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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, i) LoRA will align to the certain singular

subspace of one-step gradient of full fine-tuning; ii) 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 ∆ 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, ∆ ≈ AB, using two low-rank

matrices A and B. LoRA uses random Gaussian initialization for A and zero initialization for B:

[A0]ij ∼ N (0, α2) and [B0]ij = 0 , α > 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

Linear

Theorem 3.1 GD (LoRA-init) Subspace alignment of Bt

Theorem 3.2 GD (LoRA-init) Subspace alignment of At

Proposition 3.3 GD (Spectral-init) ∥A0B0 −∆∥F is small

Theorem 3.5 GD (Spectral-init) Linear convergence of ∥AtBt −∆∥F
Theorem 3.6 Prec-GD (Spectral-init) Linear convergence rate independent of κ(∆)

Nonlinear
Theorem 4.3 Prec-GD (Spectral-init) Linear convergence rate independent of κ(∆)

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:

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

theory?

• Q2: 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 (At,Bt) 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 At with the

singular subspace of G♮ while Bt 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♮ = ŨG♮S̃G♮Ṽ⊤
G♮ and

we can directly achieve the above alignment if we use its certain singular subspaces for initialization:

A0 =
√
γ
[
ŨG♮

]
[:,1:r]

[
S̃

1/2

G♮

]
[1:r]

,

B0 =
√
γ
[
S̃

1/2

G♮

]
[1:r]

[
ṼG♮

]⊤
[:,1:r]

,
(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 γ is a tuning parameter. In Section 3.2, we prove that the initial iterate (A0,B0) computed

by (Spectral-init) approximately recovers the downstream target shift ∆, 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 (At,Bt), we further establish the linear convergence rate of

∥AtBt −∆∥F. However, this linear rate is sensitive to the condition number κ(∆) of ∆, leading to

unsatisfactory convergence performance if ∆ 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 ReLU activation. We

prove that the sufficiency of using one-step full gradient still holds under (Spectral-init) and further

establish linear convergence rate of ∥AtBt −∆∥F. 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:

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

performance.

• #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 1

2 ∥AtBt −∆∥2F. 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∥op denote its operator and ∥A∥F its Frobenius norm. Let ⊙
denote the Hadamard (i.e., entrywise) matrix product. We use In to denote the Rn×n-valued identity

matrix. The notation UA denotes the left singular matrix of the compact SVD of A and UA,⊥
denotes the corresponding orthogonal complement. Similarly, VA denotes the right singular matrix

of A and VA,⊥ denotes its orthogonal complement. Let Ur∗(A) denote the left singular subspace

spanned by the r∗ largest singular values of A and Ur∗,⊥(A) denote the left singular subspace

orthogonal to Ur∗ (A). Similarly define Vr∗(A) and Vr∗,⊥(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(
√
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

4



matrix problem with r = r∗ (Li et al., 2018) and r ≥ r∗ (Stöger 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 (At,Bt), 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 At and Bt, 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 x ∈ Rd, we denote by W ♮ ∈ Rd×k the known

pre-trained parameter matrix. We assume that the pre-trained model can be linear or nonlinear

with σ(·) = max{0, · } is the (entry-wise) ReLU activation function.

fpre (x) :=

{
(x⊤W ♮)⊤ ∈ Rk linear

σ[(x⊤W ♮)⊤] ∈ Rk nonlinear
.

Note that our results can handle large dimension d and k. Next, we assume there exists an

unknown low-rank feature shift ∆ on W ♮ that we aim to estimate.

Assumption 2.2. The downstream feature matrix W̃ ♮ := W ♮ +∆ admits an unknown low-rank

feature shift ∆ ∈ Rd×k, where Rank (∆) = r∗ < min{d , k}.

This assumption is widely used in the literature on LoRA analysis and matrix factorization

(Zhang et al., 2021; Stöger 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 W̃ ♮, the N downstream data points

{(x̃i, ỹi)}Ni=1 are i.i.d. and satisfy the following data generation process:

ỹ :=

{
(x̃⊤W̃ ♮)⊤ ∈ Rk, {x̃i}Ni=1

i.i.d.∼ SG, linear

σ[(x̃⊤W̃ ♮)⊤], {x̃i}Ni=1
i.i.d.∼ N (0, Id) nonlinear

,

5



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 105.

2.2 Full Fine-tuning and LoRA

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

SVD of ∆ ∈ Rd×k be

∆ = Ũ S̃∗Ṽ⊤ :=
[
U U⊥

] [S∗ 0

0 0

] [
V⊤

V⊤
⊥

]
, (2.1)

where Ũ ∈ Rd×d and Ṽ ∈ Rk×k are the left and right singular matrices, and S̃∗ ∈ Rd×k is a rank-r∗

diagonal matrix with nonzero singular values {λ∗
i }r

∗
i=1. It admits the compact SVD ∆ = US∗V⊤

with U ∈ Rd×r∗ , V⊤ ∈ Rr∗×k, and S∗ ∈ Rr∗×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 X̃ = [x̃1, · · · , x̃N ]⊤ ∈ RN×d and the label

matrix Ỹ = [ỹ1 · · · ỹN ]⊤ ∈ RN×k 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.

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

L(W ) :=
1

2N


∥∥∥X̃W − Ỹ

∥∥∥2
F

linear,∥∥∥σ(X̃W )− Ỹ
∥∥∥2
F

nonlinear
, (2.2)

where the parameter W can be learned by gradient descent (GD) initialized at W ♮, i.e., W0 := W ♮.

LoRA: LoRA updates two low-rank matrices A ∈ Rd×r, B ∈ Rr×k for efficiency with the following

empirical risk

L̃ (A ,B) :=
1

2N


∥∥∥X̃(W ♮+AB)−Ỹ

∥∥∥2
F
, linear,∥∥∥σ(X̃(W ♮+AB)

)
−Ỹ

∥∥∥2
F
, nonlinear

which can be minimized using GD

At+1 = At − η1∇AL̃ (At ,Bt) ,

Bt+1 = Bt − η2∇BL̃ (At ,Bt) ,
(2.3)

with stepsizes η1 , η2 > 0. Notice that our results are able to handle imbalanced step-sizes, i.e.,

η1 ̸= η2 in Hayou et al. (2024).
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Since the true rank r∗ of ∆ is unknown in LoRA, our results will cover two cases: over-ranked

(r ≥ r∗) and exact-ranked (r = r∗).1 Our results allow for large d, k while r, r∗ = Θ(1), which

coincides with common practice.

Optimization and Generalization: We are interested in the error ∥AtBt −∆∥2F under the

LoRA training dynamics. Bounds on this error also imply generalization performance, because the

generalization error for a new data (x̃, ỹ) satisfies Ex̃

∥∥ỹ − σ(W ♮ +AtBt)
⊤x̃
∥∥2
2
≤ ∥AtBt −∆∥2F 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♮ := −∇WL(W ♮) =
1

N
X̃⊤(Ỹ − X̃W ♮) . (3.1)

Note that X̃⊤X̃ 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(∆) = r∗. Denote by {λi(G♮)}r∗i=1 the singular values of

G♮ in non-increasing order.

3.1 Alignment under LoRA Initialization

We first present the results for the alignment of Bt by recalling the notations Vr∗(·) and Vr∗,⊥(·).

Theorem 3.1 (Alignment between G♮ and Bt). Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear

setting, consider the LoRA updates (2.3) with (LoRA-init). We have∥∥∥V⊤
r∗,⊥

(
G♮
)
Vr∗ (Bt)

∥∥∥
op

= 0 , ∀t ∈ N+ .

One can see that, due to the zero initialization of B0 in (LoRA-init), after the first GD step, it

holds that B1 = η1A
⊤
0G

♮, which has rank ≤ r∗ and lies in the right top-r∗ singular subspace of G♮.

The subsequent GD dynamics of Bt is always restricted to this invariant subspace.

Next we build the alignment for At with the notations Ur∗(·), Ur∗,⊥(·) and κ♮ as the condition

number of G♮.

Theorem 3.2 (Alignment between G♮ and At. 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 [A0]ij ∼ N (0, α2) in (LoRA-init). Then for any constant θ ∈ (0, 1), by taking

α = O
(
θ

3
2
κ♮d−

3
4
κ♮− 1

2 ∥G♮∥
1
2
op

)
, and running gradient descent for t∗ steps with

t∗ ≲
ln
(√

d
θ

)
ln
(
1 +
√
η1η2λr∗ (G♮)

) , (3.2)

1In the matrix sensing/completion literature, they are often called over- and exact-parameterized, respectively.
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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 α2 and d, trained via GD on task (2.2). Left : the log risk under different initialization
variance α2. The risk is defined as 1

2 ∥AtBt −∆∥2F. Right : the best principal angle between the
top-r singular subspace of G♮ and At during training. Smaller is closer. The principal angle is
defined as mint ∥U⊤

r∗,⊥(G
♮) Ur∗ (At) ∥op. More experimental details can be found in Appendix F.1.

we achieve the following the alignment on the left singular subspace between G♮ and At∗ as below∥∥∥U⊤
r∗,⊥(G

♮) Ur∗ (At∗)
∥∥∥
op

≲ θ , (3.3)

with probability at least 1−C1 exp(−d)−C2 exp(−r)−C3 exp(−N) for some constants C1, C2, C3.

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:

• The choice of α in Theorem 3.2 shows that after t∗ = Θ
(

ln d
λr∗ (G♮)

)
in Eq. (3.2), the alignment

can be achieved. Our results can cover the standard He-initialization (He et al., 2015) if

∥G♮∥op ≥ Ω
(
d

3
4
κ♮
)
. Requirement on ∥G♮∥op can be relaxed under smaller initialization,

illustrated by Fig. 3.

• Using imbalanced step-size, e.g., increasing η2 while fixing η1, can reduce the time steps needed

for alignment. In particular, if we fix η1, increasing the step-size ratio
√
η2/η1 in Eq. (3.2)

reduces the alignment time, theoretically support for LoRA+ (Hayou et al., 2024).

• Note that we can select any pair of stepsizes (η1 , η2) that satisfies the conditions t∗ > 1,

η2 ≥ η1, and ζ(η1, η2) = Θ(1).

The above two theorems characterize the alignment between G♮ and (At,Bt). Fig. 3 empirically

validates Theorem 3.2 in two folds:

i) Smaller initialization (α2 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.
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ii) Increasing d leads to longer alignment time, illustrated by Eq. (3.2), and worse alignment

performance, illustrated by the formulation of α.

We remark that previous work on matrix sensing (Stöger 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 At and Bt 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 (At,Bt).

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 ∆ 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(−ϵ2N) for some constants C > 0, we have∥∥∥Σ̂− Id

∥∥∥
op
≤ ϵ := min

{
1

2κ
,
c

κ3

}
≤ 1

2
. (3.4)

Recall κ is the condition number of ∆ and λ∗
r∗ is the r∗-th singular value of ∆, we have the following

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 ϵ in Eq. (3.4), then with probability at least 1− 2C exp(−ϵ2N)

for constant C > 0, we have

∥A0B0 −∆∥op ≤ ϵ∥∆∥op ≤
λ∗
r∗

2
.

Proposition 3.3 demonstrates that, after one-step full gradient, i.e., using spectral initialization

(Spectral-init), A0B0 is able to recover ∆ with small error. Besides, under (Spectral-init), the

alignment between ∆ and Bt 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 BtV⊥ = 0d×(d−r∗) for any t ∈ N+, where V⊥ comes from the complete

SVD of ∆ in Eq. (2.1).

Lemma 3.4 shows that Bt’s dynamics always stays in the low-dimensional target (right singular)

subspace under the spectral initialization, which contributes to track the behavior of ∥AtBt −∆∥op.
In this regime, there is no significant difference on setting different step-size η1 and η2. For ease of

description, we set η1 = η2 := η 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

ϵ in Eq. (3.4) and r ≥ r∗, η = O(1/κλ∗
1). Then with probability at least 1− 2C exp(−ϵ2N) for a

universal constant C > 0, we have

∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤
√
2r∗
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

64κ

)t
λ∗
r∗(∆) , ∀t ≥ 1 .

9



Remark: The above convergence rate is independent of the choice of LoRA rank r if r ≥ r∗. It

achieves an ε-risk in O
(
κ3 ln (1/ε)

)
iterations.

3.3 Preconditioned GD under Spectral Initialization

By Theorem 3.5, the linear convergence rate heavily depends on κ. The convergence will be slow if

the downstream feature shift ∆ is ill-conditioned (i.e., κ 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∗), BtB
⊤
t and A⊤

tAt are not necessarily

invertible. Hence we add the following preconditioners to vanilla GD (2.3)

At+1 = At − ηΣ̂ (AtBt −∆) (Bt)
⊤
(
BtB

⊤
t

)†
,

Bt+1 = Bt − η
(
A⊤
tAt

)†
A⊤
t Σ̂ (AtBt −∆) ,

(3.5)

where M † 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 Bt

under precondition GD are still limited to the r∗-dimensional singular subspace V of ∆, i.e.,

BtV⊥ = 0r×(k−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 ϵ ≤ min
{

1
2
√
r∗κ

, 14

}
and set

η ∈
(
0, 0.5−2ϵ

(1+ϵ)2

)
, then with probability at least 1− 2C exp(−ϵ2N) for a universal constant C > 0, we

have

∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤
1

2

(
1− η

2

)t
λ∗
r∗(∆) , ∀t ≥ 0 .

The convergence rate is independent of the condition number of κ. The choice of stepsize η is

upper bounded by 0.5−2ϵ
(1+ϵ)2

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

number κ is very large and thus ϵ is chosen as sufficiently small, then η can reach 0.5 and we still

have a fast convergence rate independent of κ. 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 (At,Bt) with the same

10
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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 W♮. Right : top-32 singular values for each difference matrices
∆W = Wfine-tuned −W♮ after full fine-tuning. The Index is ranked from the largest to the smallest
singular values.

step-size η for convenience:

At+1 = At − η∇AL̃ (At ,Bt)
(
BtB

⊤
t

)−1
,

Bt+1 = Bt − η
(
A⊤
tAt

)−1
∇BL̃ (At ,Bt) .

(4.1)

Notice that here we use standard matrix inversion since we can prove that At and Bt stay non-

singular across all t ≥ 0. By denoting Wt := W ♮ +AtBt, we have the gradients

∇AL̃ (At ,Bt) = −JWtB
⊤
t , ∇BL̃ (At ,Bt) = −A⊤

t JWt ,

where we define

JWt :=
1

N
X̃⊤

[
σ(X̃W̃ ♮)− 1

N
X̃⊤σ(X̃Wt)

]
⊙ σ′(X̃Wt) .

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 ∆.

Assumption 4.2. We assume that ∥∆∥op ≤
√
2−1
2 with Rank(∆) = 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.
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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 ϵ = O
(

1
r∗κ

√
d

)
and ρ ≤ 0.01 such that we set

γ ∈
[
1

cH
− ρ

3cHκ
√
2r∗

,
1

cH
+

ρ

3cHκ
√
2r∗

]
(4.2)

with cH := 1
4 +

1
4π

∑
n≥1,
n odd

2−nn−2(n!)−2. Then choosing η ∈
(
cη ,

1
2cH

)
for a small constant cη > 0,

with probability at least 1− 2Cdk exp
(
−ϵ2N

)
for a universal constant C > 0, we have

∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤
(
1− cH

10
η
)t

ρλ∗
r∗ ,∀t ≥ 0 . (4.3)

Remark: We make the following remarks:

• This theorem is based on ∥A0B0 −∆∥F ≤ ρλ∗
r∗ 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.

• The final rate is independent of condition number κ of downstream feature shift ∆, 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 JWt (see Lemma C.2) and decompose JWt into cH (AtBt −∆)+Ξt,

where Ξt is defined in Lemma C.6. The first term is the signal term which can dominate the

preconditioned GD dynamics. The second term Ξt := T1 + T2 consists of two parts (details see

Lemma C.7): the first part T1 is the higher-order residual terms from Ex̃ [JWt ] which related to

Hermite decomposition. Since the decay of Hermite coefficients of σ is faster than polynomial decay,

it can be well controlled. For the second term T2, it comes from the concentration error of JWt ,

which can also controlled by large sample size N .

To handle ∥AtBt −∆∥F, we explore its recursion relationship in Lemma C.6. The key part is to

control
∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
∆
(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥
F
as well as its complementary part in Lemma C.9 and

higher order term in Lemma C.8. We deliver the complete proof to Appendix C.2.1.

Note that the above two assumptions are not required if we modify the gradient update of

Eq. (4.1) by removing the mask matrix σ′(X̃Wt), a smoothing technique from Kalai and Sastry

(2009); Kakade et al. (2011); Wu et al. (2023), i.e.,

JGLM
Wt

:=
1

N
X̃⊤
(
σ
(
X̃W̃ ♮

)
− σ

(
X̃Wt

))
.

In this case, we reformulate Eq. (4.1) as

At+1 = At + ηJGLM
Wt

B⊤
t

(
BtB

⊤
t

)−1
,

Bt+1 = Bt + η
(
A⊤
tAt

)−1
A⊤
t J

GLM
Wt

.

(4.4)

12



And we propose to use G♮ := JGLM
W ♮ for (Spectral-init) to initialize A0 and B0. 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♮ := JGLM
W ♮ , suppose ϵ = O

(
1

r∗κ
√
d

)
and ρ ≤ 1

20 , we take

γ ∈
[
2− 2ρ

3κ
√
2r∗

, 2 +
2ρ

3κ
√
2r∗

]
,

and set η ∈
(
cGLMη , 1

)
where cGLMη > 0 is a small constant, then with probability at least 1 −

2Cdk exp
(
−ϵ2N

)
for a universal constant C > 0, we have

∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤
(
1− η

4

)t
ρλ∗

r∗ .

Remark: Removing the mask matrix σ′(X̃Wt) in Eq. (4.1) allows for better linear convergence

performance with (1− η/4)t 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 Ξt 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

S̃G♮ 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 ∆, 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
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Algorithm 1 LoRA-One training for a specific layer

Input: Pre-trained weight W ♮, batched data {Dt}Tt=1, LoRA rank r, LoRA alpha α, loss function
L, stable parameter s, damping parameter λ

Initialize:
1: Compute ∇WL(W ♮)
2: din, dout ← size(∇WL(W ♮))

3: γ ←
√
dout
s

4: U ,S,V ← SVD
(
∇WL(W ♮)

)
5: A0 ←

√
γ ·U[:,1:r]

6: B0 ←
√
γ · V⊤

[:,1:r]

7: W ♮ ←W ♮ − α√
r
A0B0

8: Clear ∇WL(W ♮)
Train:
9: for t = 1 , ... , T do

10: Compute preconditioned gradients given Dt:
GA
t ← ∇AL̃ (At−1,Bt−1)

(
Bt−1B

⊤
t−1 + λIr

)−1

GB
t ←

(
A⊤
t−1At−1 + λIr

)−1∇BL̃ (At−1,Bt−1)
11: Update At ,Bt ← AdamW

(
GA
t ,GB

t

)
12: end for
Return: W ♮ + α√

r
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 CoLA 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 94.75±0.21 80.70±0.24 93.19±0.22 84.56±0.73

Pre-trained - 89.79 59.03 49.28 63.48
One-step GD - 90.48 73.00 69.13 68.38

LoRA8 85.30±0.04 94.04±0.09 72.84±1.25 93.02±0.07 68.38±0.01

LoRA32 85.23±0.11 94.08±0.05 70.66±0.41 92.87±0.05 67.24±0.58

LoRA128 85.53±0.13 93.96±0.05 69.45±0.25 92.91±0.13 65.36±0.31

LoRA+8 85.81±0.09 93.85±0.24 77.53±0.20 93.14±0.03 74.43±1.39

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 94.08±0.30 78.59±0.73 93.06±0.23 78.76±0.12

P-LoRA8 85.28±0.15 93.88±0.11 79.58±0.67 93.00±0.07 83.91±1.16

P-LoRA32 85.07±0.11 94.08±0.14 76.54±1.29 93.00±0.08 79.49±0.50

P-LoRA128 85.38±0.11 93.96±0.24 72.04±1.89 92.98±0.06 79.66±1.44

LoRA-GA8 85.70±0.09 94.11±0.18 80.57±0.20 93.18±0.06 85.29±0.24

LoRA-GA32 83.32±0.10 94.49±0.32 80.86±0.23 93.06±0.14 86.36±0.42

LoRA-GA128 84.75±0.06 94.19±0.14 80.95±0.35 93.12±0.11 85.46±0.23

LoRA-One8 (Ours) 85.81±0.03 94.69±0.05 81.08±0.36 93.22±0.12 86.77±0.53

LoRA-One32 86.08±0.01 94.73±0.37 81.34±0.51 93.19±0.02 87.34±0.31

LoRA-One128 86.22±0.08 94.65±0.19 81.53±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 (At,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.

GSM8K Human-eval

Full 59.36±0.85 35.31±2.13

LoRA8 46.89±0.05 15.67±0.60

LoRA-GA8 53.60±0.13 20.45±0.92

LoRA-GA32 55.12±0.30 20.18±0.19

LoRA-GA128 55.07±0.18 23.05±0.37

LoRA-One8 53.80±0.44 21.02±0.01

LoRA-One32 56.61±0.29 23.86±0.01

LoRA-One128 58.10±0.10 26.79±0.21
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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

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

8 81.08±0.36 80.83±0.54 81.40±0.31

32 81.34±0.51 81.30±0.16 81.18±0.30

128 81.53±0.36 81.34±0.12 81.62±0.48

MRPC

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

8 86.77±0.53 87.50±0.60 86.19±0.42

32 87.34±0.31 87.34±0.42 86.02±0.20

128 88.40±0.70 87.26±0.20 86.03±0.20
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A Symbols and Notations

Symbol Dimension(s) Definition

N (µ,σ) - Multivariate normal distribution with mean vector µ and covariance matrix σ

O, o,Ω,Θ - Bachmann–Landau asymptotic notation

∥w∥2 - Euclidean norm of vector w

∥M∥op - Operator norm of matrix M

∥M∥F - Frobenius norm of matrix M

⟨u,v⟩ - Dot product of vectors u and v

M⊙N - Hadamard product of matrix M and N

W ♮ Rd×k Pre-trained weight matrix

∆ Rd×k Downstream feature shift matrix

W̃ ♮ Rd×k Downstream weight matrix W̃ ♮ = W ♮ +∆

G♮ Rd×k The initial gradient matrix under full fine-tuning

At ,Bt Rd×r ,Rr×k Learnable low-rank adapters at step t

w♮
i Rd ith column of pre-trained weight matrix W ♮

w̃♮
i Rd ith column of downstream weight matrix W̃ ♮

wt,i Rd ith column of adapted weight matrix
(
W ♮ +AtBt

)
at step t

∆i Rd ith column of downstream feature matrix ∆

[AtBt]i Rd ith column of the product of adapters AtBt

X̃ RN×d Downstream data matrix

Ỹ RN×d Downstream label matrix

x̃n Rd nth downstream data point

M−1 - Inverse of matrix M

M† - Pseudo-inverse of matrix M

λi (M) R ith singular value of matrix M

λ∗i R ith singular value of downstream feature shift matrix ∆

κ (M) R The condition number of matrix M

κ R The condition number of ∆: κ = λ∗max/λ
∗
min

κ♮ R The condition number of G♮: κ♮ = λmax
(
G♮

)
/λmin

(
G♮

)
Um (M) - The left singular subspace spanned by the m largest singular values of the input matrix M

Um,⊥ (M) - The left singular subspace orthogonal to Um (M)

Vm (M) - The right singular subspace spanned by the m largest singular values of the input matrix M

Vm,⊥ (M) - The right singular subspace orthogonal to Vm (M)

UA - The left singular matrix of the compact SVD of A

UA,⊥ - The corresponding orthogonal complement of UA

VA - The right singular matrix of the compact SVD of A

VA,⊥ - The corresponding orthogonal complement of VA

σ( · ) - ReLU activation function

σ′( · ) - The derivative of ReLU activation function

cj R jth Hermite coefficient of ReLU activation function

Hej( · ) - jth Hermite polynomial

∇Wf (W) - The gradient matrix of function f w.r.t. input matrix W

L̃ (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

η , η1 , η2 - Learning rates

α - Random initialization scale of low-rank adapter A0

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 X̃ be the fine-tuned data with X̃ ∈ RN×d and the multi-output Ỹ ∈ RN×k. For simplicity,

we define the initial residual error Ỹ∆ := Ỹ − X̃W ♮ = X̃∆. Then, denote the negative gradient of

Full Fine-tuning after the first step as

G♮ = −∇WL(W ♮) = − 1

N
X̃⊤(X̃W ♮ − Ỹ ) =

1

N
X̃⊤Ỹ∆ ∈ Rd×k .

Recall the gradient update for LoRA

At+1 = At −
η1
N

X̃⊤
(
X̃(W ♮ +AtBt)− Ỹ

)
B⊤
t ,

Bt+1 = Bt −
η2
N

A⊤
t X̃

⊤
(
X̃(W ♮ +AtBt)− Ỹ

)
,

we rewrite it in a compact form[
At+1

B⊤
t+1

]
=

[
At

B⊤
t

]
+

[
0 η1G

♮

η2G
♮⊤ 0

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=H

[
At

B⊤
t

]
− 1

N

[
0 η1X̃

⊤X̃AtBt

η2B
⊤
t A

⊤
t X̃

⊤X̃ 0

] [
At

B⊤
t

]

=

[
Id η1G

♮

η2G
♮⊤ Ik

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=H

[
At

B⊤
t

]
− 1

N

[
0 η1X̃

⊤X̃AtBt

η2B
⊤
t A

⊤
t X̃

⊤X̃ 0

] [
At

B⊤
t

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Êt+1

.

(B.1)

By defining a stack iterate

Zt :=

[
At

B⊤
t

]
, and Z0 :=

[
A0

0

]
∈ R(d+k)×r , (B.2)

we can formulate Eq. (B.1) as a compact form of a nonlinear dynamical system

Zt+1 = HZt − Êt+1 , (B.3)

where H is a time-independent matrix corresponding to the linear part, and Êt+1 corresponds to

the nonlinear part.

B.1.1 SVD and Schur Decomposition

We recall the complete SVD of ∆ ∈ Rd×k

∆ = Ũ S̃Ṽ⊤ =
[
U U⊥

] [ S∗ 0r∗×(k−r∗)
0(d−r∗)×r∗ 0(d−r∗)×(k−r∗)

] [
V⊤

V⊤
⊥

]
, where S∗ = Diag (λ∗

1 , · · · , λ∗
r∗) .
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Similarly, we recall the complete SVD of G♮ as G♮ = ŨG♮S̃G♮Ṽ⊤
G♮ . 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♮ ∈ Rd×k in Eq. (3.1) and its complete SVD ŨG♮S̃G♮Ṽ⊤
G♮ , if d = k, then the

block matrix H admits the following Schur decomposition

H =

[
Id η1G

♮

η2
(
G♮
)⊤

Id

]
= CTC⊤ ,

where C is an orthogonal matrix and T is a block upper triangular matrix

C =
1√

1 + η2
η1

 ŨG♮ −
√

η2
η1
ŨG♮√

η2
η1
ṼG♮ ṼG♮

 , and T =

[
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮ (η1 − η2)S̃G♮

0 Id −
√
η1η2S̃G♮

]
.

Proof. We prove by verifying the claim. Starting with ŨG♮ −
√

η2
η1
ŨG♮√

η2
η1
ṼG♮ ṼG♮

[Id +√η1η2S̃G♮ (η1 − η2)S̃G♮

0 Id −
√
η1η2S̃G♮

]

=

ŨG♮ +
√
η1η2ŨG♮S̃G♮ η1ŨG♮S̃G♮ −

√
η2
η1
ŨG♮√

η2
η1
ṼG♮ + η2ṼG♮S̃G♮

√
η2
η1
(η1 − η2)ṼG♮S̃G♮ + ṼG♮ −√η1η2ṼG♮S̃G♮

 =: Ξ ,

then we can verify that

η1
η1 + η2

×Ξ×

 Ũ⊤
G♮

√
η2
η1
Ṽ⊤
G♮

−
√

η2
η1
Ũ⊤

G♮ Ṽ⊤
G♮


=

η1
η1 + η2

×

 (
1 + η2

η1

)
Id (η1 + η2)ŨG♮S̃G♮Ṽ⊤

G♮

η2

(
1 + η2

η1

)
ṼG♮S̃G♮Ũ⊤

G♮

(
1 + η2

η1

)
Id


=

[
Id η1ŨG♮S̃G♮Ṽ⊤

G♮

η2ṼG♮S̃G♮Ũ⊤
G♮ Id

]
= H .

Accordingly, we conclude the result.

Next, we consider the case of d ̸= k.

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

G♮ =
[
G♮ 0d×(d−k)

]
, H =

[
Id η1G

♮

η2
(
G♮
)⊤

Id

]
,
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and for any t ≥ 0, we have the following related matrices

Bt =
[
Bt 0r×(d−k)

]
, Zt =

[
At

(Bt)
⊤

]
, Z̃t =

[
Alin
t(

Blin
t

)⊤
]
= HtZ0 .

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

G♮ =

[
G♮

0(k−d)×k

]
, H =

[
Ik η1G

♮

η2
(
G♮
)⊤

Ik

]
,

and for ∀ t ≥ 0, we define

At =

[
At

0(k−d)×r

]
, Zt =

[
At

(Bt)
⊤

]
, Z̃t =

[
Alin

t(
Blin
t

)⊤
]
= HtZ0 .

Then we have the following lemma on the SVD of G♮.

Lemma B.2. If d > k, then we have the following SVD of G♮

G♮ = ŨG♮S̃G♮ṼG♮

⊤
,

where

ṼG♮ =

[
ṼG♮ 0k×(d−k)

0(d−k)×k I(d−k)

]
, and S̃G♮ =

[
S̃G♮ 0d×(d−k)

]
.

If d < k, then we have the following SVD of G♮

G♮ = ŨG♮S̃G♮Ṽ⊤
G♮ ,

where

ŨG♮ =

[
ŨG♮ 0k×(k−d)

0(k−d)×k I(k−d)

]
, and S̃G♮ =

[
S̃G♮

0(k−d)×k

]
.

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 ∈ R2s×2s

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

H = CTC⊤ ,
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If d > k,

C =
1√

1 + η2
η1

 ŨG♮ −
√

η2
η1
ŨG♮√

η2
η1
ṼG♮ ṼG♮

 , T =

[
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮ (η1 − η2)S̃G♮

0 Id −
√
η1η2S̃G♮

]
.

If d < k,

C =
1√

1 + η2
η1

 ŨG♮ −
√

η2
η1
ŨG♮√

η2
η1
ṼG♮ ṼG♮

 , T =

[
Ik +

√
η1η2S̃G♮ (η1 − η2)S̃G♮

0 Ik −
√
η1η2S̃G♮

]
.

B.1.2 Dynamics of Linear Approximation

The target of our proof is to demonstrate that Êt+1 does not effect the dynamics too much such

that the dynamics of Zt is close to the following pseudo iterate

Zlin
t := HtZ0 =:

[
Alin
t(

Blin
t

)⊤
]
. (B.4)

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 Zt and the pseudo iterate Zlin
t is sufficiently

small, which is equivalent to that the actual iterate Zt performs a power iteration during the early

steps. First, we obtain the difference between Zt and Zlin
t by the following lemma.

Lemma B.4 (Formulation of Et). 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

Et := Zt −Zlin
t = −

t∑
i=1

Ht−iÊi , ∀t ∈ N+ , (B.5)

where Êi 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 Zt+1 = HZt − Êt+1, we start with the base case t = 1 such that

Z1 = HZ0 − Ê1 = Z̃1 − Ê1 ,

which proves the claim. Next, we assume Eq. (B.5) holds for t ≥ 2, then for t+ 1, we have

Zt+1 = HZt − Êt+1

= H

(
Zlin
t −

t∑
i=1

Ht−iÊi

)
− Êt+1

= Zlin
t+1 −

t∑
i=1

Ht+1−iÊi − Êt+1

= Zlin
t+1 −

t+1∑
i=1

Ht+1−iÊi ,
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which proves the claim.

If ∥Et∥op is sufficiently small within a certain period, e.g., t ≤ T , then we could approximate

the early dynamics by

Zt+1 :=

[
At+1

B⊤
t+1

]
≈ Zlin

t :=

[
Alin
t+1(

Blin
t+1

)⊤
]
=

[
Alin
t(

Blin
t

)⊤
]
+

[
0 η1G

♮

η2G
♮⊤ 0

][
Alin
t(

Blin
t

)⊤
]
,

via ∥∥∥∥∥
[
At

B⊤
t

]
−

[
Alin
t(

Blin
t

)⊤
]∥∥∥∥∥

op

≤ ∥Et∥op .

In this subsection, we will bound ∥Et∥op to show that it is actually small up to the initialization.

To prove it, we first conduct the dynamical analysis of Zlin
t via the structure of H.

Part I: Dynamics of Zlin
t

With the algebra fact above, we can derive the precise spectral dynamics of Zlin
t , i.e., Alin

t and

Blin
t separately.

Lemma B.5. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, given the pseudo iterate

(B.4) on Zlin
t , where two components Alin

t and Blin
t admit the following recursion

Alin
t =

1

2
ŨG♮

((
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
+
(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t)
Ũ⊤

G♮︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=PA

t

A0 ,

(
Blin
t

)⊤
=

1

2

√
η2
η1

ṼG♮

((
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
−
(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t)
Ũ⊤

G♮︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=PB

t

A0 .

Furthermore, if X̃⊤X̃ is non-singular, PA
t is a full rank matrix and singular values are 1 after the

r∗-th order. PB
t 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

Zlin
t = HtZ0 = (CTC⊤)tZ0 = CTtC⊤Z0 ,

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

Tt =


(
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
(η1 − η2)S̃G♮

 t−1∑
j=0

(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t−j−1 (
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)j
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Dt

0d×d

(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t

 .

(B.6)
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We first deal with the upper-right part Dt. It is a mix of several diagonal matrices under addition

and multiplications, leading to be a diagonal matrix again, i.e., Dt
(i,j) = 0,∀i ̸= j. Note that the

diagonal matrix S̃G♮ is a rank-r∗ matrix, we have Dt
(i,i) = 0 for (r∗ + 1) ≤ i ≤ d. Accordingly, we

only need to handle Dt
(i,i) in the 1 ≤ i ≤ r∗ part

Dt
(i,i) = (η1 − η2)σ

∗
i

 t−1∑
j=0

(1−√η1η2 σ∗
i )
t−j−1 (1 +

√
η1η2 σ

∗
i )
j


= (η1 − η2)σ

∗
i

(
1 +
√
η1η2 σ

∗
i

)t − (1−√η1η2 σ∗
i

)t
2
√
η1η2 σ∗

i

=
η1 − η2
2
√
η1η2

(
(1 +

√
η1η2 σ

∗
i )
t − (1−√η1η2 σ∗

i )
t

)
,

where we use
∑t−1

j=0 x
t−j−1yj = xt−yt

x−y . Therefore, we can conclude

Tt =


(
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
η1−η2
2
√
η1η2

((
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
−
(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t)
0d×d

(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
 .

Finally, we can derive the following recursion

Zlin
t = HtZ0

=
1√

1 + η2
η1

 ŨG♮ −
√

η2
η1
ŨG♮√

η2
η1
ṼG♮ ṼG♮



×


(
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
η1−η2
2
√
η1η2

((
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
−
(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t)
0d×d

(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
.

C⊤Z0

=

 ŨG♮

(
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
η1−η2
2
√
η1η2

ŨG♮

(
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
− 1

2

(√
η1
η2

+
√

η2
η1

)
ŨG♮

(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t√
η2
η1
ṼG♮

(
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
1
2

(
1− η2

η1

)
ṼG♮

(
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
+ 1

2

(
1 + η2

η1

)
ṼG♮

(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t


× C⊤Z0√
1 + η2

η1

=


1
2ŨG♮

((
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
+
(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t)
Ũ⊤

G♮ ∗

1
2

√
η2
η1
ṼG♮

((
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
−
(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t)
Ũ⊤

G♮ ∗

[A0

0

]

=


1
2ŨG♮

((
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
+
(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t)
Ũ⊤

G♮A0

1
2

√
η2
η1
ṼG♮

((
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
−
(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t)
Ũ⊤

G♮A0

 .

28



Next, we extend the results above to d ̸= k. Here we take d > k,

Blin
t =

1

2

√
η2
η1

ṼG♮

((
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
−
(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t)
Ũ⊤

G♮A0

=

[
1
2

√
η2
η1
ṼG♮

((
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
−
(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t)
Ũ⊤

G♮A0 0r×(d−k)

]
,

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

Alin
t =

1

2
ŨG♮

((
Ik +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
+
(
Ik −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t)
ŨG♮

⊤
A01

2ŨG♮

((
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
+
(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t)
Ũ⊤

G♮A0

0(k−d)×r

 ,

which completes the proof.

Besides, we discuss about some properties of PA
t and PB

t . Recall Rank(G♮) = Rank(∆) = r∗,

then we have

λr∗+i(P
A
t ) =

1

2
λr∗+i

(
(Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮)t + (Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮)t

)
= 1 , for ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ (d− r∗) .

That means PA
t ∈ Rd×d is a full rank matrix and the singular values are 1 after the r∗-th order.

However PB
t ∈ Rk×k is a rank-r∗ matrix.

Part II: Control ∥Et∥op

Based on the above results, we are ready to prove that ∥Et∥op is small.

Lemma B.6. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, with LoRA initialization

(LoRA-init), given ∥A0∥op and G♮ in Eq. (3.1) and its largest singular value λ1(G
♮), consider the

following time period

t ≤ t∗ :=
ln
(

λ1(G♮)
6 ζ(η1 ,η2)∥A0∥2op

)
3 ln

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G♮)

) ,
where ζ(η1 , η2) is a function of η1 , η2 defined as

ζ(η1 , η2) := max

{
1,

1

2

√
η2
η1

}
×max

{(√
η2
η1

+
1

2

)
,

(√
η1
η2

+

√
η2
η1

)}
, (B.7)

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

C over random Gaussian data

∥Et∥op ≤ ∥A0∥op . (B.8)

Remark: By choosing proper random initialization variance over A0, we can ensure t∗ > 1 to avoid

vacuous upper bound.

Proof. We will prove by induction. Starting from t = 0, this is trivially true since Z0 = Zlin
0 . Next,
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we assume Eq. (B.8) holds for t− 1 with t ≥ 1 and prove ∥Et∥op ≤ ∥A0∥op. To deliver the proof,

denote a0 := ∥A0∥op, from Lemma B.5, we know that

∥Alin
t−1∥op ≤

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)t−1

a0 , ∥Blin
t−1∥op ≤

1

2

√
η1
η2

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)t−1

a0 . (B.9)

Besides, since (At − Alin
t ) and (Bt − Blin

t ) are the sub-matrices of the error term Et, our

condition ∥Et−1∥op ≤ ∥A0∥op we have∥∥At−1 −Alin
t−1

∥∥
op
≤ ∥Et−1∥op ,

∥∥Bt−1 −Blin
t−1

∥∥
op
≤ ∥Et−1∥op . (B.10)

It implies that

∥At−1∥op ≤
(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)t−1

a0 + ∥Et−1∥op ,

∥Bt−1∥op ≤
1

2

√
η1
η2

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)t−1

a0 + ∥Et−1∥op .
(B.11)

Besides, according to covariance matrix estimation in the operator norm in Lemma D.1, with

probability at least 1− 2C exp(−Nϵ2) for a universal constant C > 0, we have (taking ϵ = 1)∥∥∥∥ 1

N
X̃⊤X̃ − Id

∥∥∥∥
op

≤ ϵ = 1 . (B.12)

Accordingly, with probability at least 1− 2C exp(−N), ∥Êt∥op can be upper bounded by

∥Êt∥op ≤ η1

∥∥∥∥ 1

N
X̃⊤X̃At−1Bt−1B

⊤
t−1

∥∥∥∥
op

+ η2

∥∥∥∥B⊤
t−1A

⊤
t−1

1

N
X̃⊤X̃At−1

∥∥∥∥
op

≤ η1(1 + ϵ)∥At−1∥op∥Bt−1∥2op + η2(1 + ϵ)∥At−1∥2op∥Bt−1∥op [using Eq. (B.12)]

≤ (1 + ϵ)
(
∥Alin

t−1∥op + ∥Et−1∥op
) (
∥Blin

t−1∥op + ∥Et−1∥op
)
×(

η1∥Blin
t−1∥op + η2∥Alin

t−1∥op + (η1 + η2) ∥Et−1∥op
)

[using Eq. (B.10)]

≤ (1 + ϵ)
√
η1η2

((
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)t−1

a0 + ∥Et−1∥op
)

[using Eq. (B.11)]

×
(
1

2

√
η2
η1

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)t−1

a0 + ∥Et−1∥op
)

×
((√

η2
η1

+
1

2

)(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)t−1

a0 +

(√
η1
η2

+

√
η2
η1

)
∥Et−1∥op

)
≤ (1 + ϵ)max

{
1,

1

2

√
η2
η1

}
×max

{(√
η2
η1

+
1

2

)
,

(√
η1
η2

+

√
η2
η1

)}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=ζ(η1 ,η2)

×

((
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)t−1

a0 + ∥Et−1∥op
)3

≤ 4(1 + ϵ)
√
η1η2 ζ(η1 , η2)

((
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)3t−3

a30 + ∥Et−1∥3op
)

≤ 12
√
η1η2 ζ(η1 , η2)

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)3t−3

a30 . [from our inductive hypothesis]
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Then, by Lemma B.4, we can conclude that

∥Et∥op =

∥∥∥∥∥
t∑
i=1

Ht−iÊi

∥∥∥∥∥
op

≤
t∑
i=1

∥H∥t−iop ∥Êi∥op

≤ 12
√
η1η2 ζ(η1 , η2)a

3
0 ×

t∑
i=1

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)t+2i−3

[using Lemma B.1]

= 12
√
η1η2 ζ(η1 , η2)a

3
0 ×

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)t−1

t∑
i=1

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)2i−2

= 12
√
η1η2 ζ(η1 , η2)a

3
0 ×

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)t−1

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)2t − 1(

1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G♮)

)2 − 1

[geometric series]

≤ 12
√
η1η2 ζ(η1 , η2)a

3
0 ×

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)t−1

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)2t+1

2
√
η1η2λ1(G♮)

≤ 6ζ(η1 , η2)
(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G

♮)
)3t a30

λ1(G♮)
. (B.13)

Accordingly, when t ≤ t∗ :=
ln

(
λ1(G

♮)

6 ζ(η1 ,η2)∥A0∥2op

)
3 ln(1+

√
η1η2λ1(G♮))

, we have

∥Et∥op ≤ ∥A0∥op ,

which proves the claim.

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

Now we can apply Lemma B.6 to obtain∥∥At −Alin
t

∥∥
op
≤ ∥A0∥op .

Recall Lemma B.5, we can observe that the dynamic of Alin
t also follows an Oja’s Power Method

(Oja, 1982), which aligns Alin
t ’s left singular subspace to the left subspace of the initial negative

gradient step G♮ of full fine-tuning. We anticipate that λr∗ (At)≫ λr∗+1 (At) for sufficiently large

t. Furthermore, if ∥Et∥op remains small, then the top-r∗ left singular subspace of At can closely

align to G♮’s. To prove this alignment, we modify Stöger 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

PA
t :=

1

2
ŨG♮

((
Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t
+
(
Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮

)t)
Ũ⊤

G♮

as an Rd×d-valued symmetric matrix in Lemma B.5, we assume that

λr∗+1(P
A
t )∥A0∥op + ∥Et∥op < λr∗(P

A
t )λmin(U

⊤
r∗(P

A
t )A0) ,
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that can be satisfied under certain conditions (discussed later). Then the following three inequalities

hold:

λr∗(P
A
t A0 +Et) ≥ λr∗(P

A
t )λmin(U

⊤
r∗(P

A
t )A0)− ∥Et∥op , (B.14)

λr∗+1(P
A
t A0 +Et) ≤ λr∗+1(P

A
t )∥A0∥op + ∥Et∥op , (B.15)

∥U⊤
r∗,⊥(P

A
t )Ur∗(P

A
t A0 +Et)∥op ≤

λr∗+1(P
A
t )∥A0∥op + ∥Et∥op

λr∗(PA
t )λmin(U⊤

r∗(P
A
t )A0)− λr∗+1(PA

t )∥A0∥op − ∥Et∥op
,

(B.16)

where Uk(M) denotes the left singular subspace spanned by the k largest singular values of the

input matrix M and Uk,⊥(M) denotes the left singular subspace orthogonal to Uk (M).

This lemma can help us derive the principle angle of the left singular subspace between Alin
t and

At. Note that the assumption comes from the necessary condition of Wedin’s sin θ 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 ∥A0∥op, for any

θ ∈ (0, 1), taking

t ≤
ln
(

8∥A0∥op
θλmin(U

⊤
r∗ (P

A
t )A0)

)
ln
(
1 +
√
η1η2λr∗ (G♮)

) ,
then Eq. (B.16) holds with probability at least 1 − 2C exp(−N) for a universal constant C over

random Gaussian data, i.e.

∥U⊤
r∗,⊥(P

A
t )Ur∗(P

A
t A0 +Et)∥op ≤ θ .

Remark: To ensure that the θ-alignment phase still falls into the early phase in Lemma B.6 for

∥Et∥op ≤ ∥A0∥op, we need to choose proper initialization for A0. We will detail this in Theorem 3.2

later.

Proof. First, λr∗(P
A
t ) in Lemma B.5 can be lower bounded by

λr∗(P
A
t ) =

1

2
λr∗
(
(Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮)t + (Id −

√
η1η2S̃G♮)t

)
≥ 1

2
λr∗
(
(Id +

√
η1η2S̃G♮)t

)
=

1

2

(
1 +
√
η1η2λr∗

(
G♮
))t

.

(B.17)

Recall Lemma B.5, we have λr∗+1(P
A
t ) = 1 and Lemma B.6 with ∥Et∥op ≤ ∥A0∥op, we define

the following threshold γ and upper bound it

γ :=
λr∗+1(P

A
t )∥A0∥op + ∥Et∥op

λr∗(PA
t )λmin(U⊤

r∗(P
A
t )A0)

≤ 2∥A0∥op
1
2

(
1 +
√
η1η2λr∗ (G♮)

)t
λmin(U⊤

r∗(P
A
t )A0)

[using Lemma B.5, B.6]

= exp
(
− ln

(
1 +
√
η1η2λr∗

(
G♮
))
· t
)
· 4∥A0∥op
λmin(U⊤

r∗(P
A
t )A0)

. (B.18)
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Set θ ∈ (0, 1), let Eq.(B.18)≤ θ
2 , then we have that

∥U⊤
r∗,⊥(P

A
t )Ur∗(P

A
t A0 +Et)∥op ≤ θ .

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

exp
(
− ln

(
1 +
√
η1η2λr∗

(
G♮
))
· t
)
· 4∥A0∥op
λmin(U⊤

r∗(P
A
t )A0)

≤ θ

2
,

which implies that

t ≤
ln
(

8∥A0∥op
θλmin(U

⊤
r∗ (P

A
t )A0)

)
ln
(
1 +
√
η1η2λr∗ (G♮)

) .
Finally we conclude the proof.

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 κ♮, we consider random Gaussian

initialization A0 ∈ Rd×r with [A0]ij ∼ N (0, α2) in (LoRA-init), for any θ ∈ (0, 1), let ξ = o(1) be

chosen such that

α ≤


(

θξ

24r
√
d

) 3κ♮

2
√

λ1(G♮)
54d ζ(η1,η2)

if r∗ ≤ r < 2r∗,(
θ

24
√
d

) 3κ♮

2
√

λ1(G♮)
54d ζ(η1,η2)

if r ≥ 2r∗ ,

where ζ(η1, η2) is defined in Eq. (B.7) and satisfies ζ(η1, η2) = Θ(1). Then if we run gradient descent

for t∗ steps with

t∗ ≲


ln
(

24r
√
d

θξ

)
ln(1+

√
η1η2λr∗(G♮))

if r∗ ≤ r < 2r∗,

ln
(

24
√
d

θ

)
ln(1+

√
η1η2λr∗(G♮))

if r ≥ 2r∗ ,

we have the following alignment on the left singular subspace between G♮ and At∗∥∥∥U⊤
r∗,⊥(G

♮)Ur∗ (At∗)
∥∥∥
op

≲ θ ,

with probability at least

{
1−C1 exp(−d)−(C2ξ)

r−r∗+1−C3 exp(−r)−C exp(−N) if r∗ ≤ r < 2r∗,

1−C4 exp(−d)− C5 exp(−r)− C exp(−N) if r ≥ 2r∗ ,

for some positive constants C ,C1 , C2 , C3 , C4 , C5. Here Ur∗(At∗) denotes the left singular subspace

spanned by the r∗ largest singular values of At∗ and Ur∗,⊥(M) denotes the left singular subspace

orthogonal to Ur∗ (M). Note that we can select any pair of stepsizes (η1 , η2) that satisfies the

conditions t∗ > 1, η2 ≥ η1, and ζ(η1, η2) = Θ(1).

Proof. For ease of description, we denote A0 := αT ∈ Rd×r where T is a standard random Gaussian

matrix with zero-mean and unit variance. Here we aim to choose a proper α to ensure that
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θ-alignment phase in Lemma B.8 still falls into the early phase in Lemma B.6, i.e.

ln
(

8∥A0∥op
θλmin(U

⊤
r∗ (P

A
t )A0)

)
ln
(
1 +
√
η1η2λr∗ (G♮)

) =
ln
(

λ1(G♮)
6 ζ(η1 ,η2)∥A0∥2op

)
3 ln

(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G♮)

) = t∗

⇔ ln

(
8∥A0∥op

θλmin(U⊤
r∗(P

A
t )A0)

)
=

ln
(
1 +
√
η1η2λr∗

(
G♮
))

3 ln
(
1 +
√
η1η2λ1(G♮)

) ln( λ1(G
♮)

6 ζ(η1 , η2)∥A0∥2op

)

⇔ 8∥A0∥op
θλmin(U⊤

r∗(P
A
t )A0)

=

(
λ1(G

♮)

6 ζ(η1 , η2)∥A0∥2op

) ln(1+√
η1η2λr∗(G♮))

3 ln(1+√
η1η2λ1(G

♮))

⇔ θ =
8∥A0∥op

λmin(U⊤
r∗(P

A
t )A0)

(
6 ζ(η1 , η2)∥A0∥2op

λ1(G♮)

) ln(1+√
η1η2λr∗(G♮))

3 ln(1+√
η1η2λ1(G

♮))

=
8∥T ∥op

λmin(U⊤
r∗(P

A
t )T )

(
6 ζ(η1 , η2)∥T ∥2op

λ1(G♮)

)ι
α2ι .

[
by setting ι :=

ln(1+
√
η1η2λr∗(G♮))

3 ln(1+
√
η1η2λ1(G♮))

]
In the next, we will discuss how to pick up α. According to Lemma D.3, we need to consider the

following two cases on the relationship between r∗ and r.

Case 1. r∗ ≤ r < 2r∗: by Lemma D.2 and Lemma D.3, with probability at least 1−C1 exp(−d)−
(C2ξ)

r−r∗+1 − C3 exp(−r) for some positive constants C1 , C2 , C3, we have

∥T ∥op
3
√
d
≤ 1 ,

ξ

rλmin(U⊤
r∗(P

A
t )T )

≲ 1 . (B.19)

Here we pick

α ≤
(

θξ

24r
√
d

) 3κ♮

2

√
λ1(G♮)

54 ζ(η1 , η2)d
,

then recall Lemma B.8 on the alignment, we take α here∥∥∥U⊤
r∗,⊥

(
−∇W L̃(W ♮)

)
Ur∗ (At∗)

∥∥∥
op

≤ 8∥T ∥op
λmin(U⊤

r∗(P
A
t )T )

(
6 ζ(η1 , η2)∥S∥2op

λ1(G♮)

)ι
α2ι

=
8∥T ∥op

λmin(U⊤
r∗(P

A
t )T )

(
6 ζ(η1 , η2)∥S∥2op

λ1(G♮)

)ι(
θξ

24r
√
d

)3κ♮ι( λ1(G
♮)

54 ζ(η1 , η2)d

)ι

=
8∥T ∥op

λmin(U⊤
r∗(P

A
t )T )

(
∥T ∥2op
9d

)ι(
θξ

24r
√
d

)3κ♮ι

≤ ∥T ∥opθξ
3r
√
dλmin(U⊤

r∗(P
A
t )T )

(
∥T ∥2op
9d

)ι
.

[
since ι ≥ 1/3κ♮ and θξ

24r
√
d
∈ (0, 1)

]

Then using Eq. (B.19), with probability at least 1 − C1 exp(−d) − (C2ξ)
r−r∗+1 − C3 exp(−r) for
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some positive constants C1 , C2 , C3, we have∥∥∥U⊤
r∗,⊥

(
−∇W L̃(W ♮)

)
Ur∗ (At∗)

∥∥∥
op

≲ θ .

And we can compute the upper bound of t∗ as

t∗ =
ln
(

8∥A∥op
θλmin(U

⊤
r∗ (P

A
t )A)

)
ln
(
1 +
√
η1η2λr∗ (G♮)

) ≲
ln
(
24r

√
d

θξ

)
ln
(
1 +
√
η1η2λr∗ (G♮)

) .
Case 2. r ≥ 2r∗: by Lemma D.2 and Lemma D.3, with probability at least 1 − C4 exp(−d) −
C5 exp(−r) for some positive constants C4 , C5, we have

∥T ∥op
3
√
d
≤ 1 ,

1

λmin(U⊤
r∗(P

A
t )T )

≲ 1 .

Here we pick

α ≤
(

θ

24
√
d

) 3κ♮

2

√
λ1(G♮)

54d ζ(η1 , η2)
.

Similarly, we can obtain

∥∥∥U⊤
r∗,⊥

(
−∇W L̃(W ♮)

)
Ur∗ (At)

∥∥∥
op
≤ ∥T ∥opθ

3
√
dλmin(U⊤

r∗(P
A
t )S)

(
∥S∥2op
9d

)ι
≲ θ .

And we can compute the upper bound of t∗ as

t∗ ≤
ln
(
24

√
d

θ

)
ln
(
1 +
√
η1η2λr∗ (G♮)

) .

Theorem B.10. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, using the LoRA initializa-

tion for B0 = 0, then for any time-step t ∈ N+, we have∥∥∥V⊤
r∗,⊥

(
−∇W L̃(W ♮)

)
Vr∗ (Bt)

∥∥∥
op

= 0 .

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

∆ = Ũ S̃∗Ṽ⊤ =
[
U U⊥

] [ S∗ 0r∗×(d−r∗)
0(d−r∗)×r∗ 0(d−r∗)×(d−r∗)

] [
V⊤

V⊤
⊥

]
.

For t = 1, recall G♮ = 1
N X̃⊤X̃∆ in Eq. (3.1), we have

B1V⊥ =
η2
N

A⊤
0G

♮V⊥ =
η2
N

A⊤
0X̃

⊤X̃∆V⊥ = 0r×(d−r∗) .
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Assume BtV⊥ = 0r×(d−r∗) holds for any t ∈ N+ and t ≥ 2, then

Bt+1V⊥ = BtV⊥ −
η2
N

A⊤
t X̃

⊤X̃AtBtV⊥ +
η2
N

A⊤
tG

♮V⊥ = 0r×(d−r∗) ,

which completes the claim.

B.2 Gradient Descent under Spectral Initialization

For notational simplicity, we denote Σ̂ := 1
N X̃⊤X̃ 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

G♮ = −∇W L̃(W ♮) =
1

N
X̃⊤Ỹ∆ = Σ̂∆ = ŨG♮S̃G♮Ṽ⊤

G♮ . (B.20)

In this section, according to Lemma D.1, the following statement∥∥∥Σ̂− Id

∥∥∥
op

= ϵ ≤ min

{
1

2κ
,
c

κ3

}
≤ 1

2
, for some small constant c , (B.21)

holds with probability at least 1− 2C exp(−ϵ2N) for a universal constant C > 0. We propose the

following initialization scheme (Spectral-init)

A0 =
[
ŨG♮

]
[:,1:r]

[
S̃

1/2

G♮

]
[1:r]

, B0 =
[
S̃

1/2

G♮

]
[1:r]

[
ṼG♮

]⊤
[:,1:r]

.

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 κ := λ∗
1(∆)/λ∗

r∗(∆), then with probability at least with probability 1 −
2C exp(−ϵ2N) for a universal constant C > 0, we have

∥A0B0 −∆∥op ≤ ϵ∥∆∥op ≤
λ∗
r∗

2
, (B.22)

and

λr∗ (A0) ≥
√
λ∗
r∗

2
, λr∗ (B0) ≥

√
λ∗
r∗

2
. (B.23)

Proof. Due to rank
(
G♮
)
= r∗ and r ≥ r∗, then A0B0 = G♮, so we have

∥A0B0 −∆∥op ≤
∥∥∥A0B0 −G♮

∥∥∥
op

+
∥∥∥G♮ −∆

∥∥∥
op

=
∥∥∥G♮ −∆

∥∥∥
op

=
∥∥∥(Σ̂− Id

)
∆
∥∥∥
op

[using Eq. (B.20)]

≤
∥∥∥Σ̂− Id

∥∥∥
op
∥∆∥op .
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Accordingly, by Eq. (B.21), with probability at least 1− 2 exp(−cϵ2N), we have

∥A0B0 −∆∥op ≤ ϵ∥∆∥op

≤ 1

2κ
∥∆∥op [using Eq. (B.21)]

=
λ∗
r∗

2
.

Then, using the above result and Weyl’s inequality, we have the upper bound λr∗ (A0B0) ≤
λ1 (A0)λr∗ (B0) and the lower bound

λr∗ (A0B0) = λr∗
(
G♮
)
≥ λr∗ (∆)−

∥∥∥G♮ −∆
∥∥∥
op

= λr∗ (∆)− ∥A0B0 −∆∥op ≥
λ∗
r∗

2
.

Now we are ready to give the lower bound of λr∗ (B0). Because of A0B0 = G♮ under spectral

initialization, we have

λ1 (A0) ≤
√

λ1(G♮) ≤
√∥∥∥Σ̂− Id

∥∥∥
op
λ1(∆) ≤

√
ϵλ1(∆) , with high probability at least 1−2C exp(−ϵ2N) .

where we use G♮ = Σ̂∆ and the concentration results on Σ̂. Then combining the above two

inequalities, λr∗ (B0) is lower bounded by

λr∗ (B0) ≥
λr∗ (A0B0)

λ1 (A0)
≥ λ∗

r∗/2

λ1 (A0)
≥
√
λ∗
r∗

2
,

by taking ϵ ≤ 1
2κ . The lower bound of λr∗ (A0) can be obtained similarly.

The following lemma indicates Bt’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 ∈ N+, we always have BtV⊥ = 0d×(d−r∗), where V⊥
comes from the complete SVD of ∆ in Eq. (2.1).

Proof. We prove it by induction. First, recall the SVD of ∆ in Eq. (2.1), we have

G♮V⊥ = Σ̃∆V⊥ = 0d×(d−r∗) ,

and

B0V⊥ =
[
S̃

1/2

G♮

]
[1:r]

[
Ṽ⊤
G♮

]
[:,1:r]

V⊥

=
[
S̃

−1/2

G♮

]
[1:r]

[
Ũ⊤

G♮

]
[:,1:r]

G♮V⊥

=
[
S̃

−1/2

G♮

]
[1:r]

[
Ũ⊤

G♮

]
[:,1:r]

Σ̂∆V⊥

= 0d×(d−r∗) .
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Next, We prove by induction. Starting from t = 1, using the above two equations, we have

B1V⊥ = B0V⊥ −
η2
N

A⊤
0X̃

⊤
(
X̃(W ♮ +A0B0)− Ỹ

)
V⊥

= B0V⊥ −
η2
N

A⊤
0X̃

⊤X̃A0B0V⊥ + ηA⊤
0G

♮V⊥

= 0d×(d−r∗) .

Assume BtV⊥ = 0d×(d−r∗) holds for any t = 2, 3, · · · , then at t+ 1, we have

Bt+1V⊥ = BtV⊥ −
η

N
A⊤
t X̃

⊤X̃AtBtV⊥ + η2A
⊤
tG

♮V⊥

= 0d×(d−r∗) .

Accordingly we finish the proof.

Under spectral initialization, we have already demonstrated that A0B0 is close to ∆. In the

following content, we aim to track how ∥AtBt −∆∥op 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 η1 and η2. For ease of description, we set η1 = η2 := η.

Here we can characterize the operator norm of (AtBt −∆) as

∥AtBt −∆∥op =
∥∥∥∥(AtBt −∆

)[
V V⊥

]∥∥∥∥
op

[by unitary invariance of operator norm]

= ∥AtBtV −US∗∥op [by Lemma B.12]

=

∥∥∥∥(UU⊤ +U⊥U
⊤
⊥

)(
AtBtV −US∗

)∥∥∥∥
op

=

∥∥∥∥U(U⊤AtBtV − S∗
)∥∥∥∥

op

+
∥∥∥U⊥U

⊤
⊥AtBtV

∥∥∥
op

≤
∥∥∥U⊤AtBtV − S∗

∥∥∥
op︸ ︷︷ ︸

signal space

+
∥∥∥U⊤

⊥AtBtV
∥∥∥
op︸ ︷︷ ︸

complementary

, (B.24)

where the first term denotes the loss in the signal space
∥∥U⊤ABV − S∗∥∥

op
and the second term

denotes the complementary space decay
∥∥U⊤

⊥ABV
∥∥
op
. Next, we need a new parametrization to

track the dynamics of these two terms. Recall the complete SVD of ∆ in Eq. (2.1) as

∆ = Ũ S̃∗Ṽ⊤ =
[
U U⊥

] [ S∗ 0r∗×(d−r∗)
0(d−r∗)×r∗ 0(d−r∗)×(d−r∗)

] [
V⊤

V⊤
⊥

]
.

For notational simplicity, we denote

AU
t := U⊤At , AU⊥

t := U⊤
⊥At , BtV := BV

t , BtV⊥ := BV⊥
t .

and thus

Rt := (AtBt −∆)V , R∗
t := AU

t B
V
t − S∗ , R⊥

t := AU⊥
t BV

t .
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Accordingly, Eq. (B.24) can be reformulated as ∥Rt∥op ≤ ∥R∗
t ∥op +

∥∥R⊥
t

∥∥
op
. By Lemma B.12, we

have BV⊥ = 0r×(k−r∗) for ∀ t ∈ N+. Next, we can track R∗
t and R⊥

t 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

AU
t+1 = AU

t − ηR∗
t

(
BV
t

)⊤ − ηU⊤
(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

(
BV
t

)⊤
, (B.25)

AU⊥
t+1 = AU⊥

t − ηR⊥
t

(
BV
t

)⊤ − ηU⊤
⊥

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

(
BV
t

)⊤
, (B.26)

BV
t+1 = BV

t − η
(
AU
t

)⊤
R∗
t − η

(
AU⊥
t

)⊤
R⊥
t

− η
(
AU
t

)⊤
U⊤

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt − η

(
AU⊥
t

)⊤
U⊤

⊥

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt . (B.27)

Proof. Recall the gradient update for At+1, we have

At+1 = At − ηΣ̂ (AtBt −∆) (Bt)
⊤

= At − η (AtBt −∆) (Bt)
⊤ − η

(
Σ̂− Id

)
(AtBt −∆) (Bt)

⊤ .

Recall Rt := (AtBt −∆)V and ∆ = US∗V⊤, we have

U⊤At+1 = U⊤At − ηU⊤ (AtBt −∆)
(
V V⊤ + V⊥V

⊤
⊥

)
(Bt)

⊤

− ηU⊤
(
Σ̂− Id

)
(AtBt −∆)

(
V V⊤ + V⊥V

⊤
⊥

)
(Bt)

⊤

= U⊤At − ηU⊤ (AtBtV −∆V ) (BtV )⊤ − ηU⊤
(
Σ̂− Id

)
(AtBtV −∆V ) (BtV )⊤

[by Lemma B.12]

= U⊤At − η
(
U⊤AtBtV − S∗

)
(BtV )⊤ − ηU⊤

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt (BtV )⊤ .

Accordingly, the recursion for AU
t+1 is reformulated as

AU
t+1 = AU

t − ηR∗
t

(
BV
t

)⊤ − ηU⊤
(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

(
BV
t

)⊤
.

Similarly, we can obtain

AU⊥
t+1 = AU⊥

t − ηR⊥
t

(
BV
t

)⊤ − ηU⊤
⊥

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

(
BV
t

)⊤
.

Regarding the recursion for Bt+1, we can derive in a similar way

Bt+1V = BtV − η (At)
⊤ Σ̂ (AtBt −∆)V

= BtV − η (At)
⊤
(
UU⊤ +U⊥U

⊤
⊥

)
(AtBt −∆)V

− η (At)
⊤
(
UU⊤ +U⊥U

⊤
⊥

)(
Σ̂− Id

)
(AtBt −∆)V ,
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which implies

BV
t+1 = BV

t − η
(
AU
t

)⊤
R∗
t − η

(
AU⊥
t

)⊤
R⊥
t − η

(
AU
t

)⊤
U⊤

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt − η

(
AU⊥
t

)⊤
U⊤

⊥

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt .

In the next, we are able to characterize the upper bound of
∥∥R∗

t+1

∥∥
op
.

Lemma B.14. DenoteMt := max
{
∥R∗

t ∥op ,
∥∥R⊥

t

∥∥
op

}
, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the

linear setting, with spectral initialization (Spectral-init), then we choose ϵ with probability at least

1− 2C exp(−ϵ2N) for a universal constant C > 0, we have

∥∥R∗
t+1

∥∥
op
≤
(
1− η

(
λ2
r∗
(
AU
t

)
+ λ2

r∗
(
BV
t

)))
Mt

+ 2ηϵ
∥∥BV

t

∥∥2
op
Mt + η2

∥∥AU
t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t + 2η2ϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t

+ η
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
Mt + η2

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
M2

t

+ 2η2ϵ
∥∥BV

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
M2

t + 2ηϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥2
op
Mt

+ 2η2ϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
Mt + 4η2ϵ2

∥∥AU
t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t

+ 2ηϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
Mt + 2η2ϵ

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t

+ 4η2ϵ2
∥∥∥AU⊥

t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t ,

and ∥∥∥R⊥
t+1

∥∥∥
op
≤
(
1− η

(
λ2
min

(
AU⊥
t

)
+ λ2

r∗
(
BV
t

)))
Mt (B.28)

+ 2ηϵ
∥∥BV

t

∥∥2
op
Mt + η2

∥∥AU
t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t + 2η2ϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t

+ η
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
Mt + η2

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
M2

t

+ 2η2ϵ
∥∥BV

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
M2

t + 2ηϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
Mt

+ 2η2ϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
Mt + 4η2ϵ2

∥∥AU
t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t

+ 2ηϵ
∥∥∥AU⊥

t

∥∥∥2
op
Mt + 2η2ϵ

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t

+ 4η2ϵ2
∥∥∥AU⊥

t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t .
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Proof. Here we first track the dynamics of R∗
t . We have

R∗
t+1 = AU

t+1B
V
t+1 − S∗

= R∗
t − ηR∗

t

(
BV
t

)⊤
BV
t − ηU⊤

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

(
BV
t

)⊤
BV
t

− ηAU
t

(
AU
t

)⊤
R∗
t + η2R∗

t

(
BV
t

)⊤ (
AU
t

)⊤
R∗
t + η2U⊤

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

(
BV
t

)⊤ (
AU
t

)⊤
R∗
t

− ηAU
t

(
AU⊥
t

)⊤
R⊥
t + η2R∗

t

(
BV
t

)⊤ (
AU⊥
t

)⊤
R⊥
t + η2U⊤

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

(
BV
t

)⊤ (
AU⊥
t

)⊤
R⊥
t

−−−−−−

− ηAU
t

(
AU
t

)⊤
U⊤

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

+ η2R∗
t

(
BV
t

)⊤ (
AU
t

)⊤
U⊤

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

+ η2U⊤
(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

(
BV
t

)⊤ (
AU
t

)⊤
U⊤

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

−−−−−−

− ηAU
t

(
AU⊥
t

)⊤
U⊤

⊥

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

+ η2R∗
t

(
BV
t

)⊤ (
AU⊥
t

)⊤
U⊤

⊥

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

+ η2U⊤
(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

(
BV
t

)⊤ (
AU⊥
t

)⊤
U⊤

⊥

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt .

Then, we take operator norm over the above equation. Hence, with probability at least 1 −
2C exp(−ϵ2N) for a universal constant C > 0, we have

∥∥R∗
t+1

∥∥
op
≤
(
1− η

(
λ2
r∗
(
AU
t

)
+ λ2

r∗
(
BV
t

)))
∥R∗

t ∥op

+ ηϵ
∥∥BV

t

∥∥2
op
∥Rt∥op + η2

∥∥AU
t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
∥R∗

t ∥
2
op + η2ϵ

∥∥AU
t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
∥R∗

t ∥op ∥Rt∥op

+ η
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥∥R⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

+ η2
∥∥BV

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥∥R⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
∥R∗t∥op

+ η2ϵ
∥∥BV

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥∥R⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
∥Rt∥op + ηϵ

∥∥AU
t

∥∥2
op
∥Rt∥op

+ η2ϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
∥Rt∥op + η2ϵ2

∥∥AU
t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
∥Rt∥2op

+ ηϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
∥Rt∥op + η2ϵ

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
∥R∗

t ∥op ∥Rt∥op

+ η2ϵ2
∥∥∥AU⊥

t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
∥Rt∥2op .

Next, we take maximum over ∥R∗
t ∥op and

∥∥R⊥
t

∥∥
op

on the right hand side above. Recall Mt =
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max
{
∥R∗

t ∥op ,
∥∥R⊥

t

∥∥
op

}
, using the fact that ∥Rt∥op ≤ 2Mt, we have:

∥∥R∗
t+1

∥∥
op
≤
(
1− η

(
λ2
r∗
(
AU
t

)
+ λ2

r∗
(
BV
t

)))
Mt

+ 2ηϵ
∥∥BV

t

∥∥2
op
Mt + η2

∥∥AU
t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t + 2η2ϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t

+ η
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
Mt + η2

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
M2

t

+ 2η2ϵ
∥∥BV

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
M2

t + 2ηϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥2
op
Mt

+ 2η2ϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
Mt + 4η2ϵ2

∥∥AU
t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t

+ 2ηϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
Mt + 2η2ϵ

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
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∥∥
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t

+ 4η2ϵ2
∥∥∥AU⊥

t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t .

Next, we track the dynamics of R⊥
t . We have

R⊥
t+1 = AU⊥

t+1B
V
t+1

= R⊥
t − ηR⊥

t

(
BV
t

)⊤
BV
t − ηU⊤

⊥

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

(
BV
t

)⊤
BV
t

− ηAU⊥
t

(
AU
t

)⊤
R∗
t + η2R⊥

t

(
BV
t

)⊤ (
AU
t

)⊤
R∗
t + η2U⊤

⊥

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

(
BV
t

)⊤ (
AU
t

)⊤
R∗
t

− ηAU⊥
t

(
AU⊥
t

)⊤
R⊥
t + η2R⊥

t

(
BV
t

)⊤ (
AU⊥
t

)⊤
R⊥
t + η2U⊤

⊥

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

(
BV
t

)⊤ (
AU⊥
t

)⊤
R⊥
t

− ηAU⊥
t

(
AU
t

)⊤
U⊤

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt

+ η2R⊥
t

(
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)⊤ (
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)⊤
U⊤

(
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Rt
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⊥

(
Σ̂− Id

)
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(
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)⊤ (
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(
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⊥

(
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t

(
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)⊤ (
AU⊥
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⊥
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⊥
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)
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(
BV
t

)⊤ (
AU⊥
t

)⊤
U⊤

⊥

(
Σ̂− Id

)
Rt .

Then, we take operator norm over the above equation. With probability at least 1− 2C exp(−ϵ2N)
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for a universal constant C > 0, we have∥∥∥R⊥
t+1

∥∥∥
op
≤
(
1− η

(
λ2
min

(
AU⊥
t

)
+ λ2

r∗
(
BV
t

)))∥∥∥R⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

+ ηϵ
∥∥BV

t

∥∥2
op
∥Rt∥op + η2

∥∥AU
t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
∥R∗

t ∥op
∥∥∥R⊥

t

∥∥∥
op

+ η2ϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
∥R∗

t ∥op ∥Rt∥op

+ η
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t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
∥R∗

t ∥op + η2
∥∥BV

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥∥R⊥
t

∥∥∥2
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+ η2ϵ
∥∥BV

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥∥R⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
∥Rt∥op + ηϵ
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t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
∥Rt∥op

+ η2ϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
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∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
∥Rt∥op + η2ϵ2

∥∥AU
t
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∥∥BV
t

∥∥
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∥∥∥AU⊥

t

∥∥∥2
op
∥Rt∥op + η2ϵ
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t

∥∥∥
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∥∥
op

∥∥∥R⊥
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∥∥∥
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∥∥∥
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∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
∥Rt∥2op .

Next, we take maximum over ∥R∗
t ∥op and

∥∥R⊥
t

∥∥
op

on the right hand side above. Recall Mt =

max
{
∥R∗

t ∥op ,
∥∥R⊥

t

∥∥
op

}
, using the fact that ∥Rt∥op ≤ 2Mt, we have:

∥∥∥R⊥
t+1

∥∥∥
op
≤
(
1− η

(
λ2
min

(
AU⊥
t

)
+ λ2

r∗
(
BV
t

)))
Mt

+ 2ηϵ
∥∥BV

t

∥∥2
op
Mt + η2

∥∥AU
t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t + 2η2ϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
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t

+ η
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
Mt + η2

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
M2

t

+ 2η2ϵ
∥∥BV

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
M2

t + 2ηϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
Mt

+ 2η2ϵ
∥∥AU

t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
Mt + 4η2ϵ2

∥∥AU
t

∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t

+ 2ηϵ
∥∥∥AU⊥

t

∥∥∥2
op
Mt + 2η2ϵ

∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
M2

t

+ 4η2ϵ2
∥∥∥AU⊥

t

∥∥∥
op

∥∥BV
t

∥∥
op
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t .

Finally we conclude the proof.

Before we move to the main proof, we need to establish a strict upper bound on At and Bt.

Lemma B.15. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, suppose
∥∥A⊤

tAt −B⊤
t Bt

∥∥
op
+

ϵ ∥Rt∥op ≤ λ∗
1 and η ≤ 1

10λ∗1
, if ∥At∥op ≤ 2

√
λ∗
1 and ∥Bt∥op ≤ 2

√
λ∗
1, we choose ϵ satisfying

Eq. (B.21), then with probability 1− 2C exp(−ϵ2N) for a universal constant C > 0, we have

∥At+1∥op ≤ 2
√

λ∗
1 , ∥Bt+1∥op ≤ 2

√
λ∗
1 .

Proof. Inspired by Soltanolkotabi et al. (2023), we recall the stacked iterate Zt defined in Eq. (B.2)

and construct an anti-iterate

Zt :=

[
At

−B⊤
t

]
.
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Additionally, we define a perturbation matrix

Ξt :=

 0d×d

(
Σ̃− Id

)
Rt

R⊤
t

(
Σ̃− Id

)
0k×k

 .

Then, we can reformulate the recursion of Zt+1 as

Zt+1 = Zt − η
(
ZtZ

⊤
t −ZtZ

⊤
t − Γ

)
Zt + ηΞtZt

=
(
I2d − ηZtZ

⊤
t

)
Zt + ηZtZ

⊤
t Zt − ηΓZt + ηΞtZt ,

where Γ is defined as

Γ :=

[
0d×d ∆

∆⊤ 0k×k

]
.

Then, by the triangle inequality, with probability 1− 2C exp(−ϵ2N) for a universal constant C > 0,

we have

∥Zt+1∥op ≤
∥∥∥(I2d − ηZtZ

⊤
t

)
Zt

∥∥∥
op

+ η
∥∥∥ZtZ

⊤
t Zt

∥∥∥
op

+ η ∥ΓZt∥op + η ∥ΞtZt∥op

≤
(
1− η ∥Zt∥2op

)
∥Zt∥op [by simultaneous diagonalization]

+ η
∥∥∥ZtZ

⊤
t Zt

∥∥∥
op

+ η ∥ΓZt∥op + η ∥ΞtZt∥op

≤
(
1− η ∥Zt∥2op

)
∥Zt∥op + η

∥∥∥Z⊤
t Zt

∥∥∥
op
∥Zt∥op + ηλ∗

1 ∥Zt∥op + ηϵ ∥Rt∥op ∥Zt∥op ,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that

∥Zt∥op = ∥Zt∥op ,

∥Γ∥op = λ∗
1 ,

∥Ξt∥op =
∥∥∥(Σ̃− Id

)
Rt

∥∥∥
op
≤ ϵ ∥Rt∥op , w.h.p. 1− 2C exp(−ϵ2N) .

Using the assumption∥∥∥Z⊤
t Zt

∥∥∥
op

+ ϵ ∥Rt∥op =
∥∥∥A⊤

tAt −B⊤
t Bt

∥∥∥
op

+ ϵ ∥Rt∥op ≤ λ∗
1 ,

then ∥Zt+1∥op can be further bounded by

∥Zt+1∥op ≤
(
1− η ∥Zt∥2op + 2ηλ∗

1

)
∥Zt∥op . (B.29)

Denote x = ∥Zt∥op and f(x) =
(
1− ηx2 + 2ηλ∗

1

)
x, we have f ′(x) = 1 + 2ηλ∗

1 − 3ηx2 and f ′′(x) =

−6ηx. Then, we know f ′(x∗) = 0 for x > 0 attained at x∗ =
√

1+2ηλ∗1
3η =

√
1
3η +

2
3λ

∗
1. As we

pick η ≤ 1
10λ∗1

, then x∗ ≥ 2
√

λ∗
1, which implies the maximum of f(x) attained at x∗ = 2

√
λ∗
1 over
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x ∈ [0 , 2λ∗
1] since ∥Zt∥op ≤ 2

√
λ∗
1 and

f(2
√
λ∗
1) = 2(1− 4ηλ∗

1 + 2ηλ∗
1)
√
λ∗
1 = 2

√
λ∗
1 − 4ηλ∗

1 ≤ 2
√
λ∗
1 ,

which directly implies ∥Zt+1∥op ≤ 2
√
λ∗
1. By consequence, ∥At+1∥op , ∥Bt+1∥op ≤ 2

√
λ∗
1 if

∥At∥op , ∥Bt∥op ≤ 2
√
λ∗
1, since At+1 and Bt+1 are sub-matrices of Zt+1.

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 ϵ in data concentration as

ϵ ≤ min

{
1

2κ
,

λ∗
r∗

32κ(32λ∗
1 + 128κ2)

}
,

and set the step-size as

η ≤ min

{
1

128κλ∗
1

,
(1− ϵ/κ)

1152λ∗
1

}
,

then with probability at least with probability 1− 2C exp(−ϵ2N) for a universal constant C > 0,

we have that for ∀ t ≥ 0

Mt ≤
λ∗
r∗

2
(B.30)

max
{
∥At∥op , ∥Bt∥op

}
≤ 2
√

λ∗
1 , (B.31)

λ∗
r∗ (At) , λ

∗
r∗ (Bt) ≥

√
λ∗
r∗

4
√
κ

, (B.32)∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op
≤

32κϵ
√
λ∗
1

λ∗
r∗

. (B.33)

Also, we can obtain

Mt+1 ≤
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

64κ

)
Mt . (B.34)

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∥∥∥AU⊥
t+1

∥∥∥
op
≤
(
1− ηλ2

r∗
(
BV
t

)) ∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

+ ηϵ ∥Rt∥op
∥∥BV

t

∥∥
op

≤
(
1− ηλ2

r∗
(
BV
t

)) ∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

+ 4ηϵMt

√
λ∗
1

≤
(
1− η

(λ∗
r∗)

2

16κ

)∥∥∥AU⊥
t

∥∥∥
op

+ 2ηϵλ∗
r∗
√
λ∗
1

≤
32κϵ

√
λ∗
1

λ∗
r∗

,

[
by
∥∥∥AU⊥

t

∥∥∥
op
≤ 32κϵ

√
λ∗1

λ∗
r∗

]
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which proves the Eq. (B.33) at t+ 1. Next, by Lemma B.14, we have

∥∥R∗
t+1

∥∥
op
≤
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

8κ

)
Mt

+ 8ηϵλ∗
1Mt + 2η2λ∗

1λ
∗
r∗Mt + 4η2ϵλ∗

1λ
∗
r∗Mt + 64ηϵκ2Mt + 32η2κ2ϵλ∗

r∗Mt + 128η2ϵ3κ2λ∗
r∗Mt

+ 64η2ϵ2κ2λ∗
r∗Mt + 8ηϵλ∗

1Mt + 8η2ϵλ∗
1Mt + 8η2ϵ2λ∗

1λ
∗
r∗Mt + 128ηϵ2κ2Mt + 64η2ϵ2κ2λ∗

r∗Mt

=

(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

8κ

)
Mt

+ η

{
16ϵλ∗

1 + 64ϵκ2 + 2ηλ∗
1λ

∗
r∗ + ηϵ

(
4λ∗

1λ
∗
r∗ + 32κ2λ∗

r∗ + 8λ∗
1

)
+ 128ϵ2κ2

+ η
(
128ηϵ2κ2λ∗

r∗ + 8ηϵ2λ∗
1λ

∗
r∗
)
+ 128ηϵ3κ2λ∗

r∗

}
Mt

≤
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

8κ

)
Mt + 2η

(
16ϵλ∗

1 + 64ϵκ2 + 2ηλ∗
1λ

∗
r∗

)
Mt

[due to the order dominance]

≤
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

16κ

)
Mt + 2η

(
16ϵλ∗

1 + 64ϵκ2
)
Mt

[
by η ≤ 1

64κλ∗1

]
≤
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

32κ

)
Mt ,

[
by ϵ ≤ λ∗

r∗
16κ(32λ∗1+128κ2)

]
where the order dominance from the second inequality follows from the fact that η and ϵ are

sufficiently small constant such that the terms in O(ηϵ) ,O(ϵ2) ,O(η2ϵ2) ,O(ηϵ3) are significantly

smaller the terms in O(η) and O(ϵ).
Similarly, we can obtain∥∥∥R⊥
t+1

∥∥∥
op
≤
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

16κ

)
Mt

[
since λmin

(
AU⊥
t

)
≥ 0
]

+ η

{
8ϵλ∗

1 + 2ηλ∗
1λ

∗
r∗ + 4ηϵλ∗

1λ
∗
r∗ + 64ϵκ2 + 32ηϵκ2λ∗

r∗ + 64ηϵκ2λ∗
r∗ + 128ϵ2κ2

+ 8ηϵλ∗
1 + 8ηϵ2λ∗

1λ
∗
r∗ + 2048ϵ3

κ3

λ∗
r∗

+ 64ηϵ2κ2 + 128ηϵ3κ2

}
Mt

≤
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

16κ

)
Mt + 2η

{
8ϵλ∗

1 + 2ηλ∗
1λ

∗
r∗ + 64ϵκ2

}
Mt [due to the order dominance]

≤
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

32κ

)
Mt + 2η

{
8ϵλ∗

1 + 64ϵκ2

}
Mt

[
by η ≤ 1

128κλ∗1

]
≤
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

64κ

)
Mt ,

[
by ϵ ≤ λ∗

r∗
32κ(32λ∗1+128κ2)

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

Mt+1 ≤
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

64κ

)
Mt .

Next, assume Eq. (B.30)-Eq. (B.33) hold at t ≥ 1, we have(
A⊤
t+1At+1 −Bt+1B

⊤
t+1

)
−
(
A⊤
tAt −BtB

⊤
t

)
= η2Bt (AtBt −∆)⊤ Σ̂Σ̂ (AtBt −∆)B⊤

t

+ η2A⊤
t Σ̂ (AtBt −∆) (AtBt −∆)⊤ Σ̂At .

Accordingly, we can derive∥∥∥(A⊤
t+1At+1 −Bt+1B

⊤
t+1

)
−
(
A⊤

0A0 −B0B
⊤
0

)∥∥∥
op

=

t+1∑
i=1

∥∥∥(A⊤
i Ai −BiB

⊤
i

)
−
(
A⊤
i−1Ai−1 −Bi−1B

⊤
i−1

)∥∥∥
op

=

t+1∑
i=1

2η2∥Σ̂∥2op∥Ri−1∥2opmax
{
∥Ai−1∥2op , ∥Bi−1∥2op

}
=

t+1∑
i=1

72η2M2
i−1λ

∗
1 [by Eq. (B.21)]

≤
t+1∑
i=1

18η2
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

64κ

)2(i−1)

(λ∗
r∗)

2λ∗
1

≤18η2(λ∗
r∗)

2λ∗
1

∞∑
i=0

(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

64κ

)2i

≤18η2(λ∗
r∗)

2λ∗
1

64κ

ηλ∗
r∗

=1152ηλ∗
1λ

∗
r∗κ

≤(1− ϵ/κ)λ∗
1 .

[
by η ≤ (1−ϵ/κ)

1152λ∗1

]
Since

∥∥(A⊤
0A0 −B0B

⊤
0

)∥∥
op

= 0 due to the spectral initialization (Spectral-init), by triangle in-

equality,
∥∥(A⊤

t+1At+1 −Bt+1B
⊤
t+1

)∥∥
op
≤ (1− ϵ/κ)λ∗

1. Next, by Lemma B.15, we can obtain

∥At+1∥op ≤ 2
√

λ∗
1 , ∥Bt+1∥op ≤ 2

√
λ∗
1 ,

which proves the Eq. (B.31) at t+ 1. Lastly, assume Eq. (B.30)-Eq. (B.33) hold at t ≥ 1, by Weyl’s

inequality, combine withMt+1 ≤
λ∗
r∗
2 , we have

λ∗
r∗

2
≥
∥∥AU

t+1B
V
t+1 − S∗∥∥

op
≥ λ∗

r∗ − λr∗(A
U
t+1B

V
t+1)⇒ λr∗(A

U
t+1B

V
t+1) ≥

λ∗
r∗

2
.
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Again by Weyl’s inequality and the Eq. (B.31) at time t+ 1 we can get

2
√
λ∗
1 · λr∗(B

V
t+1) ≥ λ1(A

U
t+1)λr∗(B

V
t+1) ≥ λr∗(A

U
t+1B

V
t+1) ≥

λ∗
r∗

2
⇒ λr∗(B

V
t+1) ≥

√
λ∗
r∗

4
√
κ

.

Besides, λ∗
r∗(A

U
t+1) follows similar derivation. We prove all the claims.

Theorem B.17. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting, with spectral initialization

(Spectral-init), we take ϵ in data concentration as

ϵ ≤ min

{
1

2κ
,

λ∗
r∗

32κ(32λ∗
1 + 128κ2)

}
,

and set the step-size as

η ≤ min

{
1

128κλ∗
1

,
(1− ϵ/κ)

1152λ∗
1

}
, (B.35)

then with probability at least with probability 1− 2C exp(−ϵ2N) for a universal constant C > 0,

we have that for ∀ t ≥ 0

∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤
√
2r∗
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

64κ

)t
· λ∗

r∗ .

Proof. By Lemma B.16, with probability at least with probability 1− 2C exp(−ϵ2N) for a universal

constant C > 0, we can obtain the linear convergence of generalization risk

∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤
√
2r∗ ∥AtBt −∆∥op [Rank(AtBt) = r∗ by Lemma B.12 and Rank(∆) = r∗]

≤
√
2r∗
(
1− η

λ∗
r∗

64κ

)t
· λ∗

r∗ ,

which is independent of the choice of LoRA rank r if r ≥ r∗.

B.3 Preconditioned Gradient Descent under Spectral Initialization

Here we present the proof for preconditioned gradient descent.

At+1 = At −
η

N
X̃⊤

(
X̃
(
W ♮ +AtBt

)
− Ỹ

)
B⊤
t

(
BtB

⊤
t

)†
,

Bt+1 = Bt −
η

N

(
A⊤
tAt

)†
A⊤
t X̃

⊤
(
X̃
(
W ♮ +AtBt

)
− Ỹ

)
.

(Prec-GD)

In the following proofs, we will prove that the LoRA fine-tuning can achieve faster linear

convergence which is independent of condition number κ under (Spectral-init) and (Prec-GD).

Similar to Lemma B.12, the dynamics of Bt are still limited to the r∗-dimensional singular subspace

V of ∆ under (Spectral-init). We can verify this fact by the following lemma.

Lemma B.18. For any natural number t ≥ 0, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear

48



setting, with (Spectral-init) and (Prec-GD), we have

BtV⊥ = 0r×(k−r∗) .

Proof. For t = 0, recall the SVD of G♮, i.e. ŨG♮S̃G♮Ṽ⊤
G♮ in Eq. (B.20), we have

B0V⊥ =
[
S̃

−1/2

G♮

]
[1:r]

[
Ũ⊤

G♮

]
[:,1:r]

G♮V⊥ =
[
S̃

−1/2

G♮

]
[1:r]

[
Ũ⊤

G♮

]
[:,1:r]

Σ̂∆V⊥ = 0r×(k−r∗) .

Assume BtV⊥ = 0d×(d−r∗) holds for any natural number t ≥ 1, then

Bt+1V⊥ = BtV⊥ −
η

N

(
A⊤
tAt

)†
A⊤
t X̃

⊤
(
X̃
(
W ♮ +AtBt

)
− Ỹ

)
V⊥

= BtV⊥ − η
(
A⊤
tAt

)†
A⊤
t Σ̂ (AtBt −∆)V⊥

= 0r×(k−r∗) , [by our inductive hypothesis]

which proves the claim.

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

At+1 = At − ηΣ̂ (AtBt −∆) (Bt)
⊤
(
BtB

⊤
t

)†
, (B.36)

Bt+1 = Bt − η
(
A⊤
tAt

)†
A⊤
t Σ̂ (AtBt −∆) . (B.37)

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

• SVD of product matrix AtBt := UtStV⊤t , where Ut ∈ Rd×r∗ , St ∈ Rr∗×r∗ , and Vt ∈ Rk×r∗ .
Notice that here we employ rank-r∗ SVD of AtBt since Rank (AtBt) ≤ r∗ due to Lemma B.18

and λr∗ (AtBr) > 0 strictly which we will obtain from Theorem B.21.

• The left compact singular matrix of At as UAt ∈ Rd×r.

• The right compact singular matrix of Bt as VBt ∈ Rk×r∗ . Notice that here we take the top-r∗

right singular subspace of Bt due to Lemma B.18.

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

At

(
A⊤
tAt

)†
A⊤
t = UAtU

⊤
At

, (B.38)

(Bt)
⊤
(
BtB

⊤
t

)†
Bt = VBtV

⊤
Bt

. (B.39)

(Bt)
⊤
(
BtB

⊤
t

)† (
A⊤
tAt

)†
A⊤
t = VtS−1

t U⊤t . (B.40)

Lemma B.19. Denote Rt := AtBt −∆, Ξ := Σ̂− Id, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the

linear setting, with (Prec-GD), then we have

Rt+1 = Rt − ηUAtU
⊤
At

Rt − ηRtVBtV
⊤
Bt
− ηUAtU

⊤
At

ΞRt − ηΞRtVBtV
⊤
Bt

+ η2Σ̂RtVtS−1
t U⊤t Σ̂Rt .
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Proof. With Eq. (B.36) and Eq. (B.37), we can construct

Rt+1 = At+1Bt+1 −∆

= AtBt −∆

− ηAt

(
A⊤
tAt

)†
A⊤
t Σ̂ (AtBt −∆)

− ηΣ̂ (AtBt −∆) (Bt)
⊤
(
BtB

⊤
t

)†
Bt

+ η2Σ̂ (AtBt −∆) (Bt)
⊤
(
BtB

⊤
t

)† (
A⊤
tAt

)†
A⊤
t Σ̂ (AtBt −∆)

= Rt − ηUAtU
⊤
At

Σ̂Rt − ηΣ̂RtVBtV
⊤
Bt

[by Eq. (B.38) and Eq. (B.39)]

+ η2Σ̂RtVtS−1
t U⊤t Σ̂Rt [by Eq. (B.40)]

= Rt − ηUAtU
⊤
At

Rt − ηRtVBtV
⊤
Bt
− ηUAtU

⊤
At

ΞRt − ηΞRtVBtV
⊤
Bt

+ η2Σ̂RtVtS−1
t U⊤t Σ̂Rt ,

which proves the claim.

In the next, we aim to estimate the signal part Rt − ηUAtU
⊤
At

Rt − ηRtVBtV
⊤
Bt

.

Lemma B.20. Recall Rt := AtBt −∆, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the linear setting,

with (Prec-GD), then ∥∥∥Rt − ηUAtU
⊤
At

Rt − ηRtVBtV
⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F
≤ (1− η) ∥Rt∥F .

Proof.∥∥∥Rt − ηUAtU
⊤
At

Rt − ηRtVBtV
⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F

=
∥∥∥Rt

(
VBtV

⊤
Bt

+ Ik − VBtV
⊤
Bt

)
− ηUAtU

⊤
At

Rt

(
VBtV

⊤
Bt

+ Ik − VBtV
⊤
Bt

)
− ηRtVBtV

⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F

=
∥∥∥RtVBtV

⊤
Bt
− ηUAtU

⊤
At

RtVBtV
⊤
Bt
− ηRtVBtV

⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F[

since Rt

(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)
= 0 by Lemma B.18

]
=
∥∥∥(Id − η

(
Id +UAtU

⊤
At

))
RtVBtV

⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F

=
∥∥∥Id − η

(
Id +UAtU

⊤
At

)∥∥∥
op

∥∥∥RtVBtV
⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F

≤(1− η) ∥Rt∥F ,[∥∥Id − η
(
Id +UAtU

⊤
At

)∥∥
op
≤ 1− η, since UAtU

⊤
At

is a rank-r projection matrix
]

which concludes the proof.

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

(Prec-GD), we choose

ϵ ≤ min

{
1

2
√
r∗κ

,
1

4

}
and set η ∈

(
0, 0.5−2ϵ

(1+ϵ)2

)
, then with probability at least 1− 2C exp(−ϵ2N) for a universal constant
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C > 0, we have

∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤
1

2

(
1− η

2

)t
λ∗
r∗ .

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

λr∗ (AtBt) ≥
λ∗
r∗

2
, (B.41)

∥A0B0 −∆∥F ≤
λ∗
r∗

2
. (B.42)

Starting from t = 0, under (Spectral-init), with probability at least 1−2C exp(−ϵ2N) for a universal

constant C > 0, we have

∥A0B0 −∆∥F =
∥∥∥G♮ −∆

∥∥∥
F

=
∥∥∥(Σ̂− Id

)
∆
∥∥∥
F

[by Eq. (B.20)]

≤ ϵ∥∆∥F
≤ ϵ
√
r∗∥∆∥op [since Rank (∆) = r∗]

≤ λ∗
r∗

2
.

[
since ϵ ≤ 1/2

√
r∗κ
]

Then, by Weyl’s inequality, we have

λr∗ (∆)− λr∗ (A0B0) ≤ ∥A0B0 −∆∥op ≤ ∥A0B0 −∆∥F ,

which implies

λr∗ (A0B0) ≥
λ∗
r∗

2
. (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(−ϵ2N)

for a universal constant C > 0, we have

∥Rt+1∥F ≤
∥∥∥Rt − ηUAtU

⊤
At

Rt − ηRtVBtV
⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F

+ η
∥∥∥UAtU

⊤
At

ΞRt

∥∥∥
F
+ η

∥∥∥ΞRtVBtV
⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F
+ η2

∥∥∥Σ̂RtVtS−1
t U⊤t Σ̂Rt

∥∥∥
F

≤ (1− η) ∥Rt∥F [by Lemma B.20]

+ ηϵ
∥∥∥UAtU

⊤
At

Rt

∥∥∥
F
+ ηϵ

∥∥∥RtVBtV
⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F
+ η2(1 + ϵ)2

∥Rt∥2F
λr∗ (AtBt)

[by ∥Ξ∥op ≤ ϵ]

≤ (1− η) ∥Rt∥F
+ ηϵ ∥Rt∥F + ηϵ ∥Rt∥F + η2(1 + ϵ)2 ∥Rt∥F

[since Eq. (B.41) and Eq. (B.42) hold at t]

=
(
1− (1− 2ϵ)η + η2(1 + ϵ)2

)
∥Rt∥F

≤
(
1− η

2

)
∥Rt∥F .

[
taking η ≤ 0.5−2ϵ

(1+ϵ)2

]
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This implies Eq. (B.42) at time t+ 1. By consequence, we can obtain Eq. (B.41) at time t+ 1 again

by Weyl’s inequality.

C Proofs for Nonlinear Model

We deliver the proofs for nonlinear models in Section 4 here. The problem setting and results

for ∥A0B0 − ∆∥F 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

fpre (x) = σ
(
x⊤W ♮

)⊤
∈ Rk , W ♮ ∈ Rd×k , (C.1)

and the downstream teacher weights from Assumption 2.2

W̃ ♮ = W ♮ +∆ ∈ Rd×k , with W̃ ♮ :=
[
w̃♮

1, w̃
♮
2, · · · , w̃

♮
k

]
.

The empirical loss of LoRA fine-tuning is defined as

L̃ (At,Bt) =
1

2N

∥∥∥σ (X̃(W ♮ +AtBt)
)
− σ

(
X̃W̃ ♮

)∥∥∥2
F
.

Next, we can derive the empirical gradients for At and Bt respectively.

∇AL̃ (At ,Bt) =
1

N
X̃⊤

[
σ
(
X̃(W ♮ +AtBt)

)
− σ

(
X̃W̃ ♮

)]
⊙ σ′

(
X̃(W ♮ +AtBt)

)
B⊤
t

:=
1

N
X̃⊤

[
σ
(
X̃(Wt)

)
− σ

(
X̃W̃ ♮

)]
⊙ σ′

(
X̃Wt

)
B⊤
t

[denote Wt := W ♮ +AtBt]

= −

 1

N
X̃⊤σ

(
X̃W̃ ♮

)
⊙ σ′

(
X̃Wt

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Γ1,t

− 1

N
X̃⊤σ

(
X̃Wt

)
⊙ σ′

(
X̃Wt

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Γ2,t

B⊤
t (C.2)

:= −JWtB
⊤
t [denote JWt := Γ1,t − Γ2,t]

where the matrix operator JW : Rd×k → Rd×k is formally defined as (by denoting Wt := W ♮+AtBt)

JW : W → 1

N
X̃⊤

[
σ
(
X̃W̃ ♮

)
− σ

(
X̃(W )

)]
⊙ σ′

(
X̃W

)
. (C.3)

Similarly, we can compute

∇BL̃ (At ,Bt) =
1

N
A⊤
t X̃

⊤
[
σ
(
X̃(Wt)

)
− σ

(
X̃W̃ ♮

)]
⊙ σ′

(
X̃Wt

)
= −A⊤

t JWt .
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For full fine-tuning, we consider the following empirical loss function over K ∈ Rd×k

L (K) =
1

2N

∥∥∥σ (X̃K
)
− σ

(
X̃W̃ ♮

)∥∥∥2
F
.

The gradient w.r.t. K is

∇L (K) =
1

N
X̃⊤

[
σ
(
X̃K

)
− σ

(
X̃W̃ ♮

)]
⊙ σ′

(
X̃K

)
Next, we can define the one-step negative gradient of full fine-tuning in the nonlinear case as

G♮ := −∇L
(
W ♮

)
=

1

N
X̃⊤

[
σ
(
X̃W̃ ♮

)
− σ

(
X̃W ♮

)]
⊙ σ′

(
X̃W ♮

)
= JW ♮ . [by definition of JW in Eq. (C.3)]

Additionally, we define

Γ♮1 =
1

N
X̃⊤σ

(
X̃W̃ ♮

)
⊙ σ′

(
X̃W ♮

)
,

Γ♮2 =
1

N
X̃⊤σ

(
X̃W ♮

)
⊙ σ′

(
X̃W ♮

)
.

(C.4)

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 Γ1,t and Γ2,t which defined in Eq. (C.2) to be

Γ1,t =
1

N

N∑
i=1

x̃i

[
σ
(
x̃⊤i w̃

♮
1

)
σ′ (x̃⊤i wt,1

)
. . . σ

(
x̃⊤i w̃

♮
k

)
σ′ (x̃⊤i wt,k

)]
,

and

Γ2,t =
1

N

N∑
i=1

x̃i
[
σ
(
x̃⊤i wt,1

)
σ′ (x̃⊤i wt,1

)
. . . σ

(
x̃⊤i wt,k

)
σ′ (x̃⊤i wt,k

)]
,
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where wt,m is the m-th column of Wt := W̃ ♮ +AtBt and w̃♮
m is the m-th column of W̃ ♮.

The following two lemmas provide the columnwise expectation of Γ1,t and Γ2,t respectively.

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

Ex̃

[
x̃σ′

(
x̃⊤wt,m

)
σ
(
x̃⊤w̃♮

m

)]
=

∞∑
j=0

c2j+1

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉j
(j + 1)!(j + 1)!

w̃♮
m +

∞∑
j=0

cj+2cj

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉j
j!(j + 2)!

wt,m , (C.5)

and

Ex̃

[
xσ′

(
x̃⊤wt,m

)
σ
(
x̃⊤wt,m

)]
=

∞∑
j=0

(
c2j+1

(j + 1)!(j + 1)!
+

cj+2cj
j!(j + 2)!

)
⟨wt,m,wt,m⟩j wt,m . (C.6)

Proof. For ∀ 1 ≤ m ≤ k, by Eq. (D.2) and Eq. (D.4) on the Hermite expansion of ReLU function,

we have

Ex̃

[
x̃σ′

(
x̃⊤wt,m

)
σ
(
x̃⊤w̃♮

m

)]
=Ex̃

[
σ′
(
x̃⊤wt,m

)
∇x̃σ

(
x̃⊤w̃♮

m

)]
+ Ex̃

[
σ′′
(
x̃⊤wt,m

)
σ
(
x̃⊤w̃♮

m

)]
wt,m [by Stein’s Lemma]

=

∞∑
j=0

cj+1Ex̃

[
∇j+1

x̃ σ
(
x̃⊤w̃♮

m

)]
(wt,m)

⊗j

(j + 1)!(j + 1)!
+

∞∑
j=0

cj+2Ex̃

[
∇jx̃σ

(
x̃⊤w̃♮

m

)]
(wt,m)

⊗j

j!(j + 2)!
wt,m

[by Eq. (D.3)]

=
∞∑
j=0

c2j+1

(
w̃♮
m

)⊗(j+1)
(wt,m)

⊗j

(j + 1)!(j + 1)!
+

∞∑
j=0

cj+2cj

(
w̃♮
m

)⊗j
(wt,m)

⊗j

j!(j + 2)!
wt,m

=
∞∑
j=0

c2j+1

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉j
(j + 1)!(j + 1)!

w̃♮
m +

∞∑
j=0

cj+2cj

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉j
j!(j + 2)!

wt,m ,

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.

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

Lemma C.2. Recall Wt := W ♮+AtBt, under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting

and Assumption 4.1, then it holds that

Ex̃ [JWt ] =
(
c21 + c0c2/2

)
(AtBt −∆) +

∑
n≥1,
n odd

Ψt(n) ,
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where

Ψt(n) =
1

4π

Diag

(
⟨wt,1,wt,1⟩n −

〈
w̃♮

1,wt,1

〉n
, ... , ⟨wt,k,wt,k⟩n −

〈
w̃♮
k,wt,k

〉n)
2nn2n!n!

W̃ ♮

+
1

4π

Diag

(
⟨wt,1,wt,1⟩n , ... , ⟨wt,k,wt,k⟩n

)
2nn2n!n!

(AtBt −∆)

− 1

4π

Diag

(
⟨wt,1,wt,1⟩n+1 −

〈
w̃♮

1,wt,1

〉n+1
, ... , ⟨wt,k,wt,k⟩n+1 −

〈
w̃♮
k,wt,k

〉n+1
)

2n+1n(n+ 2)(n+ 1)!(n+ 3)!
Wt .

Also, we have

∥Ψt(n)∥F ≤

(∥W̃ ♮∥opmax

{(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)
,
∥∥∥W̃ ♮

∥∥∥
op

}2n−1

4π2nn(n!)2

+

(
∥W̃ ♮∥op + ∥AtBt −∆∥op

)
max

{(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)
,
∥∥∥W̃ ♮

∥∥∥
op

}2n+1

4π2n+1n(n+ 2)n!(n+ 3)!

+

(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)2n
4π2nn(n!)2

)
∥AtBt −∆∥F .

Proof. We first give some notations here. Let wt,m be the m-th column of Wt ∈ Rd×k, w♮
m be the

m-th column of W̃ ♮, ∆m as the m-th of the low-rank shift ∆, [AtBt]m as the m-th column of AtBt.

By Lemma C.1, we can derive m-th column of Ex̃ [JWt ] for any m = 1, 2, · · · , k as

Ex̃

[
1

N

N∑
i=1

(
σ
(
x̃⊤i wt,m

)
− σ

(
x̃⊤i w̃

♮
m

))
σ′
(
x̃⊤i wt,m

)
x̃i

]

=
∞∑
j=0

c2j+1

(j + 1)!(j + 1)!
⟨wt,m,wt,m⟩j wt,m +

∞∑
j=0

cj+2cj
j!(j + 2)!

⟨wt,m,wt,m⟩j wt,m

−
∞∑
j=0

c2j+1

(j + 1)!(j + 1)!

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉j
w̃♮
m −

∞∑
j=0

cj+2cj
j!(j + 2)!

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉j
wt,m

=
(
c21 + c0c2/2

) (
wt,m − w̃♮

m

)
+

∞∑
j=1

c22j
(2j)!(2j)!

⟨wt,m,wt,m⟩2j−1wt,m +

∞∑
j=1

c2j+2c2j
(2j)!(2j + 2)!

⟨wt,m,wt,m⟩2j wt,m

−
∞∑
j=1

c22j
(2j)!(2j)!

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉2j−1
w̃♮
m −

∞∑
j=1

c2j+2c2j
(2j)!(2j + 2)!

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉2j
wt,m .
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By re-arranging the index of infinite sum, we can obtain

Ex̃

[
1

N

N∑
i=1

(
σ
(
x̃⊤i wt,m

)
− σ

(
x̃⊤i w̃

♮
m

))
σ′
(
x̃⊤i wt,m

)
x̃i

]
=
(
c21 + c0c2/2

)
([AtBt]m −∆m)

+
1

4π

∑
n≥1,
n odd

(
⟨wt,m,wt,m⟩n −

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉n)
2nn2n!n!

w̃♮
m

+
1

4π

∑
n≥1,
n odd

⟨wt,m,wt,m⟩n

2nn2n!n!
([AtBt]m −∆m)

− 1

4π

∑
n≥1,
n odd

(
⟨wt,m,wt,m⟩n+1 −

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉n+1
)

2n+1n(n+ 2)(n+ 1)!(n+ 3)!
wt,m .

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

rm(n) :=
1

4π

(
⟨wt,m,wt,m⟩n −

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉n)
2nn2n!n!

w̃♮
m +

1

4π

⟨wt,m,wt,m⟩n

2nn2n!n!
([AtBt]m −∆m)

− 1

4π

(
⟨wt,m,wt,m⟩n+1 −

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉n+1
)

2n+1n(n+ 2)(n+ 1)!(n+ 3)!
wt,m .

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

Ex̃ [JWt ] =
(
c21 + c0c2/2

)
(AtBt −∆) +

∑
n≥1,
n odd

[
r1(n) . . . rk(n)

]︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Ψt(n)

,

where Ψt(n) can be formulated as

Ψt(n) =
1

4π

Diag

(
⟨wt,1,wt,1⟩n −

〈
w̃♮

1,wt,1

〉n
, ... , ⟨wt,k,wt,k⟩n −

〈
w̃♮
k,wt,k

〉n)
2nn2n!n!

W̃ ♮ (C.7)

+
1

4π

Diag

(
⟨wt,1,wt,1⟩n , ... , ⟨wt,k,wt,k⟩n

)
2nn2n!n!

(AtBt −∆) (C.8)

− 1

4π

Diag

(
⟨wt,1,wt,1⟩n+1 −

〈
w̃♮

1,wt,1

〉n+1
, ... , ⟨wt,k,wt,k⟩n+1 −

〈
w̃♮
k,wt,k

〉n+1
)

2n+1n(n+ 2)(n+ 1)!(n+ 3)!
Wt .

(C.9)

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

4π

Diag

(
⟨wt,1,wt,1⟩n −

〈
w̃♮

1,wt,1

〉n
, ... , ⟨wt,k,wt,k⟩n −

〈
w̃♮
k,wt,k

〉n)
2nn2n!n!

W̃ ♮

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

F

≤

∥∥∥W̃ ♮
∥∥∥2
op

16π222nn4(n!)4

k∑
m=1

(
⟨wt,m,wt,m⟩n −

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉n)2

≤

∥∥∥W̃ ♮
∥∥∥2
op

16π222nn4(n!)4

k∑
m=1

(
n max

{
∥wt,m∥2 ,

∥∥∥w̃♮
m

∥∥∥
2

}2n−1
∥[AtBt]m −∆m∥2

)2

[
by
∣∣⟨u ,u⟩j − ⟨u ,v⟩j

∣∣ ≤ j max {∥u∥2 , ∥v∥2}
2j−1 ∥u− v∥2 in Lemma D.5

]

≤

∥∥∥W̃ ♮
∥∥∥2
op

16π222nn2(n!)4

k∑
m=1

(
max

{
(1 + ∥ [AtBt]m −∆m∥2 + ∥∆m∥2) ,

∥∥∥w̃♮
m

∥∥∥
2

}2n−1
∥[AtBt]m −∆m∥2

)2

[by Assumption 4.1 and triangle inequality ∥wt,m∥2 ≤ 1 + ∥ [AtBt]m −∆m∥2 + ∥∆m∥2]

≤

∥∥∥W̃ ♮
∥∥∥2
op
max

{(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)
,
∥∥∥W̃ ♮

∥∥∥
op

}4n−2

16π222nn2(n!)4
∥AtBt −∆∥2F ,

where the last inequality holds by maxj ∥aj∥2 ≤ ∥A∥op for any matrix A = [a1,a2, · · · ,ak] ∈ Rd×k.
Accordingly, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

1

4π

Diag

(
⟨wt,1,wt,1⟩n −

〈
w̃♮

1,wt,1

〉n
, ... , ⟨wt,k,wt,k⟩n −

〈
w̃♮
k,wt,k

〉n)
2nn2n!n!

W̃ ♮

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

≤

∥∥∥W̃ ♮
∥∥∥
op
max

{(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)
,
∥∥∥W̃ ♮

∥∥∥
op

}2n−1

4π2nn(n!)2
∥AtBt −∆∥F .

Regarding the second term (C.8), we have∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

4π

Diag

(
⟨wt,1,wt,1⟩n , ... , ⟨wt,k,wt,k⟩n

)
2nn2n!n!

(AtBt −∆)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

≤

(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)2n
4π2nn(n!)2

∥AtBt −∆∥F .
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Regarding the third term (C.9), we can also have∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

4π

Diag

(
⟨wt,1,wt,1⟩n+1 −

〈
w̃♮

1,wt,1

〉n+1
, ... , ⟨wt,k,wt,k⟩n+1 −

〈
w̃♮
k,wt,k

〉n+1
)

2n+1n(n+ 2)(n+ 1)!(n+ 3)!
Wt

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

F

≤
(

∥Wt∥op
4π2n+1n(n+ 2)(n+ 1)!(n+ 3)!

)2 k∑
m=1

(
⟨wt,m,wt,m⟩n+1 −

〈
w̃♮
m,wt,m

〉n+1
)2

≤
(

∥Wt∥op
4π2n+1n(n+ 2)(n+ 1)!(n+ 3)!

)2 k∑
m=1

(
(n+ 1) max

{
∥wt,m∥2 ,

∥∥∥w̃♮
m

∥∥∥
2

}2n+1
∥[AtBt]m −∆m∥2

)2

[
by
∣∣⟨u ,u⟩j − ⟨u ,v⟩j

∣∣ ≤ j max {∥u∥2 , ∥v∥2}
2j−1 ∥u− v∥2 in Lemma D.5

]

≤


(
∥W̃ ♮∥op + ∥AtBt −∆∥op

)
max

{(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)
,
∥∥∥W̃ ♮

∥∥∥
op

}2n+1

4π2n+1n(n+ 2)n!(n+ 3)!


2

∥AtBt −∆∥2F .

Finally, combining the above three terms, we obtain

∥Ψt(n)∥F ≤

(∥W̃ ♮∥opmax

{(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)
,
∥∥∥W̃ ♮

∥∥∥
op

}2n−1

4π2nn(n!)2

+

(
∥W̃ ♮∥op + ∥AtBt −∆∥op

)
max

{(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)
,
∥∥∥W̃ ♮

∥∥∥
op

}2n+1

4π2n+1n(n+ 2)n!(n+ 3)!

+

(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)2n
4π2nn(n!)2

)
∥AtBt −∆∥F ,

which completes the proof.

C.1.2 Concentration of Empirical Gradients

In this part, we aim to provide the concentration of empirical gradient JWt := Γ1,t−Γ2,t ∈ Rd×k
in Frobenius norm. Recall Wt := W ♮ + AtBt and wt,m is the corresponding m-th column of

Wt, denote x̃i,j as the j-th element of x̃i, for notational simplicity, we define each element of

JWt := Γ1,t − Γ2,t as

cjt,m (x̃i) :=
(
σ
(
x̃⊤i w̃

♮
m

)
− σ

(
x̃⊤i w

♮
t,m

))
σ′
(
x̃⊤i w

♮
t,m

)
x̃i,j ∈ R , for 1 ≤ m ≤ k , 1 ≤ i ≤ N , 1 ≤ j ≤ d ,

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

JWt =
1

N

N∑
i=1

c
1
t,1 (x̃i) . . . c1t,k (x̃i)

...
. . .

...

cdt,1 (x̃i) . . . cdt,k (x̃i)

 ∈ Rd×k ,
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and ∥∥∥∥JWt − Ex̃ [JWt ]

∥∥∥∥2
F

=
d∑
j=1

k∑
m=1

(
1

N

N∑
i=1

cjt,m (x̃i)− Ex̃

[
cjt,m (x̃)

])2

.

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
(
−Nϵ2

)
for a universal constant C > 0 and ϵ ∈ (0, 1), we have∣∣∣∣∣ 1N

N∑
i=1

cjt,m (x̃i)− Ex̃

[
cjt,m (x̃)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C∗K2ϵ∥w̃♮
m −w♮

t,m∥2 ,

for some absolute constant C∗ > 0 and K =
√

8/3.

Proof. Since x̃i,j ∼ N (0 , 1) for ∀ 1 ≤ m ≤ k and ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ d, then we have that K := ∥x̃i,j∥ψ2 =√
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 λ ∈ R, we have the following moment generating

function

E
[
exp

(
λ
∣∣∣(σ (x̃⊤i w̃♮

m

)
− σ

(
x̃⊤i w

♮
t,m

))
σ′
(
x̃⊤i w

♮
t,m

)∣∣∣)]
≤E

[
exp

(
λ
∣∣∣〈x̃i , w̃♮

m −w♮
t,m

〉∣∣∣)] [by Lipschitz continuity of σ and σ′]

≤E
[
exp

(
(C∗)2λ2

∥∥∥∣∣∣〈x̃i , w̃♮
m −w♮

t,m

〉∣∣∣∥∥∥2
ψ2

)]
, [by subgaussian property]

for some constant C∗ > 0, which implies∥∥∥(σ (x̃⊤i w̃♮
m

)
− σ

(
x̃⊤i w

♮
t,m

))
σ′
(
x̃⊤i w

♮
t,m

)∥∥∥2
ψ2

≤ (C∗)2
∥∥∥∣∣∣〈x̃i , w̃♮

m −w♮
t,m

〉∣∣∣∥∥∥2
ψ2

= (C∗K)2∥w̃♮
m −w♮

t,m∥22 ,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that ∥X∥ψ2 = Ks if X ∼ N (0, s2). Therefore, by

Vershynin (2018, Lemma 2.7.7), this implies cjt,m (x̃i) is sub-exponential with

Bt,m := ∥cjt,m (x̃) ∥ψ1 ≤ ∥x̃i,j∥ψ2

∥∥∥(σ (x̃⊤i w̃♮
m

)
− σ

(
x̃⊤i w

♮
t,m

))
σ′
(
x̃⊤i w

♮
t,m

)∥∥∥
ψ2

≤ C∗K2∥w̃♮
m −w♮

t,m∥2 .

(C.10)

Then, let ϵt,m = C∗K2ϵ∥w̃♮
m − w♮

t,m∥2 for ϵ ∈ (0 , 1), we can apply Bernstein’s inequality for

sub-exponential variables Vershynin (2018, Corollary 2.8.3)

P

(∣∣∣∣∣ 1N
N∑
i=1

cjt,m (x̃i)− Ex̃

[
cjt,m (x̃)

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ ϵt,m

)

≤2C exp

(
−N min

{
ϵt,m
Bt,m

,
ϵ2t,m
B2
t,m

})
[ for some constant C > 0]

≤2C exp
(
−Nϵ2

)
[by Eq. (C.10) and ϵ ∈ (0 , 1)]
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Theorem C.4. Suppose ϵ ∈ (0, 1), under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, then

with probability at least 1− 2Cdk exp
(
−Nϵ2

)
for a universal constant C > 0, we have∥∥∥∥JWt − Ex̃ [JWt ]

∥∥∥∥
F

≤ C∗K2
√
dϵ∥AtBt −∆∥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
(
−Nϵ2

)
for a universal constant C > 0, we have

∥∥∥∥JWt − Ex̃ [JWt ]

∥∥∥∥2
F

=
d∑
j=1

k∑
m=1

(
1

N

N∑
i=1

cjt,m (x̃i)− Ex̃

[
cjt,m (x̃)

])2

≤
d∑
j=1

k∑
m=1

ϵ2t,m

≤
d∑
j=1

k∑
m=1

(C∗K2)2ϵ2∥w̃♮
m −w♮

t,m∥22

= d(C∗K2)2ϵ2∥AtBt −∆∥2F ,

which implies ∥∥∥∥JWt − Ex̃ [JWt ]

∥∥∥∥
F

≤ C∗K2
√
dϵ∥AtBt −∆∥F ,

which finishes the proof.

Lemma C.5. Recall G♮ := −∇L(W ♮) = JW ♮ , under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear

setting and Assumption 4.1, with (Spectral-init), suppose ϵ ≤ ρ

3C∗K2γ
√
2dr∗κ

for some ρ > 0 and we

set

γ ∈
[
1

cH
− ρ

3cHκ
√
2r∗

,
1

cH
+

ρ

3cHκ
√
2r∗

]
, with cH :=

1

4
+

1

4π

∑
n≥1,
n odd

2−nn−2(n!)−2 , (C.11)

then with probability at least 1− 2Cdk exp(−Nϵ2) for a universal constant C > 0, it holds that

∥A0B0 −∆∥F ≤ ρλ∗
r∗ .

Remark Notice that computing the exact value of cH is difficult. However, because of the super-

fast decay of Hermite coefficients of ReLU σ, we can approximate cH very well by only three higher

order terms, i.e. n ∈ {1 , 3 , 5}, which is cH ≃ 0.28982. The residual terms which the corresponding

order bigger than 5 are negligible. For example, when n = 7, 1
4π2nn2(n!)2

≃ 4.99× 10−13.
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Proof. Recall Γ♮1 and Γ♮2 defined in Eq. (C.4), by Lemma C.1, we can obtain

Ex̃

[
Γ♮1

]
=

∞∑
j=0

{
c2j+1

(j + 1)!(j + 1)!
Diag

((
W ♮ +∆

)⊤
W ♮

)j (
W ♮ +∆

)

+
cj+2cj

j!(j + 2)!
Diag

((
W ♮ +∆

)⊤
W ♮

)j
W ♮

}

=

∞∑
j=0

{
c2j+1

(j + 1)!(j + 1)!
Diag

((
W ♮

)⊤
W ♮

)j (
W ♮ +∆

)

+
cj+2cj

j!(j + 2)!
Diag

((
W ♮

)⊤
W ♮

)j
W ♮

}
, [by Assumption 4.1]

and

Ex̃

[
Γ♮2

]
=

∞∑
j=0

(
c2j+1

(j + 1)!(j + 1)!
Diag

((
W ♮

)⊤
W ♮

)j
+

cj+2cj
j!(j + 2)!

Diag

((
W ♮

)⊤
W ♮

)j)
W ♮ .

Therefore, taking the Hermite coefficients by Eq. (D.3), we have

Ex̃

[
G♮
]
=

∞∑
j=0

(
c2j+1

(j + 1)!(j + 1)!
Diag

((
W ♮

)⊤
W ♮

)j (
W ♮ +∆

)
(C.12)

−
c2j+1

(j + 1)!(j + 1)!
Diag

((
W ♮

)⊤
W ♮

)j
W ♮

)

=
∞∑
j=0

c2j+1

(j + 1)!(j + 1)!
Diag

((
W ♮

)⊤
W ♮

)j
∆

=
∞∑
j=0

c2j+1

(j + 1)!(j + 1)!
∆ [by Assumption 4.1]

=

c21 +
1

4π

∑
n≥1,
n odd

1

2nn2(n!)2


︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=cH

∆ . (C.13)

Following Theorem C.4, we replace Wt with W ♮ and then obtain the following concentration with

the probability at least 1− 2Cdk exp(−Nϵ2) for a universal constant C > 0∥∥∥G♮ − Ex̃

[
G♮
]∥∥∥

F
≤ ρ∥∆∥F

3
√
2r∗γκ

≤ ρ
√
r∗∥∆∥op

3
√
2r∗γκ

=
ρλ∗

r∗

3
√
2r∗γ

,
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where ϵ ≤ ρ

2C∗K2γ
√
2dr∗κ

for ρ > 0. Besides, we have∣∣∣γλr∗+1

(
G♮
)
− λr∗+1

(
γEx̃

[
G♮
])∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣γλr∗+1

(
G♮
)
− λr∗+1 (∆)

∣∣∣
= γλr∗+1

(
G♮
)

[since Rank(∆) = r∗]

≤ γ
∥∥∥G♮ − Ex̃

[
G♮
]∥∥∥

op
[by Weyl’s inequality]

≤ γ
∥∥∥G♮ − Ex̃

[
G♮
]∥∥∥

F

≤ ρλ∗
r∗

3
√
2r∗

, [by Eq. (C.11)]

which implies

λr∗+1

(
G♮
)
≤ ρλ∗

r∗

3
√
2r∗γ

, (C.14)

due to Rank
(
Ex̃

[
G♮
])

= Rank(∆) = r∗ by Eq. (C.13). Then, we have

∥A0B0 −∆∥op ≤
∥∥∥A0B0 − γG♮

∥∥∥
op

+ γ
∥∥∥G♮ − Ex̃

[
G♮
]∥∥∥

op
+
∥∥∥γEx̃

[
G♮
]
−∆

∥∥∥
op

≤
∥∥∥A0B0 − γG♮

∥∥∥
op

+ γ
∥∥∥G♮ − Ex̃

[
G♮
]∥∥∥

F
+ |γcH − 1| ∥∆∥op [by Eq. (C.13)]

≤
∥∥∥A0B0 − γG♮

∥∥∥
op

+
2ρλ∗

r∗

3
√
2r∗[

by Eq. (C.11) and γ ∈
[

1
cH
− ρ

3cHκ
√
2r∗

, 1
cH

+ ρ

3cHκ
√
2r∗

]]
≤ γλr∗+1

(
G♮
)
+

2ρλ∗
r∗

3
√
2r∗

≤ ρλ∗
r∗√
2r∗

. [by Eq. (C.14)]

Since we work in the exact-rank case Rank (AtBt) ≤ r = r∗ with Rank(∆) = r∗, then Rank(A0B0−
∆) ≤ 2r∗, which implies

∥A0B0 −∆∥F ≤
√
2r∗ ∥A0B0 −∆∥op ≤ ρλ∗

r∗ .

C.2 LoRA Training under Spectral Initialization

C.2.1 Preconditioned Gradient Descent

Recall the loss of LoRA fine-tuning:

L̃ (At ,Bt) =
1

2N

∥∥∥σ (X̃ (
W ♮ +AtBt

))
− σ

(
X̃W̃ ♮

)∥∥∥2
F
.
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Then, we employ the following preconditioned gradient updates for LoRA fine-tuning

At+1 = At + ηJWtB
⊤
t

(
BtB

⊤
t

)−1
, (C.15)

and

Bt+1 = Bt + η
(
A⊤
tAt

)−1
A⊤
t JWt . (C.16)

Similar to the linear case, we define the following notations

• SVD of product matrix AtBt := UtStV⊤t , where Ut ∈ Rd×r, St ∈ Rr∗×r, and Vt ∈ Rk×r.

• The left singular matrix of At as UAt ∈ Rd×r.

• The right singular matrix of Bt as VBt ∈ Rk×r.

Lemma C.6. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, we update At and Bt via

Eq. (C.15) and Eq. (C.16) under spectral initialization (Spectral-init), then we have the following

recursion

At+1Bt+1 −∆ = (1− 2ηcH)UAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)VBtV
⊤
Bt

+ (1− ηcH)
(
Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)VBtV

⊤
Bt

+ (1− ηcH)UAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)
(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)
+
(
Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)

(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)
+ ηΞtVBtV

⊤
Bt

+ ηUAtU
⊤
At

Ξt + η2JWtVtS−1
t U⊤t JWt , (C.17)

where cH is defined in Eq. (C.13) and

Ξt := JWt − cH (AtBt −∆) .

Then, by choosing η ∈ (0 , 1
2cH

), we have the associated upper bound in Frobenius norm

∥At+1Bt+1 −∆∥F (C.18)

≤(1− 2ηcH)
∥∥∥UAtU

⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)VBtV
⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F

+ (1− cHη)
∥∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)VBtV

⊤
Bt

+UAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)
(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F

+
∥∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)

(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F

+ 2η ∥Ξt∥F + η2
∥∥∥JWtVtS−1

t U⊤t JWt

∥∥∥
F
. (C.19)
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Proof. By the preconditioned update in Eq. (C.15) and Eq. (C.16), we can construct

At+1Bt+1 −∆ = AtBt −∆

− ηJWtB
⊤
t

(
BtB

⊤
t

)−1
Bt − ηAt

(
A⊤
tAt

)−1
A⊤
t JWt

+ η2JWtB
⊤
t (BtB

⊤
t )

−1(A⊤
tAt)

−1A⊤
t JWt

= AtBt −∆

− ηcH(AtBt −∆)B⊤
t

(
BtB

⊤
t

)−1
Bt + ηΞtB

⊤
t

(
BtB

⊤
t

)−1
Bt

− ηcHAt

(
A⊤
tAt

)−1
A⊤
t (AtBt −∆) + ηAt

(
A⊤
tAt

)−1
A⊤
t Ξt

+ η2JWtB
⊤
t (BtB

⊤
t )

−1(A⊤
tAt)

−1A⊤
t JWt

= AtBt −∆

− ηcH(AtBt −∆)VBtV
⊤
Bt

+ ηΞtVBtV
⊤
Bt

− ηcHUAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆) + ηUAtU
⊤
At

Ξt

+ η2JWtVtS−1
t U⊤t JWt ,

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

from our definition on cH > 0 in Eq. (C.13) and Ξt := JWt − cH (AtBt −∆). We can continue to

expand

At+1Bt+1 −∆ =
(
Id −UAtU

⊤
At

+UAtU
⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)

(
Id − VBtV

⊤
Bt

+ VBtV
⊤
Bt

)
− ηcH

(
Id −UAtU

⊤
At

+UAtU
⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)VBtV

⊤
Bt

− ηcHUAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)
(
Id − VBtV

⊤
Bt

+ VBtV
⊤
Bt

)
+ ηΞtVBtV

⊤
Bt

+ ηUAtU
⊤
At

Ξt + η2JWtVtS−1
t U⊤t JWt

= (1− 2ηcH)UAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)VBtV
⊤
Bt

+ (1− ηcH)
(
Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)VBtV

⊤
Bt

+ (1− ηcH)UAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)
(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)
+
(
Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)

(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)
+ ηΞtVBtV

⊤
Bt

+ ηUAtU
⊤
At

Ξt + η2JWtVtS−1
t U⊤t JWt .

Based on the above formulation, suppose η ∈
(
0 , 1

2cH

)
, we can derive the following upper bound by
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triangle inequality

∥At+1Bt+1 −∆∥F (C.20)

≤
∥∥∥(1− 2ηcH)UAtU

⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)VBtV
⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F

+
∥∥∥(1− ηcH)

(
Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)VBtV

⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F

+
∥∥∥(1− ηcH)UAtU

⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)
(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F

+
∥∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)

(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F

+ η
∥∥∥ΞtVBtV

⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F
+ η

∥∥∥UAtU
⊤
At

Ξt

∥∥∥
F
+ η2

∥∥∥JWtVtS−1
t U⊤t JWt

∥∥∥
F

[by triangle inequality]

≤(1− 2ηcH)
∥∥∥UAtU

⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)VBtV
⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F

+ (1− cHη)
∥∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)VBtV

⊤
Bt

+UAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)
(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F

+
∥∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)

(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F

+ 2η ∥Ξt∥F + η2
∥∥∥JWtVtS−1

t U⊤t JWt

∥∥∥
F
,

[
since η ∈

(
0 , 1

2cH

)]
which proves the claim.

In order to derive the convergence rate of ∥At+1Bt+1 −∆∥F in the above terms, we need to

provide the estimation of the following four terms

∥Ξt∥F ,
∥∥∥JWtVtS−1

t U⊤t JWt

∥∥∥
F
,∥∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)VBtV

⊤
Bt

+UAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)
(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F
,∥∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)

(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F
.

which are important elements in Eq. (C.18). We firstly prove the upper bound for ∥Ξt∥F and∥∥JWtVtS−1
t U⊤t JWt

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

remaining three terms which are the most technical part. All of these three terms rely on the

condition ∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤ ρλ∗
r∗ and we will prove it by induction finally in Theorem C.10.

Lemma C.7. For any ρ ∈ (0, 1), suppose ϵ ≤ ρ

3C∗K2γ
√
2dr∗κ

with γ ∈
[

1
cH
− ρ

3cHκ
√
2r∗

, 1
cH

+ ρ

3cHκ
√
2r∗

]
,

where cH is defined in Eq. (C.13), assume ∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤ ρλ∗
r∗ , under assumptions in Section 2.1

for the nonlinear setting, Assumption 4.1, and Assumption 4.2, then with probability at least

1− 2Cdk exp
(
−ϵ2N

)
for a universal constant C > 0, we have

∥Ξt∥F ≤
(
h(ρ) + C∗K2

√
dϵ
)
∥AtBt −∆∥F ,
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where

h(ρ) :=

( √
2+1
2

(√
2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)
+
(√

2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)2
8π

+

(√
2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)4
1152π

+

√
2+1
2

(√
2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)5
+
(√

2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)6
1728π

+

(√
2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)8
2073600π

)
. (C.21)

Proof. Recall Ξt := JWt − cH (AtBt −∆), then with probability at least 1− 2Cdk exp
(
−ϵ2N

)
for

a universal constant C > 0, we have

∥Ξt∥F = ∥cH (AtBt −∆)− Ex̃ [JWt ] + Ex̃ [JWt ]− JWt∥F
≤ ∥cH (AtBt −∆)− Ex̃ [JWt ]∥F + ∥Ex̃ [JWt ]− JWt∥F

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
n≥1,
n odd

Ψt(n)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

+ ∥Ex̃ [JWt ]− JWt∥F [by Lemma C.2]

≤
∑
n≥1,
n odd

∥Ψt(n)∥F + ∥Ex̃ [JWt ]− JWt∥F

≤

(∥W̃ ♮∥opmax

{(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)
,
∥∥∥W̃ ♮

∥∥∥
op

}2n−1

4π2nn(n!)2

+

(
∥W̃ ♮∥op + ∥AtBt −∆∥op

)
max

{(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)
,
∥∥∥W̃ ♮

∥∥∥
op

}2n+1

4π2n+1n(n+ 2)n!(n+ 3)!

+

(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)2n
4π2nn(n!)2

)
∥AtBt −∆∥F [by Lemma C.2]

+ C∗K2
√
dϵ ∥AtBt −∆∥F . [by Theorem C.4]

Note that for any odd n ≥ 1, we have

n(n!)2

(n+ 2)((n+ 2)!)2
=

n

(n+ 2)3(n+ 1)2
<

1

2
,

n(n+ 2)n!(n+ 3)!

(n+ 2)(n+ 4)(n+ 2)!(n+ 5)!
<

1

2
.

According to our assumption ∥AtBt − ∆∥F ≤ ρλ∗
r∗ for ρ ∈ (0, 1), then by Assumption 4.1 and

Assumption 4.2, we have

1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op ≤ 1 + (1 + ρ) ∥∆∥op ≤
√
2 + 1

2
+

ρ(
√
2− 1)

2
,

and

∥W̃ ♮∥op ≤ 1 + ∥∆∥op ≤
√
2 + 1

2
,
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which implies

∥W̃ ♮∥opmax

{(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)
,
∥∥∥W̃ ♮

∥∥∥
op

}2n−1

2n
≤

√
2+1
2

(√
2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)2n−1

2n
≤ 1 ,(

1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op
)2n

4π2nn(n!)2
≤

(√
2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)2n
2n

≤ 1 ,(
∥W̃ ♮∥op + ∥AtBt −∆∥op

)
max

{(
1 + ∥AtBt −∆∥op + ∥∆∥op

)
,
∥∥∥W̃ ♮

∥∥∥
op

}2n+1

2n+1

≤

(√
2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)2(n+1)

2n+1
≤ 1 .

Through above characterization of the decay, to obtain a tight upper bound, here we propose to use∑
n≥1,
n odd

∥Ψt(n)∥F ≤ ∥Ψt(1)∥F + 2 ∥Ψt(3)∥F

≤

( √
2+1
2

(√
2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)
+
(√

2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)2
8π

+

(√
2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)4
1152π

+

√
2+1
2

(√
2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)5
+
(√

2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)6
1728π

+

(√
2+1
2 + ρ(

√
2−1)
2

)8
2073600π

)
∥AtBt −∆∥F ,

which completes the proof.

Lemma C.8. Under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, suppose ∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤
ρλ∗

r∗ for ρ > 0, with probability at least 1− 2C exp
(
−ϵ2N

)
for some constants C > 0, it holds that∥∥∥JWtVtS−1

t U⊤t JWt

∥∥∥
F
≤ (1 + ϵ)2

ρ

1− ρ
∥AtBt −∆∥F .

Proof. First, with probability at least 1− 2C exp
(
−ϵ2N

)
for some constants C > 0, we can derive∥∥∥JWtVtS−1

t U⊤t JWt

∥∥∥
F
≤ ∥JWt∥

2
F

∥∥∥VtS−1
t U⊤t

∥∥∥
op

=

∥∥∥∥ 1
N X̃⊤

(
σ
(
X̃(W ♮ +AtBt)

)
− σ

(
X̃W̃ ♮

))
⊙ σ′

(
X̃(W ♮ +AtBt)

)∥∥∥∥2
F

λr (AtBt)

≤

∥∥∥ 1
N X̃⊤X̃(AtBt −∆)

∥∥∥2
F

λr (AtBt)
[by Lipschitz continuity of σ , σ′]

≤
(

1

N
λ2
1(X̃)

)2 ∥AtBt −∆∥2F
λr (AtBt)

≤ (1 + ϵ)2
ρ

1− ρ
∥AtBt −∆∥F , [by concentration of operator norm]
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where the last equality follows from r = r∗ and

λr (AtBt) ≥ λr∗(∆)− ∥AtBt −∆∥F ≥ (1− ρ)λr∗(∆) .

With Lemma C.7 and Lemma C.8, now we can prove for the other three terms.

Lemma C.9. Suppose ∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤ ρλ∗
r∗ with ρ ∈ [0 , 1/4], then it holds that∥∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
∆
(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F
≤ ρ√

1− 8ρ2
∥AtBt −∆∥F ,

and ∥∥∥(Id −UAtU
⊤
At

)
∆VBtV

⊤
Bt

+UAtU
⊤
At

∆
(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F
≤ ∥AtBt −∆∥F .

Proof. First, we recall

Zt =

[
At

B⊤
t

]
, Zt =

[
At

−B⊤
t

]
,

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

P(Zt) :=

[
At(A

⊤
tAt)

−1

B⊤
t (BtB

⊤
t )

−1

]
, P(Zt) :=

[
At(A

⊤
tAt)

−1

−B⊤
t (BtB

⊤
t )

−1

]
, ∆̂ :=

[
0d×d ∆

∆⊤ 0k×k

]
.

Next, we observe that

1

2

(
ZtZ

⊤
t −ZtZ

⊤
t

)
− ∆̂ =

[
0d×d AtBt −∆

(AtBt −∆)⊤ 0k×k

]
,

leading to∥∥∥∥12 (ZtZ
⊤
t −ZtZ

⊤
t

)
− ∆̂

∥∥∥∥
op

= ∥AtBt −∆∥op ,

∥∥∥∥12 (ZtZ
⊤
t −ZtZ

⊤
t

)
− ∆̂

∥∥∥∥
F

=
√
2 ∥AtBt −∆∥F .

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

∆̂ =
[
Φ Φ

] [ S∗ 0r∗×r∗

0r∗×r∗ −S∗

] [
Φ Φ

]⊤
= ΦS∗Φ⊤ −ΦS∗Φ⊤ , where Φ =

1√
2

[
U

V

]
,Φ =

1√
2

[
U

−V

]
.

(C.22)

Notice that we can also obtain the SVD of ∆̂ as

∆̂ = Û ŜV̂⊤ =
[
Φ Φ

]︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Û

[
S∗ 0r∗×r∗

0r∗×r∗ S∗

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ŝ

[
Φ −Φ

]⊤︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=V̂⊤

. (C.23)

Notice that ∆̂ is a low-rank matrix with rank-2r∗ because of Rank (∆) = r∗. If 1
2

(
ZtZ

⊤
t −ZtZ

⊤
t

)
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recovers ∆̂, this indicates that the top-2r∗ subspace of 1
2

(
ZtZ

⊤
t −ZtZ

⊤
t

)
will align to ∆̂ perfectly.

Next, we can derive the projection matrix for the top-2r∗ subspace of 1
2

(
ZtZ

⊤
t −ZtZ

⊤
t

)
. First, we

have

ZtP⊤(Zt) =

[
At(A

⊤
tAt)

−1A⊤
t At(BtB

⊤
t )

−1Bt

B⊤
t (A

⊤
tAt)

−1A⊤
t B⊤

t (BtB
⊤
t )

−1Bt

]
,

which can imply

1

2
ZtP⊤(Zt)ZtZ

⊤
t =

1

2

[
At(A

⊤
tAt)

−1A⊤
t At(BtB

⊤
t )

−1Bt

B⊤
t (A

⊤
tAt)

−1A⊤
t B⊤

t (BtB
⊤
t )

−1Bt

] [
AtA

⊤
t AtBt

B⊤
t A

⊤
t B⊤

t Bt

]
=

1

2

[
AtA

⊤
t AtBt

B⊤
t A

⊤
t B⊤

t Bt

]
=

1

2
ZtZ

⊤
t .

Similarly, we can derive

1

2
ZtP⊤(Zt)ZtZ

⊤
t =

1

2

[
AtA

⊤
t −AtBt

−B⊤
t A

⊤
t B⊤

t Bt

]
=

1

2
ZtZ

⊤
t .

Additionally, we have

1

2
ZtP⊤(Zt)ZtZ

⊤
t = 0(d+k)×(d+k) ,

1

2
ZtP⊤(Zt)ZtZ

⊤
t = 0(d+k)×(d+k) .

Base on the above identity, we can obtain that the subspace of ZtZ
⊤
t is orthogonal to the subspace of

ZtZ
⊤
t . Since Rank

(
ZtZ

⊤
t

)
≤ r and Rank

(
ZtZ

⊤
t

)
≤ r, then we have that Rank

(
ZtZ

⊤
t −ZtZ

⊤
t

)
≤

2r∗ since r = r∗. Therefore, we can construct a valid projection matrix

Pt := ZtP⊤(Zt) +ZtP⊤(Zt) , (C.24)

which satisfies

1

2
Pt

(
ZtZ

⊤
t −ZtZ

⊤
t

)
=

1

2

(
ZtZ

⊤
t −ZtZ

⊤
t

)
,

and

1

2
(Id+k −Pt)

(
ZtZ

⊤
t −ZtZ

⊤
t

)
= 0(d+k)×(d+k) . (C.25)

Also, we can verify that Pt is symmetric and PtPt = Pt. Therefore we can conclude that Pt is the

projection matrix which maps matrices or vectors to the top-2r subspace of 1
2

(
ZtZ

⊤
t −ZtZ

⊤
t

)
. For

notational simplicity, here we fix the timestamp t and denote

F :=
1

2
√
2

(
ZtZ

⊤
t −ZtZ

⊤
t

)
,

which means ∥∥∥∥∥F − ∆̂√
2

∥∥∥∥∥
F

= ∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤ ρλ∗
r∗ . (C.26)
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Next, we define Pt := LL⊤ ∈ R(d+k)×(d+k) with

L =

[
UAt 0d×r
0k×r VBt

]
∈ R(d+k)×2r ,

and (Id+k −Pt) = L⊥L
⊤
⊥ where

L⊥ =

[
UAt,⊥ 0d×(k−r)
0k×(d−r) VBt,⊥

]
∈ R(d+k)×(d+k−2r) ,

then we have∥∥∥∥∥F − ∆̂√
2

∥∥∥∥∥
2

F

=

∥∥∥∥∥
[
L⊤

L⊤
⊥

](
F − ∆̂√

2

)[
L L⊥

]∥∥∥∥∥
F

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L⊤FL−L⊤ ∆̂√

2
L −L⊤ ∆̂√

2
L⊥

−L⊤
⊥

∆̂√
2
L L⊤

⊥
∆̂√
2
L⊥

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

F

[by Eq. (C.25)]

=

∥∥∥∥L⊤FL− 1√
2
L⊤∆̂L

∥∥∥∥2
F

+
1

2

∥∥∥L⊤
⊥∆̂L

∥∥∥2
F
+

1

2

∥∥∥L⊤∆̂L⊥

∥∥∥2
F
+

1

2

∥∥∥L⊤
⊥∆̂L⊥

∥∥∥2
F
.

(C.27)

Since Id+k −Pt = L⊥L
⊤
⊥, then we have∥∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
∆
(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F
=

1√
2

∥∥∥L⊤
⊥∆̂L⊥

∥∥∥
F
. (C.28)

Next, by Eq. (C.27), we have
∥∥∥F − ∆̂√

2

∥∥∥2
F
≥ 1

2

∥∥∥L⊤
⊥∆̂L

∥∥∥2
F
+ 1

2

∥∥∥L⊤∆̂L⊥

∥∥∥2
F
, leading to

1
2

∥∥∥L⊤
⊥∆̂L⊥

∥∥∥2
F∥∥∥F − ∆̂√

2

∥∥∥2
F

≤
1
2

∥∥∥L⊤
⊥∆̂L⊥

∥∥∥2
F

1
2

∥∥∥L⊤
⊥∆̂L

∥∥∥2
F
+ 1

2

∥∥∥L⊤∆̂L⊥

∥∥∥2
F

. (C.29)

The technical part is to lower bound
∥∥∥L⊤

⊥∆̂L
∥∥∥2
F
and

∥∥∥L⊤∆̂L⊥

∥∥∥2
F
, we will rely on the following

decomposition which based on Eq. (C.23), i.e.∥∥∥L⊤
⊥∆̂L

∥∥∥2
F
=
∥∥∥L⊤

⊥Û ŜV̂⊤L
∥∥∥2
F

=

∥∥∥∥(L⊤
⊥Û Ŝ1/2

)(
L⊤V̂ Ŝ1/2

)⊤∥∥∥∥2
F

= tr

((
L⊤V̂ Ŝ1/2

)(
L⊤

⊥Û Ŝ1/2
)⊤ (

L⊤
⊥Û Ŝ1/2

)(
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)⊤)
= tr

((
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)⊤ (
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)(
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⊥Û Ŝ1/2
)⊤ (
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))
= tr

((
Ŝ1/2V̂⊤LL⊤V̂ Ŝ1/2

)(
Ŝ1/2Û⊤L⊥L

⊤
⊥Û Ŝ1/2

))
.
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Notice that Ŝ1/2V̂⊤LL⊤V̂ Ŝ1/2 and Ŝ1/2Û⊤L⊥L
⊤
⊥Û Ŝ1/2 are two positive semi-definite matrices,

then by lower bound of trace of product of positive semi-definite matrices, using Weyl inequality,

we have ∥∥∥L⊤
⊥∆̂L

∥∥∥2
F
≥ λ2r∗

(
Ŝ1/2V̂⊤LL⊤V̂ Ŝ1/2

)∥∥∥Ŝ1/2Û⊤L⊥L
⊤
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∥∥∥
F

≥ λ∗
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(
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⊤
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∥∥∥
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⊤
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⊤
⊥

∥∥∥
F
,

where the last equality follows from∥∥∥Ŝ1/2Û⊤L⊥L
⊤
⊥Û Ŝ1/2

∥∥∥2
F
= tr

(
Ŝ1/2Û⊤L⊥L

⊤
⊥Û ŜÛ⊤L⊥L

⊤
⊥Û Ŝ1/2

)
= tr

(
Ŝ1/2Û⊤L⊥L

⊤
⊥

(
L⊥L

⊤
⊥Û ŜÛ⊤L⊥L

⊤
⊥

)
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⊤
⊥Û Ŝ1/2

)
= tr

((
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⊤
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)(
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))
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⊤
⊥

∥∥∥2
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.

Similarly, we have∥∥∥L⊤∆̂L⊥

∥∥∥2
F
≥ λ∗

r∗ × λ2r∗

(
Û⊤LL⊤Û

)∥∥∥L⊥L
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.

Next, we can derive∥∥∥L⊥L
⊤
⊥Û ŜÛ⊤L⊥L

⊤
⊥

∥∥∥2
F
=
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)
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⊤
⊥
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[by Eq. (C.22)]

=
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⊥

∥∥∥2
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⊤
⊥

∥∥∥2
F
=
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⊤
⊥

(
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[by Eq. (C.22)]

=
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⊥
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Also, we can obtain∥∥∥L⊤
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[by Eq. (C.22)]

=
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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〈
L⊥L

⊤
⊥ΦS∗Φ⊤L⊥L

⊤
⊥ ,L⊥L

⊤
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〉
= tr

((
L⊥L

⊤
⊥ΦS∗Φ⊤L⊥L

⊤
⊥

)(
L⊥L

⊤
⊥ΦS∗Φ⊤L⊥L

⊤
⊥
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≥ 0 .

Then, we can claim∥∥∥L⊥L
⊤
⊥Û ŜÛ⊤L⊥L

⊤
⊥

∥∥∥2
F
,
∥∥∥L⊥L

⊤
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. (C.30)

Next, we can obtain∥∥∥L⊤
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[by Eq. (C.30)]

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

1
2

∥∥∥L⊤
⊥∆̂L⊥

∥∥∥2
F∥∥∥F − ∆̂√

2

∥∥∥2
F

≤

∥∥∥L⊤
⊥∆̂L⊥

∥∥∥2
F

2λ∗
r∗ min

{
λ2r∗

(
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Next, we will focus on the lower bound of λ2r∗

(
Û⊤LL⊤Û

)
and λ2r∗

(
V̂⊤LL⊤V̂

)
. Due to sym-

metry, the technique is identical to each other, so here we only prove for λ2r∗

(
Û⊤LL⊤Û

)
. First,

λ2r∗

(
Û⊤LL⊤Û

)
= λ2
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(
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)
since Û⊤LL⊤Û is symmetric. Next, we have
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(
L⊤Û

)
= 1−

∥∥∥L⊤
⊥Û
∥∥∥2
op

,

where
∥∥∥L⊤

⊥Û
∥∥∥
op

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

Chen et al. (2021b, Theorem 2.9) to obtain
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⊥Û
∥∥∥
op
≤

2
∥∥∥F − ∆̂√

2

∥∥∥
op

λ∗
2r∗

(
∆̂√
2

) ≤
2
√
2
∥∥∥F − ∆̂√

2

∥∥∥
F

λ∗
r∗

≤ 2
√
2ρ ,

[
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F
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]
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which implies

λ2
2r∗

(
L⊤Û

)
≥ 1− 8ρ2 . (C.31)

Therefore, we have

ρ2(λ∗
r∗)

2 = ρ2λ2
2r∗(∆̂) ≥
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[by Eq. (C.27)]
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, [by Eq. (C.31) and ρ ≤ 1/4]

which implies ∥∥∥L⊤
⊥∆̂L⊥

∥∥∥
F

λ∗
r∗

≤ 2ρ2 .

Finally, combining Eq. (C.28), we can obtain∥∥∥(Id −UAtU
⊤
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Notice that
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,

then by the decomposition in Eq. (C.27), we can obtain
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which completes the proof.

Based on the above estimation, we are ready to deliver the linear convergence rate of ∥AtBt −∆∥F.

Theorem C.10. Suppose ϵ ≤ ρ

3C∗K2γ
√
2dr∗κ

for ρ ≤ 0.01 and we take γ ∈
[

1
cH
− ρ

3cHκ
√
2r∗

, 1
cH

+ ρ

3cHκ
√
2r∗

]
for (Spectral-init), where cH is defined in Eq. (C.13), set η ∈

(
cη ,

1
2cH

)
where cη > 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
(
−ϵ2N

)
for a universal constant C > 0, we
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have

∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤
(
1− cH

10
η
)t

ρλ∗
r∗ .

Proof. We prove it by induction. The following hypothesis holds at t = 0 by Lemma C.5

∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤ ρλ∗
r∗ .

We suppose it also holds for at time t, showing that

λr∗ (AtBt) ≥ (1− ρ)λ∗
r∗ . [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
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ρ
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[
since ϵ ≤ ρ

3C∗K2γ
√
2dr∗κ

]
with probability at least 1 − 2Cdk exp

(
−ϵ2N

)
for a universal constant C > 0. Since we take

ρ ≤ 0.01, h(ρ) defined in Eq. (C.21) and ρ√
1−8ρ2

is monotonically increasing, then we can continue
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the above upper bound as
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Then, there exists a constant cη > 0 such that for ∀ η ∈
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1
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)
, we have
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which implies
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(
1− cH

10
η
)
∥AtBt −∆∥F .

Then, we can obtain the inductive hypothesis at t+ 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 σ: σ′) in the gradient, which improves the smoothness of gradient. By defining

−JGLM
Wt

:=
1

N
X̃⊤
(
σ
(
X̃Wt

)
− σ

(
X̃W̃ ♮

))
,

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

At+1 = At + ηJGLM
Wt

B⊤
t

(
BtB

⊤
t

)−1
, (C.32)

and

Bt+1 = Bt + η
(
A⊤
tAt

)−1
A⊤
t J

GLM
Wt

. (C.33)

Similarly, we propose to use G♮ := JGLM
W ♮ for (Spectral-init) to initialize A0 and B0.

First, we compute the expectation of JGLM
Wt

.

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

Ex̃

[
−JGLM

Wt

]
=

1

2
(AtBt −∆) .

Proof. For ∀ 1 ≤ m ≤ k, we can show

Ex̃

[
x̃σ
(
x̃⊤wt,m

)]
= Ex̃

[
∇x̃σ

(
x̃⊤wt,m

)]
= c1wt,m . [by Stein’s Lemma and Lemma D.4]
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Similarly, we have

Ex̃

[
x̃σ
(
x̃⊤w̃♮

m

)]
= c1w̃

♮
m .

Then, we can obtain

Ex̃

[
−JGLM

Wt

]
=

1

N

N∑
i=1

[[
σ
(
x̃⊤i wt,1

)
− σ

(
x̃⊤i w̃

♮
1

)]
x̃i · · ·

[
σ
(
x̃⊤i wt,1

)
− σ

(
x̃⊤i w̃

♮
1

)]
x̃i

]
=

1

2
(AtBt −∆) ,

[by Eq. (D.3)]

which completes the proof.

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

JGLM
Wt

via the following theorem.

Theorem C.12. Suppose ϵ ∈ (0, 1), under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting,

then with probability at least 1− 2dkC exp
(
−Nϵ2

)
for a universal constant C > 0, we have∥∥∥∥JGLM

Wt
− Ex̃

[
JGLM
Wt

] ∥∥∥∥
F

≤ C∗K2
√
dϵ∥AtBt −∆∥F ,

for some absolute constant C∗ > 0 and K =
√

8/3.

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

Next, we can obtain the initial condition under (Spectral-init) using G♮ = JGLM
W ♮ .

Lemma C.13. Let G♮ := JGLM
W ♮ , under assumptions in Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, with

(Spectral-init), suppose ϵ ≤ ρ

3C∗K2γ
√
2dr∗κ

for some ρ > 0 and we set

γ ∈
[
2− 2ρ

3κ
√
2r∗

, 2 +
2ρ

3κ
√
2r∗

]
,

then with probability at least 1− 2Cdk exp(−Nϵ2) for a universal constant C > 0, it holds that

∥A0B0 −∆∥F ≤ ρλ∗
r∗ .

Proof. By Lemma C.11, we can obtain

Ex̃

[
G♮
]
= Ex̃

[
JGLM
W ♮

]
=

1

2
∆ . (C.34)

By Theorem C.12, with the probability at least 1− 2Cdk exp(−Nϵ2) for a universal constant C > 0,

we have ∥∥∥G♮ − Ex̃

[
G♮
]∥∥∥

F
≤ ρ∥∆∥F

3
√
2r∗γκ

≤ ρ
√
r∗∥∆∥op

3
√
2r∗γκ

=
ρλ∗

r∗

3
√
2r∗γ

, (C.35)
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where ϵ ≤ ρ

2C∗K2γ
√
2dr∗κ

for ρ > 0. Similar to Lemma C.5, we can derive

λr∗+1

(
G♮
)
≤ ρλ∗

r∗

3
√
2r∗γ

, (C.36)

due to Rank
(
Ex̃

[
G♮
])

= Rank(∆) = r∗ by Eq. (C.34). Then, we have

∥A0B0 −∆∥op ≤
∥∥∥A0B0 − γG♮

∥∥∥
op

+ γ
∥∥∥G♮ − Ex̃

[
G♮
]∥∥∥

op
+
∥∥∥γEx̃

[
G♮
]
−∆

∥∥∥
op

≤
∥∥∥A0B0 − γG♮

∥∥∥
op

+ γ
∥∥∥G♮ − Ex̃

[
G♮
]∥∥∥

F
+ |γcH − 1| ∥∆∥op [by Eq. (C.34)]

≤
∥∥∥A0B0 − γG♮

∥∥∥
op

+
2ρλ∗

r∗

3
√
2r∗[

by Eq. (C.35) and γ ∈
[
2− 2ρ

3κ
√
2r∗

, 2 + 2ρ

3κ
√
2r∗

]]
≤ γλr∗+1

(
G♮
)
+

2ρλ∗
r∗

3
√
2r∗

≤ ρλ∗
r∗√
2r∗

. [by Eq. (C.36)]

Since Rank (AtBt) ≤ r = r∗ and Rank(∆) = r∗, then Rank(A0B0 −∆) ≤ 2r∗, which implies

∥A0B0 −∆∥F ≤
√
2r∗ ∥A0B0 −∆∥op ≤ ρλ∗

r∗ .

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 η ∈ (0 , 1), we

update At and Bt via Eq. (C.32) and Eq. (C.33), then we have the following recursion

At+1Bt+1 −∆ = (1− η)UAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)VBtV
⊤
Bt

+ (1− η/2)
(
Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)VBtV

⊤
Bt

+ (1− η/2)UAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)
(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)
+
(
Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)

(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)
+ ηΞGLM

t VBtV
⊤
Bt

+ ηUAtU
⊤
At

ΞGLM
t + η2JGLM

Wt
VtS−1

t U⊤t JGLM
Wt

, (C.37)

where ΞGLM
t := JGLM

Wt
− 1

2 (AtBt −∆). Then, the associated upper bound in Frobenius norm is

∥At+1Bt+1 −∆∥F (C.38)

≤(1− η)
∥∥∥UAtU

⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)VBtV
⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F

+ (1− η/2)
∥∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)VBtV

⊤
Bt

+UAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)
(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F

+
∥∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)

(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F
+ 2η

∥∥ΞGLM
t

∥∥
F
+ η2

∥∥∥JGLM
Wt
VtS−1

t U⊤t JGLM
Wt

∥∥∥
F
.

(C.39)
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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 Ψt(n) in Lemma C.7, then Theorem C.12 suffices to bound∥∥ΞGLM
t

∥∥
F
. Now, we can prove the following theorem.

Theorem C.15. Suppose ϵ ≤ ρ

3C∗K2γ
√
2dr∗κ

for ρ ≤ 1
20 and we take γ ∈

[
2− 2ρ

3κ
√
2r∗

, 2 + 2ρ

3κ
√
2r∗

]
for (Spectral-init), set η ∈

(
cGLMη , 1

)
where cGLMη > 0 is a small constant, under assumptions in

Section 2.1 for the nonlinear setting, then with probability at least 1 − 2Cdk exp
(
−ϵ2N

)
for a

universal constant C > 0, we have

∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤
(
1− η

4

)t
ρλ∗

r∗ .

Proof. Similar to Theorem C.10, the following statement holds for t = 0 by C.13 and is assumed to

be true at time t

∥AtBt −∆∥F ≤ ρλ∗
r∗ , ⇒ λr∗ (AtBt) ≥ (1− ρ)λ∗

r∗ . [by Weyl’s inequality]

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

we can derive

∥At+1Bt+1 −∆∥F
≤(1− η)

∥∥∥UAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)VBtV
⊤
Bt

∥∥∥
F

+ (1− η/2)
∥∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)VBtV

⊤
Bt

+UAtU
⊤
At

(AtBt −∆)
(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F

+
∥∥∥(Id −UAtU

⊤
At

)
(AtBt −∆)

(
Ik − VBtV

⊤
Bt

)∥∥∥
F

+ 2η
∥∥ΞGLM

t

∥∥
F
+ η2

∥∥∥JGLM
Wt
VtS−1

t U⊤t JGLM
Wt

∥∥∥
F

≤(1− η) ∥AtBt −∆∥F

+

(
1− η/2 +

ρ√
1− 8ρ2

)
∥AtBt −∆∥F [by Lemma C.9]

+ 2ηC∗K2
√
dϵ ∥AtBt −∆∥F [by Theorem C.12]

+ η2(1 + ϵ)2
ρ

1− ρ
∥AtBt −∆∥F [by Lemma C.8]

≤

(
2− 3η/2 +

ρ√
1− 8ρ2

)
∥AtBt −∆∥F

+ η
2ρ

3γ
√
2r∗κ

∥AtBt −∆∥F

+ η2
(
1 +

ρ

3C∗K2γ
√
2dr∗κ

)2 ρ

1− ρ
∥AtBt −∆∥F .

[
since ϵ ≤ ρ

3C∗K2γ
√
2dr∗κ

]
with probability at least 1− 2Cdk exp

(
−ϵ2N

)
for a universal constant C > 0. Since ρ ≤ 1

20 , then
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we can sort the above upper bound as

∥At+1Bt+1 −∆∥F ≤
(
1− η

4

)
∥AtBt −∆∥F

+

{(
1 +

1

60C∗K2γ
√
2dr∗κ

)2 1

19
η2

+ η

(
1− 5η/4 +

1

30γ
√
2r∗κ

)
+

√
2

28

}
∥AtBt −∆∥F .

Then, there exists a constant cGLMη > 0 such that for ∀ η ∈
(
cGLMη , 1

)
, we have

−
(
1− η

4

)
≤
(
1 +

1

60C∗K2γ
√
2dr∗κ

)2 1

19
η2 + η

(
1− 5η/4 +

1

30γ
√
2r∗κ

)
+

√
2

28
≤ 0 ,

which implies

∥At+1Bt+1 −∆∥F ≤
(
1− η

4

)
∥AtBt −∆∥F .

Then, we can obtain the inductive hypothesis at t+ 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

X̃ ∈ RN×d whose rows are i.i.d. isotropic sub-gaussian random vector with sub-Gaussian norm K,

then we have the following statement

P

(∥∥∥∥ 1

N
X̃⊤X̃ − Id

∥∥∥∥
op

> δ

)
≤ 2 exp

(
−CN min

(
δ2, δ

))
.

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 ∈ Rd×r with [S]ij ∼ N (0, 1), if d > 2r, we have

√
d

2
≤ ∥S∥op ≤ (2

√
d+
√
r) , (D.1)

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

The following results are modified from the proof of Stöger and Soltanolkotabi (2021, Lemma

8.7).

Lemma D.3. Suppose S ∈ Rd×r is a random standard Gaussian matrix with [S]ij ∼ N (0, 1) and

U ∈ Rd×r∗ has orthonormal columns. If r ≥ 2r∗, with probability at least 1− C exp(−r) for some
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positive constants C, we have

λmin(U
⊤S) ≳ 1 .

If r∗ ≤ r < 2r∗, by choosing ξ > 0 appropriately, with probability at least 1−(Cξ)r−r
∗+1−C ′ exp(−r)

for some positive constants C ,C ′, we have

λmin(U
⊤S) ≳

ξ

r
.

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 σ(x) is

σ(x) =

∞∑
j=1

cj
j!

Hej(x) =
1√
2π

+
1

2
x+

1√
2π

∑
j≥1

(−1)j−1

j!2j(2j − 1)
He2j(x) , (D.2)

which implies that we can express the Hermite coefficients as

c0 =
1√
2π

,

c1 =
1

2
,

c2j =
(−1)j−1

√
2π2j(2j − 1)

for j ≥ 1 .

(D.3)

Furthermore, the derivative of σ(x) admits

σ′(x) =
1

2
+

1√
2π

∑
j≥0

(−1)j

j!2j(2j + 1)
He2j+1(x) . (D.4)

Lemma D.4. (Oko et al., 2024, Corollary 9) Ex̃[∇kσ(⟨w , x̃⟩)] = ckw
⊗k for any k such that ck ̸= 0.

Lemma D.5. For any vectors u and v, we have∣∣⟨u ,u⟩j − ⟨u ,v⟩j
∣∣ ≤ j max {∥u∥2 , ∥v∥2}

2j−1 ∥u− v∥2 .

Proof. First, we analyze the following two scalar variables case∣∣xj − yj
∣∣ .

By algebraic identity
∑t−1

j=1 x
t−j−1yj = xt−yt

x−y which is valid for ∀ j ∈ N+, we have

∣∣xj − yj
∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∣(x− y)

j−1∑
i=0

xj−i−1yi

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |x− y|
j−1∑
i=0

max {|x| , |y|}j−1 = j|x− y|max {|x| , |y|}j−1 .
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Now we define x := ⟨u ,u⟩ and y := ⟨u ,v⟩, then we can obtain∣∣⟨u ,u⟩j − ⟨u ,v⟩j
∣∣ ≤ j max {|⟨u ,u⟩| , |⟨u ,v⟩|}j−1 |⟨u ,u⟩ − ⟨u ,v⟩|

≤ j max
{
∥u∥22 , ∥u∥2 ∥v∥2

}j−1
∥u∥2 ∥u− v∥2
[by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality]

= j max {∥u∥2 , ∥v∥2}
2j−1 ∥u− v∥2 .

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., LoRA-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 (At,Bt) will

align with and then how to achieve this alignment efficiently so as to finally recover ∆.

Here we take LoRA-GA as an example to explain the potential issue that the spirit of LoRA-GA

might not help recover ∆, both theoretically and empirically. To be specific, LoRA-GA (Wang et al.,

2024a) also computes the SVD of ∇WL(W ♮). To ensure the pre-trained model remains unchanged

at t = 0, LoRA-GA the following strategy

A0 = −
√
γ
[
ŨG♮

]
[:,1:r]

,B0 =
√
γ
[
ṼG♮

]⊤
[:,r+1:2r]

,

W ♮
off := W ♮ − α√

r
A0B0 .

(LoRA-GA)

Theoretically, LoRA-GA observes rank(∇AL̃ (At ,Bt) +∇BL̃ (At ,Bt)) ≤ 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 A0 and (r + 1)th to 2rth singular values for B0.

However, as pointed by our theory, Bt 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 B0, the iterate Bt 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 B0 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 N (0 , 1). We construct ∆ := UV⊤

where U ∈ R100×4 and V ∈ R100×4 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

η = 1
35 and stable parameter s = 2. For (Spectral-init) (-), we use learning rate η = 1

10 and γ = 1.

For the ill-conditioned setting, we take d = k = 100, N = 1600, r∗ = 4, and r = 8. We

construct ∆ := US∗V⊤ where U ∈ R100×4 and V ∈ R100×4 are obtained from the SVD of a matrix

whose elements are independently sampled from N (0 , 1), and S∗ = Diag (1 , 0.75 , 0.5 , 0.25). For

algorithms without preconditioners, we set the learning rate to be η = 1
20 . For algorithms with

preconditioners, we set the learning rate to be η = 1
2 . For LoRA-One, LoRA-One (-), LoRA-GA (-),

and LoRA-GA (+), we set the stable parameter s = 2. For (Spectral-init) (-) and (Spectral-init)

(+), we take γ = 1. All damping parameters λ for preconditioners are set to be 0.001.

Details 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 ∆ := UV⊤ where U ∈ R100×4 and V ∈ R100×4 are obtained from

the SVD of a matrix whose elements are independently sampled from N (0 , 1). We initialize A0 and

B0 via (LoRA-init) over variance α2 ∈ {1 , 0.1 , 0.01 , 0.001 , 0.0001}. We set learning rate η = 1
64 .

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 = x⊤w♮ on downstream data generated by ỹ = x̃⊤(w♮+w), where x⊤ , x̃ ,w♮ ,w ∈ R2

and y , ỹ ∈ R. We propose to use LoRA to fine-tune this model by ŷ = x̃⊤(w♮ + ba) where

a = [a1 a2]
⊤ ∈ R2 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∗1 = 2/t , a∗2 = 1/t , b∗ = t | t ∈ R}. We generate 4

data points (x̃1 , x̃2 , x̃3 , x̃4) whose elements are independently sampled from N (0 , 1) and calculate

for (ỹ1 , ỹ2 , ỹ3 , ỹ4). We use the squared loss 1
8

∑4
i=1(ỹi − bx̃⊤a)2. For (LoRA-init), we initialize

each element of a0 from N (0 , 1) and b0 = 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.e. g♮ := 1
4

∑4
i=1 ỹ

2
i x̃i. Accordingly, we initialize a0 = g♮√

∥g♮∥2 .
and b0 =

√
∥g♮∥2. Next, we run

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

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

Run 1 a = [0.26 , 0.55]⊤ , b = 0.61 0.39 a = [1.34 , 0.67]⊤ , b = 1.49 5× 10−13

Run 2 a = [1.10 ,−0.27]⊤ , b = 1.10 0.38 a = [1.35 , 0.68]⊤ , b = 1.48 1× 10−13

Run 3 a = [0.96 , 0.35]⊤ , b = 1.02 0.34 a = [1.34 , 0.67]⊤ , b = 1.49 4× 10−13

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 = [−2.49 ,−1.24]⊤ , b = −0.80 1× 10−10

Run 2 a = [0.14 ,−1.68]⊤ , b = 0.10 0.82 a = [1.81 , 0.91]⊤ , b = 1.10 1× 10−13

Run 3 a = [−1.44 , 0.98]⊤ , b = 0.03 0.97 a = [1.84 , 0.92]⊤ , b = 1.08 6× 10−13

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
√
dout
s 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 {1×10−3, 5×10−4, 2×10−4, 1×10−4, 5×10−5, 2×10−5, 1×10−5}.
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× 10−4, 1× 10−2, 2× 10−2, 0.5}.
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Table 10: Hyperparameters for LoRA fine-tuning on T5-base model.

Epoch Optimizer (β1, β2) ϵ Batch Size

1 AdamW (0.9, 0.999) 1× 10−8 32

Warm-up Ratio LoRA Alpha s (if needed) λ (if needed) #Runs

0.03 16 16 1× 10−6 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× 10−5, 2× 10−5, 1× 10−5}, following the configuration used in Wang et al. (2024a).

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

Epoch Optimizer (β1, β2) ϵ Batch Size

1 AdamW (0.9, 0.999) 1× 10−8 32

Warm-up Ratio LoRA Alpha s (if needed) λ (if needed) #Runs

0.03 16 64 1× 10−6 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 CoLA 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× 10−3, 5× 10−4, 2× 10−4, 1×
10−4, 5× 10−5, 2× 10−5, 1× 10−5} 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 81.08±0.36 80.83±0.54 81.40±0.31 80.57±0.20 80.57±0.12

32 81.34±0.51 81.30±0.16 81.18±0.30 80.86±0.23 80.92±0.34

128 81.53±0.36 81.34±0.12 81.62±0.48 80.95±0.35 80.02±0.64

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 87.50±0.60 86.19±0.42 85.29±0.24 85.87±0.31

32 87.34±0.31 87.34±0.42 86.02±0.20 86.36±0.42 85.78±0.20

128 88.40±0.70 87.26±0.20 86.03±0.20 85.46±0.23 87.01±0.35

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

Input: Pre-trained weight W ♮, batched data {Dt}Tt=1, LoRA rank r, LoRA alpha α, loss function
L, scaling parameter γ

Initialize:
1: Compute G♮ ← −∇WL(W ♮)
2: U ,S,V ← SVD

(
G♮
)

3: A0 ←
√
γ ·U[:,1:r]S

1/2
[1:r]

4: B0 ←
√
γ · S1/2

[1:r]V
⊤
[:,1:r]

5: Clear G♮

Train:
6: for t = 1 , ... , T do
7: Update parameters At and Bt by AdamW given Dt
8: end for

Return: W ♮ + α√
r
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 γ LR LoRA Alpha γ

8 2× 10−3
√
8 0.01 6× 10−4 1 0.01

32 2× 10−3
√
32 0.01 2× 10−3 16 0.01

128 2× 10−3 1 0.01 9× 10−4 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,

i.e. ∆W = Wfine-tuned −W♮. 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 (β1, β2) ϵ Batchsize

10 AdamW (0.9, 0.999) 1× 10−8 32

Weight Decay LR LR Scheduler Warm-up Ratio

0.1 1× 10−4 cosine 0.03
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