < 1 > V2
(- <1+ —P 4 (1-sm/a+ —— )+ T2 <0,
( 4 ( 600*K%f\/ﬁ7“*/@> 1 n/ 307V 2r* K 28

which implies
|Ae1Bror = Allp < (1= 1) 4B = Allg -

Then, we can obtain the inductive hypothesis at ¢ + 1 and prove the claim. ]

D Auxiliary Results for Proofs

In this subsection, we present some auxiliary results that are needed for our proof. First, we
present the estimation of the spectral norm of random matrices. It can be easily derived from
Vershynin (2018) and we put it here for the completeness.

Lemma D.1. (Vershynin, 2018, Adapted from Theorem 4.6.1) For a random sub-Gaussian matrix
X € RV¥*4 whose rows are i.i.d. isotropic sub-gaussian random vector with sub-Gaussian norm K,
then we have the following statement

1 —r—
Pl|l=-X'X-T
(J5x s

> 5) < 2exp (—C’Nmin (52, 5)) .
op

for a universal constant C' depending only on K.

Lemma D.2. (Vershynin, 2010, Adapted from Corollary 5.35) For a random standard Gaussian
matrix S € R™" with [S];; ~ N(0,1), if d > 2r, we have

\f < [ISllop < (2Vd + V), (D.1)

with probability at least 1 — C exp(—d) for some positive constants C.

The following results are modified from the proof of Stoger and Soltanolkotabi (2021, Lemma
8.7).

Lemma D.3. Suppose S € R¥" is a random standard Gaussian matrix with [S];; ~ A(0,1) and
U € R™" has orthonormal columns. If r» > 2r*, with probability at least 1 — C exp(—7) for some
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positive constants C, we have
. T >
Anin(U'S) 2 1.

If r* < r < 2r*, by choosing ¢ > 0 appropriately, with probability at least 1—(C¢)"™" 1 —C’ exp(—7)
for some positive constants C', C’, we have

Amin(UT S) > g
Next, we give a short description of the Hermite expansion of ReLU function via Hermite

polynomials. Details can be found in Damian et al. (2022, A.1.1) and Arous et al. (2021). To be
specific, the Hermite expansion of ReLU function o(x) is

00 i1
c; 1 1 1 (—=1)7
o(x) = —Hej(x) = —+ -+ — Heqi(x), D.2
which implies that we can express the Hermite coefficients as
( 1
= —,
0 V2T
1
Cl - 5 ) (DS)
(-1y! ,
cgi=———— forj>1.
YT Vi1
Furthermore, the derivative of o(z) admits
@)=t = ey ) 0.4
o'(x) == . exir1(x). .
2 o = j!2] (2]' 4 1) 2j+1

Lemma D.4. (Oko et al., 2024, Corollary 9) Ez[VFo((w ,Z))] = cxw®* for any k such that ¢ # 0.

Lemma D.5. For any vectors u and v, we have
[(u,u)? = (u,v)| < j max {ully , 0]}~ u =], .
Proof. First, we analyze the following two scalar variables case
7 — ] .

By algebraic identity Z§;11 w7y = z;%zt which is valid for Vj € NT, we have

j—1 Jj—1
o — | = | =) > 297y < e -yl > max{Jz], |y} = jlz — ylmax {Ja], [y} " .
i=0 i=0
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Now we define z := (u,u) and y := (u,v), then we can obtain
[(w,u)? — (u,0)| < j max {|(w,u)] , |(w,)[} " [(u,u) - (u,v)

. 2 j—1
< g mas [l -l o}l = ol
[by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality]

2j—1

= j max {[lully , [[vlls}™ [lu — v, .

E Discussion on Prior Work Based on Gradient Alignment

Our initialization strategy in Algorithm 1 (line 4-6) shares some similarity with prior work
on gradient alignment, e.g., LoORA-GA (Wang et al., 2024a), and LoRA-pro (Wang et al., 2024b).
However, the motivation behind these gradient alignment work differs significantly from ours. The
above gradient alignment based algorithms are driven by how to approximate the full fine-tuning
gradient by low-rank updates. Instead, our our work is motivated by which subspace (A¢, By) will
align with and then how to achieve this alignment efficiently so as to finally recover A.

Here we take LoRA-GA as an example to explain the potential issue that the spirit of LoRA-GA
might not help recover A, both theoretically and empirically. To be specific, LoORA-GA (Wang et al.,
2024a) also computes the SVD of Vy L(W¥). To ensure the pre-trained model remains unchanged
at t = 0, LoRA-GA the following strategy

,Bo =/ [Vcnr

Ao =7 [ﬁch} 2]
Lord:2r] (LoRA-GA)

a
ijf = Wu - WAOBO .

[5,1e7]

Theoretically, LoORA-GA observes rank(V oL (A, , B;) + VL (A, By)) < 2r and then proposes
to find the best 2r-rank approximation of one-step full gradient to the first step of LoRA. Accordingly,
LoRA-GA chooses the first r singular values for Ag and (r + 1)th to 2rth singular values for By.
However, as pointed by our theory, B; will also align to the right-side rank-r* singular subspace of
G" under random initilization. That means, due to the way LoRA-GA chooses the (r + 1)th to
2rth singular values for By, the iterate B; does not lie in the desired subspace and may not escape
an undesirable subspace.

Empirically, the mismatch of singular subspace induced by corresponding singular values in
LoRA-GA might bring unfavorable performance even in a toy model. We consider the exact-ranked
case (r = r*) for fine-tuning task in the linear setting. We compare the generalization risk of three
initialization strategies: (Spectral-init), Algorithm 1 without preconditioners, and LoRA-GA trained
via vanilla GD. The results are shown in Fig. 2. We can empirically observe that LoRA-GA fails
to generalize and remain at a high-risk level throughout training. In contrast, (Spectral-init) and
Algorithm 1 both can generalize well. This empirically demonstrates the optimality of choosing
top-r singular subspace of G?.

Before the submission deadline we became aware of the concurrent work Ponkshe et al. (2024),
which uses the same initialization for By as in line 6 of our Algorithm 1. However, the motivation,
problem setting, and theoretical analysis are totally different between our work and theirs. Moreover,
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our Algorithm 1 also introduces the preconditioners and is able to efficiently handle ill-conditioned
cases, and this is not available in Ponkshe et al. (2024).

F Experimental Settings and Additional Results

In Appendix F.1, we firstly provide the experimental details of small-scale experiments in our
main text, e.g., Fig. 2 and Fig. 3. Experimental settings of NLP tasks in the main text are given
by Appendix F.2. We also include the fine-tuning experiments on LLMs in Appendix F.3. More
ablation study is given by Appendix F.4. Finally, we visualize the singular values of both the
pre-trained weights and the difference weights after fine-tuning in Appendix F.5. All small-scale
experiments were performed on AMD EPYC 7B12 CPU. All experiments for T5 base model and
Llama 2-7B were performed on Nvidia A100 GPU (40GB).

F.1 Small-Scale Experiments

Here we give the experimental details of Fig. 2 and Fig. 3. Besides, we plot the GD trajectories
under (Spectral-init) and (LoRA-init) for comparison.

Details for Fig. 2: For the exact-ranked setting, we take d = k£ = 100, N = 1600, and
r =r* = 4. We sample each element of W independently from A (0,1). We construct A := UV
where U € R199%4 and V' € R199%4 are obtained from the SVD of a matrix whose elements are
independently sampled from N (0,1). For LoRA-One (-) and LoRA-GA (-), we use learning rate
n = 3= and stable parameter s = 2. For (Spectral-init) (-), we use learning rate n = 75 and v = 1.

For the ill-conditioned setting, we take d = k = 100, N = 1600, r* = 4, and r = 8. We
construct A := US*VT where U € R'9%4 and V € R'09%4 are obtained from the SVD of a matrix
whose elements are independently sampled from A(0,1), and S* = Diag (1,0.75,0.5,0.25). For
algorithms without preconditioners, we set the learning rate to be n = %. For algorithms with
preconditioners, we set the learning rate to be 7 = 3. For LoRA-One, LoRA-One (-), LoORA-GA (-),
and LoRA-GA (+), we set the stable parameter s = 2. For (Spectral-init) (-) and (Spectral-init)
(+), we take v = 1. All damping parameters A for preconditioners are set to be 0.001.

Detalils for Fig. 3: We examine for dimension d = k = 100 and d = k = 1000. We set N = 16d,
r* =4, and r = 8. We construct A := UV where U € R'00%4 and V e R199%4 are obtained from
the SVD of a matrix whose elements are independently sampled from N (0,1). We initialize Ay and
By via (LoRA-init) over variance o € {1,0.1,0.01,0.001,0.0001}. We set learning rate n = ;.
We run 1500 GD steps for each case.

Comparison on GD trajectories of Fig. 1: Here we conduct a toy experiment to intuitively
compare the GD trajectories under (Spectral-init) and (LoRA-init). We fine-tune a simple pre-
trained model y = " w" on downstream data generated by 7 = ' (w'+w), where ' , &, w?, w € R?
and y,7 € R. We propose to use LoRA to fine-tune this model by 7 = Z' (w? 4 ba) where
a = [a1as]” € R? and b € R. Without loss of generality, we set w? = 0 and w = [2 1]". The
set of global minimizers to this problem is {a] = 2/t,a5 = 1/t,b* =t | t € R}. We generate 4
data points (Z; , T2, T3 ,24) whose elements are independently sampled from N(0,1) and calculate
for (y1,92,y3,91). We use the squared loss éZ?‘:l@i —bx"a)?. For (LoRA-init), we initialize
each element of ag from N(0,1) and by = 0. Notice that the variance 1 follows from the Kaiming
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initialization (He et al., 2015). For (Spectral-init), we first calculate the one-step full gradient,
i
g
Vghlz-

GD to train a and b for 1000 steps with learning rate n = 0.1. For each initialization strategy

ie. gu = iZ?:l 3722551 Accordingly, we initialize ag = and by = ||gh||2. Next, we run
and data generation, we run for 3 different seeds. The starting points and stopping points with
corresponding loss values are presented in Table 8 for (Spectral-init) and Table 9 for (LoRA-init).
Our experiments in Fig. 1 show that spectral initialization enables faster convergence to the global
minimizer compared to LoRA initialization.

Table 8: The details of starting points with initial loss and stopping points with final loss under
(Spectral-init) over 3 runs.

Starting Point Initial Loss Stopping Point Final Loss
Run1l a=1[0.26,0.55]" ,b=0.61 0.39 a=[1.34,067]" ,b=1.49 5x 10713
Run 2 a=[1.10,-0.27]" ,b = 1.10 0.38 a=1[135,068",b=148 1x10713
Run 3 a=1[0.96,0.35]" ,b=1.02 0.34 a=1[134,067]" ,b=149 4x10713

Table 9: The details of starting points with initial loss and stopping points with final loss under
(LoRA-init) over 3 runs.

Starting Point Initial Loss Stopping Point Final Loss
Run 1 a=[-0.35,2.63]" b= —0.03 0.43 a=1[-249,-1.24]" b= -0.80 1x1071°
Run2 a=1[0.14,-1.68]" ,b=0.10 0.82 a=[1.81,091]" ,b=1.10 1x10713
Run3 a=[-1.44,098]",b=0.03 0.97 a=[1.84,0.92]" b =1.08 6 x 10713

F.2 Natural Language Understanding

In the main text of Section 5, we have presented the experimental comparisons between
Algorithm 1 and typical LoRA based algorithms. For experimental details, we follow the configuration
of prompt tuning as Wang et al. (2024a). The general hyperparameter settings are provides in
Table 10. Also, we employ the scaling parameter @ for LoRA-One (Algorithm 1) derived in Wang
et al. (2024a) which is proven to be numerically stable. To ensure a fair comparison, we tune the
learning rate via grid search over {1 x 1073, 5x107%,2x 1074, 1 x 10745 x 107°,2x 1075, 1 x 107°}.

Furthermore, we fine-tune the model using one step update from full-batch gradient descent
under full fine-tuning. To optimize GPU memory usage, we adopt the averaged gradient computation
method from Lv et al. (2023); Wang et al. (2024a) to compute the full gradient, which is then
manually added to the pre-trained weights, scaled by the learning rate.

Besides, we notice that the test accuracy on the MNLI dataset remains 0.0% for the first dozen
steps in both full fine-tuning and LoRA fine-tuning. So we omit results on this dataset. We conjecture
that this is due to the significant discrepancy between pre-trained tasks and downstream tasks. For
SST-2, CoLA, QNLI, and MRPC, the learning rates are set to be {5 x 107%,1 x 1072,2 x 1072, 0.5}.
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Table 10: Hyperparameters for LoRA fine-tuning on T5-base model.

Epoch Optimizer (51, B2) € Batch Size
1 AdamW (0.9, 0.999) 1x1078 32
Warm-up Ratio LoRA Alpha s (if needed) A (if needed)  #Runs
0.03 16 16 1x1076 3
Weight Decay LR Scheduler Sequence Length Precision
0 cosine 128 FP32

F.3 Experiments on LLM

We use a stronger baseline for full fine-tuning, as provided in Wang et al. (2024b), compared to
those in Wang et al. (2024a). For vanilla LoRA, due to the limitation of computational resources,
we use the results of LoRA with rank 8 from Wang et al. (2024a). For LoRA-GA, we pick the best
results from (Wang et al., 2024a). We align our generation configuration and stable parameter s
with LoRA-GA Wang et al. (2024a) to ensure a fair comparison. The hyperparameter settings
are provided in Table 11. For the learning rates of LoRA-One, we conduct a grid search over
{5 x 107%,2 x 1075, 1 x 10~°}, following the configuration used in Wang et al. (2024a).

Table 11: Hyperparameters for LoRA fine-tuning on Llama 2-7B model.

Epoch Optimizer (81, B2) € Batch Size
1 AdamW (0.9, 0.999) 1x10°8 32
Warm-up Ratio LoRA Alpha s (if needed) A (if needed) #Runs
0.03 16 64 1x1076 3

Weight Decay LR Scheduler Sequence Length Precision
0 cosine 1024 FP32

F.4 Ablation Study

In this subsection, we compare 5 algorithms to provide insights for practical algorithm design.
The details of 5 algorithms are summarized in Table 12. The details of means and standard deviations
over 3 runs are shown in Table 13 for CoLLA and Table 14 for MRPC. The hyperparameter settings
for LoRA-One, LoRA-One (-), LoRA-GA (-), and LoRA-GA (+) are same as the settings used in
Appendix F.2. We tune the learning rates via grid search over {1 x 1073,5 x 10742 x 1074, 1 x
107%,5x 107°,2 x 1075, 1 x 10~} to ensure a fair comparison. The implement details of Spectral
(-) are provided in Algorithm 2, which is a scaled version of (Spectral-init) without preconditioning.
We notice that Spectral (-) is highly sensitive to hyperparameters which makes it hard to tune. The
general hyperparameters of Spectral (-) is same as the settings used in Appendix F.2. Here we
provide the LoRA alpha and learning rates for Spectral (-) in Table 15.
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Table 12: Initialization strategies and corresponding optimizers for ablation study.

Initialization Optimizer

LoRA-One Algorithm 1 (1-8) Prec-AdamW
LoRA-One (-) Algorithm 1 (1-8) AdamW

Spectral (-)  Algorithm 2 (1-5) AdamW
LoRA-GA (-) (LoRA-GA) AdamW
LoRA-GA (+) (LoRA-GA) Prec-AdamW

Table 13: Accuracy comparison across different methods on CoLA under three ranks, i.e.
r = 8,32,128. LoRA-One (-) stands for training with AdamW without preconditioning un-
der initialization by line 1-8 in Algorithm 1.

Rank LoRA-One LoRA-One (-) Spectral (-) LoRA-GA (-) LoRA-GA (+)

8 81.0840.36 80.83+0.54 81.404¢.31 80.57+0.20 80.574+0.12
32 81.34. 051 81.304+0.16 81.1840.30 80.860.93 80.9240.34
128 81.53+0.36 81.3440.12 81.62 045 80.9540.35 80.0240.64

Table 14: Accuracy comparison across different methods on MRPC under three ranks, i.e.
r = 8,32,128. LoRA-One (-) stands for training with AdamW without preconditioning un-
der initialization by line 1-8 in Algorithm 1.

Rank LoRA-One LoRA-One (-) Spectral (-) LoRA-GA (-) LoRA-GA (+)

8 86.77+0.53 87.5040.60 86.1940 .42 85.29410.24 85.87+0.31
32 87.341031 87.3440.42 86.024¢.20 86.36+0.42 85.7840.20
128 88.404¢.70 87.2640.20 86.03+0.20 85.4640.93 87.011¢.35

Algorithm 2 (Spectral-init) training for a specific layer

Input: Pre-trained weight W, batched data {Dt}le, LoRA rank r, LoRA alpha «, loss function
L, scaling parameter ~y
Initialize:
1: Compute G? + —Vy L(W?)
2: U, S,V «+ SVD (G¥)

3 Ao V7 Upin Sl

4: BO = ﬁ ) S[ll/i} ‘/[—:fl:r]
5: Clear G”
Train:
6: fort=1,...,7T do
7. Update parameters A; and B; by AdamW given D
8: end for

Return: Wt + %ATBT
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Table 15: Specific hyperparameter settings for Spectral (-) (see details in Algorithm 2) used in
Appendix F 4.

Rank CoLA ‘ MRPC
LR LoRA Alpha ~ ‘ LR LoRA Alpha ~
8 2x 1073 V8 0.01 | 6 x10~* 1 0.01
32 2x10°3 V32 0.01 | 2x 1073 16 0.01
128 2x10°3 1 0.01 | 9x 1074 1 0.01

F.5 Comparison of Singular Values

First, we collect top-32 singular values for each pre-trained layer W of pre-trained T5-base
model (Raffel et al., 2020). Next, we perform full fine-tuning to the pre-trained model on SST-2
dataset from GLUE. To ensure better convergence, we take the hyperparameter settings which are
presented in Table 16. After training, we collect top-32 singular values for each difference weights,
ie. AW = Whnetuned — WP. The results are shown in Fig. 4. The hyperparameter settings for full
fine-tuning are provided in Table 16.

We observe that, across all layers, the singular values of the pre-trained weights are significantly
larger than those of the difference weights.

Table 16: Hyperparameters for full fine-tuning on T5-base model used for Appendix F.5.

Epoch Optimizer (81, B2) € Batchsize
10 AdamW  (0.9,0.999) 1x10°8 32
Weight Decay LR LR Scheduler Warm-up Ratio

0.1 1x107% cosine 0.03
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