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Abstract
This paper addresses the problem of mixed-membership estimation in networks, where the

goal is to efficiently estimate the latent mixed-membership structure from the observed network.
Recognizing the widespread availability and valuable information carried by node covariates, we
propose a novel network model that incorporates both community information, as represented
by the Degree-Corrected Mixed Membership (DCMM) model, and node covariate similarities
to determine connections.

We investigate the regularized maximum likelihood estimation (MLE) for this model and
demonstrate that our approach achieves optimal estimation accuracy for both the similarity
matrix and the mixed-membership, in terms of both the Frobenius norm and the entrywise loss.
Since directly analyzing the original convex optimization problem is intractable, we employ
nonconvex optimization to facilitate the analysis. A key contribution of our work is identifying
a crucial assumption that bridges the gap between convex and nonconvex solutions, enabling
the transfer of statistical guarantees from the nonconvex approach to its convex counterpart.
Importantly, our analysis extends beyond the MLE loss and the mean squared error (MSE) used
in matrix completion problems, generalizing to all the convex loss functions. Consequently, our
analysis techniques extend to a broader set of applications, including ranking problems based
on pairwise comparisons.

Finally, simulation experiments validate our theoretical findings, and real-world data anal-
yses confirm the practical relevance of our model.

Keywords: community detection, network with covariates, convex relaxation, nonconvex optimiza-
tion, maximum likelihood estimator.
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1 Introduction
Network data plays a crucial role across various fields, ranging from finance (Fan et al., 2022;
Bhattacharya et al., 2023) to social science (Adamic and Glance, 2005; Ji et al., 2022), where
understanding its latent structure is essential for effective analysis and application. A prominent
model in this context is the Degree-Corrected Mixed Membership (DCMM) model, which models
the structure of the network within the community regime. However, in many practical scenarios,
the connections between nodes are often influenced by more than just the community structure;
they are also affected by specific covariates information associated with each node. For example, on
a professional networking platform, the connections between individuals are determined by diverse
factors like their industry sector, educational background, and skill sets. When observing whether
two individuals are connected, covariates are often collected and significantly influence the network
structure. Given the importance and availability of covariates, researchers have modified classical
models to integrate this information, as seen in works like Yan et al. (2018); Huang et al. (2018);
Ma et al. (2020).

This work focuses on community detection while incorporating adjustments for these covariates.
Specifically, we propose a generative model for the entries of the observed adjacency matrix A. Given
the observed covariates {zi}n

i=1 for n individuals, the Bernoulli random variables {Aij = Aji : 1 ≤
i < j ≤ n} are assumed to be mutually independent, and for each pair i < j:

P (Aij = 1 | zi, zj) = ez⊤
i H∗zj+Γ∗

ij

1 + ez⊤
i

H∗zj+Γ∗
ij

.

Here, the symmetric matrix H∗ ∈ Rp×p moderates the influence of covariates on edge formation,
while Γ∗ = Θ∗Π∗W ∗Π⊤Θ∗ represents the component as in the DCMM model (Jin et al., 2017).
Θ∗ ∈ Rn×n captures degree heterogeneity, Π∗ ∈ Rn×r is the mixed membership profile matrix, and
W ∗ ∈ Rr×r reflects the connection probabilities between communities. The key insight is that both
latent communities and covariates jointly influence network connections. Unlike Huang et al. (2018),
which assumes that Aij follows a Poisson distribution—allowing the use of spectral methods—our
model deals with binary Aij , more reflective of real-world connections. The challenge, however, is
that our model makes spectral methods inapplicable, requiring alternative approaches to handle
the network structure effectively. Our contributions are threefold:

1. From a methodological perspective, we introduce the Covariates-Adjusted Mixed Membership
(CAMM) model. To estimate the model parameters, we propose a constrained regularized
maximum likelihood estimator (MLE), which takes the following form:

min
H,Γ

∑
i̸=j

(
log(1 + ePij ) − AijPij

)
+ λ∥Γ∥∗

s.t. Pij = z⊤
i Hzj + Γij ,

PZΓ = 0, ΓPZ = 0,

where Z := [z1, . . . , zn]⊤ ∈ Rn×p and PZ := Z(Z⊤Z)−1Z⊤ represents the projection onto the
column space of Z. The objective function includes a standard logistic loss and a regularization
term given by the nuclear norm, which acts as a convex surrogate for the rank function to
capture the low-rank structure of Γ. The constraints are necessary to ensure the identifiability
of the model. This formulation results in a convex optimization problem, allowing for efficient
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solution methods. By incorporating covariate adjustments, our model provides a principled
approach to community detection in networks, making it a natural extension of classical
models to handle real-world complexities. Once the convex optimization problem is solved
with solution (Ĥc, Γ̂c), we further apply the Mixed-SCORE algorithm (Jin et al., 2017) to
reconstruct the community memberships based on Γ̂c.

2. From a theoretical perspective, our contributions are: (1) We establish optimal statistical
guarantees for the solutions of the convex optimization problem, specifically, ∥Ĥc − H∗∥F ≲
1/

√
n, ∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥F ≲

√
n, ∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥∞ ≲ 1/

√
n. (2) We also provide optimal statistical guar-

antees for the reconstructed membership matrix Π̂c, specifically, ∥Π̂c − Π∗∥2,∞ ≲ 1/
√

n. Our
analysis of the convex optimization problem involves two key components: (i) analyzing the
nonconvex gradient descent, and (ii) demonstrating the equivalence between the convex and
nonconvex solutions. Due to the complexity of the logistic loss function—whose first deriva-
tive is not linear in the variables, unlike the mean square error commonly used in matrix
completion problems (Chen et al., 2020)—we employ the debiased estimator technique in
the latter part of our analysis. We highlight that this approach can be generalized to all
convex loss functions, making it potentially useful in a variety of contexts. Furthermore, for
the membership reconstruction, our analysis goes beyond the traditional sub-Gaussian noise
assumption that is prevalent in the literature (e.g., Jin et al. (2017); Bhattacharya et al.
(2023)) by incorporating results on the estimation of Γ̂c, which is critical for handling the
more complex noise structures in our setting.

3. From an application perspective, we demonstrate through simulation studies that the esti-
mation errors of the model parameters with respect to n align perfectly with our optimal
statistical guarantees, thereby verifying our theoretical results. Additionally, we validate the
practical utility of our model by applying it to an S&P 500 dataset, further showcasing its
effectiveness in capturing complex network structures. We include 6 popular covariates in our
model and find that they explain a substantial part of the network. Furthermore, the recov-
ered membership structure is highly consistent with the company sectors, and these results
deepen our understanding of the underlying structure of the S&P 500 companies.

1.1 Related work
In this work, we focus on model-based community detection methods, where a probabilistic model
that encodes the community structure is applied to effectively analyze the network data. Widely
recognized models in this field include the stochastic block model (Holland et al., 1983), latent
space models (Hoff et al., 2002; Gao et al., 2020), mixture model (Newman and Leicht, 2007),
degree-corrected stochastic block model (Karrer and Newman, 2011), and hierarchical block model
(Peixoto, 2014). However, these models do not account for the influence of covariates on the
nodes’ connections. Recently, researchers have started to modify the classical models to incorporate
covariates information. Based on the relationship between covariates, community membership, and
network structure, these modified models are generally divided into two categories: covariates-
adjusted models and covariates-assisted models.

Covariates-adjusted network models Our work focuses on covariate-adjusted network mod-
els, where both covariates and community membership jointly influence the network structure. A
concrete example is a citation network, where citations between papers depend on their research
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topics (community membership), and the likelihood of citation increases if the authors share sim-
ilar attributes, such as working at the same institution or having similar academic backgrounds.
Adjusting for these covariates is crucial for accurately recovering the true community memberships.
For covariates-adjusted network models, Yan et al. (2018) studied a directed network model, which
captured the link homophily via incorporating covariates. But their work did not take the potential
community structures into consideration. Huang et al. (2018) introduced a pair-wise covariates-
adjusted stochastic block model. They studied the MLE for the coefficients of the covariates and
investigated both likelihood and spectral approaches for community detection. Ma et al. (2020)
incorporated covariates information into latent space models, and presented two universal fitting
algorithms: one based on nuclear norm penalization and the other based on projected gradient de-
scent. Mu et al. (2022) extended the generalized random dot product graph (GRDPG) to include
vertex covariates, and conducted a comparative analysis of two model-based spectral algorithms:
one utilizing only the adjacency matrix, and the other incorporating both the adjacency matrix
and vertex covariates. In contrast, our goal is to investigate a variant of the DCMM model that
includes covariates adjustment into the network modeling.

Covariates-assisted network models Covariates-assisted network models refer to models where
both the network structure and covariates incorporate information about community membership.
A typical example is a social media interaction network. User interactions—such as likes, and
comments—often depend on their shared interests (i.e., belonging to the same community). At
the same time, the type of content users post or engage with (e.g., workout routines, photo-editing
tips, or game reviews) is also driven by these shared interests. Integrating both covariates and net-
work structure information can better reveal the underlying community memberships. Examples
of work in this area include Newman and Leicht (2007); Yan and Sarkar (2021); Abbe et al. (2022);
Xu et al. (2023); Hu and Wang (2024). However, covariates-assisted network models are not the
primary focus of this paper.

Notation We use ∥A∥ to denote the spectral norm of matrix A, and ∥A∥∞ for the entrywise ℓ∞
norm. Let Am,· and A·,m represent the m-th row and m-th column of matrix A, respectively. The
Hadamard product (element-wise product) between two matrices A and B is denoted by A ⊙ B.
We use σmax(A) and σmin(A) to denote the largest and smallest non-zero singular values of A,
respectively, and correspondingly, λmax(A) and λmin(A) to denote the largest and smallest non-
zero eigenvalues of A. The pseudoinverse of A is denoted by A†. The vectorization of a matrix
A := [a1, . . . , am] is denoted by vec(A), which is obtained by stacking the rows of the matrix A
on top of one another, i.e., vec(A) := [a⊤

1 , . . . , a⊤
m]⊤. For matrices A1, . . . , Ak, which may have

different dimensions, we define

vec

A1
...

Ak

 =

vec(A1)
...

vec(Ak)

 .

Finally, f(n) ≲ g(n) or f(n) = O(g(n)) means |f(n)|
|g(n)| ≤ C for some constant C > 0 when n is

sufficiently large; f(n) ≳ g(n) means |f(n)|
|g(n)| ≥ C for some constant C > 0 when n is sufficiently

large; and f(n) ≍ g(n) if and only if f(n) ≲ g(n) and f(n) ≳ g(n).
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2 Problem Setup
We consider an undirected graph with n nodes and r communities. The edge information is in-
corporated into a symmetric adjacency matrix A = (Aij) ∈ {0, 1}n×n, namely Aij = 1 if there
exists an edge between nodes i and j and Aij = 0 otherwise. We assume each node i is associ-
ated with a degree heterogeneity parameter θ∗

i > 0, a community membership probability vector
π∗

i = (π∗
i (1), . . . , π∗

i (r))⊤ ∈ Rr, and a covariates vector zi ∈ Rp. Conditional on {zi}n
i=1, the

Bernoulli random variables {Aij = Aji : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n} are assumed to be mutually independent,
and for each pair i < j:

P (Aij = 1 | zi, zj) =
exp(z⊤

i H∗zj + Γ∗
ij)

1 + exp(z⊤
i H∗zj + Γ∗

ij)
. (1)

Here Γ∗
ij represents the (i, j) entry of Γ∗ := Θ∗Π∗W ∗Π∗⊤Θ∗ as in the DCMM model, where

Θ∗ := diag(θ∗
1 , . . . , θ∗

n) ∈ Rn×n, Π∗ := (π∗
1 , . . . , π∗

n)⊤ ∈ Rn×r represents the mixed membership
profile matrix, and W ∗ ∈ Rr×r is a matrix capturing the relative connection probability between
communities. Unlike the standard DCMM model, we do not assume W ∗ to be nonnegative. This
flexibility allows our model to capture both dense and sparse networks more effectively. We employ
a symmetric matrix H∗ ∈ Rp×p to moderate how the covariates affect the edge formation. Only
the adjacency matrix A and the covariates {zi}n

i=1 are observed.
We impose the following identifiability condition for our model (1).

Assumption 1. Let Z :=
[
z1, . . . , zn

]⊤ ∈ Rn×p. We assume that PZΓ∗ = 0, where PZ :=
Z(Z⊤Z)−1Z⊤ denotes the projection onto the column space of Z. Additionally, we assume: (1)
|W ∗

i,i| = 1 for all i ∈ [r], and (2) each community 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ r contains at least one pure node, i.e.,
there exists some i ∈ [n] such that π∗

i (ℓ) = 1.
The orthogonality between the column space of Z and Γ∗ ensures the identifiability of the model

parameters (H∗, Γ∗). The remaining assumptions guarantee the identifiability of the DCMM model,
as demonstrated in Proposition 3.4.

Due to the low-rank structure of Γ∗ and the constraint PZΓ∗ = 0, we consider the following
constrained convex optimization problem:

min
H,Γ

∑
i ̸=j

(
log(1 + ePij ) − AijPij

)
+ λ∥Γ∥∗ (2)

s.t. Pij = z⊤
i Hzj + Γij ,

PZΓ = 0, ΓPZ = 0,

where λ > 0 is some regularization parameter and ∥Γ∥∗ denotes the nuclear norm of Γ, enforcing
the low-rank structure. Let (Ĥc, Γ̂c) be the solution returned by (2). The primary goal of this paper
is to establish optimal statistical guarantees for this obtained solution and subsequently reconstruct
the mixed membership structure based on Γ̂c.

3 Main Results
In this section, we present the key theoretical results of the paper, starting with the necessary
assumptions in Section 3.1, followed by the estimation guarantees for the proposed model in Section
3.2, and concluding with the membership reconstruction results in Section 3.3.
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We begin by introducing some additional notations that will be used throughout the following
sections. Let the singular value decomposition (SVD) of Γ∗ be given by Γ∗ = U∗Σ∗V ∗⊤, where
U∗, V ∗ ∈ Rn×r. We denote the largest and smallest non-zero singular values of Γ∗ by σmax and
σmin, respectively, and define the condition number of Γ∗ as κ := σmax/σmin. Next, we define
X∗ = U∗(Σ∗)1/2 ∈ Rn×r and Y ∗ = V ∗(Σ∗)1/2 ∈ Rn×r, which ensures that X∗⊤X∗ = Y ∗⊤Y ∗.

3.1 Assumptions
Before proceeding, we introduce several key model assumptions that are crucial for the develop-
ment of our theoretical results. These assumptions relate to the structure of the covariates, the
incoherence properties of the latent membership matrix Γ∗, and the characteristics of the Hessian
matrix in the corresponding nonconvex optimization problem. These conditions form the basis for
establishing the statistical guarantees presented in the following sections.
Assumption 2 (Scale Assumption). There exists constants cz and cP such that the following holds:

max
1≤i≤n

∥zi∥2 ≤
√

cz, max
1≤i,j≤n

|P ∗
ij | ≤ cP ,

where P ∗
ij := z⊤

i H∗zj + Γ∗
ij.

Assumption 2 ensures that the interaction term P ∗
ij stays within a controlled range, preventing

the edge probabilities from becoming too close to either zero or one, which could lead to an ill-posed
problem.
Assumption 3. We assume Z⊤Z is full rank and there exists some constants c and c such that

√
cn ≤ λmin

(
Z⊤Z

)
≤ λmax

(
Z⊤Z

)
≤

√
cn.

And, without loss of generality, we assume c ≤ 1 ≤ c. This can always be achieved by rescale
{zi}1≤i≤n and adjust cz correspondingly.

Assumption 3 ensures that the covariance structure of the covariates contains sufficient infor-
mation and prevents the covariates from collapsing into a lower-dimensional subspace, which would
otherwise result in information loss and inaccurate estimation of H∗. To recover the low-rank
matrix Γ∗, we impose the commonly used incoherence assumption; see Chen et al. (2020) for an
example.
Assumption 4 (Incoherent). We assume Γ∗ is µ-incoherent, that is to say

∥U∗∥2,∞ ≤
√

µ

n
∥U∗∥F =

√
µr

n
, ∥V ∗∥2,∞ ≤

√
µ

n
∥V ∗∥F =

√
µr

n
.

Our theoretical results leverage nonconvex optimization analysis, which will be discussed in
Section 4.1. As an analog to Assumptions 3 and 4, the following assumptions ensure the non-
convex optimization is well-behaved. We denote by P⊥

Z := In − Z(Z⊤Z)−1Z⊤ ∈ Rn×n and

P :=

Ip2

P⊥
Z ⊗ Ir

P⊥
Z ⊗ Ir

 ∈ R(p2+2nr)×(p2+2nr). Consider

D∗ :=
∑
i ̸=j

eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

vec

 ziz
⊤
j

1
n eie

⊤
j Y ∗

1
n eje⊤

i X∗

vec

 ziz
⊤
j

1
n eie

⊤
j Y ∗

1
n eje⊤

i X∗

⊤

∈ R(p2+2nr)×(p2+2nr),
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which represents the Hessian matrix of the nonconvex counterpart at the ground truth (H∗, X∗, Y ∗).
The following assumptions are required for PD∗P.

Assumption 5. We assume there exists some constants cD∗ and cD∗ such that

cD∗ ≤ λmin(PD∗P) ≤ λmax(PD∗P) ≤ cD∗ .

Assumption 6. We assume there exists some constants c2,∞ such that

∥Ip2+2nr − (PD∗P)†(PD∗P)∥2,∞ ≤ c2,∞

√
r2 + p

n
.

The convergence rate of the optimization algorithm depends on the condition number, which
is the ratio of the largest and smallest eigenvalue of the Hessian matrix. Assumption 5 is the
nonconvex counterpart of Assumption 3, and it ensures the eigenvalues of the Hessian matrix are
balanced. While Assumption 5 focuses on the non-zero eigenvalues of PD∗P, we emphasize here
that D∗ has a null space with dimension r2 and a mild condition is required for this null space,
which is Assumption 6. Assumption 6 can be viewed as an analog of Assumption 4, and it is saying
the projection onto the null space of PD∗P is incoherent.

Although Assumptions 5 and 6 aid in the analysis of nonconvex optimization, the solution from
the nonconvex optimization is in fact closely tied to that of the convex problem (2). The following
assumption is crucial in unveiling this connection.

Assumption 7. We define a matrix M∗ such that

M∗
ij =

 e
P ∗

ij

(1+e
P ∗

ij )2
i ̸= j

0 i = j.

Suppose (∆H , ∆X , ∆Y ) is given by

vec

∆H

∆X

∆Y

 = (PD∗P)†vec

 0
X∗

Y ∗


We assume that there exists a constant ϵ > 0 such that

σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙
(

Z∆HZ⊤ + ∆XY ∗T + X∗∆⊤
Y

n

))
P⊥

Z

)
< 1 − ϵ.

In fact, Assumption 7 provides conditions that are nearly necessary and sufficient for the convex
and nonconvex solutions to be equivalent. While this assumption may not seem intuitive at first,
it is typically easy to satisfy in practical applications, with the upper bound 1 − ϵ often being quite
small. Specifically, Assumption 7 holds in common settings such as stochastic block models.

Proposition 3.1. Assumption 7 holds for the stochastic block model with two communities. More
specifically, Assumption 7 holds when H∗ = 0 and

Γ∗ =
[
p11⊤ q11⊤

q11⊤ p11⊤

]
,

where 1 ∈ Rn
2 ×1 is an all one vector and p > q.
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3.2 Estimation results
In this section, we present rigorous theoretical guarantees for the estimation of the model parame-
ters. We demonstrate that, under the given assumptions, the solution (Ĥc, Γ̂c) obtained from the
convex optimization problem (2) achieves optimal estimation errors for both the matrix H∗ up to
the logarithmic terms, which captures the effects of the covariates, and the low-rank membership
matrix Γ∗.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose Assumption 2-7 hold and n is sufficiently large. We have

∥Ĥc − H∗∥F ≲ λ

√
µrκ

nσmin
, ∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥F ≲ λκ

√
µr,

∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥∞ ≲ µrκ

(
λσmax

n2

√
µr

(
1 + n

σmax

)
+ κ

√
log n

n

)

as long as λ ≳ 1
ϵ

(
1 + µrσmax

n

)√
n log n.

Remark 3.3. Note that Theorem 3.2 allows the rank r and condition number κ to grow with n. If
we focus on the cases that µ, r, κ ≍ 1 and σmin, σmax ≍ n, then Theorem 3.2 implies

∥Ĥc − H∗∥F ≲

√
log n

n
, ∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥F ≲ 1, ∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥∞ ≲

√
log n

n
.

3.3 Membership reconstruction results
In this subsection, we shift focus to reconstructing the latent community memberships based on
the estimated matrix Γ̂c. We describe a vertex-hunting algorithm for efficiently estimating the
mixed-membership vectors and provide theoretical bounds on the accuracy of the reconstructed
memberships. We first state the identifiability condition as follows.

Proposition 3.4. Consider the DCMM model Γ = ΘΠWΠ⊤Θ. If we assume (1) |Wii| = 1 for all
i ∈ [r], (2) each community has at least one pure node, then the DCMM model is identifiable.

Inspired by Jin et al. (2017), we consider the following three-step procedure (Algorithm 1):
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Algorithm 1 Vertex Hunting and Membership Reconstruction

1: Input: Matrix Γ̂c ∈ Rn×n

2: Step 1 (Score step):

• Obtain (λ̂1, û1), . . . , (λ̂r, ûr), where λ̂1, . . . , λ̂r are the r largest (in magnitude) eigenvalues
of Γ̂c and û1, . . . , ûr are the corresponding eigenvectors.

• Obtain R̂ =

r̂⊤
1
...

r̂⊤
n

 := [û2/û1, . . . , ûr/û1] ∈ Rn×(r−1).

3: Step 2 (Vertex Hunting step): Run a convex hull algorithm on the {r̂i}n
i=1. Denote vertices

of the obtained convex hull by {v̂ℓ}r
ℓ=1.

4: Step 3 (Membership Reconstruction step):

5: For 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ r, estimate b̂1(ℓ) =
∣∣∣λ̂1 + v̂⊤

ℓ diag(λ̂2, . . . , λ̂r)v̂ℓ

∣∣∣−1/2
.

6: for each i ∈ [n] do

7: Solve
{∑r

ℓ=1 ŵi(ℓ)v̂ℓ = r̂i∑r
ℓ=1 ŵi(ℓ) = 1

and obtain {ŵi(ℓ)}r
ℓ=1.

8: For 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ r, let π̃i(ℓ) := max
{

0, ŵi(ℓ)
b̂1(ℓ)

}
. And thus obtain π̃i ∈ Rr.

9: Obtain the estimator π̂i := π̃i

∥π̃i∥1
.

10: end for
11: Output:

Π̂c :=

π̂⊤
1
...

π̂⊤
n

 .

Definition 3.5 (Efficient Vertex Hunting). A Vertex Hunting (VH) algorithm is efficient if it
satisfies

max
1≤ℓ≤r

∥v̂ℓ − v∗
ℓ ∥2 ≤ C max

1≤i≤n
∥r̂i − r∗

i ∥2

for some constant C.

Remark 3.6 (Example of an Efficient VH Algorithm: Successive Projection). We present an
example of an efficient VH algorithm known as Successive Projection (Algorithm 2).

Algorithm 2 Successive projection
1: Input: {r̂i}n

i=1
2: Initialize Yi = (1, r̂⊤

i )⊤ ∈ Rr, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
3: At iteration ℓ = 1, 2, . . . , r: Find iℓ = arg max1≤i≤n ∥Yi∥2 and let aℓ = Yiℓ

/∥Yiℓ
∥2. Set the

ℓ-th estimated vertex as v̂ℓ = r̂iℓ
. Project all data points by updating Yi to (Ir − aℓa

⊤
ℓ )Yi, for

1 ≤ i ≤ n.
4: Output v̂1, v̂2, . . . , v̂r.

10



According to Jin et al. (2017), Lemma 3.1, the successive projection method is an efficient VH
algorithm.

Align with Jin et al. (2017), we make the following assumptions.
Assumption 8. We assume the following conditions hold.

1. Let θ∗
max := max1≤i≤n θ∗

i , θ∗
min := min1≤i≤n θ∗

i and θ̄∗
2 :=

( 1
n

∑n
i=1(θ∗

i )2)1/2. We assume there
exists a constant C1 such that θ∗

max ≤ C1 and a constant C2 such that

θ∗
max ≤ C2θ∗

min.

2. Recall that Γ∗ := Θ∗Π∗W ∗Π∗⊤Θ∗. Let G = r∥θ∗∥−2(Π∗⊤Θ∗2Π∗) ∈ Rr×r. We assume
∥W ∗∥∞ ≤ C, ∥G∥ ≤ C and ∥G−1∥ ≤ C for some constant C.

3. Let λℓ(W ∗G) be the ℓ-th largest right eigenvalue of W ∗G in magnitude, and ηℓ ∈ Rr be the
associated right eigenvector, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ r. For a constant c > 0 and a sequence {βn}∞

n=1 such
that βn ≤ 1, we assume

|λ2(W ∗G)| ≤ (1 − c)|λ1(W ∗G)|, and cβn ≤ |λr(W ∗G)| ≤ |λ2(W ∗G)| ≤ c−1βn.

We also assume

min
1≤ℓ≤r

η1(ℓ) > 0, and max1≤ℓ≤r η1(ℓ)
min1≤ℓ≤r η1(ℓ) ≤ C.

Theorem 3.7. Let Π̂c ∈ Rn×r be the membership estimation given by Algorithm 1. Suppose an
efficient Vertex Hunting algorithm is available and Assumption 8 holds. Under the assumptions and
conditions of Theorem 3.2, it holds that

max
i∈[n]

∥π̂i − π∗
i ∥1 ≲ λ

(
κ1.5√

µr + √
µκr5/4

)(µκ0.5

βn
+ κµ1.5

√
βn

)(
r

√
nθ̄∗

2

)2
.

Remark 3.8. Similar to Theorem 3.2, Theorem 3.7 allows the rank r and condition number κ to
grow with n and βn, θ̄∗

2 to decrease with n. In particular, if µ, r, κ, βn ≍ 1, Theorem 3.7 allows
(log n/n)1/4 ≪ θ̄∗

2. If we focus on the cases that µ, r, κ, βn, θ̄∗
2 ≍ 1, then Theorem 3.7 implies

max
i∈[n]

∥π̂i − π∗
i ∥1 ≲

√
log n

n
.

4 Proof Strategy and Key Innovations
In this section, we outline our proof strategy and highlight the key technical contributions of
this work. Directly analysis on convex problem (2) is unable to give the sophisticated control on
∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥∞. To address this, we leverage nonconvex optimization to facilitate the analysis of the
convex problem. Our approach consists of two main components: analyzing the nonconvex gradient
descent using the leave-one-out technique and establishing the equivalence between the convex and
nonconvex solutions. While this analysis framework is well-established in the literature (Chen et al.,
2020), our work extends it to handle the logistic loss, overcoming the limitations of existing methods
that only apply to mean squared error (MSE) loss. Our approach can be further generalized to
other convex loss functions. In the following sections, we describe these contributions in detail.
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4.1 Nonconvex problem
We begin by introducing a nonconvex optimization problem to aid our proof. We reparameterize
Γ = XY ⊤, where X, Y ∈ Rn×r, and consider the following nonconvex problem as an alternative to
(2)

min
H,X,Y

f(H, X, Y ) :=
∑
i ̸=j

(
log(1 + ePij ) − AijPij

)
+ λ

2 ∥X∥2
F + λ

2 ∥Y ∥2
F

s.t. Pij = z⊤
i Hzj + (XY ⊤)ij ,

PZ(X) = PZ(Y ) = 0. (3)

Here, we replace Γ with XY ⊤ and the nuclear norm ∥Γ∥∗ with (∥X∥2
F + ∥Y ∥2

F )/2, motivated by
the fact that for any rank-r matrix Γ,

∥Γ∥∗ = min
X,Y ∈Rn×r,XY ⊤=Γ

1
2

(
∥X∥2

F + ∥Y ∥2
F

)
as shown in Srebro and Shraibman (2005); Mazumder et al. (2010). This reparameterization exploits
the low-rank structure of Γ∗ and reduces the number of parameters from O(n2) to O(nr), which
allows us to better control ∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥∞. We solve this nonconvex problem using gradient descent.

Although one might be concerned that this nonconvex optimization depends on the value of r,
which is unknown, we emphasize that this approach is purely an analytical tool to study the convex
problem by defining a sequence of ancillary random vectors, rather than an algorithm to be directly
applied. We initialize gradient descent at H0 = H∗, X0 = X∗, and Y 0 = Y ∗, and run for a fixed
number of iterations t0. For t = 0, . . . , t0 − 1, we compute:Ht+1

Xt+1

Y t+1

 =

 Ht − η∇Hf(Ht, Xt, Y t)
P⊥

Z (Xt − η∇Xf(Ht, Xt, Y t))
P⊥

Z (Y t − η∇Y f(Ht, Xt, Y t))

 .

We can show, with high probability, that there exists a sequence of rotation matrices {Rt}t0
t=0

such that:

∥Ht − H∗∥F , ∥XtRt − X∗∥2,∞, ∥Y tRt − Y ∗∥2,∞ ≲
1√
n

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ t0. See Lemma C.4 for more details. This implies that the nonconvex optimization
path remains close to the true parameters H∗, X∗, and Y ∗ throughout the iterations.

Furthermore, defining

t∗ := arg min0≤t<t0

∥∥P∇f(Ht, Xt, Y t)
∥∥

2 ,

we can show that ∥∥∥P∇f(Ht∗
, Xt∗

, Y t∗
)
∥∥∥

2
≲ n−5.

See Lemma C.6 for more details. Therefore, if we define (Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ) = (Ht∗
, Xt∗

Rt∗
, Y t∗

Rt∗) as the
nonconvex solution, it then satisfies:

12



1. The gradient of f at (Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ) (after projection) is sufficiently small.

2. The errors are well-controlled:

∥Ĥ − H∗∥F , ∥X̂ − X∗∥2,∞, ∥Ŷ − Y ∗∥2,∞ ≲
1√
n

.

This further implies ∥X̂Ŷ ⊤ − Γ∗∥∞ ≲ 1/
√

n.

4.2 Bridge convex and nonconvex
Although (Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ) is defined from a hypothetical algorithm that cannot be applied, we will show
that the nonconvex solution is very close to the convex solution, in the sense that (Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤) ≈
(Ĥc, Γ̂c). This allows us to transfer the theoretical guarantees of the nonconvex solution directly to
the convex solution, leading to Theorem 3.2.

Define
Lc(H, Γ) =

∑
i̸=j

(
log
(

1 + ez⊤
i Hzj+Γij

)
− Aij

(
z⊤

i Hzj + Γij

))
.

Notice that (H, Γ) is the unique minimizer of the convex problem (2) if it satisfies:
∇HLc(H, Γ) = 0
P⊥

Z ∇ΓLc(H, Γ)P⊥
Z = −λUV T + λW

PZΓ = 0, ΓPZ = 0.

(4)

Here Γ = UΛV T is the SVD of Γ and W ∈ T ⊥ with ∥W∥ < 1, where T := {UA⊤ + BV ⊤ | A, B}
is the tangent space of Γ.

Therefore, as long as we can verify (4) for (Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤) approximately (recall that the gradient
of f at (Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ) is very small, but not exactly zero), we are able to show the different between
the convex solution (Ĥc, Γ̂c) and nonconvex solution (Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤) is extremely small. This idea and
corresponding analysis, first proposed by Chen et al. (2020), was previously limited to the MSE
because the derivative of the MSE is linear with respect to the variable. In this paper, we introduce
a more elaborated approach to analyze the nonconvex solution and to verify (4), and this technique
can be potentially extended to many other problems.

For simplicity, let’s assume the gradient P∇f(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ) is exactly zero (n−5 is sufficiently small).
Then, one can show that the gradient of Lc after projection can be expressed as:

P⊥
Z ∇ΓLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ T )P⊥

Z = −λUV T + λW,

where Γ = UΛV T is the SVD of X̂Ŷ T and W is a matrix from the orthogonal complement of the
tangent space of X̂Ŷ T . In order to show X̂Ŷ T is equivalent to the convex solution, it suffices to
show ∥W∥ < 1, which is equivalent to verifying that σr+1(P⊥

Z ∇ΓLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ T )P⊥
Z ) < λ. If the loss

function in Lc was the mean square error, then ∇ΓLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ T ) would be linear with Ĥ and X̂Ŷ T ,
simplifying the analysis. However, since the logistic loss is used in our case, we need to analyze this
gradient in more depth. To tackle this, we begin with the Taylor expansion of ∇Lc at (H∗, Γ∗)

∇ΓLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ T ) ≈ ∇ΓLc(H∗, Γ∗) + M∗ ⊙
(

Z(Ĥ − H∗)Z⊤ + (X̂Ŷ T − Γ∗)
)

, (5)
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where the matrix M∗ ∈ Rn×n is defined as:

M∗
ij =

 e
P ∗

ij

(1+e
P ∗

ij )2
i ̸= j

0 i = j
.

The first term on the right-hand side of (5) is a mean zero random matrix which can be well
controlled with the random matrix theory. We thus focus on the second term.

The key idea of our analysis is to isolate the bias and stochastic error in Ĥ −H∗ and X̂T̂ ⊤ −Γ∗.
To achieve this, we define the corresponding debiased ‘estimator’ as:

vec

Ĥd − Ĥ

X̂d − X̂

Ŷ d − Ŷ

 := −(PD̂P)†P∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ), (6)

where

D̂ :=
∑
i ̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2

vec

 ziz
⊤
j

1
n eie

⊤
j Ŷ

1
n eje⊤

i X̂

vec

 ziz
⊤
j

1
n eie

⊤
j Ŷ

1
n eje⊤

i X̂

⊤

.

This debiased estimator can be viewed as running one Newton–Raphson step from (Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ).
Similarly, we run a Newton–Raphson step from (H∗, X∗, Y ∗) to define (H̄, X̄, Ȳ ) as

vec

H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗

 := −(PD∗P)†P∇L(H∗, X∗, Y ∗). (7)

This allows us to decompose X̂Ŷ ⊤ − Γ∗ as:

X̂Ŷ ⊤ − Γ∗ =
(

X̂Ŷ ⊤ − X̂d(Ŷ d)⊤
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(a)

+
(

X̂d(Ŷ d)⊤ − X̄Ȳ ⊤
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(b)

+
(
X̄Ȳ ⊤ − Γ∗)︸ ︷︷ ︸

(c)

. (8)

Note that Ĥ − H∗ can be decomposed and analyzed similarly, so here we focus on X̂Ŷ ⊤ − Γ∗ as
an example.

Our key observation is that the term (a) is the dominating term in (8) as long as λ is properly
chosen, and we confirm this statement by controlling term (b) and term (c) accordingly. On the
other hand, since X̂Ŷ ⊤ − X̂d(Ŷ d)⊤ has an explicit form from (6), we are able to fully characterize
the error X̂Ŷ ⊤ − Γ∗.

To control the term (b) and (c), we first notice that (X̄, Ȳ ) is also explicitly defined by (7), so
term (c) can be controlled directly, as shown in Proposition D.2. In fact, since (7) has nothing to do
with λ, term (c) can be controlled by term (a) as long as λ is properly chosen. When it comes to term
(b), it represents the difference between two Newton–Raphson steps with different initializations.
Since we have shown the difference between these two initializations (X̂, Ŷ ) and (X∗, Y ∗) are well-
controlled, the difference X̂d(Ŷ d)⊤ − X̄Ȳ ⊤ shrinks further after the Newton–Raphson step. To be
more concrete, in Theorem D.3, we show that∥∥∥X̂d(Ŷ d)⊤ − X̄Ȳ ⊤

∥∥∥
F
≲ n1/4,
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which implies ∥X̂d(Ŷ d)⊤ − X̄Ȳ ⊤∥F ≪ ∥X̂Ŷ ⊤ − X̂dŶ d⊤∥F ≍
√

n.
As for the main term (a), its properties are guaranteed by Assumption 7. In fact, Assumption 7

provides a necessary and sufficient condition for the equivalence between the convex and nonconvex
solutions, according to our analysis.

Once we obtain the equivalence of the convex solution and nonconvex solutions, the theoretical
guarantees for the nonconvex solution can be immediately transferred to the convex solution, which
is the estimator we proposed. This is how we leverage the debiased ‘estimator’ and uncertainty
quantification to derive the error bounds for our estimator.

5 Simulation Studies
In our experiments, we generated synthetic data to evaluate the performance of our model in
estimating H and Γ. For each trial, we randomly generated the ground truth parameters Z, H,
and Γ, based on predefined values for the number of nodes n, the number of communities r = 2,
and the dimension of covariates p = 3.

The matrix Γ was constructed as a symmetric matrix using the following process: First, we
generated Θ, an n × n diagonal matrix, that represents individual node effects and is generated by
drawing random values uniformly between 0.83 and 1.0. The community structure is encoded in the
W and Π matrices. W , an r × r matrix, defines the interaction strength between communities. It
is initialized with −0.7 for all off-diagonal values, representing weak inter-community connections,
while the diagonal entries are set to 1 to indicate strong intra-community ties. The Π matrix, an
n × r matrix, represents the probability distribution of each node’s affiliation across communities.
The values in the first column of Π are drawn from a Beta distribution with parameters 0.2 and
0.2, while the second column is defined such that each row sums to 1. This setup biases nodes to
be closer to one of the two pure community types, (1, 0) or (0, 1). The overall matrix Γ is then
computed as ΘΠWΠ⊤Θ, capturing the combined effects of both individual node attributes and
community structures on connectivity.

The covariate matrix Z is constructed to lie in the null space of ΘΠ, ensuring that it satisfies
the orthogonality condition PZΓ = 0. First, the null space of (ΘΠ)⊤ is computed, and a random
orthogonal matrix is applied to the resulting null space matrix to generate an orthonormal basis for
Z. Finally, Z is scaled by

√
n/2 to standardize its values. The symmetric p × p matrix H, which

defines the influence of covariates on edge formation, is chosen as follows:

H =

2.5 1 −1
1 1.5 −0.5

−1 −0.5 2

 .

Using the generated covariates Z, symmetric interaction matrix H, and matrix Γ, we constructed
the adjacency matrix A according to our model (1), where the probability of an edge forming
between two nodes is governed by a logistic function of their covariates and the corresponding
entries of Γ.

To estimate Ĥ and Γ̂, we applied a Nesterov-accelerated gradient descent method with a nuclear
norm penalty on Γ for regularization. For each value of n, we repeated the simulation over 100 runs
to account for randomness in the data generation process. We evaluated the model’s performance
by calculating the absolute estimation errors ∥Ĥ − H∗∥F , ∥Γ̂ − Γ∥F and ∥Γ̂ − Γ∥∞ for each run.
The mean errors across all runs were computed for each n.
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Finally, in Figure 1, we visualized the results by plotting the mean estimation errors for H and
Γ as functions of n.

Figure 1: Log–log plot of the estimation error of Ĥ, Γ̂ measured by ∥ · ∥F and ∥ · ∥∞ vs. the number
of nodes n. The results are reported for r = 2, p = 3, λ =

√
n and are averaged over 100 independent

trials.

6 Real Data Analysis
In this section, we apply our model to a stock network. We use the daily return data of S&P 500
stocks from November 10, 2021, to November 10, 2024, obtained from Wharton Research Data
Services. The daily return is defined as the change in the total value of an investment in a common
stock over a specified period per dollar of initial investment. The data is filtered to exclude assets
with missing values and scaled by a factor of 100.

To construct the stock network, we analyze the correlations of the processed data. Since much
of the variation in stock excess returns is known to be driven by common factors, such as the
Fama–French factors, we first remove the influence of these common factors. Specifically, we re-
move the first five principal components of the processed data matrix, which primarily represent
the market portfolio. The network is then built using the correlation matrix of the idiosyncratic
components (the residuals). Let Σ represent the correlation matrix of these idiosyncratic compo-
nents. An edge is defined between nodes i and j if and only if Σij > 0.16, resulting in the adjacency
matrix A.

We consider six covariates: price-to-earnings (PE), price-to-sales (PS), price-to-book (PB), price-
to-free-cash-flow (PFCF), debt-to-equity ratio (DER), and return on equity (ROE). These covari-
ates are constructed for each firm using financial data from November 10, 2021, to November 10,
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2024. To preprocess the data, we first remove all infinite and missing values. Firms with no valid
data remaining for certain covariates after this adjustment are excluded from the analysis. After
preprocessing, we retain n = 492 companies in the network. For each firm, we compute the mean
values of the relevant financial metrics over the given period. For example, when calculating the
PE ratio, we first compute the mean values of price and earnings separately. If both mean values
are positive, we compute their ratio. This ratio is then capped at a predefined lower bound for
each covariate to mitigate extreme values and numerical instability. If one or both mean values are
non-positive, we assign the predefined lower bound directly. In our experiment, we set the lower
bounds as follows: 0.01 for PE, PS, and PB; 0.003 for PFCF; 0.03 for DER; and 0.3 for ROE.
We then apply a logarithmic transformation to the obtained ratios and standardize each covariate
across firms. This process results in a 492 × 6 covariate matrix Z.

Using our proposed model, along with the obtained adjacency matrix A and covariate matrix
Z, we employ a Nesterov-accelerated gradient descent method, initialized with zero matrices, to
estimate Ĥ and Γ̂. A nuclear norm penalty is applied to Γ for regularization. The regularization
parameter is set to be 18 and the estimated Γ̂ has a rank of 4. The scatter plot of the 3-dimensional
eigenratio r̂i = [(û2)i/(û1)i, (û3)i/(û1)i, (û4)i/(û1)i]⊤ for each stock exhibits a distinct tetrahedral
structure. The four vertices of the tetrahedron correspond to the coordinates of four firms: Arch
Capital Group (ACGL), PepsiCo (PEP), BXP, Inc. (BXP) and Pentair (PNR). Subsequently, we
employ Algorithm 1 to reconstruct the membership, yielding a 492×4 estimated membership matrix
Π̂.

In Figure 2, we show the 3-dimensional scatter plot of Π̂i,1:3, i ∈ [492]. (Since each row of
Π̂ adds up to 1, the last column of Π̂ can be simply expressed by the other three columns.) As
we can see from Figure 2, the estimated membership Π̂ shows a strong cluster effect. We mark
companies from financials, real estate, consumer staples, and industrials sectors in black in the
four subplots respectively. They occupy the four vertices, and there are very few other companies
on those vertices. That is to say, we can observe a clear mixed membership structure behind the
S&P 500 companies, with financials, real estate, consumer staples, and industrials sectors being
the vertices. In addition to that, the utilities sector also forms a cluster, which is located in the
middle of the tetrahedral. It is also worth mentioning that the information technology companies
are scattered in the central area of the entire tetrahedron, indicating the wide variety of technology
companies.

With our observations on the membership structure shown above, let’s now turn to the covariates
part. Under our identifiability condition PZΓ = ΓPZ = 0, we can view vec(H) as the regression
coefficients of regressing vec(P ) on 

vec(z1z⊤
1 )

vec(z2z⊤
1 )

vec(z3z⊤
1 )

...
vec(zn−1z⊤

n )
vec(znz⊤

n )


∈ Rn2×p2

with mean(vec(Γ)) being the intercept and vec(Γ) − mean(vec(Γ)) being the residuals. Recall P is
defined by P = ZHZ⊤ + Γ in (2), which can be further written as

P = mean(vec(Γ)) + ZHZ⊤ + (Γ − mean(vec(Γ)))
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Figure 2: Sector plot for Π̂. Companies from financials/real estate/consumer staples/industrials
sectors are marked in black in the top left/top right/bottom left/bottom right plots. The bottom
right plot is rotated to better show the industrials sector.

to ensure the mean of residue is 0. Therefore, the R2 of the described regression represents the
proportion of P that can be explained by the covariates. By the definition of R2, we have

R2 =
∥∥ZHZ⊤

∥∥2
F

∥P − mean(vec(Γ))∥2
F

=
∥∥ZHZ⊤

∥∥2
F

∥ZHZ⊤∥2
F + ∥Γ − mean(vec(Γ))∥2

F

.
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Plugging our estimated Ĥ and Γ̂, we get R2 = 0.586, which means the covariates explain a significant
part of P . In contrast, if we randomly shuffle the n rows of the covariate matrix Z and repeat the
above calculation, it results in R2 = 0.0087. This implies that our model extracts a substantial
amount of information from the covariates.

We then compare the goodness of fit of our model to that of a model without covariate adjust-
ment, given by P (Aij = 1) = eP ∗

ij /(1 + eP ∗
ij ), where P ∗

ij = Γ∗
ij . Since, on average, Aij should be

close to eP ∗
ij /(1 + eP ∗

ij ), we use a χ2-type of statistic

ERROR =
∑

1≤i<j≤n

(
Aij − eP̂ij /

(
1 + eP̂ij

))2

eP̂ij /
(

1 + eP̂ij

) (9)

as a measurement to assess the goodness of fit of the estimatorP̂ij . Note that the variance of Aij

is eP ∗
ij /
(

1 + eP ∗
ij

)
, and the denominator in (9) serves to normalize the mean squared error. We

compute this error for both our model (2) and the model without covariates, where the latter’s
estimate is obtained by solving the following optimization problem:

min
Γ

∑
i ̸=j

(
log(1 + eΓij ) − AijΓij

)
+ λ∥Γ∥∗.

The results are presented in Table 1. As one can see, the covariates contributes a substantial part
to the goodness of fit of our model.

Table 1: Goodness of fit comparison: our model (left), the model without covariates (middle), and
the percentage decrease in error (right).

With Covariates Without Covariates % Decrease

ERROR 55, 441.40 59, 643.38 7.05%

We further evaluate how the covariates associated with each individual sector influence its
specific position within the network. As an analog of the R2, the sector-wise R2 is calculated by
grouping companies into their respective sectors. For each sector, the corresponding rows of the
covariate matrix Z and the centered matrix Γ (i.e., Γcentered = Γ − mean(Γ)) are extracted. The
R2 for a sector is computed using the formula:

R2
sector = ∥ZsectorHZT ∥2

F

∥ZsectorHZT ∥2
F + ∥Γcentered, sector∥2

F

,

where Zsector is the sector-specific submatrix of Z and Γcentered, sector is the corresponding rows of
Γcentered. The numerator represents the explained variance for the sector, while the denominator
represents the total variance. We report these values in Table 2. Sectors are ranked based on their
R2 values, providing a measure of how well the covariates explain variability within each sector.

Next, we examine the overall impact of each covariate on the collective structure of the network.
More specifically, we consider six covariates: price-to-earnings (PE), price-to-sales (PS), price-
to-book (PB), price-to-free-cash-flow (PFCF), debt-to-equity ratio (DER), and return on equity
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Table 2: Ranked Sector-wise R2 Values

Rank Sector R2

1 Utilities 0.8370
2 Financials 0.6378
3 Health Care 0.6265
4 Real Estate 0.6022
5 Consumer Staples 0.5612
6 Consumer Discretionary 0.5482
7 Materials 0.5127
8 Energy 0.5126
9 Information Technology 0.4651
10 Industrials 0.4404
11 Communication Services 0.4350

(ROE). For the j-th covariate, we test the null hypothesis H0 : H[j, :] = H[:, j] = 0 to determine
its significance.

To perform the hypothesis test, we estimate Ĥrestricted and Γ̂restricted, similar to the procedure for
the full model. The key difference is the inclusion of an additional constraint, H[j, :] = H[:, j] = 0,
which enforces the null hypothesis by setting the j-th covariate’s effect to zero. We then compute
the objective function for both the full model (including all covariates) and the restricted model
(with the null constraint applied). The objective function reflects the likelihood of the observed
network under the model, regularized by the nuclear norm of Γ. The test statistic is calculated
as λstat = 2 × (objrestricted − objfull). To assess significance, we randomly shuffle the j-th column
of the covariate matrix Z 1000 times, effectively decoupling the effect of the j-th covariate. For
each shuffled dataset, we compute the test statistic λstat_shuffle using the same procedure. Table 3
reports the average, 95th percentile, and 99th percentile of λstat_shuffle across these 1000 shuffles.

We find that λstat statistics for PE, PS, PB, PFCF, and DER are significantly larger than the
values obtained from the shuffled data, highlighting their statistical significance.

Table 3: Test statistics results for six covariates

PE PS PB PFCF DER ROE
λstat 190.74 1242.49 1046.17 1492.37 1277.67 36.71
λstat_shuffle-avg 22.43 21.98 24.37 16.83 21.47 23.89
λstat_shuffle-95%quantile 56.79 50.25 59.18 38.51 50.75 55.89
λstat_shuffle-99%quantile 75.78 74.58 84.57 54.30 79.78 91.90
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A Preliminaries
As we have mentioned in Section 4, our proof strategy leverages the analysis of nonconvex opti-
mization. Since the condition number of Hessian matrix plays an important role in the analysis of
gradient descent, we rescale our variables without changing the objective in the beginning to ensure
the Hessian matrices involved in the analysis have small condition numbers. Specifically, we let

Happendix = nHoriginal, Γappendix = nΓoriginal,

Zappendix = Zoriginal√
n

, λappendix = λoriginal

n
.

Note that this rescaling step does not change the value of objective at all. However, the Hessian
matrices involved in our proof are now having balanced non-zero eigenvalues. We will use the
variables with subscript ‘appendix’ in the appendix sections, and the results proved in the appendix
are transformed back to the original scale in the main body of this paper. For simplicity, we will
omit the subscript ‘appendix’ in the following content.

We define two types of logistic loss functions and their corresponding objectives. First, the
nonconvex logistic loss is given by:

L(H, X, Y ) =
∑
i ̸=j

log(1 + ePij ) − AijPij , where Pij = z⊤
i Hzj + (XY ⊤)ij

n
. (10)

The nonconvex objective is defined as:

f(H, X, Y ) = L(H, X, Y ) + λ

2 ∥X∥2
F + λ

2 ∥Y ∥2
F . (11)

Next, we introduce the convex logistic loss:

Lc(H, Γ) =
∑
i ̸=j

log(1 + ePij ) − AijPij , where Pij = z⊤
i Hzj + Γij

n
. (12)

The convex objective is defined as:

fc(θ, H, Γ) = Lc(H, Γ) + λ ∥Γ∥∗ . (13)

We have the following proposition.

Proposition A.1. Suppose Assumption 3 holds. For rescaled {zi}n
i=1, we have

∑
1≤i,j≤n vec(ziz

⊤
j )vec(ziz

⊤
j )⊤

is full rank and

c ≤ λmin

 ∑
1≤i,j≤n

vec(ziz
⊤
j )vec(ziz

⊤
j )⊤

 ≤ λmax

 ∑
1≤i,j≤n

vec(ziz
⊤
j )vec(ziz

⊤
j )⊤

 ≤ c.

Proof of Proposition A.1. Note that

vec(ziz
⊤
j )vec(ziz

⊤
j )⊤ = (zj ⊗ zi)(zj ⊗ zi)⊤ = (zj ⊗ zi)(z⊤

j ⊗ z⊤
i ) = (zjz⊤

j ) ⊗ (ziz
⊤
i ).
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Thus, we have∑
1≤i,j≤n

vec(ziz
⊤
j )vec(ziz

⊤
j )⊤ =

∑
1≤i,j≤n

(zjz⊤
j ) ⊗ (ziz

⊤
i ) = (Z⊤Z) ⊗ (Z⊤Z).

Consequently, after rescaling, it holds that

λmax

 ∑
1≤i,j≤n

vec(ziz
⊤
j )vec(ziz

⊤
j )⊤

 =
(
λmax(Z⊤Z)

)2 ≤ c,

λmin

 ∑
1≤i,j≤n

vec(ziz
⊤
j )vec(ziz

⊤
j )⊤

 =
(
λmin(Z⊤Z)

)2 ≥ c.

B Local geometry
We define

faug(H, X, Y ) := f(H, X, Y ) + caug
n2 ∥XT X − Y T Y ∥2

F ,

where caug = e2cP

8(1+e2cP )2 .

Lemma B.1 (Local geometry). Let ∆ =

∆H

∆X

∆Y

 and

C := e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 · min
{ c

2 ,
σmin

20n2

}
, C := max

{
c,

20σmax

n2

}
.

Under Assumption 2-4, with probability at least 1 − n−10, we have

vec(∆)T ∇2faug(H, X, Y )vec(∆) ≥ C∥∆∥2
F ,

max
{∥∥∇2faug(H, X, Y )

∥∥ ,
∥∥∇2f(H, X, Y )

∥∥} ≤ C

for (H, X, Y ) and ∆ obeying:

• PZ(X) = PZ(Y ) = PZ(∆X) = PZ(∆Y ) = 0.

• ∥H − H∗∥F ≤ c2
√

n,

∥∥∥∥[XR − X∗

Y R − Y ∗

]∥∥∥∥
2,∞

≤ c3.

•
[
∆X

∆Y

]
lying in the set{[
X1
Y1

]
R̂ −

[
X2
Y2

] ∣∣∣∣ ∥∥∥∥[X2 − X∗

Y2 − Y ∗

]∥∥∥∥ ≤ c4
√

n, R̂ := arg minR∈Or×r

∥∥∥∥[X1
Y1

]
R −

[
X2
Y2

]∥∥∥∥
F

}
.

Proof. See Appendix E.
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C Properties of the nonconvex iterates
In this section, we study the gradient descent starting from the ground truth (θ∗, H∗, X∗, Y ∗). Note
that this algorithm cannot be implemented in practice because we do not have access to the ground
truth parameters. More specifically, we consider the following algorithm:

Algorithm 3 Gradient Descent
1: Initialize: H0 = H∗, X0 = X∗, and Y 0 = Y ∗

2: for t = 0, . . . , T − 1 do
3: Update

Ht+1 := Ht − η∇Hf(Ht, F t) (14)

F t+1 :=
[
Xt+1

Y t+1

]
=
[
P⊥

Z (Xt − η∇Xf(Ht, F t))
P⊥

Z (Y t − η∇Y f(Ht, F t))

]
(15)

4: end for

Here η is the step-size, and the update in (15) is to guarantee that PZ(Xt+1) = PZ(Y t+1) = 0
always holds on the trajectory.

Leave-one-out objective For 1 ≤ m ≤ n, we define the following leave-one-out objective

L(m)(H, X, Y ) =
∑
i ̸=j

i,j ̸=m

log(1 + ePij ) − AijPij

+
∑
i ̸=m

{
log(1 + ePim) + log(1 + ePmi) − eP ∗

im

1 + eP ∗
im

Pim − eP ∗
mi

1 + eP ∗
mi

Pmi

}

and f (m), f
(m)
aug , Ht+1,(m), F t+1,(m) are defined correspondingly.

Properties Let

Rt := arg minR∈Or×r ∥F tR − F ∗∥F ,

Rt,(m) := arg minR∈Or×r ∥F t,(m)R − F ∗∥F ,

Ot,(m) := arg minR∈Or×r ∥F t,(m)R − F tRt∥F .

We will inductively prove the following lemmas.

Lemma C.1. Suppose Assumption 2-6 holds. For all 0 ≤ t ≤ t0, we have∥∥∥∥[ Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥
F

≤ c11
√

n.

Proof. See Appendix F.1.
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Lemma C.2. Suppose Assumption 2-6 holds. For all 0 ≤ t ≤ t0, we have

max
1≤m≤n

∥∥∥∥[ Ht,(m) − Ht

F t,(m)Ot,(m) − F tRt

]∥∥∥∥
F

≤ c21.

Proof. See Appendix F.2.

Lemma C.3. Suppose Assumption 2-6 holds. For all 0 ≤ t ≤ t0, we have

max
1≤m≤n

∥∥∥∥∥
[ (

F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)
m,·(

F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)
m+n,·

]∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤ c31

Proof. See Appendix F.3.

Lemma C.4. Suppose Assumption 2-6 holds. For all 0 ≤ t ≤ t0, we have

∥Ht − H∗∥F ≤ c11
√

n, ∥F tRt − F ∗∥2,∞ ≤ c41,

where c41 = 5κc21 + c31.

Proof. See Appendix F.4.

Lemma C.5. Suppose Assumption 2-6 holds. For all 0 ≤ t ≤ t0, we have

∥XtT Xt − Y tT Y t∥F ≤ c51ηn2, ∥(Xt,(m))T Xt,(m) − (Y t,(m))T Y t,(m)∥F ≤ c51ηn2

f(Ht, F t) ≤ f(Ht−1, F t−1) − η

2
∥∥P∇f(Ht−1, F t−1)

∥∥2
2 . (16)

Proof. See Appendix F.5.

Lemma C.6. If Lemma C.1-Lemma C.4 hold for all 0 ≤ t ≤ t0 and Lemma C.5 holds for all
1 ≤ t ≤ t0, we then have

min
0≤t<t0

∥∥P∇f(Ht, F t)
∥∥

2 ≲ n−5,

as long as ηt0 ≥ n12.

Proof. See Appendix F.6.

D Properties of debiased nonconvex estimator
Let

t∗ := arg min0≤t<t0

∥∥P∇f(Ht, F t)
∥∥

2 .

And we denote (Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ) = (Ht∗
, Xt∗

Rt∗
, Y t∗

Rt∗). It then holds that

∥Ĥ − H∗∥F ≤ c11
√

n, ∥X̂ − X∗∥2,∞ ≤ c41, ∥Ŷ − Y ∗∥2,∞ ≤ c41, (17)∥∥∥P∇f(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ )
∥∥∥

2
≲ n−5. (18)
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Moreover, we have

Pvec

Ĥ

X̂

Ŷ

 = vec

Ĥ

X̂

Ŷ

 .

Let

D̂ :=
∑
i̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2

vec

 ziz
⊤
j

1
n eie

⊤
j Ŷ

1
n eje⊤

i X̂

vec

 ziz
⊤
j

1
n eie

⊤
j Ŷ

1
n eje⊤

i X̂

⊤

.

We define the debiased estimator (Ĥd, X̂d, Ŷ d) as

vec

Ĥd − Ĥ

X̂d − X̂

Ŷ d − Ŷ

 := −(PD̂P)†P∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ), (19)

which then satisfies:

P

∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ) + D̂vec

Ĥd − Ĥ

X̂d − X̂

Ŷ d − Ŷ

 = 0 and Pvec

Ĥd

X̂d

Ŷ d

 = vec

Ĥd

X̂d

Ŷ d

 . (20)

Here the second condition leads to the fact that PZ(X̂d) = PZ(Ŷ d) = 0.
Similarly, let

D∗ :=
∑
i̸=j

eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

vec

 ziz
⊤
j

1
n eie

⊤
j Y ∗

1
n eje⊤

i X∗

vec

 ziz
⊤
j

1
n eie

⊤
j Y ∗

1
n eje⊤

i X∗

⊤

.

We define

vec

H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗

 := −(PD∗P)†P∇L(H∗, X∗, Y ∗), (21)

which then satisfies

P

∇L(H∗, X∗, Y ∗) + D∗vec

H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗

 = 0 and Pvec

H̄
X̄
Ȳ

 = vec

H̄
X̄
Ȳ

 . (22)

Here the second condition leads to the fact that PZ(X̄) = PZ(Ȳ ) = 0.
The distance between the debiased estimator and the original estimator can be captured by the

following proposition.

Proposition D.1. We have∥∥∥∥∥∥
Ĥd − Ĥ

X̂d − X̂

Ŷ d − Ŷ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

≤ ca

√
n, where ca ≍ λ

cD∗

√
µrσmax

n
.
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Proof. See Appendix G.1.

Similarly, we have the following proposition.

Proposition D.2. We have∥∥∥∥∥∥
H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

≤ c′
a

√
n, where c′

a ≍
√

µrσmax log n

cD∗n
.

Moreover, it holds that∥∥∥∥∥∥
H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∞

≤ cb, where cb ≍

√
(1 + ecP )2 log n

cD∗ecP
.

Proof. See Appendix G.2.

We can then establish the following theorem.

Theorem D.3. Under Assumption 6, it holds that∥∥∥∥∥
[

Ĥd − H̄
1
n

(
X̂d(Ŷ d)T − X̄Ȳ T

)]∥∥∥∥∥
F

≲ cdn1/4,

where

cd ≍

√
2(1 + ecP )2

cecP

(
cµrσmax

n2

)1/4
(ca + c11)3/2.

Proof. See Appendix G.3.

E Proofs of Section B
Observations Based on the constraints on (H, X, Y ), it can be seen that:

∥XR − X∗∥ ≤ ∥XR − X∗∥F ≤
√

n∥XR − X∗∥2,∞ ≤ c3
√

n

∥Y R − Y ∗∥ ≤ ∥Y R − Y ∗∥F ≤
√

n∥Y R − Y ∗∥2,∞ ≤ c3
√

n.

This further implies that

∥XY T − X∗Y ∗T ∥F

= ∥(XR − X∗)(Y R)T + X∗(Y R − Y ∗)T ∥F

≤ ∥XR − X∗∥F ∥Y R∥ + ∥X∗∥∥Y R − Y ∗∥F

≤ ∥XR − X∗∥F ∥Y R − Y ∗∥ + ∥XR − X∗∥F ∥Y ∗∥ + ∥X∗∥∥Y R − Y ∗∥F

≤ 3c3
√

σmaxn,
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where we use the fact that ∥X∗∥ = ∥Y ∗∥ = √
σmax ≥ c3

√
n. Moreover, we have

∥XY T − X∗Y ∗T ∥∞

= ∥(XR − X∗)(Y R)T + X∗(Y R − Y ∗)T ∥∞

≤ ∥XR − X∗∥2,∞∥Y R∥2,∞ + ∥X∗∥2,∞∥Y R − Y ∗∥2,∞ (Cauchy)
≤ ∥XR − X∗∥2,∞∥Y R − Y ∗∥2,∞ + ∥XR − X∗∥2,∞∥Y ∗∥2,∞ + ∥X∗∥2,∞∥Y R − Y ∗∥2,∞

≤ 3c3

√
µrσmax

n
,

where we use the fact that c3, ∥X∗∥2,∞, ∥Y ∗∥2,∞ ≤
√

µrσmax
n . Thus, we obtain

|Pij | ≤ |P ∗
ij | + |Pij − P ∗

ij |

≤ |P ∗
ij | + ∥H − H∗∥∥zi∥∥zj∥ + 1

n
∥XY T − X∗Y ∗T ∥∞

≤ |P ∗
ij | + cz

n
∥H − H∗∥ + 1

n
∥XY T − X∗Y ∗T ∥∞

≤ |P ∗
ij | + 1√

n

(
czc2 +

3c3
√

µrσmax

n

)
.

Based on Assumption 2, we know |P ∗
ij | ≤ cP and this leads to the fact that |Pij | ≤ 2cP as long as

n ≫ 1/c2
P . We will use the above observations in the following proofs.

Lemma E.1. Define PΩ(·) as

[PΩ(A)]ij =
{

Aij , i ̸= j

0, i = j,
A ∈ Rn×n,

which removes the diagonal entries of n × n matrices. Consider X, Y ∈ Rn×r satisfies∥∥∥∥[XY
]

R −
[
X∗

Y ∗

]∥∥∥∥
2,∞

≤ 1
6

√
σmin

κn

for a rotation matrix R ∈ Or×r and let T be the tangent space of XY ⊤

T =
{

UA⊤ + BV ⊤|A, B ∈ Rn×r
}

,

where XY ⊤ = UΣV ⊤ is the SVD of XY ⊤. We denote by PT the projection operator which projects
n × n matrices to space T . Then we have

∥PΩ(PT (A))∥F ≥ 9
10 ∥PT (A)∥F , ∀A ∈ Rn×n,

as long as n ≫ κ2µr. As a directly corollary, we have
n∑

i=1
((PT (A))2

ii ≤ 1
5 ∥PT (A)∥2

F , ∀A ∈ Rn×n,
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Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume A ∈ T , otherwise we can place A with PT (A) and
the statement is not affected. Then the statement can be written as

∥PΩ(A)∥F ≥ 9
10 ∥A∥F , ∀A ∈ T .

It is equivalent to show
n∑

i=1
A2

ii ≤ 19
100 ∥A∥2

F , ∀A ∈ T .

Again since PT (A) = A, the above statement is also equivalent to
n∑

i=1
[PT (A)]2ii ≤ 19

100 ∥A∥2
F , ∀A ∈ T .

To verify this, we begin with the explicit expression PT (A) = UU⊤A+AV V ⊤ −UU⊤AV V ⊤. Then
we have

n∑
i=1

[PT (A)]2ii =
n∑

i=1
[UU⊤A + AV V ⊤ − UU⊤AV V ⊤]2ii

≤ 2
n∑

i=1
[UU⊤A(I − V V ⊤)]2ii + [AV V ⊤]2ii

≤ 2
n∑

i=1

∥∥[UU⊤]i,·
∥∥2

2

∥∥[A(I − V V ⊤)]·,i
∥∥2

2 + ∥[A]i,·∥2
2
∥∥[V V ⊤]·,i

∥∥2
2

≤ 2
∥∥UU⊤∥∥2

2,∞

∥∥A(I − V V ⊤)
∥∥2

F
+ 2 ∥A∥2

F

∥∥V V ⊤∥∥2
2,∞

≤ 2 ∥A∥2
F

(
∥U∥2

2,∞ + ∥V ∥2
2,∞

)
. (23)

It remains to control ∥U∥2,∞ and ∥V ∥2,∞. By definition we can write U = XY ⊤V Σ−1. As a
result, we have

∥U∥2,∞ ≤ ∥X∥2,∞ ∥Y ∥ ∥V ∥
∥∥Σ−1∥∥ = ∥X∥2,∞ ∥Y ∥

∥∥Σ−1∥∥
≤

(
∥X∗∥2,∞ + ∥XR − X∗∥2,∞

)
(∥Y ∗∥ + ∥Y R − Y ∗∥)

σmin − ∥XY ⊤ − Γ∗∥

≤
(2
√

σmaxµr/n)(2√
σmax)

0.5σmin
= 8κ

√
µr

n
, (24)

since ∥XR − X∗∥2,∞ ≤
√

σmaxµr/n, ∥Y R − Y ∗∥ ≤ √
σmax and∥∥XY ⊤ − Γ∗∥∥ ≤ ∥XR − X∗∥ ∥Y R∥ + ∥X∗∥ ∥Y R − Y ∗∥

≤ ∥XR − X∗∥ (∥Y ∗∥ + ∥Y R − Y ∗∥) + ∥X∗∥ ∥Y R − Y ∗∥

≤ 3√
σmax

√
n

∥∥∥∥[XY
]

R −
[
X∗

Y ∗

]∥∥∥∥
2,∞

≤ 1
2σmin.
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Similarly, for V we also have ∥V ∥2,∞ ≤ 8κ
√

µr/n.
Combine (23) and (24) we get

n∑
i=1

[PT (A)]2ii ≤ 256κ2µr

n
∥A∥2

F .

Therefore, we have
n∑

i=1
A2

ii ≤ 19
100 ∥A∥2

F , ∀A ∈ T ,

as long as n ≫ κ2µr.

Lemma E.2. It holds that(σmin

4 − 10(c3 + c4)√nσmax

) (
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
≤ ∥∆XY T + X∆T

Y ∥2
F + 1

4∥∆T
XX + XT ∆X − ∆T

Y Y − Y T ∆Y ∥2
F

≤ 16σmax
(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
.

Proof. To show the upper bound, note that

∥∆XY T + X∆T
Y ∥2

F ≤ (∥Y ∥∥∆X∥F + ∥X∥∥∆Y ∥F )2 ≤
(
∥X∥2 + ∥Y ∥2) (∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
,

∥∆T
XX + XT ∆X − ∆T

Y Y − Y T ∆Y ∥2
F ≤ 4

(
∥X∥2 + ∥Y ∥2) (∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
.

Thus, it holds that

∥∆XY T + X∆T
Y ∥2

F + 1
4∥∆T

XX + XT ∆X − ∆T
Y Y − Y T ∆Y ∥2

F

≤ 2
(
∥X∥2 + ∥Y ∥2) (∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
.

By Weyl’s inequality, we have

|σmax(X) − σmax(X∗)| ≤ ∥XR − X∗∥ ≤ c3
√

n, |σmax(Y ) − σmax(Y ∗)| ≤ ∥Y R − Y ∗∥ ≤ c3
√

n.

As long as c3
√

n ≪ √
σmax, we have

σmax(X) ≤ 2√
σmax, σmax(Y ) ≤ 2√

σmax,

which implies

∥∆XY T + X∆T
Y ∥2

F + 1
4∥∆T

XX + XT ∆X − ∆T
Y Y − Y T ∆Y ∥2

F ≤ 16σmax
(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
.

For the lower bound, note that∥∥∆XY T + X∆T
Y

∥∥2
F

+ 1
4
∥∥∆T

XX + XT ∆X − ∆T
Y Y − Y T ∆Y

∥∥2
F
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=
∥∥∆XY T

∥∥2
F

+
∥∥X∆T

Y

∥∥2
F

+ 1
2
∥∥∆T

XX
∥∥2

F
+ 1

2
∥∥∆T

Y Y
∥∥2

F
−
〈
∆T

XX, ∆T
Y Y
〉

+ 1
2
〈
XT ∆X , ∆T

XX
〉

+ 1
2
〈
Y T ∆Y , ∆T

Y Y
〉

+
〈
∆T

XX, Y T ∆Y

〉
=
∥∥∆XY T

∥∥2
F

+
∥∥X∆T

Y

∥∥2
F

+ 1
2
∥∥∆T

XX − ∆T
Y Y
∥∥2

F
+ 1

2
〈
XT ∆X + Y T ∆Y , ∆T

XX + ∆T
Y Y
〉

=
∥∥∆XY T

∥∥2
F

+
∥∥X∆T

Y

∥∥2
F

+ 1
2
∥∥∆T

XX − ∆T
Y Y
∥∥2

F

+ 1
2
〈
(XR)T (∆XR) + (Y R)T (∆Y R), (∆XR)T (XR) + (∆Y R)T (Y R)

〉
=
∥∥∆XY T

∥∥2
F

+
∥∥X∆T

Y

∥∥2
F

+ 1
2
∥∥∆T

XX − ∆T
Y Y
∥∥2

F

+ 1
2
〈
XT

2 (∆XR) + Y T
2 (∆Y R), (∆XR)T X2 + (∆Y R)T Y2

〉
+ E1

=
∥∥∆XY T

∥∥2
F

+
∥∥X∆T

Y

∥∥2
F

+ 1
2
∥∥∆T

XX − ∆T
Y Y
∥∥2

F
+ 1

2
∥∥XT

2 ∆X + Y T
2 ∆Y

∥∥2
F

+ E1,

where

E1 :=
〈
(XR − X2)T ∆XR + (Y R − Y2)T ∆Y R, (∆XR)T X2 + (∆Y R)T Y2

〉
+ 1

2
〈
(XR − X2)T ∆XR + (Y R − Y2)T ∆Y R, (∆XR)T (XR − X2) + (∆Y R)T (Y R − Y2)

〉
.

Based on the fact that |⟨A, B⟩| ≤ ∥A∥F ∥B∥F and ∥AB∥F ≤ ∥A∥∥B∥F , we have

|E1| ≤
(

(∥XR − X2∥ + ∥Y R − Y2∥)(∥X2∥ + ∥Y2∥) + 1
2(∥XR − X2∥ + ∥Y R − Y2∥)2

)(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
.

By the definition of X2, Y2, as long as c4
√

n ≪ √
σmax, we have

∥X2∥ ≤ ∥X2 − X∗∥ + ∥X∗∥ ≤ 2√
σmax, ∥Y2∥ ≤ ∥Y2 − X∗∥ + ∥Y ∗∥ ≤ 2√

σmax.

Moreover, on the observations, we have

∥XR − X2∥ ≤ ∥XR − X∗∥ + ∥X2 − X∗∥ ≤ (c3 + c4)
√

n,

∥Y R − Y2∥ ≤ ∥Y R − Y ∗∥ + ∥Y2 − Y ∗∥ ≤ (c3 + c4)
√

n.

Thus, we have

|E1| ≤ 10(c3 + c4)√nσmax
(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
.

As a result, we have∥∥∆XY T + X∆T
Y

∥∥2
F

+ 1
4
∥∥∆T

XX + XT ∆X − ∆T
Y Y − Y T ∆Y

∥∥2
F

≥
∥∥∆XY T

∥∥2
F

+
∥∥X∆T

Y

∥∥2
F

− |E1|

≥ σmin

4

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
− |E1|

≥
(σmin

4 − 10(c3 + c4)√nσmax

)(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
.
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Here we use Weyl’s inequality to obtain that

|σmin(X) − σmin(X∗)| ≤ ∥XR − X∗∥ ≤ c3
√

n, |σmin(Y ) − σmin(Y ∗)| ≤ ∥Y R − Y ∗∥ ≤ c3
√

n.

As long as c3
√

n ≪ √
σmin, we have

σmin(X) ≥ 1
2

√
σmin, σmin(Y ) ≥ 1

2
√

σmin.

Proof of Lemma B.1. According to the definition of ∇2L(H, X, Y ), we have

vec(∆)T ∇2L(H, X, Y )vec(∆) =
∑
i ̸=j

ePij

(1 + ePij )2

(
⟨∆H , ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨∆XY T + X∆T

Y , eie
T
j ⟩
)2

+ 2
n

∑
i ̸=j

(
ePij

1 + ePij
− Aij

)
⟨∆X , eie

T
j ∆Y ⟩.

Thus, it holds that

vec(∆)T ∇2faug(H, X, Y )vec(∆)

=vec(∆)T ∇2L(H, X, Y )vec(∆) + λ∥∆X∥2
F + λ∥∆Y ∥2

F + 2caug
n2 ∥∆T

XX + XT ∆X − ∆T
Y Y − Y T ∆Y ∥2

F

=
∑
i ̸=j

ePij

(1 + ePij )2

(
⟨∆H , ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨∆XY T + X∆T

Y , eie
T
j ⟩
)2

+ λ∥∆X∥2
F + λ∥∆Y ∥2

F

+ 2caug
n2 ∥∆T

XX + XT ∆X − ∆T
Y Y − Y T ∆Y ∥2

F + 2
n

∑
i̸=j

(
ePij

1 + ePij
− Aij

)
⟨∆X , eie

T
j ∆Y ⟩. (25)

We first deal with the last term, which is the only term that contains Aij and thus has randomness.
Note that

2
n

∑
i ̸=j

(
ePij

1 + ePij
− Aij

)
⟨∆X , eie

T
j ∆Y ⟩

= 2
n

∑
i̸=j

(
ePij

1 + ePij
− eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

)
⟨∆X , eie

T
j ∆Y ⟩ + 2

n

∑
i̸=j

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
⟨∆X , eie

T
j ∆Y ⟩.

For the first term, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣ 2n
∑
i ̸=j

(
ePij

1 + ePij
− eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

)
⟨∆X , eie

T
j ∆Y ⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 2n
∑
i ̸=j

(
ePij

1 + ePij
− eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

)
(∆X∆T

Y )ij

∣∣∣∣∣∣
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≤ 1
n

∑
i̸=j

|Pij − P ∗
ij ||(∆X∆T

Y )ij | (mean-value theorem)

≤ 1
n

∥∆X∆T
Y ∥F ·

√∑
i ̸=j

(Pij − P ∗
ij)2. (Cauchy)

Note that∑
i ̸=j

(Pij − P ∗
ij)2 ≤

∑
i,j

(Pij − P ∗
ij)2 =

∑
i,j

(
⟨H − H∗, ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨XY T − X∗Y ∗T , eie

T
j ⟩
)2

=
∥∥∥∥Z(H − H∗)ZT + 1

n
(XY T − X∗Y ∗T )

∥∥∥∥2

F

=
∥∥Z(H − H∗)ZT

∥∥2
F

+
∥∥∥∥ 1

n
(XY T − X∗Y ∗T )

∥∥∥∥2

F

≤c∥H − H∗∥2
F + 1

n2 ∥XY T − X∗Y ∗T ∥2
F , (26)

where the last equation follows from the fact that PZ(XY T −X∗Y ∗T ) = 0 and PZ(Z(H−H∗)ZT ) =
Z(H − H∗)ZT . Thus, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣ 2n

∑
i ̸=j

(
ePij

1 + ePij
− eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

)
⟨∆X , eie

T
j ∆Y ⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ 1

n
∥∆X∆T

Y ∥F ·
(√

c∥H − H∗∥F + 1
n

∥XY T − X∗Y ∗T ∥F

)
≤
√

1
n

∥∆X∆T
Y ∥F ·

(
c2

√
c + 3c3

√
σmax

n

)
(By the observations)

≤c
σmin

n5/2 ∥∆X∆T
Y ∥F (as long as c2

√
c + 3c3

√
σmax

n ≤ c σmin
n2 for some c)

≤c
σmin

n5/2

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
(ab ≤ a2 + b2)

For the second term, note that ( e
P ∗

ij

1+e
P ∗

ij
− Aij)(∆X∆T

Y )ij is mean-zero |(∆X∆T
Y )ij |2-subgaussian

variable. By the independency, it holds that

∑
i̸=j

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
(∆X∆T

Y )ij

is mean-zero ∥∆X∆T
Y ∥2

F -subgaussian variable. Thus, with probability at least 1 − n−10, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
i ̸=j

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
(∆X∆T

Y )ij

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ ∥∆X∆T
Y ∥F

√
log n.

As a result, with probability at least 1 − n−10, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣ 2n
∑
i̸=j

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
⟨∆X , eie

T
j ∆Y ⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣
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≲

√
log n

n
∥∆X∆T

Y ∥F

≤ σmin

n5/2 ∥∆X∆T
Y ∥F (as long as

√
log n

n ≪ σmin
n2 )

≤ σmin

n5/2

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
. (ab ≤ a2 + b2)

To summarize, we show that with probability at least 1 − n−10,∣∣∣∣∣∣ 2n
∑
i̸=j

(
ePij

1 + ePij
− Aij

)
⟨∆X , eie

T
j ∆Y ⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ c
σmin

n5/2

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
.

For the rest of the terms, note that∑
i ̸=j

ePij

(1 + ePij )2

(
⟨∆H , ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨∆XY T + X∆T

Y , eie
T
j ⟩
)2

+ 2caug
n2 ∥∆T

XX + XT ∆X − ∆T
Y Y − Y T ∆Y ∥2

F

≤1
4

∥∥∥∥Z∆HZT + 1
n

(∆XY T + X∆T
Y )
∥∥∥∥2

F

+ 2caug
n2 ∥∆T

XX + XT ∆X − ∆T
Y Y − Y T ∆Y ∥2

F

≤ c

4∥∆H∥2
F + 1

4n2 ∥∆XY T + X∆T
Y ∥2

F + 2caug
n2 ∥∆T

XX + XT ∆X − ∆T
Y Y − Y T ∆Y ∥2

F

≤c∥∆H∥2
F + 1

n2 ∥∆XY T + X∆T
Y ∥2

F + 1
4n2 ∥∆T

XX + XT ∆X − ∆T
Y Y − Y T ∆Y ∥2

F

≤c∥∆H∥2
F + 16σmax

n2

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
, (27)

where the second inequality follows from Assumption 3, the third inequality follows from the fact
that 8caug ≤ 1 and the last inequality follows from Lemma E.2. Combine this with (25), we final
obtain that with probability at least 1 − n−10, we have

vec(∆)T ∇2faug(H, X, Y )vec(∆)

≤c∥∆H∥2
F +

(
16σmax

n2 + λ + c
σmin

n5/2

)(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
≤c∥∆H∥2

F + 20σmax

n2

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
as long as λ, c σmin

n5/2 ≪ σmax
n2 . In other words, we obtain∥∥∇2faug(H, X, Y )

∥∥ ≤ max
{

c,
20σmax

n2

}
.

It’s easy to see that the above upper bound also holds for ∥∇2f(H, X, Y )∥.
Now let’s focus on the lower bond. One can see that∑

i ̸=j

ePij

(1 + ePij )2

(
⟨∆H , ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨∆XY T + X∆T

Y , eie
T
j ⟩
)2

≥ e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2

∑
i ̸=j

(
⟨∆H , ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨∆XY T + X∆T

Y , eie
T
j ⟩
)2
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= e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2

∑
i,j

(
z⊤

i ∆Hzj + 1
n

(∆XY T + X∆T
Y )ij

)2
−

n∑
i=1

(
z⊤

i ∆Hzi + 1
n

(∆XY T + X∆T
Y )ii

)2


= e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2

(∥∥Z∆HZT
∥∥2

F
+
∥∥∥∥ 1

n
(∆XY T + X∆T

Y )
∥∥∥∥2

F

−
n∑

i=1

(
z⊤

i ∆Hzi + 1
n

(∆XY T + X∆T
Y )ii

)2
)

≥ e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2

(
c ∥∆H∥2

F +
∥∥∥∥ 1

n
(∆XY T + X∆T

Y )
∥∥∥∥2

F

−
n∑

i=1

(
z⊤

i ∆Hzi + 1
n

(∆XY T + X∆T
Y )ii

)2
)

.

(28)

Here the last equation follows from the fact that PZ(∆XY T + X∆T
Y ) = 0 and PZ(Z∆HZT ) =

Z∆HZT , and the inequality follows from Assumption 3. On the one hand, one can control the last
term as

n∑
i=1

(
z⊤

i ∆Hzi + 1
n

(∆XY T + X∆T
Y )ii

)2
≤ 9

n∑
i=1

((
z⊤

i ∆Hzi

)2 +
(
∆XY T

)2
ii

+
(
X∆T

Y

)2
ii

n2

)

≲
n∑

i=1

(
∥zi∥4

2 ∥∆H∥2 +
∥(∆X)i,:∥2

2 ∥(Y )i,:∥2
2 + ∥(∆Y )i,:∥2

2 ∥(X)i,:∥2
2

n2

)

≲

(
n∑

i=1

c2
z

n2 ∥∆H∥2

)
+

∥∆X∥2
F ∥Y ∥2

2,∞ + ∥∆Y ∥2
F ∥X∥2

2,∞

n2

≲
c2

z

n
∥∆H∥2 +

∥∆X∥2
F ∥Y ∗∥2

2,∞ + ∥∆Y ∥2
F ∥X∗∥2

2,∞

n2

≲
∥∆H∥2

F + ∥∆X∥2
F + ∥∆Y ∥2

F

n

≪ c

100 ∥∆H∥2
F + σmin

100n2

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
. (29)

On the other hand, by Lemma E.2 we have

e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2

∥∥∥∥ 1
n

(∆XY T + X∆T
Y )
∥∥∥∥2

F

+ 2caug
n2 ∥∆T

XX + XT ∆X − ∆T
Y Y − Y T ∆Y ∥2

F

= e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2

∥∥∥∥ 1
n

(∆XY T + X∆T
Y )
∥∥∥∥2

F

+ e2cP

4n2(1 + e2cP )2 ∥∆T
XX + XT ∆X − ∆T

Y Y − Y T ∆Y ∥2
F

≥ e2cP

n2(1 + e2cP )2

(σmin

4 − 10(c3 + c4)√nσmax

) (
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
≥ e2cP σmin

8n2(1 + e2cP )2

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
(30)

as long as σmin ≥ 80(c3 + c4)√nσmax. Combine (29) and (30) with (28) we get

∑
i ̸=j

ePij

(1 + ePij )2

(
⟨∆H , ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨∆XY T + X∆T

Y , eie
T
j ⟩
)2

+ 2caug
n2 ∥∆T

XX + XT ∆X − ∆T
Y Y − Y T ∆Y ∥2

F
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≥ ce2cP

2(1 + e2cP )2 ∥∆H∥2
F + e2cP σmin

8n2(1 + e2cP )2

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
− e2cP σmin

100n2(1 + e2cP )2

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
≥ ce2cP

2(1 + e2cP )2 ∥∆H∥2
F + e2cP σmin

10n2(1 + e2cP )2

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
.

Plugging this in (25) we get

vec(∆)T ∇2faug(H, X, Y )vec(∆) ≥ ce2cP

2(1 + e2cP )2 ∥∆H∥2
F + e2cP σmin

10n2(1 + e2cP )2

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
− c

σmin

n5/2

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
≥ ce2cP

2(1 + e2cP )2 ∥∆H∥2
F + e2cP σmin

20n2(1 + e2cP )2

(
∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F

)
≥C

(
∥∆H∥2

F + ∥∆X∥2
F + ∥∆Y ∥2

F

)
as long as n ≫ c2.

F Proofs of Section C
We define

fdiff(X, Y ) := caug
n2 ∥XT X − Y T Y ∥2

F .

Thus, we have faug(H, X, Y ) = f(H, X, Y ) + fdiff(X, Y ). Note that for any H, F , and R ∈ Or×r,
we have

f(H, FR) = f(H, F ), ∇Hf(H, FR) = ∇Hf(H, F ), ∇F f(H, FR) = ∇F f(H, F )R,

which will be used in the following proofs. We first present the following lemmas, which will be
constantly used in the proofs.

Lemma F.1. Let H∗, F ∗ be the ground truth parameters and λ ≳
√

log n
n . Under Assumption 2, it

holds with probability at least 1 − n−10 that

∥∇Hf(H∗, F ∗)∥F ≲ cz

√
p log n, ∥∇F f(H∗, F ∗)∥F ≲ λ (∥X∗∥F + ∥Y ∗∥F ) .

Proof of Lemma F.1. In the following, we will bound ∥∇Hf(H∗, F ∗)∥F and ∥∇F f(H∗, F ∗)∥F , re-
spectively. To bound ∥∇Hf(H∗, F ∗)∥F , note that

∇Hf(H∗, F ∗) = ∇HL(H∗, F ∗) =
∑
i̸=j

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
ziz

T
j .

By Assumption 2, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=j

E

( eP ∗
ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)2

ziz
T
j zjzT

i

∥∥∥∥∥∥ ≲
∑
i ̸=j

∥zi∥2
2∥zj∥2

2 ≍ c2
z.
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Thus, by matrix Bernstein inequality, with probability at least 1 − n−10, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i̸=j

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
ziz

T
j

∥∥∥∥∥∥ ≲ cz

√
log n,

which implies that ∥∇Hf(H∗, F ∗)∥F ≤ √
p∥∇Hf(H∗, F ∗)∥ ≲ cz

√
p log n.

We then bound ∥∇F f(H∗, F ∗)∥F . Note that

∥∇F f(H∗, F ∗)∥F ≤ ∥∇Xf(H∗, F ∗)∥F + ∥∇Y f(H∗, F ∗)∥F

≤ ∥∇XL(H∗, F ∗)∥F + ∥∇Y L(H∗, F ∗)∥F + λ (∥X∗∥F + ∥Y ∗∥F )
≤ ∥∇ΓLc(H∗, Γ∗)∥ (∥X∗∥F + ∥Y ∗∥F ) + λ (∥X∗∥F + ∥Y ∗∥F ) ,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that ∥AB∥F ≤ ∥A∥∥B∥F . Here

∇ΓLc(H∗, Γ∗) = 1
n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
eie

T
j .

Note that ∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=j

E

( eP ∗
ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)2

eie
T
j ejeT

i

∥∥∥∥∥∥ ≲ n

∥∥∥∥∥
n∑

i=1
eie

T
i

∥∥∥∥∥ = n.

Thus, by matrix Bernstein inequality, with probability at least 1−n−10, we have ∥∇ΓLc(H∗, Γ∗)∥ ≲√
log n

n ≲ λ. Consequently, it holds that

∥∇F f(H∗, F ∗)∥F ≲ λ (∥X∗∥F + ∥Y ∗∥F ) .

Lemma F.2. Suppose Lemma C.1 holds for the t-th iteration. Under Assumption 3, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥ 1
n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP t

ij

1 + eP t
ij

− Aij

)
eie

T
j

∥∥∥∥∥∥
≲

1
n

(√
c∥Ht − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥X∗∥∥F tRt − F ∗∥F

)
+
√

log n

n

≲

√
c2

11C + log n

n
.

Proof of Lemma F.2. We denote

Dt := 1
n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP t

ij

1 + eP t
ij

− Aij

)
eie

T
j .
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Note that

∥Dt∥ ≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥ 1
n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP t

ij

1 + eP t
ij

− eP ∗
ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

)
eie

T
j

∥∥∥∥∥∥+

∥∥∥∥∥∥ 1
n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
eie

T
j

∥∥∥∥∥∥ .

For the first term, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥ 1
n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP t

ij

1 + eP t
ij

− eP ∗
ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

)
eie

T
j

∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤ 1

n

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=j

(
eP t

ij

1 + eP t
ij

− eP ∗
ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

)
eie

T
j

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

= 1
n

√√√√∑
i ̸=j

(
eP t

ij

1 + eP t
ij

− eP ∗
ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

)2

≤ 1
4n

√∑
i ̸=j

(
P t

ij − P ∗
ij

)2 (by mean value theorem)

≲
1
n

(√
c∥Ht − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥X∗∥∥F tRt − F ∗∥F

)
,

where the last inequality follows from the same argument as (26) and

∥XtY tT − X∗Y ∗T ∥F

= ∥(XtRt − X∗)(Y tRt)T + X∗(Y tRt − Y ∗)T ∥F

≤ ∥XtRt − X∗∥F ∥Y tRt∥ + ∥X∗∥∥Y tRt − Y ∗∥F

≤ ∥XtRt − X∗∥F ∥Y tRt − Y ∗∥ + ∥XtRt − X∗∥F ∥Y ∗∥ + ∥X∗∥∥Y tRt − Y ∗∥F

≤ 3∥X∗∥∥F tRt − Y ∗∥F .

For the second term, as bound ∥∇ΓLc(H∗, Γ∗)∥ in the proof of Lemma F.1, we have with probability
at least 1 − n−10 that ∥∥∥∥∥∥ 1

n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
eie

T
j

∥∥∥∥∥∥ ≲

√
log n

n
.

As a result, we have

∥Dt∥ ≲
1
n

(√
c∥Ht − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥X∗∥∥F tRt − F ∗∥F

)
+
√

log n

n

≲ c11

√
C

n
+
√

log n

n
(recall the definition of C)

≲

√
c2

11C + log n

n
.

We then finish the proof.
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F.1 Proofs of Lemma C.1
Suppose Lemma C.1-Lemma C.5 hold for the t-th iteration. In the following, we prove Lemma C.1
for the (t + 1)-th iteration. By the gradient decent update, we have

vec
[
Ht+1

F t+1

]
= Pvec

[
Ht − η∇Hf(Ht, F t)
F t − η∇F f(Ht, F t)

]
,

which then gives∥∥∥∥[ Ht+1 − H∗

F t+1Rt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥
F

=
∥∥∥∥vec

[
Ht+1 − H∗

F t+1Rt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥
2

≤
∥∥∥∥vec

[
Ht − H∗ − η∇Hf(Ht, F tRt)

F tRt − F ∗ − η∇F f(Ht, F tRt)

]∥∥∥∥
2

. (31)

Consequently, we only need to bound the RHS of (31). Note that

vec
[

Ht − H∗ − η∇Hf(Ht, F tRt)
F tRt − F ∗ − η∇F f(Ht, F tRt)

]
= vec

[
Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]
− η∇f(Ht, F tRt)

= vec
[

Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]
− η

(
∇faug(Ht, F tRt) − ∇faug(H∗, F ∗)

)
+ η∇fdiff(F tRt) − η∇faug(H∗, F ∗).

Also, notice that

∇faug(Ht, F tRt) − ∇faug(H∗, F ∗)

=
∫ 1

0
∇2faug

(
(H∗, F ∗) + τ(Ht − H∗, F tRt − F ∗)

)
dτ · vec

[
Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]
.

Thus, we have

vec
[

Ht − H∗ − η∇Hf(Ht, F tRt)
F tRt − F ∗ − η∇F f(Ht, F tRt)

]
=
(

I − η

∫ 1

0
∇2faug

(
(H∗, F ∗) + τ(Ht − H∗, F tRt − F ∗)

)
dτ

)
· vec

[
Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]
+ η∇fdiff(F tRt) − η∇faug(H∗, F ∗).

For notation simplicity, we denote

A :=
∫ 1

0
∇2faug

(
(H∗, F ∗) + τ(Ht − H∗, F tRt − F ∗)

)
dτ.

Since Lemma C.4 holds for the t-th iteration, we know A satisfies the local geometry properties as
outlined in Lemma B.1 as long as c11 ≤ c2, c41 ≤ c3. By triangle inequality, we have∥∥∥∥vec

[
Ht − H∗ − η∇Hf(Ht, F tRt)

F tRt − F ∗ − η∇F f(Ht, F tRt)

]∥∥∥∥
2

≤
∥∥∥∥(I − ηA)vec

[
Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

(1)

+η ∥∇fdiff(F tRt)∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸
(2)

+η ∥∇faug(H∗, F ∗)∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸
(3)

.

In the following, we bound (1)-(3), respectively.
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1. We first bound (1). Note that

(1)2 = vec
[

Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]T

(I − 2ηA + η2A2)vec
[

Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]
=
∥∥∥∥[ Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥2

F

− 2ηvec
[

Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]T

A vec
[

Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]
+ η2vec

[
Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]T

A2 vec
[

Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]
.

By Lemma B.1, we have

vec
[

Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]T

A vec
[

Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]
≥ C

∥∥∥∥[ Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥2

F

,

vec
[

Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]T

A2 vec
[

Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]
≤ C

2
∥∥∥∥[ Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥2

F

,

where the second inequality holds since by Lemma B.1, we know ∥A∥ ≤ C. As a result, we
have

(1)2 ≤
(

1 + η2C
2 − 2Cη

)∥∥∥∥[ Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥2

F

≤ (1 − Cη)
∥∥∥∥[ Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥2

F

,

where the second inequality holds as long as ηC
2 ≤ C. This implies

(1) ≤
(

1 − C

2 η

)∥∥∥∥[ Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥
F

,

which follows from the fact that
√

1 − x ≤ 1 − x
2 .

2. We then bound (2). Note that

∇Xfdiff(F tRt) = 4caug
n2 Xt(XtT Xt − Y tT Y t)Rt,

∇Y fdiff(F tRt) = 4caug
n2 Y t(Y tT Y t − XtT Xt)Rt.

Thus, we have

∥∇fdiff(F tRt)∥2 =

∥∥∥∥∥∥vec

 0
∇Xfdiff(F tRt)
∇Y fdiff(F tRt)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

=
∥∥∥∥[∇Xfdiff(F tRt)

∇Y fdiff(F tRt)

]∥∥∥∥
F

≤ 4caug
n2

(
∥Xt(XtT Xt − Y tT Y t)Rt∥F + ∥Y t(Y tT Y t − XtT Xt)Rt∥F

)
≤ 4caug

n2

(
∥Xt∥ + ∥Y t∥

)
∥XtT Xt − Y tT Y t∥F .
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Since Lemma C.1 holds for the t-th iteration, we have

∥F t∥ = ∥F tRt∥ ≤ ∥F tRt − F ∗∥ + ∥F ∗∥ ≤ 2∥F ∗∥,

where the last inequality holds because by Lemma C.1, we have ∥F tRt − F ∗∥ ≪ ∥F ∗∥.
Consequently, we have

(2) = ∥∇fdiff(F tRt)∥2 ≤ 16caug
n2 ∥F ∗∥∥XtT Xt − Y tT Y t∥F .

3. We then bound (3). Note that X∗T X∗ = Y ∗T Y ∗. Thus, we have ∇fdiff(F ∗) = 0, which
implies ∇faug(H∗, F ∗) = ∇f(H∗, F ∗). By Lemma F.1, we have

(3) = ∥∇f(H∗, F ∗)∥2 ≲ cz

√
p log n + λ

√
µrσmax ≲ λ

√
µrσmax

as long as c2
zp ≪ n.

Consequently, we conclude that∥∥∥∥vec
[

Ht − H∗ − η∇Hf(Ht, F tRt)
F tRt − F ∗ − η∇F f(Ht, F tRt)

]∥∥∥∥
2

≤
(

1 − C

2 η

)∥∥∥∥[ Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥
F

+ 16ηcaug
n2 ∥F ∗∥∥XtT Xt − Y tT Y t∥F + λη

√
µrσmax.

Recall (31), we then have∥∥∥∥[ Ht+1 − H∗

F t+1Rt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥
F

≤
(

1 − C

2 η

)∥∥∥∥[ Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥
F

+ 16ηcaug
n2 ∥F ∗∥∥XtT Xt − Y tT Y t∥F + λη

√
µrσmax.

By Lemma J.1, we know ∥F ∗∥ ≤ 2√
σmax. By Lemma C.5, we have ∥XtT Xt − Y tT Y t∥F ≤ c51ηn2.

We then obtain that∥∥∥∥[ Ht+1 − H∗

F t+1Rt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥
F

≤
(

1 − C

2 η

)∥∥∥∥[ Ht − H∗

F tRt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥
F

+ 32caugc51
√

σmaxη2 + λη
√

µrσmax.

Since Lemma C.1 holds for the t-th iteration, we have∥∥∥∥[ Ht+1 − H∗

F t+1Rt − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥
F

≤
(

1 − C

2 η

)
c11

√
n + 32caugc51

√
σmaxη2 + λη

√
µrσmax

≤ c11
√

n
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as long as λ
√

µrσmax
n ≲ c11C and c51

√
σmaxη√
n

≲ c11C. Finally, by the definition of Rt+1, we have

∥F t+1Rt+1 − F ∗∥F ≤ ∥F t+1Rt − F ∗∥F .

Consequently, we have ∥∥∥∥[ Ht+1 − H∗

F t+1Rt+1 − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥
F

≤ c11
√

n.

F.2 Proofs of Lemma C.2
Suppose Lemma C.1-Lemma C.5 hold for the t-th iteration. In the following, we prove Lemma C.2
for the (t + 1)-th iteration. More specifically, we fix m and aim to bound∥∥∥∥[ Ht+1,(m) − Ht+1

F t+1,(m)Ot+1,(m) − F t+1Rt+1

]∥∥∥∥
F

.

Claim F.3. It holds that

∥F t+1Rt+1 − F t+1,(m)Ot+1,(m)∥F ≤ ∥F t+1Rt − F t+1,(m)Ot,(m)∥F .

Proof of Claim. By the definition of Ot+1,(m), for any O ∈ Or×r, we have

∥F t+1Rt+1 − F t+1,(m)Ot+1,(m)∥F ≤ ∥F t+1Rt+1 − F t+1,(m)O∥F .

Choosing O = Ot,(m)(Rt)−1Rt+1, we then have

∥F t+1Rt+1 − F t+1,(m)O∥F = ∥F t+1Rt+1 − F t+1,(m)Ot,(m)(Rt)−1Rt+1∥F

= ∥F t+1 − F t+1,(m)Ot,(m)(Rt)−1∥F

= ∥F t+1Rt − F t+1,(m)Ot,(m)∥F ,

which then finishes the proofs.

By Claim F.3, we have∥∥∥∥[ Ht+1,(m) − Ht+1

F t+1,(m)Ot+1,(m) − F t+1Rt+1

]∥∥∥∥
F

≤
∥∥∥∥[ Ht+1 − Ht+1,(m)

F t+1Rt − F t+1,(m)Ot,(m)

]∥∥∥∥
F

.

Moreover, by the gradient decent update, we have

vec
[

Ht+1 − Ht+1,(m)

F t+1Rt − F t+1,(m)Ot,(m)

]
= Pvec

[
(Ht − η∇Hf(Ht, F t)) −

(
Ht,(m) − η∇Hf (m)(Ht,(m), F t,(m))

)
(F tRt − η∇F f(Ht, F tRt)) − (F t,(m)Ot,(m) − η∇F f (m)(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m)))

]
,

which further implies that∥∥∥∥[ Ht+1,(m) − Ht+1

F t+1,(m)Ot+1,(m) − F t+1Rt+1

]∥∥∥∥
F
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≤
∥∥∥∥vec

[
(Ht − η∇Hf(Ht, F t)) −

(
Ht,(m) − η∇Hf (m)(Ht,(m), F t,(m))

)
(F tRt − η∇F f(Ht, F tRt)) − (F t,(m)Ot,(m) − η∇F f (m)(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m)))

]∥∥∥∥
2

. (32)

Thus, we only need to control the RHS of (32).
Notice that ∇Hf(H, F ) = ∇Hfaug(H, F ) and ∇Hf (m)(H, F ) = ∇Hf

(m)
aug (H, F ), we have

Ht − η∇Hf(Ht, F t) −
(

Ht,(m) − η∇Hf (m)(Ht,(m), F t,(m))
)

= Ht − η∇Hfaug(Ht, F t) −
(

Ht,(m) − η∇Hf (m)
aug (Ht,(m), F t,(m))

)
= Ht − Ht,(m) − η

(
∇Hfaug(Ht, F t) − ∇Hfaug(Ht,(m), F t,(m))

)
+ η

(
∇Hf (m)

aug (Ht,(m), F t,(m)) − ∇Hfaug(Ht,(m), F t,(m))
)

= Ht − Ht,(m) − η
(

∇Hfaug(Ht, F tRt) − ∇Hfaug(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m))
)

+ η
(

∇Hf (m)(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m)) − ∇Hf(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m))
)

.

Moreover, we have

F tRt − η∇F f(Ht, F tRt) − (F t,(m)Ot,(m) − η∇F f (m)(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m)))

= F tRt − F t,(m)Ot,(m) − η
(

∇F faug(Ht, F tRt) − ∇F faug(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m))
)

+ η
(

∇F f (m)(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m)) − ∇F f(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m))
)

+ η
(

∇F fdiff(Ht, F tRt) − ∇F fdiff(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m))
)

.

As a result, we have

vec
[

(Ht − η∇Hf(Ht, F t)) −
(
Ht,(m) − η∇Hf (m)(Ht,(m), F t,(m))

)
(F tRt − η∇F f(Ht, F tRt)) − (F t,(m)Ot,(m) − η∇F f (m)(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m)))

]
= (I − ηA) vec

[
Ht − Ht,(m)

F tRt − F t,(m)Ot,(m)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(1)

+ η
(

∇f (m)(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m)) − ∇f(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m))
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(2)

+ η
(

∇fdiff(Ht, F tRt) − ∇fdiff(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m))
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(3)

where

A =
∫ 1

0
∇2faug

(
(Ht,(m), F t,(m)Ot,(m)) + τ(Ht − Ht,(m), F tRt − F t,(m)Ot,(m))

)
dτ.

In the following, we bound the Frobenius norm of (1)-(3), respectively.
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1. We first bound (1). Since Lemma C.2 and Lemma C.4 hold for the t-th iteration, we have∥∥∥Ht,(m) + τ
(

Ht − Ht,(m)
)

− H∗
∥∥∥

F
≤ ∥Ht − H∗∥F + (1 − τ)∥Ht,(m) − Ht∥F ≤ c11

√
n + c21 ≤ c2

√
n∥∥∥F t,(m)Ot,(m) + τ

(
F tRt − F t,(m)Ot,(m)

)
− F ∗

∥∥∥
2,∞

≤ ∥F tRt − F ∗∥2,∞ + (1 − τ)∥F t,(m)Ot,(m) − F tRt∥2,∞

≤ ∥F tRt − F ∗∥2,∞ + ∥F t,(m)Ot,(m) − F tRt∥F ≤ c41 + c21 ≤ c3.

Thus Lemma B.1 can be applied to bound the Frobenius norm of (1). Following the same
argument as bounding term (1) in Appendix F.1, we have
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)∥∥∥∥[ Ht − Ht,(m)

F tRt − F t,(m)Ot,(m)

]∥∥∥∥
F

.

2. We then bound (2). Note that
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T
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 .

Since the first and second terms are similar, we only focus on bounding the norm of the first
term in the following. Notice that
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Thus by matrix Berstein’s inequality, we have with probability at least 1 − n−10 that∥∥∥∥∥∥
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Notice that

max
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≤
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≤ (∥Y t,(m)Ot,(m) − Y tRt∥F + ∥Y tRt − Y ∗∥F + ∥Y ∗∥F )2 ≲ µrσmax,

where the last equation follows from Assumption 4 and the fact that Lemma C.1 and Lemma
C.2 hold for the t-th iteration. Thus by matrix Berstein’s inequality, we have with probability
at least 1 − n−10 that∥∥∥∥∥∥ 1

n
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(
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Similarly, we have with probability at least 1 − n−10 that∥∥∥∥∥∥ 1
n

∑
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(
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Combine(33), (34) and (35), we conclude that ∥(2)∥2 ≲
√

µrσmax log n

n .

3. We then bound (3). Notice that

∥F t,(m)∥ = ∥F t,(m)Ot,(m)∥ ≤ ∥F t,(m)Ot,(m) − F tRt∥ + ∥F tRt − F ∗∥ + ∥F ∗∥ ≤ 2∥F ∗∥.

Then following the same argument as bounding term (2) in Appendix F.1, we have
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Thus, it holds that
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Combine the bounds of Frobenius norm of (1)-(3), we conclude that∥∥∥∥vec
[
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]∥∥∥∥
F
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Finally, by the arbitrariness of m, we finish the proofs.

F.3 Proofs of Lemma C.3
Suppose Lemma C.1-Lemma C.5 hold for the t-th iteration. In the following, we prove Lemma C.3
for the (t + 1)-th iteration. Note that
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where the m-th row of the first and second terms are all zeros. Thus, by the gradient descent
update, we have(
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By the mean value theorem, we have for some {ci} that
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=
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We bound ∥r1∥2 in the following.
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2. For (b), note that ∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=m

eci

(1 + eci)2

(
⟨Ht,(m) − H∗, zmzT

i ⟩
)

ei

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤ 1
4

√∑
i̸=m

∣∣⟨Ht,(m) − H∗, zmzT
i ⟩
∣∣2

≤ 1
4∥Ht,(m) − H∗∥∥zm∥2

√∑
i ̸=m

∥zi∥2
2

≤ cz

4
√

n
∥Ht,(m) − H∗∥.

Moreover, we have

∥Y t,(m)∥ ≤ ∥F t,(m)Ot,(m) − F tRt∥ + ∥F tRt − F ∗∥ + ∥F ∗∥ ≤ 2∥F ∗∥.

Thus, we have

∥(b)∥2 ≤ cz√
n

∥Ht,(m) − H∗∥∥F ∗∥ ≲
√

σmaxczc11. (38)

3. For (c), note that∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=m

eci

(1 + eci)2

(
(Xt,(m)Rt,(m))

(
Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗

)T
)

mi

ei

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤ 1
4

∥∥∥∥∥
(

(Xt,(m)Rt,(m))
(

Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗
)T
)

m,·

∥∥∥∥∥
2

= 1
4

∥∥∥∥(Xt,(m)Rt,(m))⊤
m,·

(
Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗

)T
∥∥∥∥

2

≤ 1
4

∥∥∥(Xt,(m)Rt,(m))m,·

∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗
∥∥∥

≲ ∥F ∗∥2,∞

∥∥∥Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗
∥∥∥ .

Thus, we have

∥(c)∥2 ≲ ∥F ∗∥ ∥F ∗∥2,∞

∥∥∥Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗
∥∥∥ ≲

√
µrc11σmax. (39)

4. For (d), we have

∥(d)∥2 ≤
∥∥∥Xt,(m)Rt,(m)

∥∥∥
2,∞

≤
∥∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗

∥∥∥
2,∞

+ ∥F ∗∥2,∞ ≤ 2∥F ∗∥2,∞ ≲

√
µrσmax

n
.

(40)

50



5. Finally, we bound (e). We denote
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It remains to prove Claim F.4.

Proof of Claim F.4. To facilitate analysis, we introduce an auxiliary point F̃ t+1,(m) :=
[
X̃t+1,(m)

Ỹ t+1,(m)

]
where

X̃t+1,(m)
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Proof of Claim F.5. See Claim 4 in Chen et al. (2020).

With this claim at hand, by Lemma J.5 with S = F̃ t+1,(m)T F ∗ and K =
(
F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F̃ t+1,(m))T

F ∗,
we have ∥∥∥∥(Rt,(m)

)−1
Rt+1,(m) − Ir

∥∥∥∥ (42)

= ∥sgn(S + K) − sgn(S)∥ (by Claim F.5 and the definition of Rt+1,(m))

≤ 1
σmin

(
F̃ t+1,(m)T F ∗

) ∥∥∥∥(F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F̃ t+1,(m)
)T

F ∗
∥∥∥∥ (by Lemma J.5)

≤ 2
σmin

∥∥∥F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F̃ t+1,(m)
∥∥∥ ∥F ∗∥. (by Claim F.5)

Here sgn(A) = UV ⊤ for a matrix A with SVD UΣV ⊤. Note that

F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F̃ t+1,(m)

= −η

[
B 0
0 B⊤

] [
Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗

Xt,(m)Rt,(m) − X∗

]
+ 4caugη

n2

[
X⋆

−Y ⋆

]
Rt,(m)⊤CRt,(m) − ηλ

[
Xt,(m)Rt,(m) − X∗

Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗

]
,

where we denote

B := 1
n

∑
i̸=j

i,j ̸=m

(
eP

t,(m)
ij

1 + eP
t,(m)
ij

− Aij

)
eie

T
j + 1

n

∑
i ̸=m

(
eP

t,(m)
im

1 + eP
t,(m)
im

− eP ∗
im

1 + eP ∗
im

)
(eie

T
m + emeT

i ),

C := Xt,(m)⊤Xt,(m) − Y t,(m)⊤Y t,(m).
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This enables us to obtain∥∥∥F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F̃ t+1,(m)
∥∥∥

≤ η ∥B∥
∥∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗

∥∥∥+ 4caugη

n2 ∥F ⋆∥ ∥C∥F + ηλ
∥∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗

∥∥∥ .

We then bound ∥B∥ in the following. Note that

B = 1
n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP

t,(m)
ij

1 + eP
t,(m)
ij

− eP ∗
ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

)
eie

T
j + 1

n

∑
i ̸=j

i,j ̸=m

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
eie

T
j .

For the first term, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=j

(
eP

t,(m)
ij

1 + eP
t,(m)
ij

− eP ∗
ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

)
eie

T
j

∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=j

(
eP

t,(m)
ij

1 + eP
t,(m)
ij

− eP ∗
ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

)
eie

T
j

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

=

√√√√√∑
i ̸=j

(
eP

t,(m)
ij

1 + eP
t,(m)
ij

− eP ∗
ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

)2

= 1
4

√∑
i ̸=j

(
P

t,(m)
ij − P ∗

ij

)2
(by mean value theorem)

≲
√

c∥Ht,(m) − H∗∥F + 1
n

∥F ∗∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗∥F .

For the second term, same as bounding ∥∇ΓLc(H∗, Γ∗)∥ in the proof of Lemma F.1, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
1
n

∑
i ̸=j

i,j ̸=m

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
eie

T
j

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥ ≲

√
log n

n
.

Consequently, we have

∥B∥ ≲
1
n

(√
c∥Ht,(m) − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥F ∗∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗∥F

)
+
√

log n

n

≲

√
C

n
c11 +

√
log n

n
.

Thus, we have∥∥∥F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F̃ t+1,(m)
∥∥∥
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≤ cη

√
Cc2

11 + log n

n

∥∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗
∥∥∥+ 4caugη

n2 ∥F ⋆∥
∥∥∥Xt,(m)⊤Xt,(m) − Y t,(m)⊤Y t,(m)

∥∥∥
F

+ ηλ
∥∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗

∥∥∥ .

By (42), we obtain∥∥∥∥(Rt,(m)
)−1

Rt+1,(m) − Ir

∥∥∥∥
≤ 2∥F ∗∥

σmin

(
cη

√
Cc2

11 + log n

n

∥∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗
∥∥∥+ 4caugη

n2 ∥F ⋆∥
∥∥∥Xt,(m)⊤Xt,(m) − Y t,(m)⊤Y t,(m)

∥∥∥
F

+ ηλ
∥∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗

∥∥∥)

≲
∥F ∗∥
σmin

η

(√
Cc2

11 + log n

n

∥∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗
∥∥∥+ caugc51η

√
σmax + λ

∥∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗
∥∥∥)

≲
η
√

σmax

σmin

√Cc2
11 + log n

n
+ λ

∥∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗
∥∥∥ (as long as η small enough)

≲
η

n

∥∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗
∥∥∥

as long as n
√

σmax
σmin

(√
Cc2

11+log n

n + λ

)
≪ 1. We then prove Claim F.4.

Combine (37), (38), (39), (40), (41), we obtain

∥r1∥2

≲ η

(
1

n3/2 c11c31
√

µrσmax + 1
n

√
σmaxczc11 + 1

n2
√

µrc11σmax + λ

√
µrσmax

n
+ 1

n

√
µrσmaxc11

)
.

Similarly, we have(
F t+1,(m)Rt+1,(m) − F ∗

)
m+n,·

=

Ir − η

n2

∑
i ̸=m

eci

(1 + eci)2 (X∗
i,·)(X∗

i,·)⊤

(Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗
)

m,·
+ r2, (43)

where

∥r2∥2

≲ η

(
1

n3/2 c11c31
√

µrσmax + 1
n

√
σmaxczc11 + 1

n2
√

µrc11σmax + λ

√
µrσmax

n
+ 1

n

√
µrσmaxc11

)
.
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By(36) and (43), we obtain[ (
F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m,·(
F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m+n,·

]

= A

[ (
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m,·(
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m+n,·

]
+
[
r1
0

]
+
[

0
r2

]
(44)

where

A =
[

Ir − η
n2

∑
i̸=m

eci

(1+eci )2 (Y ∗
i,·)(Y ∗

i,·)⊤ 0
0 Ir − η

n2

∑
i̸=m

eci

(1+eci )2 (X∗
i,·)(X∗

i,·)⊤

]

= I2r − η
∑
i ̸=m

eci

(1 + eci)2

[ 1
n Y ∗

i,·
0

]⊗2

− η
∑
i̸=m

eci

(1 + eci)2

[
0

1
n X∗

i,·

]⊗2

= I2r − η
∑
i ̸=m

eci

(1 + eci)2

[ 1
n e⊤

i Y ∗

0

]⊗2

− η
∑
i ̸=m

eci

(1 + eci)2

[
0

1
n e⊤

i X∗

]⊗2

= I2r − η
∑
i ̸=m

eci

(1 + eci)2

([ 1
n e⊤

i Y ∗

0

]⊗2

+
[

0
1
n e⊤

i X∗

]⊗2
)

.

Notice that |P t,(m)
im | ≤ 2|P ∗

im|. Thus, by Assumption 2, we have |ci| ≤ 2|P ∗
im| ≤ 2cP , which

implies

e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 ≤ eci

(1 + eci)2 ≤ 1
4 .

Denote

B :=
∑
i ̸=m

eci

(1 + eci)2

([ 1
n e⊤

i Y ∗

0

]⊗2

+
[

0
1
n e⊤

i X∗

]⊗2
)

.

We then have∥∥∥∥∥A

[ (
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m,·(
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m+n,·

]∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

=
[ (

F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)
m,·(

F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)
m+n,·

]⊤

(I − 2ηB + η2B2)
[ (

F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)
m,·(

F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)
m+n,·

]

=
∥∥∥∥∥
[ (

F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)
m,·(

F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)
m+n,·

]∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

− 2η

[ (
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m,·(
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m+n,·

]⊤

B

[ (
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m,·(
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m+n,·

]

+ η2

[ (
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m,·(
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m+n,·

]⊤

B2

[ (
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m,·(
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m+n,·

]
(45)

55



Denote

B1 :=
∑
i̸=m

eci

(1 + eci)2

[ 1
n e⊤

i Y ∗]⊗2
, and B2 :=

∑
i̸=m

eci

(1 + eci)2

[ 1
n e⊤

i X∗]⊗2
.

It can be seen that

B1 ≼
1

4n2

n∑
i=1

Y ∗
i,·Y

∗T
i,· = 1

4n2 Y ∗T Y ∗ ≼
σmax

4n2 I2r,

B2 ≼
1

4n2

n∑
i=1

X∗
i,·X

∗T
i,· = 1

4n2 X∗T X∗ ≼
σmax

4n2 I2r.

Thus, ∥B∥ ≤ ∥B1∥ + ∥B2∥ ≤ σmax
2n2 . On the other hand, we want to lower bound the smallest

eigenvalue of B. For any
[
x
y

]
, where x, y ∈ Rr, we have

[
x
y

]⊤

B

[
x
y

]
= x⊤B1x + y⊤B2y. (46)

An important observation is that B1, B2 are submatrices of D∗, a fact we will leverage in the
subsequent proofs. We denote by v ∈ Rp2+2nr such that

vk =
{

xj if k = p2 + (m − 1)r + j for some j ∈ [r]
0 otherwise

.

Then we know that

x⊤B1x ≥ 4e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 v⊤D∗v ≥ 4e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 v⊤PD∗Pv. (47)

Denote by Q := (PD∗P)†PD∗P, then Assumption 5 implies

v⊤PD∗Pv ≥ cD∗ ∥Qv∥2
2 . (48)

On the other hand, we have

∥Qv∥2
2 ≥

r∑
j=1

(Qv)2
p2+(m−1)r+j

=
r∑

j=1

(
vp2+(m−1)r+j − ((I − Q)v)p2+(m−1)r+j

)2

≥
r∑

j=1
v2

p2+(m−1)r+j − 2

 r∑
j=1

∣∣vp2+(m−1)r+j

∣∣ ∥(I − Q)v∥∞

≥ ∥v∥2
2 − 2

√
r ∥v∥2 ∥I − Q∥2,∞ ∥v∥2 ≥

(
1 − 2c2,∞

√
r3 + rp

n

)
∥v∥2

2
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according to Assumption 6. Therefore, as long as n ≥ 16(r3 + rp)c2
2,∞, we have ∥Qv∥2

2 ≥ ∥v∥2
2 /2.

Combine this with (47) and (48) we get

x⊤B1x ≥ 4e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 · cD∗

2 ∥v∥2
2 = 2cD∗e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 ∥x∥2
2 .

Similarly, we have

y⊤B2y ≥ 2cD∗e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 ∥y∥2
2 .

Plugging these in (46) we know that[
x
y

]⊤

B

[
x
y

]
≥ 2cD∗e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 ∥x∥2
2 + 2cD∗e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 ∥y∥2
2 = 2cD∗e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2

∥∥∥∥[xy
]∥∥∥∥2

2
.

Since this holds for all x, y ∈ Rr, we know that

B ≽
2cD∗e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 I2r.

To sum up, as long as n ≥ 16(r3 + rp)c2
2,∞, we have

2cD∗e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 I2r ≼ B ≼
σmax

2n2 I2r.

By (45), we then have∥∥∥∥∥A

[ (
F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m,·(
F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m+n,·

]∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

≤
(

1 − 4cD∗e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 η + σ2
max

4n4 η2
)∥∥∥∥∥
[ (

F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)
m,·(

F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)
m+n,·

]∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

≤
(

1 − 2cD∗e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 η

)∥∥∥∥∥
[ (

F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)
m,·(

F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)
m+n,·

]∥∥∥∥∥
2

2

as long as η ≤ 8n2e2cP c
D∗

σ2
max(1+e2cP )2 . Recall equation (44). Consequently, we have∥∥∥∥∥

[ (
F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m,·(
F t+1,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m+n,·

]∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤

∥∥∥∥∥A

[ (
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m,·(
F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗)

m+n,·

]∥∥∥∥∥
2

+ ∥r1∥2 + ∥r2∥2

≤
(

1 − cD∗e2cP

(1 + e2cP )2 η

)
c31

+ cη

(
1

n3/2 c11c31
√

µrσmax + 1
n

√
σmaxczc11 + 1

n2
√

µrc11σmax + λ

√
µrσmax

n
+ 1

n

√
µrσmaxc11

)
≤ c31

as long as max{ cz

n

√
Cµrσmaxc11, λ

√
µrσmax

n } ≲
cD∗ e2cP

(1+e2cP )2 c31.
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F.4 Proofs of Lemma C.4
Suppose Lemma C.1-Lemma C.5 hold for the t-th iteration. In the following, we prove Lemma C.4
for the (t + 1)-th iteration. Since Lemma C.1-Lemma C.5 hold for the t-th, we know Lemma C.1
holds for the t + 1-th iteration, which implies ∥Ht+1 − H∗∥F ≤ c11

√
n.

For 1 ≤ m ≤ n, we have∥∥∥(F t+1Rt+1 − F ∗)
m,·

∥∥∥
2

≤
∥∥∥∥(F t+1,(m)Rt+1,(m) − F ∗

)
m,·

∥∥∥∥
2

+
∥∥∥∥(F t+1,(m)Rt+1,(m) − F t+1Rt+1

)
m,·

∥∥∥∥
2

≤
∥∥∥∥(F t+1,(m)Rt+1,(m) − F ∗

)
m,·

∥∥∥∥
2

+
∥∥∥F t+1,(m)Rt+1,(m) − F t+1Rt+1

∥∥∥
F

≤
∥∥∥∥(F t+1,(m)Rt+1,(m) − F ∗

)
m,·

∥∥∥∥
2

+ 5κ
∥∥∥F t+1,(m)Ot+1,(m) − F t+1Rt+1

∥∥∥
F

,

and∥∥∥(F t+1Rt+1 − F ∗)
m+n,·

∥∥∥
2

≤
∥∥∥∥(F t+1,(m)Rt+1,(m) − F ∗

)
m+n,·

∥∥∥∥
2

+
∥∥∥∥(F t+1,(m)Rt+1,(m) − F t+1Rt+1

)
m+n,·

∥∥∥∥
2

≤
∥∥∥∥(F t+1,(m)Rt+1,(m) − F ∗

)
m+n,·

∥∥∥∥
2

+
∥∥∥F t+1,(m)Rt+1,(m) − F t+1Rt+1

∥∥∥
F

≤
∥∥∥∥(F t+1,(m)Rt+1,(m) − F ∗

)
m+n,·

∥∥∥∥
2

+ 5κ
∥∥∥F t+1,(m)Ot+1,(m) − F t+1Rt+1

∥∥∥
F

,

where the last inequalities follow from Lemma J.3. It then holds that

max
1≤m≤n

∥∥∥(F t+1Rt+1 − F ∗)
m,·

∥∥∥
2

≤ max
1≤m≤n

∥∥∥∥(F t+1,(m)Rt+1,(m) − F ∗
)

m,·

∥∥∥∥
2

+ 5κ max
1≤m≤n

∥∥∥F t+1,(m)Ot+1,(m) − F t+1Rt+1
∥∥∥

F

≤ c31 + 5κc21 = c41,

max
1≤m≤n

∥∥∥(F t+1Rt+1 − F ∗)
m+n,·

∥∥∥
2

≤ max
1≤m≤n

∥∥∥∥(F t+1,(m)Rt+1,(m) − F ∗
)

m+n,·

∥∥∥∥
2

+ 5κ max
1≤m≤n

∥∥∥F t+1,(m)Ot+1,(m) − F t+1Rt+1
∥∥∥

F

≤ c31 + 5κc21 = c41,

where the last inequalities hold since Lemma C.2 and C.3 hold for the (t + 1)-th iteration. We then
finish the proof.

F.5 Proofs of Lemma C.5
Suppose Lemma C.1-Lemma C.5 hold for the t-th iteration. In the following, we prove Lemma C.5
for the (t + 1)-th iteration.

We first show ∥(Xt+1)T Xt+1 − (Y t+1)T Y t+1∥F ≤ c51ηn2. We denote

At = (Xt)T Xt − (Y t)T Y t, At+1 = (Xt+1)T Xt+1 − (Y t+1)T Y t+1,
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Dt = 1
n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP t

ij

1 + eP t
ij

− Aij

)
eie

T
j .

Same as Lemma 15 in Chen et al. (2020), it can be seen that

∥At+1∥F ≤ (1 − λη)∥At∥F + η2∥Y tT DtT DtY t − XtT DtT DtXt∥F . (49)

Note that

∥Y tT DtT DtY t − XtT DtT DtXt∥F ≤ ∥Y tT DtT DtY t∥F + ∥XtT DtT DtXt∥F

≤ ∥Y t∥∥Dt∥2∥Y t∥F + ∥Xt∥∥Dt∥2∥Xt∥F .

Moreover, by Lemma C.1 for the t-th iteration, we have

∥Xt∥ ≤ ∥XtRt − X∗∥ + ∥X∗∥ ≤ 2∥X∗∥, ∥Xt∥F ≤ ∥XtRt − X∗∥F + ∥X∗∥F ≤ 2∥X∗∥F ,

∥Y t∥ ≤ 2∥Y ∗∥, ∥Y t∥F ≤ 2∥Y ∗∥F .

Thus, we have

∥Y tT DtT DtY t − XtT DtT DtXt∥F ≤ 4∥Y ∗∥∥Y ∗∥F ∥Dt∥2 + 4∥X∗∥∥X∗∥F ∥Dt∥2 ≲
√

µrσmax∥Dt∥2.

By Lemma F.2, we have

∥Dt∥ ≲

√
c2

11C + log n

n
.

This implies

∥Y tT DtT DtY t − XtT DtT DtXt∥F ≲
√

µrσmax∥Dt∥2 ≲
√

µrσmax(c2
11C + log n)
n

. (50)

Combine (49) and (50), we have

∥At+1∥F ≤ (1 − λη)∥At∥F + Cη2
√

µrσmax(c2
11C + log n)
n

≤ (1 − λη)c51ηn2 + Cη2
√

µrσmax(c2
11C + log n)
n

≤ c51ηn2

as long as λη < 1 and c51λn3 ≫ √
µrσmax(c2

11C + log n). The upper bound on the leave-one-out
sequences can be derived similarly.

We then prove (16) in the following. By the gradient descent update, we have

f(Ht+1, F t+1)
= f(Ht+1, F t+1Rt)

= f

(
Ht − η∇Hf(Ht, F t), F tRt − η

[
P⊥

Z 0
0 P⊥

Z

]
∇F f(Ht, F tRt)

)
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= f(Ht, F tRt) − η
〈
∇Hf(Ht, F tRt), ∇Hf(Ht, F t)

〉
− η

〈
∇F f(Ht, F tRt),

[
P⊥

Z 0
0 P⊥

Z

]
∇F f(Ht, F tRt)

〉

+ η2

2 vec

 ∇Hf(Ht, F t)[
P⊥

Z 0
0 P⊥

Z

]
∇F f(Ht, F tRt)

T

∇2f(H̃, F̃ )vec

 ∇Hf(Ht, F t)[
P⊥

Z 0
0 P⊥

Z

]
∇F f(Ht, F tRt)


= f(Ht, F tRt) − η

∥∥∇Hf(Ht, F t)
∥∥2

F
− η

∥∥∥∥[P⊥
Z 0
0 P⊥

Z

]
∇F f(Ht, F tRt)

∥∥∥∥2

F

+ η2

2
(
P∇f(Ht, F tRt)

)T ∇2f(H̃, F̃ )P∇f(Ht, F tRt)

= f(Ht, F tRt) − η
∥∥P∇f(Ht, F t)

∥∥2
2

+ η2

2
(
P∇f(Ht, F tRt)

)T ∇2f(H̃, F̃ )P∇f(Ht, F tRt).

By Lemma B.1, we have(
P∇f(Ht, F tRt)

)T ∇2f(H̃, F̃ )P∇f(Ht, F tRt) ≤ C
∥∥P∇f(Ht, F tRt)

∥∥2
2 = C

∥∥P∇f(Ht, F t)
∥∥2

2 .

Thus, it holds that

f(Ht+1, F t+1)

≤ f(Ht, F t) −
(

η − C

2 η2
)∥∥P∇f(Ht, F t)

∥∥2
2

≤ f(Ht, F t) − η

2
∥∥P∇f(Ht, F t)

∥∥2
2

as long as Cη ≤ 1. We then finish the proofs.

F.6 Proofs of Lemma C.6
Proof. Summing (16) from t = 1 to t = t0 − 1 leads to

f(Ht0 , F t0) ≤ f(H0, F 0) − η

2

t0−1∑
t=0

∥∥P∇f(Ht, F t)
∥∥2

2 .

Thus, we have

min
0≤t<t0

∥∥P∇f(Ht, F t)
∥∥

2

≤

(
1
t0

t0−1∑
t=0

∥∥P∇f(Ht, F t)
∥∥2

2

)1/2

≤
(

2
ηt0

(
f(H∗, F ∗) − f(Ht0 , F t0)

))1/2
, (51)

60



where we use the fact that (H0, F 0) = (H∗, F ∗). Thus, it remains to control f(H∗, F ∗) −
f(Ht0 , F t0). Note that

f(Ht0 , F t0) = f(Ht0 , F t0Rt0)

= f(H∗, F ∗) +
〈

∇f(H∗, F ∗), vec
[

Ht0 − H∗

F t0Rt0 − F ∗

]〉
+ 1

2vec
([

Ht0 − H∗

F t0Rt0 − F ∗

])T

∇2f(H̃, F̃ )vec
([

Ht0 − H∗

F t0Rt0 − F ∗

])
,

where (H̃, F̃ ) lies in the line segment connecting (H∗, F ∗) and (Ht0 , F t0Rt0). By triangle inequality,
we have

f(H∗, F ∗) − f(Ht0 , F t0)
≤ ∥∇Hf(H∗, F ∗)∥F ∥Ht0 − H∗∥F + ∥∇F f(H∗, F ∗)∥F ∥F t0Rt0 − F ∗∥F

+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣∣vec
([

Ht0 − H∗

F t0Rt0 − F ∗

])T

∇2f(H̃, F̃ )vec
([

Ht0 − H∗

F t0Rt0 − F ∗

])∣∣∣∣∣ . (52)

By Lemma C.4, it holds that

∥H̃ − H∗∥F ≤ ∥Ht0 − H∗∥F ≤ c11
√

n ≤ c2
√

n,

∥F̃ − F ∗∥2,∞ ≤ ∥F t0Rt0 − F ∗∥∞ ≤ c41 ≤ c3.

Thus, by Lemma B.1, we have

1
2

∣∣∣∣∣vec
([

Ht0 − H∗

F t0Rt0 − F ∗

])T

∇2f(H̃, F̃ )vec
([

Ht0 − H∗

F t0Rt0 − F ∗

])∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C

2

∥∥∥∥[ Ht0 − H∗

F t0Rt0 − F ∗

]∥∥∥∥2

F

≤ Cc2
11n

2 ,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma C.1.
Consequently, by (52) and Lemma F.1, we have shown that

f(H∗, F ∗) − f(Ht0 , F t0)
≲ cz

√
p log n∥Ht0 − H∗∥F + λ

√
µrσmax∥F t0Rt0 − F ∗∥F + Cc2

11n,

where we use the fact that ∥X∗∥F ≤ √
µrσmax by Assumption 4. By Lemma C.1, this further

implies that

f(H∗, F ∗) − f(Ht0 , F t0)
≲ (cz

√
p log n + λ

√
µrσmax) · c11

√
n + Cc2

11n

≲ n2
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as long as (cz

√
p log n + λ

√
µrσmax) · c11

√
n + Cc2

11n ≪ n2. Thus, we have

2
ηt0

(
f(H∗, F ∗) − f(Ht0 , F t0)

)
≲

n2

ηt0
≤ n−10

as long as ηt0 ≥ n12 (which holds as long as t0 large enough). Together with (51), we finish the
proofs.

G Proofs of Section D
We first prove some useful lemmas in the following.

Lemma G.1. Under Assumption 5, we have

∥PD̂P − PD∗P∥ ≲
ĉ√
n

and
cD∗

2 ≤ λmin(PD̂P) ≤ λmax(PD̂P) ≤ 2cD∗ .

Here

ĉ = (1 + ecP )2

ecP

(
czc11cD∗ +

√
µrσmax

n
(c41cD∗ + c11)

)
.

Proof of Lemma G.1. We first control ∥PD̂P − PD∗P∥ in the following. Note that

D̂ − D∗

=
∑
i ̸=j

(
eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
− eP ∗

ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

) ziz
T
j

1
n eie

T
j Y ∗

1
n ejeT

i X∗

⊗2

+
∑
i̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2


 ziz

T
j

1
n eie

T
j Ŷ

1
n ejeT

i X̂

⊗2

−

 ziz
T
j

1
n eie

T
j Y ∗

1
n ejeT

i X∗

⊗2
Thus, it holds that

∥PD̂P − PD∗P∥

≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=j

(
eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
− eP ∗

ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

)
P

 ziz
T
j

1
n eie

T
j Y ∗

1
n ejeT

i X∗

⊗2

P

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
+

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2


 ziz

T
j

1
n eie

T
j Ŷ

1
n ejeT

i X̂

⊗2

−

 ziz
T
j

1
n eie

T
j Y ∗

1
n ejeT

i X∗

⊗2
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥ (53)
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For the first term, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=j

(
eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
− eP ∗

ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

)
P

 ziz
T
j

1
n eie

T
j Y ∗

1
n ejeT

i X∗

⊗2

P

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=j

∣∣∣∣∣ eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
− eP ∗

ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

∣∣∣∣∣P
 ziz

T
j

1
n eie

T
j Y ∗

1
n ejeT

i X∗

⊗2

P

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤ 1

4

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=j

∣∣∣P̂ij − P ∗
ij

∣∣∣P
 ziz

T
j

1
n eie

T
j Y ∗

1
n ejeT

i X∗

⊗2

P

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥ (by mean-value theorem)

≤ 1
4 max

i ̸=j
|P̂ij − P ∗

ij |

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥P
∑
i ̸=j

 ziz
T
j

1
n eie

T
j Y ∗

1
n ejeT

i X∗

⊗2

P

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤ (1 + ecP )2

4ecP
max
i ̸=j

|P̂ij − P ∗
ij | ∥PD∗P∥ .

Note that

max
i ̸=j

|P̂ij − P ∗
ij | ≲ cz

n
∥Ĥ − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥F ∗∥2,∞∥F̂ − F ∗∥2,∞,

≲
czc11√

n
+

√
µrσmax

n3/2 c41,

where the last inequality follows from (17) and Assumption 4. Since we have ∥PD∗P∥ ≤ cD∗ , it
then holds that ∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

∑
i̸=j

(
eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
− eP ∗

ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

)
P


1√
n

(ei + ej)
ziz

T
j

1
n eie

T
j Y ∗

1
n ejeT

i X∗


⊗2

P

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
≲

(1 + ecP )2

ecP
·
(

czc11√
n

+
√

µrσmax

n3/2 c41

)
· cD∗ . (54)

For the second term, note that for any ∆,∣∣∣∣∣∣∣vec(∆)T

∑
i ̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2


 ziz

T
j

1
n eie

T
j Ŷ

1
n ejeT

i X̂

⊗2

−

 ziz
T
j

1
n eie

T
j Y ∗

1
n ejeT

i X∗

⊗2
 vec(∆)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣∣∣∑

i ̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
·

(
2
n

⟨∆H , ziz
T
j ⟩⟨eT

i ∆X , eT
j (Ŷ − Y ∗)⟩ + 2

n
⟨∆H , ziz

T
j ⟩⟨eT

j ∆Y , eT
i (X̂ − X∗)⟩
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+ 2
n2 ⟨eT

j ∆Y , eT
i X̂⟩⟨eT

i ∆X , eT
j (Ŷ − Y ∗)⟩ + 2

n2 ⟨eT
i ∆X , eT

j Y ∗⟩⟨eT
j ∆Y , eT

i (X̂ − X∗)⟩

+ 1
n2 ⟨eT

i ∆X , eT
j Ŷ ⟩⟨eT

i ∆X , eT
j (Ŷ − Y ∗)⟩ + 1

n2 ⟨eT
i ∆X , eT

j Y ∗⟩⟨eT
i ∆X , eT

j (Ŷ − Y ∗)⟩

+ 1
n2 ⟨eT

j ∆Y , eT
i X̂⟩⟨eT

j ∆Y , eT
i (X̂ − X∗)⟩ + 1

n2 ⟨eT
j ∆Y , eT

i X∗⟩⟨eT
j ∆Y , eT

i (X̂ − X∗)⟩
)∣∣∣∣∣.

Note that ∣∣∣∣∣∣ 2n
∑
i̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
⟨∆H , ziz

T
j ⟩⟨eT

i ∆X , eT
j (Ŷ − Y ∗)⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≲

1
n

√∑
i ̸=j

|⟨∆H , zizT
j ⟩|2 ·

√∑
i ̸=j

|⟨eT
i ∆X , eT

j (Ŷ − Y ∗)⟩|2

≲
1
n

· cz∥∆H∥F · ∥∆X∥F ∥Ŷ − Y ∗∥F

≲(i)
czc11√

n
∥∆H∥F · ∥∆X∥F

≲
czc11√

n
(∥∆H∥2

F + ∥∆X∥2
F ),

where (i) follows from Lemma C.1. Similar arguments hold for the other terms, for which we omit
the proofs. We then have∣∣∣∣∣∣∣vec(∆)T

∑
i ̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2


 ziz

T
j

1
n eie

T
j Ŷ

1
n ejeT

i X̂

⊗2

−

 ziz
T
j

1
n eie

T
j Y ∗

1
n ejeT

i X∗

⊗2
 vec(∆)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≲

czc11 +
√

µrσmax/n2c11√
n

(∥∆H∥2
F + ∥∆X∥2

F + ∥∆Y ∥2
F )

= czc11 +
√

µrσmax/n2c11√
n

∥vec(∆)∥2
2.

Consequently, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2




1√
n

(ei + ej)
ziz

T
j

1
n eie

T
j Ŷ

1
n ejeT

i X̂


⊗2

−


1√
n

(ei + ej)
ziz

T
j

1
n eie

T
j Y ∗

1
n ejeT

i X∗


⊗2

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
≲

czc11 +
√

µrσmax/n2c11√
n

. (55)

Combine (53), (54) and (55), we have

∥PD̂P − PD∗P∥
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≲
(1 + ecP )2

ecP
·
(

czc11√
n

+
√

µrσmax

n3/2 c41

)
· cD∗ + czc11 +

√
µrσmax/n2c11√

n

≲
1√
n

(1 + ecP )2

ecP

(
czc11cD∗ +

√
µrσmax

n
(c41cD∗ + c11)

)
= ĉ√

n
.

By Weyl’s inequality, we have

|λi(PD̂P) − λi(PD∗P)| ≲ ∥PD̂P − PD∗P∥ ≲
ĉ√
n

.

Since cD∗ ≤ λmin(PD∗P) ≤ λmax(PD∗P) ≤ cD∗ , we then have c
D∗
2 ≤ λmin(PD̂P) ≤ λmax(PD̂P) ≤

2cD∗ as long as n is large enough.

G.1 Proofs of Proposition D.1
By (19), we have ∥∥∥∥∥∥

Ĥd − Ĥ

X̂d − X̂

Ŷ d − Ŷ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

= ∥(PD̂P)†P∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ )∥F

≤ 1
λmin(PD̂P)

∥P∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ )∥F .

Note that by (18), we have ∥∥∥∥∥∥P∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ) +

 0
λX̂

λŶ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

≲ n−5,

which then gives

∥P∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ )∥F ≤ cn−5 + λ(∥X̂∥F + ∥Ŷ ∥F )
≤ cn−5 + λ(∥X̂ − X∗∥F + ∥Ŷ − Y ∗∥F ) + λ(∥X∗∥F + ∥Y ∗∥F )
≲ λ∥X∗∥F

≲ λ
√

µrσmax

as long as ∥X̂ − X∗∥F ≪ ∥X∗∥F and n−5 ≪ λ∥X∗∥F . By Lemma G.1, we have λmin(PD̂P) ≥
cD∗/2. As a result, we have ∥∥∥∥∥∥

Ĥd − Ĥ

X̂d − X̂

Ŷ d − Ŷ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

≲
λ

√
µrσmax

cD∗
.
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G.2 Proofs of Proposition D.2
By (21), we have ∥∥∥∥∥∥

H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

= ∥(PD∗P)†P∇L(H∗, X∗, Y ∗)∥F

≤ 1
λmin(PD∗P)∥P∇L(H∗, X∗, Y ∗)∥F

≤ 1
λmin(PD∗P)∥∇L(H∗, X∗, Y ∗)∥F .

By Lemma F.1, we have

∥∇L(H∗, X∗, Y ∗)∥F ≲ cz

√
p log n +

√
log n

n
(∥X∗∥F + ∥Y ∗∥F )

≲

√
µrσmax log n

n
.

Note that λmin(PD∗P) ≥ cD∗ . As a result, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥
H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

≲
1

cD∗

√
µrσmax log n

n
.

In order to show the second part of the result, we introduce the following lemma first.

Lemma G.2. Consider some fixed constants aij for i ̸= j ∈ [n], and random variable

X =
∑
i ̸=j

aij

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
.

Then with probability at least 1 − O(n−11) we have

|X| ≲
√

(1 + ecP )2

ecP
Var[X] · log n

Proof. Denote by Xij = aij(eP ∗
ij /(1 + eP ∗

ij ) − Aij). Then we know that EXij = 0 and |Xij | ≤ aij .
Therefore, by Hoeffding inequality, with probability at least 1 − O(n−11), we have∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑
i̸=j

Xij

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≲
log n ·

∑
i ̸=j

a2
ij

 1
2

. (56)

On the other hand, since Aij are independent random variables, we know that

Var[X] =
∑
i ̸=j

Var[Xij ] =
∑
i ̸=j

a2
ij

eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

≥ ecP

(1 + ecP )2

∑
i ̸=j

a2
ij .
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As a result, we have
∑

i ̸=j a2
ij ≲ e−cP (1 + ecP )2Var[X]. Combine this with (56) we get

|X| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
i ̸=j

Xij

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≲
√

(1 + ecP )2

ecP
Var[X] · log n

with probability exceeding 1 − O(n−11).

Let’s come back to control ∥∥∥∥∥∥
H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∞

.

According to the definition of H̄, X̄, Ȳ from (21), we know that each entry of H̄−H∗, X̄−X∗, Ȳ −Y ∗

can be written as linear combinations of eP ∗
ij /(1 + eP ∗

ij ) − Aij , since ∇L(H∗, X∗, Y ∗) is a linear
combination of eP ∗

ij /(1 + eP ∗
ij ) − Aij . Then by Lemma G.2, we know that given any index i we have∣∣∣∣∣∣

H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗


i

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≲
√√√√√ (1 + ecP )2

ecP
Var

H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗


i

 · log n

with probability at least 1 − O(n−11). Taking a union bound for all indices i we know that∥∥∥∥∥∥
H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∞

≲

√√√√√ (1 + ecP )2

ecP
max

i
Var

H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗


i

 · log n (57)

with probability at least 1 − O(n−10). On the other hand, from (21) we know that

Var

H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗

 = (PD∗P)†.

Therefore, one can see that

max
i

Var

H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗


i

 ≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥Var

H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗

∥∥∥∥∥∥ =
∥∥(PD∗P)†∥∥ ≤ c−1

D∗ .

Plugging this in (57) we get ∥∥∥∥∥∥
H̄ − H∗

X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∞

≲

√
(1 + ecP )2

cD∗ecP
· log n

with probability at least 1 − O(n−10).
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G.3 Proofs of Theorem D.3
We first prove the following lemma.
Lemma G.3. Under Assumption 6, we have

∥F̂ d − F̄∥2,∞ ≤ c∞
√

r,

where

c∞ ≍ λĉ

c2
D∗

√
µrσmax

n
+ c11ĉ

cD∗
+ c2,∞c11

√
r2 + p

and ĉ is defined in Lemma G.1.
Proof of Lemma G.3. By (19) and (21), we haveĤd − H̄

X̂d − X̄

Ŷ d − Ȳ

 =

Ĥ − H∗

X̂ − X∗

Ŷ − Y ∗

+
(

(PD∗P)† − (PD̂P)†
)

P∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ )

+ (PD∗P)†P
(

∇L(H∗, X∗, Y ∗) − ∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ )
)

. (58)

For notation simplicity, we denote

V ∗ :=

H∗

X∗

Y ∗

 and V̂ :=

Ĥ

X̂

Ŷ

 .

We can further decompose the third term on the RHS of (58) as

(PD∗P)†P
(

∇L(H∗, X∗, Y ∗) − ∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ )
)

=(PD∗P)†P
(∫ 1

0

(
∇2L(V̂ + t(V ∗ − V̂ )) − ∇2L(V ∗)

)
dt(V ∗ − V̂ )

)
+ (PD∗P)†P

(
∇2L(V ∗) − D∗) (V ∗ − V̂ ) +

(
(PD∗P)†(PD∗P) − I

)
(V ∗ − V̂ ) + (V ∗ − V̂ ).

Consequently, we have∥∥∥∥[X̂d − X̄

Ŷ d − Ȳ

]∥∥∥∥
∞

≤
∥∥∥((PD∗P)† − (PD̂P)†

)
P∇L(V̂ )

∥∥∥
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

(1)

+
∥∥∥∥(PD∗P)†P

(∫ 1

0

(
∇2L(V̂ + t(V ∗ − V̂ )) − ∇2L(V ∗)

)
dt(V ∗ − V̂ )

)∥∥∥∥
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

(2)

+
∥∥∥(PD∗P)†P

(
∇2L(V ∗) − D∗) (V ∗ − V̂ )

∥∥∥
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

(3)

+
∥∥∥((PD∗P)†(PD∗P) − I

)
(V ∗ − V̂ )

∥∥∥
∞︸ ︷︷ ︸

(4)

. (59)

In the following, we bound (1)-(4), respectively.
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1. For (1), by Theorem 3.3 in Stewart (1977), we have

∥(PD∗P)† − (PD̂P)†∥ ≤ 1 +
√

5
2 max{∥(PD̂P)†∥2, ∥(PD∗P)†∥2} · ∥PD̂P − PD∗P∥.

By Lemma G.1, we have

max{∥(PD̂P)†∥2, ∥(PD∗P)†∥2} ≲
1

c2
D∗

, ∥PD̂P − PD∗P∥ ≲
ĉ√
n

.

Thus, we obtain

∥(PD∗P)† − (PD̂P)†∥ ≲
ĉ

c2
D∗

√
n

.

Further, as shown in the proof of Proposition D.1, we have

∥P∇L(V̂ )∥F ≲ λ
√

µrσmax.

Consequently, we have

(1) ≤ ∥(PD∗P)† − (PD̂P)†∥∥P∇L(V̂ )∥F ≲
λĉ

c2
D∗

√
µrσmax

n
.

2. We then bound (2). Denote V t = V̂ + t(V ∗ − V̂ ) and define Dt correspondingly. Following
the same argument as in the proof of Lemma G.1, we have

∥PDtP − PD∗P∥ ≲
ĉ√
n

.

Further, as already being shown in the proof of Lemma B.1, we have

∥∇2L(V t) − Dt∥ ≲
1
n

·
(√

c∥Ĥ − H∗∥F + 1
n

∥X∗∥∥F̂ − F ∗∥F

)
≲

c11√
n

and

∥∇2L(V ∗) − D∗∥ ≲

√
log n

n
.

Consequently, we have for all t ∈ [0, 1]∥∥∥P
(

∇2L(V̂ + t(V ∗ − V̂ )) − ∇2L(V ∗)
)

P
∥∥∥

≤ ∥∇2L(V t) − Dt∥ + ∥PDtP − PD∗P∥ + ∥∇2L(V ∗) − D∗∥ ≲
ĉ√
n

.

Thus, we have

(2) ≲ ĉ√
n

∥(PD∗P)†∥∥V ∗ − V̂ ∥F ≤ c11ĉ

cD∗
.
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3. For (3), we have

(3) ≤ ∥(PD∗P)†∥∥∇2L(V ∗) − D∗∥∥V ∗ − V̂ ∥F ≲
1

cD∗
·

√
log n

n
· c11

√
n = c11

cD∗

√
log n

n
.

4. Finally, for (4), we have

(4) ≤
∥∥I − (PD∗P)†(PD∗P)

∥∥
2,∞ ∥V ∗ − V̂ ∥F ≤ c2,∞c11

√
r2 + p,

where the last inequality follows from Assumption 6.

Combine the bounds for (1)-(4), we have∥∥∥∥[X̂d − X̄

Ŷ d − Ȳ

]∥∥∥∥
∞

≲
λĉ

c2
D∗

√
µrσmax

n
+ c11ĉ

cD∗
+ c2,∞c11

√
r2 + p = c∞.

Consequently, it holds that

∥F̂ d − F̄∥2,∞ ≤
√

r∥F̂ d − F̄∥∞ ≲ c∞
√

r.

We then finish the proofs.

With Lemma G.3 in hand, we then prove Theorem D.3 in the following.

Proof of Theorem D.3. For notation simplicity, given V =

H
X
Y

, we let c(V ) :=
[

H
XY ⊤

]
, which is

the convex counterpart of V . We denote

∆ =
[
∆H

∆Γ

]
:= c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d),

[
∆X

∆Y

]
:=
[
X̄ − X̂d

Ȳ − Ŷ d

]
,

∆′ =
[
∆′

H

∆′
Γ

]
:= c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗),

[
∆′

X

∆′
Y

]
=
[
X̂d − X∗

Ŷ d − Y ∗

]
,

∆
′′

=
[
∆′′

H

∆′′
Γ

]
:= c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ ),

[
∆′′

X

∆′′
Y

]
=
[
X̄ − X̂

Ȳ − Ŷ

]
,

∆
′′′

=
[
∆′′′

H

∆′′′

Γ

]
:= c(V̄ ) − c(V ∗),

[
∆′′′

X

∆′′′
Y

]
=
[
X̄ − X∗

Ȳ − Y ∗

]
,

∆̂ =
[

∆̂H

∆̂Γ

]
:= c(V̂ d) − c(V̂ ),

[
∆̂X

∆̂Y

]
=
[
X̂d − X̂

Ŷ d − Ŷ

]
,

which will be used in the following proofs. By Proposition D.1, Proposition D.2 and Lemma
C.1, all the Frobenius norms related to H, X, Y (e.g., ∥∆H∥F , ∥∆X∥F , ∥∆Y ∥F ) are bounded by
(ca + c11)

√
n. Additionally, all the Frobenius norms related to Γ (e.g., ∥∆Γ∥F ) are bounded by

(ca + c11)√µrσmaxn.
We define the quadratic approximation of the convex loss (defined in (12)) as

L̄c (c(V )) := Lc (c(V ∗)) + ∇Lc (c(V ∗)) (c(V ) − c(V ∗)) + 1
2 (c(V ) − c(V ∗))⊤ ∇2Lc (c(V ∗)) (c(V ) − c(V ∗)) ,
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which implies for all V

∇L̄c (c(V )) = ∇Lc (c(V ∗)) + ∇2Lc (c(V ∗)) (c(V ) − c(V ∗)) . (60)

Note that

∇Lc(c(V̂ d)) = ∇Lc(c(V ∗)) +
∫ 1

0
∇2Lc

(
c(V ∗) + t(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗))

)
(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗))dt

= ∇L̄c

(
c(V̄ )

)
− ∇2Lc (c(V ∗))

(
c(V̄ ) − c(V ∗)

)
+
∫ 1

0
∇2Lc

(
c(V ∗) + t(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗))

)
(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗))dt,

where the second equation follows from (60) with V = V̄ . Rearranging the terms gives

∇2Lc (c(V ∗))
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)

=
∫ 1

0

(
∇2Lc

(
c(V ∗) + t(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗))

)
− ∇2Lc(c(V ∗))

)
dt(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗))

− ∇Lc(c(V̂ d)) + ∇L̄c

(
c(V̄ )

)
.

By multiplying both sides with c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d), we have(
c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)

)⊤
∇2Lc (c(V ∗))

(
c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)

)
=
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)⊤
(∫ 1

0
∇2Lc

(
c(V ∗) + t(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗))

)
− ∇2Lc(c(V ∗))dt

)
(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗))︸ ︷︷ ︸

(1)

− ∇Lc(c(V̂ d))⊤
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(2)

+ ∇L̄c

(
c(V̄ )

)⊤ (
c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(3)

. (61)

For the LHS of (61), we have(
c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)

)T

∇2Lc (c(V ∗))
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)

=
∑
i,j

eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

(
⟨∆H , ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨∆Γ, eie

T
j ⟩
)2

−
n∑

i=1

eP ∗
ii

(1 + eP ∗
ii)2

(
⟨∆H , ziz

T
i ⟩ + 1

n
⟨∆Γ, eie

T
i ⟩
)2

≥ ecP

(1 + ecP )2

∑
i,j

(
⟨∆H , ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨∆Γ, eie

T
j ⟩
)2

− 1
4

n∑
i=1

(
⟨∆H , ziz

T
i ⟩ + 1

n
⟨∆Γ, eie

T
i ⟩
)2

≥ ecP

(1 + ecP )2

(∥∥Z∆HZ⊤∥∥2
F

+ 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F

)
− 1

2

n∑
i=1

(
(z⊤

i ∆Hzi)2 + (∆Γ)2
ii

n2

)

≥ ecP

(1 + ecP )2

(
c ∥∆H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F

)
− c2

z

2n
∥∆H∥2

F − 1
2

n∑
i=1

(∆Γ)2
ii

n2
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≥ cecP

2(1 + ecP )2

(
∥∆H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F

)
− 1

2

n∑
i=1

(∆Γ)2
ii

n2 (62)

as long as n ≥ (1 + ecP )2c2
z/(cecP ). To control

∑n
i=1(∆Γ)2

ii, we write ∆Γ = ∆′′′

Γ − ∆′

Γ. Then∑n
i=1(∆Γ)2

ii ≤ 2
∑n

i=1(∆′′′

Γ )2
ii + 2

∑n
i=1(∆′

Γ)2
ii. One can see that

n∑
i=1

(∆
′

Γ)2
ii =

n∑
i=1

(
X̂dŶ d⊤ − X∗Y ∗⊤

)2

ii
=

n∑
i=1

(
(X̂d − X∗)Ŷ d⊤ + X∗(Ŷ d − Y ∗)⊤

)2

ii

≤
n∑

i=1

(
(X̂d − X∗)i,·(Ŷ d)⊤

i,· + (X∗)i,·(Ŷ d − Y ∗)⊤
i,·

)2

≤ 2
n∑

i=1

(∥∥∥X̂d − X∗)i,·

∥∥∥2

2

∥∥∥(Ŷ d)i,·

∥∥∥2

2
+ ∥(X∗)i,·∥2

2

∥∥∥(Ŷ d − Y ∗)i,·

∥∥∥2

2

)
≤ 2

(∥∥∥X̂d − X∗
∥∥∥2

F

∥∥∥Ŷ d
∥∥∥2

2,∞
+ ∥X∗∥2

2,∞

∥∥∥Ŷ d − Y ∗
∥∥∥2

F

)
By Proposition D.1, Lemma C.1 and Assumption 4 we know that∥∥∥X̂d − X∗

∥∥∥
F

,
∥∥∥Ŷ d − Y ∗

∥∥∥
F
≲ ca

√
n + c11

√
n,

∥X∗∥2,∞ , ∥Y ∗∥2,∞ ≤
√

µrσmax

n
,∥∥∥Ŷ d

∥∥∥
2,∞

≤
∥∥∥Ŷ d − Y ∗

∥∥∥
F

+ ∥Y ∗∥2,∞ ≤
√

µrσmax

n
+ ca

√
n.

Therefore, we have
n∑

i=1
(∆

′

Γ)2
ii ≤ 4(ca + c11)2n

(√
µrσmax

n
+ ca

√
n

)2

.

Similarly, for
∑n

i=1(∆′′′

Γ )2
ii we also have
n∑

i=1
(∆

′′′

Γ )2
ii ≤ 4(c′

a + c11)2n

(√
µrσmax

n
+ c′

a

√
n

)2

.

Combine them together, we know that
n∑

i=1
(∆Γ)2

ii ≤ 2
n∑

i=1
(∆

′′′

Γ )2
ii + 2

n∑
i=1

(∆
′

Γ)2
ii ≤ 8((ca + c11)2 + (c′

a + c11)2)n
(√

µrσmax

n
+ (c′

a + ca)
√

n

)2

.

Plugging this back to (62), we know that(
c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)

)T

∇2Lc (c(V ∗))
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)

≥ cecP

2(1 + ecP )2

(
∥∆H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F

)
− C0

(√
µrσmax

n2 + c′
a + ca

)2

, (63)

where we define C0 := 4((ca + c11)2 + (c′
a + c11)2).

For the RHS of (61), we will bound (1), (2) and (3), respectively.
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1. We first bound (1). We denote[
Ht

Γt

]
:= c(V ∗) + t(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗)), P t

ij := zT
i Htzj +

Γt
ij

n
.

It then holds that

∇2Lc

(
c(V ∗) + t(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗))

)
− ∇2Lc(c(V ∗))

=
∑
i ̸=j

(
eP t

ij

(1 + eP t
ij )2

− eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

)[
vec(ziz

T
j )

1
n vec(eie

T
j )

]⊗2

.

Thus, we have(
c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)

)T (
∇2Lc

(
c(V ∗) + t(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗))

)
− ∇2Lc(c(V ∗))

)
(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗))

=
[

vec(∆′
H)

vec( 1
n ∆′

Γ)

]T
∑

i ̸=j

(
eP t

ij

(1 + eP t
ij )2

− eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

)[
vec(ziz

T
j )

vec(eie
T
j )

]⊗2
[ vec(∆H)

vec( 1
n ∆Γ)

]

=
[

vec(∆′
H)

vec( 1
n ∆′

Γ)

]T
∑

i ̸=j

(
eP t

ij

(1 + eP t
ij )2

− eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

)
Pc

[
vec(ziz

T
j )

vec(eie
T
j )

]⊗2

Pc

[ vec(∆H)
vec( 1

n ∆Γ)

]
.

Note that ∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=j

(
eP t

ij

(1 + eP t
ij )2

− eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

)
Pc

[
vec(ziz

T
j )

vec(eie
T
j )

]⊗2

Pc

∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=j

∣∣∣∣∣ eP t
ij

(1 + eP t
ij )2

− eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

∣∣∣∣∣Pc

[
vec(ziz

T
j )

vec(eie
T
j )

]⊗2

Pc

∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤1

4

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i̸=j

∣∣P t
ij − P ∗

ij

∣∣Pc

[
vec(ziz

T
j )

vec(eie
T
j )

]⊗2

Pc

∥∥∥∥∥∥ (mean-value theorem)

≤ max
i̸=j

∣∣P t
ij − P ∗

ij

∣∣ ·

∥∥∥∥∥∥Pc

∑
i,j

[
vec(ziz

T
j )

vec(eie
T
j )

] [
vec(ziz

T
j )

vec(eie
T
j )

]T

Pc

∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤c max

i ̸=j

∣∣P t
ij − P ∗

ij

∣∣ .
By the definition of P t

ij , we have

max
i ̸=j

∣∣P t
ij − P ∗

ij

∣∣ ≤ (max
i ̸=j

∥zi∥∥zj∥) · ∥Ht − H∗∥F + 1
n

∥Γt − Γ∗∥∞

≤ cz

n
∥Ht − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥Γt − Γ∗∥∞

≤ cz

n
∥Ĥd − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥Γ̂d − Γ∗∥∞,
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where the last inequality follows from the definition of Ht, Γt. Moreover, notice that

∥Γ̂d − Γ∗∥∞ = ∥(X̂d − X∗)(Ŷ d)T + X∗(Ŷ d − Y ∗)T ∥∞

≤ ∥X̂d − X∗∥2,∞∥Ŷ d∥2,∞ + ∥X∗∥2,∞∥Ŷ d − Y ∗∥2,∞,

where ∥Ŷ d∥2,∞ ≤ ∥Ŷ d − Ȳ ∥2,∞ + ∥Ȳ − Y ∗∥2,∞ + ∥Y ∗∥2,∞ ≤ 3∥Y ∗∥2,∞. Thus, we have

∥Γ̂d − Γ∗∥∞ ≤ 4∥F ∗∥2,∞∥F̂ d − F ∗∥2,∞

and

max
i ̸=j

∣∣P t
ij − P ∗

ij

∣∣ ≲ cz

n
∥Ĥd − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥F ∗∥2,∞∥F̂ d − F ∗∥2,∞

≲
cz

n
(∥Ĥd − Ĥ∥F + ∥Ĥ − H∗∥F ) + 1

n
∥F ∗∥2,∞(∥F̂ d − F̄∥2,∞ + ∥F̄ − F ∗∥2,∞)

≲
cz(c11 + ca) +

√
µr2σmax/n2(c∞ + cb)√

n

≲

√
µr2σmax/n2(c∞ + cb)√

n
,

where the third inequality follows from Lemma G.3, Proposition D.1, Proposition D.2 and
Lemma C.1. Consequently, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
i ̸=j

(
eP t

ij

(1 + eP t
ij )2

− eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

)
Pc

[
vec(ziz

T
j )

vec(eie
T
j )

] [
vec(ziz

T
j )

vec(eie
T
j )

]⊤

Pc

∥∥∥∥∥∥ ≲
c
√

µr2σmax/n2(c∞ + cb)√
n

and for all t ∈ [0, 1]∣∣∣∣(c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)⊤ (

∇2Lc

(
c(V ∗) + t(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗))

)
− ∇2Lc(c(V ∗))

)
(c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗))

∣∣∣∣
≲

c
√

µr2σmax/n2(c∞ + cb)√
n

√
∥∆H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F ·
√

∥∆′
H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆′

Γ∥2
F .

As a result, we obtain

|(1)| ≲ C1√
n

√
∥∆H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F ·
√

∥∆′
H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆′

Γ∥2
F ,

where C1 := c
√

µr2σmax/n2(c∞ + cb).

2. We then bound (2). Note that

∇Lc(c(V̂ d))T
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)

=∇Lc(c(V̂ ))⊤
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)

+
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)⊤ ∫ 1

0
∇2Lc

(
c(V̂ ) + t(c(V̂ d) − c(V̂ ))

)
dt
(

c(V̂ d) − c(V̂ )
)

. (64)
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For the first term, recall the definition of ∆′′, we have

∇Lc(c(V̂ ))T
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ )
)

=
∑
i ̸=j

(
eP̂ij

1 + eP̂ij

− Aij

)(
⟨∆′′

H , ziz
T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨X̄Ȳ T − X̂Ŷ T , eie

T
j ⟩
)

.

Note that

⟨X̄Ȳ T − X̂Ŷ T , eie
T
j ⟩ = ⟨∆′′

X Ŷ T + X̂∆
′′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩ + ⟨∆′′

X∆
′′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩.

Thus we have

Lc(c(V̂ ))T
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ )
)

=
∑
i̸=j

(
eP̂ij

1 + eP̂ij

− Aij

)(
⟨∆′′
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T
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⟨∆′′

X , eie
T
j Ŷ ⟩ + 1

n
⟨∆

′′

Y , ejeT
i X̂⟩

)

+ 1
n

∑
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(
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⟨∆′′

X∆
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T
j ⟩

=∇L(V̂ )T (V̄ − V̂ ) + 1
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∑
i̸=j

(
eP̂ij

1 + eP̂ij
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)
⟨∆′′

X∆
′′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩. (65)

By (20), we have

P∇L(V̂ ) = −P

∑
i ̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2

 ziz
T
j

1
n eie

T
j Ŷ

1
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i X̂

⊗2 (V̂ d − V̂ ).

Moreover, note that P(V̄ ) = V̄ , P(V̂ ) = V̂ , P(V̂ d) = V̂ d. Thus, it holds that

∇L(V̂ )T (V̄ − V̂ )

=
(

P∇L(V̂ )
)T

(V̄ − V̂ )

= − (V̄ − V̂ )T
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T
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T
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i ̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
·
(
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T
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T
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+ 1
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T
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Combine the above result with (65), we have
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)
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eP̂ij
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⟨X̄Ȳ T − X̂Ŷ T , eie

T
j ⟩
)

⟨∆̂X∆̂T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩

+ 1
n

∑
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eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
·
(
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T
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n
⟨X̂dŶ dT − X̂Ŷ T , eie

T
j ⟩
)

⟨∆′′
X∆

′′T
Y , eie

T
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− 1
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∑
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eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
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T
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T
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+ 1
n

∑
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(
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⟨∆′′

X∆
′′T
Y , eie
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j ⟩. (66)

Similarly, we have

Lc(c(V̂ ))T
(

c(V̂ d) − c(V̂ )
)

= −
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)T
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(
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)
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n
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− 1
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∑
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(
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Y , eie
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Combine (66) and (67), we obtain
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∇2Lc(c(V̂ ))
(

c(V̂ d) − c(V̂ )
)

+ (r), (68)

where

(r) = 1
n
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T
j ⟩
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∑
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n
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T
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T
j ⟩
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T
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)
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T
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− 1
n2

∑
i ̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
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Y , eie
T
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′′T
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T
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∑
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eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
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Y , eie
T
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+ 1
n

∑
i ̸=j

(
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T
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n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP̂ij
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Y , eie
T
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By (64) and (68), we have

∇Lc(c(V̂ d))T
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)

=
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)T
(∫ 1

0
∇2Lc

(
c(V̂ ) + t(c(V̂ d) − c(V̂ ))

)
− ∇2Lc(c(V̂ ))dt

)(
c(V̂ d) − c(V̂ )

)
+ (r).

(69)

As bounding (1), we have∣∣∣∣(c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)T
(∫ 1

0
∇2Lc

(
c(V̂ ) + t(c(V̂ d) − c(V̂ ))

)
− ∇2Lc(c(V̂ ))dt

)(
c(V̂ d) − c(V̂ )

)∣∣∣∣
≲

C2√
n

√
∥∆H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F ·
√

∥∆̂H∥2
F + 1

n2 ∥∆̂Γ∥2
F (70)

for C2 = c
√

µrσmax/n2(
√

r(c∞ + cb) + c43). It remains to bound (r). Note that∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1n
∑
i ̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
·
(

⟨∆′′
H , ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨X̄Ȳ T − X̂Ŷ T , eie

T
j ⟩
)

⟨∆̂X∆̂T
Y , eie

T
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∣∣∣∣∣∣
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≲
1
n

∥∆̂X∆̂T
Y ∥F

√√√√∑
i̸=j

(
⟨∆′′

H , zizT
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨X̄Ȳ T − X̂Ŷ T , eieT

j ⟩
)2

(Cauchy-Schwarz)

≲

√
c

n

(
∥∆̂X∥2

F + ∥∆̂Y ∥2
F

)√
∥∆′′

H∥2
F + 1

n2 ∥∆′′
Γ∥2

F . (by Assumption 3)

Similarly, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1n
∑
i ̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
·
(

⟨∆̂H , ziz
T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨X̂dŶ dT − X̂Ŷ T , eie

T
j ⟩
)

⟨∆′′
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′′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≲

√
c

n

(
∥∆′′

X∥2
F + ∥∆′′

Y ∥2
F

)√
∥∆̂H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆̂Γ∥2

F

and ∣∣∣∣∣∣ 2n
∑
i ̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
·
(

⟨∆̂H , ziz
T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨X̂dŶ dT − X̂Ŷ T , eie

T
j ⟩
)

⟨∆̂X∆̂T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≲

√
c

n

(
∥∆̂X∥2

F + ∥∆̂Y ∥2
F

)√
∥∆̂H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆̂Γ∥2

F .

Also, we have ∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1
n2

∑
i̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
⟨∆̂X∆̂T

Y , eie
T
j ⟩⟨∆′′

X∆
′′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≲

1
n2 ∥∆′′

X∆
′′T
Y ∥F ∥∆̂X∆̂T

Y ∥F (Cauchy-Schwarz)

≤ 1
n2

(
∥∆′′

X∥2
F + ∥∆′′

Y ∥2
F

) (
∥∆̂X∥2

F + ∥∆̂Y ∥2
F

)
and ∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

n2

∑
i̸=j

eP̂ij

(1 + eP̂ij )2
|⟨∆̂X∆̂T

Y , eie
T
j ⟩|2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1
n2 ∥∆̂X∆̂T

Y ∥2
F ≤ 1

n2

(
∥∆̂X∥2

F + ∥∆̂Y ∥2
F

)2
.

Follow the proofs in Appendix E, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1n
∑
i̸=j

(
eP̂ij

1 + eP̂ij

− Aij

)
⟨∆′′

X∆
′′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≲

√
c

n

(
∥∆′′

X∥2
F + ∥∆′′

Y ∥2
F

)(
∥Ĥ − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥X∗∥∥F̂ − F ∗∥F +

√
log n

)
and ∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP̂ij

1 + eP̂ij

− Aij

)
⟨∆̂X∆̂T

Y , eie
T
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∣∣∣∣∣∣
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≲

√
c

n

(
∥∆̂X∥2

F + ∥∆̂Y ∥2
F

)(
∥Ĥ − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥X∗∥∥F̂ − F ∗∥F +

√
log n

)
.

As a result, we obtain

|(r)| ≲
√

c

n

(
∥∆̂X∥2

F + ∥∆̂Y ∥2
F + ∥∆′′

X∥2
F + ∥∆′′

Y ∥2
F

)
·
√

∥∆̂H∥2
F + 1

n2 ∥∆̂Γ∥2
F + ∥∆′′

H∥2
F + 1

n2 ∥∆′′
Γ∥2

F

+ 1
n2

(
∥∆̂X∥2

F + ∥∆̂Y ∥2
F + ∥∆′′

X∥2
F + ∥∆′′

Y ∥2
F

)(
∥∆̂X∥2

F + ∥∆̂Y ∥2
F

)
+

√
c

n

(
∥∆̂X∥2

F + ∥∆̂Y ∥2
F + ∥∆′′

X∥2
F + ∥∆′′

Y ∥2
F

)
·
(

∥Ĥ − H∗∥F + 1
n

∥X∗∥∥F̂ − F ∗∥F +
√

log n

)
≲

√
cµrσmax

n2 (ca + c11)3√
n.

Combine this with (69) and (70), we show that

|(2)| =
∣∣∣Lc(c(V̂ d))T

(
c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)

)∣∣∣
≲

C2√
n

√
∥∆H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F ·
√

∥∆̂H∥2
F + 1

n2 ∥∆̂Γ∥2
F +

√
cµrσmax

n2 (ca + c11)3√
n.

3. We finally bound (3). By (60) with V = V̄ , we have

∇L̄c

(
c(V̄ )

)
= ∇Lc (c(V ∗)) + ∇2Lc (c(V ∗))

(
c(V̄ ) − c(V ∗)

)
,

which then implies

∇L̄c

(
c(V̄ )

)T
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)

=∇Lc (c(V ∗))T
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)

+
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)T

∇2Lc (c(V ∗))
(
c(V̄ ) − c(V ∗)

)
. (71)

We will deal with the first term in the following. Recall the definition of ∆′′′, follow the same
argument as in (65), we have

Lc(c(V ∗))T
(
c(V̄ ) − c(V ∗)

)
= ∇L(V ∗)T (V̄ − V ∗) + 1

n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
⟨∆

′′′

X∆
′′′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩.

(72)

By (22), we have P∇L(V ∗) = −PD∗ (V̄ − V ∗). Moreover, note that P(V̄ ) = V̄ , P(V ∗) = V ∗.
Thus, we have

∇L(V ∗)T (V̄ − V ∗) = (P∇L(V ∗))T (V̄ − V ∗)
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= −
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where the last equation follows the same argument as that in bounding (2). Plug this into
(72), we have
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Similarly, recall the definition of ∆′, we have

Lc(c(V ∗))T
(

c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗)
)

= −
(

c(V̂ d) − c(V ∗)
)T

∇2Lc(c(V ∗))
(
c(V̄ ) − c(V ∗)

)
+ 1

n

∑
i̸=j

eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

·
(

⟨∆′
H , ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
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)
⟨∆′

X∆
′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩.

(74)

Combine (73) and (74), we then have

∇Lc (c(V ∗))T
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)

= −
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)T

∇2Lc (c(V ∗))
(
c(V̄ ) − c(V ∗)

)
+ (r),

(75)

where

(r) = 2
n

∑
i̸=j

eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

·
(

⟨∆′′′
H , ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨X̄Ȳ T − X∗Y ∗T , eie

T
j ⟩
)

⟨∆′′′
X∆

′′′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩
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− 1
n2

∑
i ̸=j

eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

∣∣∣⟨∆′′′
X∆

′′′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩
∣∣∣2 + 1

n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
⟨∆′′′

X∆
′′′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩

− 1
n

∑
i ̸=j

eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

·
(

⟨∆′
H , ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨X̂dŶ dT − X∗Y ∗T , eie

T
j ⟩
)

⟨∆′′′
X∆

′′′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩

− 1
n

∑
i ̸=j

eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

·
(

⟨∆′′′
H , ziz

T
j ⟩ + 1

n
⟨X̄Ȳ T − X∗Y ∗T , eie

T
j ⟩
)

⟨∆′
X∆

′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩

+ 1
n2

∑
i̸=j

eP ∗
ij

(1 + eP ∗
ij )2

⟨∆′
X∆

′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩⟨∆′′′

X∆
′′′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩ − 1

n

∑
i ̸=j

(
eP ∗

ij

1 + eP ∗
ij

− Aij

)
⟨∆′

X∆
′T
Y , eie

T
j ⟩.

By (71) and (75), we have

∇L̄c

(
c(V̄ )

)T
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)

= (r).

Following the same argument as in bounding (2), we have

|(3)| =|(r)|

≲

√
c

n

(
∥∆′

X∥2
F + ∥∆′

Y ∥2
F + ∥∆′′′

X∥2
F + ∥∆′′′

Y ∥2
F

)
·
√

∥∆′
H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆′

Γ∥2
F + ∥∆′′′

H∥2
F + 1

n2 ∥∆′′′
Γ ∥2

F

+ 1
n2

(
∥∆′

X∥2
F + ∥∆′

Y ∥2
F + ∥∆′′′

X∥2
F + ∥∆′′′

Y ∥2
F

) (
∥∆′′′

X∥2
F + ∥∆′′′

Y ∥2
F

)
+

√
log n

n

(
∥∆′

X∥2
F + ∥∆′

Y ∥2
F + ∥∆′′′

X∥2
F + ∥∆′′′

Y ∥2
F

)
≲

√
cµrσmax

n2 (ca + c11)3√
n.

Combine the results for (1)-(3), by (61), we have∣∣∣∣(c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)T

∇2Lc (c(V ∗))
(

c(V̄ ) − c(V̂ d)
)∣∣∣∣

≲
C1√

n

√
∥∆H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F ·
√

∥∆′
H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆′

Γ∥2
F

+ C2√
n

√
∥∆H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F ·
√

∥∆̂H∥2
F + 1

n2 ∥∆̂Γ∥2
F +

√
cµrσmax

n2 (ca + c11)3√
n

≲C2(ca + c11)
√

µrσmax

n2

√
∥∆H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F +
√

cµrσmax

n2 (ca + c11)3√
n.

Further combine with (63), we have

cecP

2(1 + ecP )2

(
∥∆H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F

)
− C0

(√
µrσmax

n2 + c′
a + ca

)2
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≲C2(ca + c11)
√

µrσmax

n2

√
∥∆H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F +
√

cµrσmax

n2 (ca + c11)3√
n,

which implies√
∥∆H∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆Γ∥2

F ≲

√
2(1 + ecP )2

cecP

(
cµrσmax

n2

)1/4
(ca + c11)3/2 · n1/4

as long as n is large enough to make C0
(√

µrσmax

n2 + c′
a + ca

)2 and C2(ca + c11)
√

µrσmax
n2 negligible

terms compared to
√

n. Thus, we finish the proofs.

H Proofs of Section 3
H.1 Proofs of Proposition 3.1
In this example, we have

Γ∗ =
[
p11⊤ q11⊤

q11⊤ p11⊤

]
= Π

[
p q
q p

]
ΠT = Π

[
1 1
1 −1

] [
p+q

2 0
0 p−q

2

] [
1 1
1 −1

]
ΠT ,

where Π ∈ Rn×2 with the first n/2 rows being [1, 0] and the last n/2 rows being [0, 1]. It then holds
that

X∗ = Y ∗ = Π
[
1 1
1 −1

]√p+q
2 0

0
√

p−q
2

 =

√p+q
2 1

√
p−q

2 1√
p+q

2 1 −
√

p−q
2 1

 , (76)

where 1 ∈ Rn
2 ×1. We denote

A1 := {(i, j) | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n/2, i ̸= j},

A2 := {(i, j) | 1 ≤ i ≤ n/2, n/2 < j ≤ n, i ̸= j},

A3 := {(i, j) | n/2 < i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ n/2, i ̸= j},

A4 := {(i, j) | n/2 < i, j ≤ n, i ̸= j}.

Since H∗ = 0, we then have

D∗ =
∑

(i,j)∈A1

e
p
n

(1 + e
p
n )2


1
n ei

[√
p+q

2 ,
√

p−q
2

]
1
n ej

[√
p+q

2 ,
√

p−q
2

]


⊗2

+
∑

(i,j)∈A2

e
q
n

(1 + e
q
n )2


1
n ei

[√
p+q

2 , −
√

p−q
2

]
1
n ej

[√
p+q

2 ,
√

p−q
2

]


⊗2

+
∑

(i,j)∈A3

e
q
n

(1 + e
q
n )2


1
n ei

[√
p+q

2 ,
√

p−q
2

]
1
n ej

[√
p+q

2 , −
√

p−q
2

]


⊗2

+
∑

(i,j)∈A4

e
p
n

(1 + e
p
n )2


1
n ei

[√
p+q

2 , −
√

p−q
2

]
1
n ej

[√
p+q

2 , −
√

p−q
2

]


⊗2

.
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In what follows, we view D∗ as a 4n × 4n matrix and denote

D∗ =


D∗

11 D∗
12 D∗

13 D∗
14

D∗
21 D∗

22 D∗
23 D∗

24
D∗

31 D∗
32 D∗

33 D∗
34

D∗
41 D∗

42 D∗
43 D∗

44

 ,

where D∗
ij ∈ Rn×n. Recall that we have

D∗
[
∆X

∆Y

]
=
[
X∗

Y ∗

]
,

where we view ∆X , ∆Y , X∗, Y ∗ as 2n × 1 vectors. Thus, we have[
D∗

11 D∗
12

D∗
21 D∗

22

]
∆X +

[
D∗

13 D∗
14

D∗
23 D∗

24

]
∆Y = X∗. (77)

Based on the specific form of X∗ and Y ∗, it can be seen that the solutions must have the following
form:Why???

∆X = ∆Y = vec



a b
...

...
a b
c d
...

...
c d


. (78)

The matrix on the RHS has its first n rows being [a, b] and last n rows being [c, d] for some a, b, c, d.
By (77), we have [

D∗
11 + D∗

13 D∗
12 + D∗

14
D∗

21 + D∗
23 D∗

22 + D∗
24

]
∆X = X∗. (79)

With a little abuse of notion, we denote ei, ej ∈ Rn
2 ×1 the one-hot vector in the following. And we

denote s =
√

p+q
2 , t =

√
p−q

2 . It then holds that

D∗
11 + D∗

13 = 1
n2

∑
i̸=j

1≤i,j≤ n
2

e
p
n

(1 + e
p
n )2

[
ei[s, t]

]⊗2 + 1
n2

∑
i ̸=j

1≤i,j≤ n
2

e
p
n

(1 + e
p
n )2

[
ei[s, t]

]⊗ [
ej [s, t]

]

+ 1
n2

∑
1≤i,j≤ n

2

e
q
n

(1 + e
q
n )2

[
ei[s, −t]

]⊗2

D∗
12 + D∗

14 = 1
n2

∑
1≤i,j≤ n

2

e
q
n

(1 + e
q
n )2

[
ei[s, −t]

]⊗ [
ej [s, t]

]
D∗

21 + D∗
23 = 1

n2

∑
1≤i,j≤ n

2

e
q
n

(1 + e
q
n )2

[
ei[s, t]

]⊗ [
ej [s, −t]

]
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D∗
22 + D∗

24 = 1
n2

∑
i̸=j

1≤i,j≤ n
2

e
p
n

(1 + e
p
n )2

[
ei[s, −t]

]⊗2 + 1
n2

∑
i̸=j

1≤i,j≤ n
2

e
p
n

(1 + e
p
n )2

[
ei[s, −t]

]⊗ [
ej [s, −t]

]

+ 1
n2

∑
1≤i,j≤ n

2

e
q
n

(1 + e
q
n )2

[
ei[s, t]

]⊗2
. (80)

Combine (76), (78), (79), (80), we have

1 n
2

· [s, t] = (n − 2)as + bt

n2
e

p
n

(1 + e
p
n )2

· (1 n
2

· [s, t]) + n

2
as − bt

n2
e

q
n

(1 + e
q
n )2

· (1 n
2

· [s, −t])

+ n

2
cs + dt

n2
e

q
n

(1 + e
q
n )2

· (1 n
2

· [s, −t])

1 n
2

· [s, −t] = (n − 2)cs − dt

n2
e

p
n

(1 + e
p
n )2

· (1 n
2

· [s, −t]) + n

2
cs + dt

n2
e

q
n

(1 + e
q
n )2

· (1 n
2

· [s, t])

+ n

2
as − bt

n2
e

q
n

(1 + e
q
n )2

· (1 n
2

· [s, t]),

which implies 
as − bt = −(cs + dt)
(n − 2) as+bt

n2
e

p
n

(1+e
p
n )2

= 1

(n − 2) cs−dt
n2

e
p
n

(1+e
p
n )2

= 1
.

We denote

N := n2

n − 2
(1 + e

p
n )2

e
p
n

.

It then holds that

a = c = N

2s
, b = −d = N

2t

and

∆X =

N
2s 1 N

2t 1

N
2s 1 − N

2t 1

 . (81)

Combine with (76), we have

∆XY ∗⊤ + X∗∆⊤
Y = ∆XX∗⊤ + X∗∆⊤

X =
[
2N11⊤ 0

0 2N11⊤

]
∈ Rn×n.

By the definition of M∗, we have

M∗ =

 e
p
n

(1+e
p
n )2

11⊤ e
q
n

(1+e
q
n )2

11⊤

e
q
n

(1+e
q
n )2

11⊤ e
p
n

(1+e
p
n )2

11⊤

−


e

p
n

(1+e
p
n )2

. . .
e

p
n

(1+e
p
n )2

 .

84



Thus, we have

1
n

M∗ ⊙
(

1
n

(∆XY ∗⊤ + X∗∆⊤
Y )
)

=
[ 2

n−2 11⊤ 0
0 2

n−2 11⊤

]
−


2

n−2
. . .

2
n−2


= 2

n − 2

[
11⊤ − I n

2
0

0 11⊤ − I n
2

]
.

Note that [
11⊤ − I n

2
0

0 11⊤ − I n
2

]
has 2 singular values equal to n

2 − 1 and n − 2 singular values equal to 1. And in this example, we
have r = 2. Thus we verify

σ3

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙
(

1
n

(∆XY ∗⊤ + X∗∆⊤
Y )
))

= 2
n − 2 <

1
2 .

That is to say Assumption 7 holds with ϵ = 1/2. Thus, we finish the proofs.

H.2 Bridge convex optimizer and approximate nonconvex optimizer
In this section, we aim to prove the following theorem.

Theorem H.1. Suppose Assumption 7 holds. We then have∥∥∥∥[ Ĥc − Ĥ
1
n (Γ̂c − X̂Ŷ ⊤)

]∥∥∥∥
F

≲
(1 + eccP )2

min{c/3, 1/6}eccP

(
1 + 72κn

√
σmin

)
∥P(∇f(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ))∥F

for some constant c.

H.2.1 Useful claims and lemmas

In this section, we establish several useful claims and lemmas that will support the proof of Theorem
H.1. For notation simplicity, in this section, we denote the solution given by gradient descent as
(H, X, Y ) instead of (Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ).

Claim H.2. Let UΣV ⊤ be the SVD of XY ⊤. There exists an invertible matrix Q ∈ Rr×r such
that X = UΣ1/2Q, Y = V Σ1/2Q−T and∥∥∥ΣQ − Σ−1

Q

∥∥∥
F

≤ 8
√

κ

λ
√

σmin
∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F . (82)

Here UQΣQV ⊤
Q is the SVD of Q.

Proof of Claim H.2. Let

B1 := P⊥
Z ∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤)Y + λX and B2 := P⊥

Z ∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤)⊤X + λY.
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By the definition of ∇Xf(H, X, Y ) and ∇Y f(H, X, Y ), we have

max{∥B1∥F , ∥B2∥F } = max{∥P⊥
Z ∇Xf(H, X, Y )∥F , ∥P⊥

Z ∇Y f(H, X, Y )∥F }
≤ ∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F .

In addition, the definition of B1 and B2 allow us to obtain

∥X⊤X − Y ⊤Y ∥F = 1
λ

∥X⊤(B1 − P⊥
Z ∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤)Y ) − (B2 − P⊥

Z ∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤)⊤X)⊤Y ∥F

= 1
λ

∥X⊤B1 − B⊤
2 Y ∥F

≤ 1
λ

∥X∥∥B1∥F + 1
λ

∥B2∥F ∥Y ∥

≤ 4
λ

√
σmax∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F .

Here, the last inequality follows from the fact that ∥X∥, ∥Y ∥ ≤ 2√
σmax. In view of Lemma J.6,

one can find an invertible Q such that X = UΣ1/2Q, Y = V Σ1/2Q−T and

∥ΣQ − Σ−1
Q ∥F ≤ 1

σmin(Σ)∥X⊤X − Y ⊤Y ∥F

≤ 2
σmin

· 4
λ

√
σmax∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F

= 8
√

κ

λ
√

σmin
∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F ,

where ΣQ is a diagonal matrix consisting of all singular values of Q. Here the second inequality
follows from∣∣σmin(XY ⊤) − σmin(X∗Y ∗⊤)

∣∣ ≤
∥∥XY ⊤ − X∗Y ∗⊤∥∥ ≲

√
σmax∥X − X∗∥ ≲ c11

√
σmaxn,

which implies σmin(XY ⊤) ≥ σmin/2 as long as c11
√

σmaxn ≪ σmin. This completes the proof.

With Claim H.2 in hand, we are ready to establish the following claim.

Claim H.3. Suppose that Assumption 7 holds. Under the same notations in Claim H.2, let
P⊥

Z ∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤)P⊥
Z = −λUV ⊤ + R. Then R satisfies:

∥PT (R)∥F ≤ 72κ
√

σmin
∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F and ∥PT ⊥(R)∥ <

(
1 − ϵ

4

)
λ

for ϵ > 0 specified in Assumption 7. Here T is the tangent space for UΣV ⊤ defined as

T := {UA⊤ + BV ⊤ | A, B ∈ Rn×r},

T ⊥ is the orthogonal complement of T , and PT , PT ⊥ are the orthogonal projection onto the subspace
T , T ⊥, respectively.
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Proof of Claim H.3. Recall the notations in the proof of Claim H.2, we have

B1 = P⊥
Z ∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤)Y + λX and B2 = P⊥

Z ∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤)⊤X + λY. (83)

By the definition of R, we have

P⊥
Z ∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤)P⊥

Z = R − λUV ⊤. (84)

From the definition of PT , we have

∥PT (R)∥F = ∥UU⊤R(I − V V ⊤) + RV V ⊤∥F

≤ ∥U⊤R(I − V V ⊤)∥F + ∥RV V ⊤∥F

≤ ∥U⊤R∥F + ∥RV ∥F . (85)

In addition, by Claim H.2, we have

X = UΣ1/2Q and Y = V Σ1/2Q−T (86)

for some invertible matrix Q ∈ Rr×r, whose SVD UQΣQV ⊤
Q obeys (82). Combine (83) and (84),

we have

−λUV ⊤Y + RY = −λX + B1,

which together with (86) yields

RV = λUΣ1/2(Ir − QQ⊤)Σ−1/2 + B1Q⊤Σ−1/2.

Apply the triangle inequality to get

∥RV ∥F ≤ ∥λUΣ1/2(Ir − QQ⊤)Σ−1/2∥F + ∥B1Q⊤Σ−1/2∥F

≤ λ∥Σ1/2∥∥Σ−1/2∥∥QQ⊤ − Ir∥F + ∥Q∥∥Σ−1/2∥∥B1∥F . (87)

In order to further upper bound (87), we first recognize the fact that as long as c11
√

σmaxn ≪ σmin,

∥Σ1/2∥ ≤
√

2σmax, and ∥Σ−1/2∥ = 1/
√

σmin(Σ) ≤
√

2/σmin,

which holds since∣∣σi(XY ⊤) − σi(X∗Y ∗⊤)
∣∣ ≤

∥∥XY ⊤ − X∗Y ∗⊤∥∥ ≲
√

σmax∥X − X∗∥ ≲ c11
√

σmaxn.

Second, Claim H.2 and (18) yields

∥ΣQ − Σ−1
Q ∥F ≤ 8

√
κ

λ
√

σmin
∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F ≪ 1.

This in turn implies that ∥Q∥ = ∥ΣQ∥ ≤ 2. Putting the above bounds together yields

∥RV ∥F ≤ λ
√

2σmax

√
2

σmin
∥Σ2

Q − Ir∥F + 2
√

2
σmin

∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F
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≤ λ
√

2σmax

√
2

σmin
∥ΣQ∥∥ΣQ − Σ−1

Q ∥F + 2
√

2
σmin

∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F

≤ 2λ
√

2σmax

√
2

σmin

8
√

κ

λ
√

σmin
∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F + 2

√
2

σmin
∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F

≤ 36κ
√

σmin
∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F .

Similarly, we can show that

∥U⊤R∥F ≤ 36κ
√

σmin
∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F .

These bounds together with (85) result in

∥PT (R)∥F ≤ 72κ
√

σmin
∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F . (88)

In the following, we establish the bound for ∥PT ⊥(R)∥. Note that

P⊥
Z ∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤)P⊥

Z = −λUV ⊤ + R = −λUV ⊤ + PT (R) + PT ⊥(R).

Suppose for the moment that

∥PT (R)∥F ≤ ϵ

4λ and σr+1
(
P⊥

Z ∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤)P⊥
Z

)
<
(

1 − ϵ

2

)
λ. (89)

Then, by Weyl’s inequality, we have

σr+1
(
−λUV ⊤ + PT ⊥(R)

)
≤ σr+1

(
−λUV ⊤ + PT (R) + PT ⊥(R)

)
+ ∥PT (R)∥F

= σr+1
(
P⊥

Z ∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤)P⊥
Z

)
+ ∥PT (R)∥F

<
(

1 − ϵ

2

)
λ + ϵ

4λ

=
(

1 − ϵ

4

)
λ.

Since −λUV ⊤ ∈ T with r singular values of λ, we conclude that

∥PT ⊥(R)∥ <
(

1 − ϵ

4

)
λ.

Thus, it remains to verify the two conditions listed in (89). For the first condition, by (88), we have

∥PT (R)∥F ≤ ϵ

4λ as long as ∥P(∇f(H, X, Y ))∥F ≤ ϵλ

288κ

√
σmin,

which is guaranteed by (18). We then verify the second condition in the following. For notation
simplicity, we denote

ℓij(x) := log(1 + ex) − Aijx.
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Then we have (
∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤) − ∇ΓLc(H∗, Γ∗)

)
ij

=
{∫ 1

0 ℓ′′
ij

(
P ∗

ij + τ(Pij − P ∗
ij)
)

dτ · Pij−P ∗
ij

n i ̸= j

0 i = j
.

We define a matrix H ∈ Rn×n such that

Hij =
{∫ 1

0 ℓ′′
ij

(
P ∗

ij + τ(Pij − P ∗
ij)
)

dτ i ̸= j

0 i = j
.

It then holds that

∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤)

= ∇ΓLc(H∗, Γ∗) + 1
n

H ⊙ (P − P ∗)

= ∇ΓLc(H∗, Γ∗) + 1
n

(H − M∗) ⊙ (P − P ∗) + 1
n

M∗ ⊙ (P − P ∗). (90)

Recall the definition of M∗ where

M∗
ij =

 e
P ∗

ij

(1+e
P ∗

ij )2
i ̸= j

0 i = j
=
{

ℓ′′
ij(P ∗

ij) i ̸= j

0 i = j
.

We then have for i ̸= j:

|M∗
ij − Hij | ≤

∫ 1

0

∣∣ℓ′′
ij

(
P ∗

ij + τ(Pij − P ∗
ij)
)

− ℓ′′
ij(P ∗

ij)
∣∣ dτ ≤ 1

4 |Pij − P ∗
ij |,

where the last inequality follows from the mean-value theorem and the fact that |ℓ′′′
ij (x)| ≤ ℓ′′

ij(x) ≤
1/4 for any x. This further implies that∥∥∥∥ 1

n
(H − M∗) ⊙ (P − P ∗)

∥∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥∥ 1

n
(H − M∗) ⊙ (P − P ∗)

∥∥∥∥
F

≤ 1
n

· n∥P − P ∗∥2
∞

≤
(

cz

n
∥H − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥XY ⊤ − Γ∗∥∞

)2

≲

(
cz

n
∥H − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥F ∗∥2,∞∥F − F ∗∥2,∞

)2

≲
1
n

(
c2

zc2
11 + µrσmax

n2 c2
41

)
,

where the last inequality follows from (17) and Assumption 4. Thus, as long as n large enough, we
have ∥∥∥∥ 1

n
(H − M∗) ⊙ (P − P ∗)

∥∥∥∥ ≲
1
n

(
c2

zc2
11 + µrσmax

n2 c2
41

)
<

ϵλ

10 . (91)
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Moreover, as shown in the proofs of Lemma F.1, we have

∥∇ΓLc(H∗, Γ∗)∥ ≲

√
log n

n
<

ϵλ

10 (92)

as long as ϵλ >
√

log n
n . Thus, it remains to deal with 1

n M∗ ⊙ (P − P ∗). Note that

1
n

M∗ ⊙ (P − P ∗) = 1
n

M∗ ⊙ (P̂ d − P̄ )︸ ︷︷ ︸
(1)

+ 1
n

M∗ ⊙ (P̄ − P ∗)︸ ︷︷ ︸
(2)

+ 1
n

M∗ ⊙ (P − P̂ d)︸ ︷︷ ︸
(3)

. (93)

In what follows, we will deal with (1),(2) and (3), respectively.

1. For (1), note that

∥(1)∥ ≤
∥∥∥∥ 1

n
M∗ ⊙ (P̂ d − P̄ )

∥∥∥∥
F

≤ 1
4n

√∑
i ̸=j

(P̂ d
ij − P̄ij)2

≲
1
n

(√
c∥Ĥd − H̄∥F + 1

n
∥X̂dŶ d⊤ − X̄Ȳ ⊤∥F

)
,

where the last inequality follows the same trick we used before and we omit the details here.
By Theorem D.3, we obtain

∥(1)∥ ≲

√
ccd

n3/4 <
ϵλ

10 (94)

as long as n is large enough.

2. For (2), note that

∥(2)∥ ≤
∥∥∥∥ 1

n
M∗ ⊙ (P̄ − P ∗)

∥∥∥∥
F

≤ 1
4n

√∑
i ̸=j

(P̄ij − P ∗
ij)2

≲
1
n

(√
c∥H̄ − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥X̄Ȳ ⊤ − X∗Y ∗⊤∥F

)
.

By Proposition D.2, we have

∥(2)∥ ≲ c′
a

(√
c

n
+

√
σmax

n3/2

)
<

ϵλ

10 (95)

as long as ϵλ > c′
a

(√
c
n +

√
σmax

n3/2

)
.
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3. We denote ∆̂ such that ∆̂H

∆̂X

∆̂Y

 =

Ĥd − H

X̂d − X

Ŷ d − Y

 .

With a little abuse of notation, we denote (∆H , ∆X , ∆Y ) such that∆H

∆X

∆Y

 = (PD∗P)†

 0
λX∗

λY ∗

 ,

Then by Assumption 7, we have

σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙
(

z⊤
i ∆Hzj + (∆XY ∗T + X∗∆⊤

Y )ij

n

)
ij

)
P⊥

Z

)
< (1 − ϵ)λ

for some ϵ > 0. We further have the following claim.

Claim H.4. It holds that ∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∆̂H − ∆H

∆̂X − ∆X

∆̂Y − ∆Y


∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

F

≤ cdiff,

where

cdiff ≍ λ

(
ĉ

c2
D∗

√
µrσmax

n
+ c11

√
n

cD∗

)
. (96)

Proof of Claim H.4. By the definition of (∆H , ∆X , ∆Y ), we have∆H

∆X

∆Y

 = −(PD∗P)†

 0
−λX∗

−λY ∗

 .

By the definition of the debiased estimator, we have∆̂H

∆̂X

∆̂Y

 = −(PD̂P)†
(

P∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ )
)

,

For notation simplicity, we denote

A1 := (PD∗P)†, b1 :=

 0
−λX∗

−λY ∗


and A2 := (PD̂P)†, b2 := P∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ).
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It then holds that ∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∆̂H − ∆H

∆̂X − ∆X

∆̂Y − ∆Y


∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

F

= ∥A1b1 − A2b2∥F

≤ ∥A1 − A2∥∥b2∥F + ∥A1∥∥b1 − b2∥F . (97)

In the following, we control ∥A1 − A2∥, ∥b1 − b2∥F , ∥A1∥, and ∥b2∥F , respectively.

(a) For ∥A1 − A2∥, by Theorem 3.3 in Stewart (1977), we have

∥A1 − A2∥ ≤ 1 +
√

5
2 max{∥(PD̂P)†∥2, ∥(PD∗P)†∥2} · ∥PD̂P − PD∗P∥. (98)

By Lemma G.1, we have

max{∥(PD̂P)†∥2, ∥(PD∗P)†∥2} ≲
1

c2
D∗

, ∥PD̂P − PD∗P∥ ≲
ĉ√
n

.

Finally, by (98), we obtain

∥A1 − A2∥ ≲
ĉ

c2
D∗

√
n

. (99)

(b) For ∥b1 − b2∥F , we have

∥b1 − b2∥F =

∥∥∥∥∥∥
 0

−λX∗

−λY ∗

− P∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ )

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥
 0

λX∗

λY ∗

−

 0
λX̂

λŶ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥P∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ) −

 0
−λX̂

−λŶ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

(100)

For the first term, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥
 0

λX∗

λY ∗

−

 0
λX̂

λŶ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

≤ λ(∥X∗ − X̂∥F + (∥Y ∗ − Ŷ ∥F ) ≤ 2λc11
√

n, (101)

where the last inequality follows from Lemma C.1. For the second term, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥P∇L(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ) −

 0
−λX̂

−λŶ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
F

= ∥P∇f(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ )∥F ≲ n−5. (102)

Combine (100), (101) and (102), we have

∥b1 − b2∥F ≲ λc11
√

n.
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(c) For ∥A1∥, by Lemma G.1, we have ∥A1∥ ≤ 1/cD∗ .
(d) For ∥b2∥F , we have

∥b2∥F ≤ ∥b1 − b2∥F + ∥b1∥F

≤ ∥b1 − b2∥F + λ(∥X∗∥F + ∥Y ∗∥F )
≲ λ

√
µrσmax

as long as √
µrσmax ≫ c11

√
n.

Combine the above results with (97), we have∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∆̂H − ∆H

∆̂X − ∆X

∆̂Y − ∆Y


∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

F

≲
ĉ

c2
D∗

√
n

· λ
√

µrσmax + 1
cD∗

· λc11
√

n

= λ

(
ĉ

c2
D∗

√
µrσmax

n
+ c11

√
n

cD∗

)
.

We then finish the proofs.

By Weyl’s inequality, we have

σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙
(

(P̂ d − P ) − 1
n

(X̂d − X)(Ŷ d − Y )⊤
))

P⊥
Z

)

= σr+1

P⊥
Z

 1
n

M∗ ⊙

(
z⊤

i ∆̂Hzj + (∆̂XY T + X∆̂⊤
Y )ij

n

)
ij

P⊥
Z


≤ σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙
(

z⊤
i ∆Hzj + (∆XY ∗T + X∗∆⊤

Y )ij

n

)
ij

)
P⊥

Z

)

+ 1
n

∥∥∥∥M∗ ⊙
(

z⊤
i (∆̂H − ∆H)zj

)
ij

∥∥∥∥
F

+ 1
n2

∥∥∥M∗ ⊙
(

(∆̂XY T + X∆̂⊤
Y ) − (∆XY ∗T + X∗∆⊤

Y )
)∥∥∥

F

≤ σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙
(

z⊤
i ∆Hzj + (∆XY ∗T + X∗∆⊤

Y )ij

n

)
ij

)
P⊥

Z

)

+ 1
4n

∥∥∥∥(z⊤
i (∆̂H − ∆H)zj

)
ij

∥∥∥∥
F

+ 1
4n2

∥∥∥(∆̂XY T + X∆̂⊤
Y ) − (∆XY ∗T + X∗∆⊤

Y )
∥∥∥

F
.

By Claim H.4, we can bound the Frobenius norms on the RHS respectively.
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(a) For the first Frobenius norm, we have∥∥∥∥(z⊤
i (∆̂H − ∆H)zj

)
ij

∥∥∥∥
F

=
√∑

i,j

(
z⊤

i (∆̂H − ∆H)zj

)2

≤ ∥∆̂H − ∆H∥
√∑

i,j

∥zi∥2
2∥zj∥2

2

≤ cz∥∆̂H − ∆H∥
≤ czcdiff.

(b) For the second Frobenius norm, we have∥∥∥(∆̂XY T + X∆̂⊤
Y ) − (∆XY ∗T + X∗∆⊤

Y )
∥∥∥

F

≤ ∥∆̂XY T − ∆XY ∗T ∥F + ∥X∆̂⊤
Y − X∗∆⊤

Y ∥F

≤ ∥∆̂X∥F ∥Y − Y ∗∥F + ∥Y ∗∥F ∥∆̂X − ∆X∥F + ∥∆̂Y ∥F ∥X − X∗∥F + ∥X∗∥F ∥∆̂Y − ∆Y ∥F

≲ cac11n + √
µrσmaxcdiff,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma C.1, Proposition D.1, Claim H.4, and
Assumption 4.

Combine the above bounds, we have

σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙
(

(P̂ d − P ) − 1
n

(X̂d − X)(Ŷ d − Y )⊤
))

P⊥
Z

)
≤ σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙
(

z⊤
i ∆Hzj + (∆XY ∗T + X∗∆⊤

Y )ij

n

)
ij

)
P⊥

Z

)

+ c

n

(
cac11 +

√
µrσmax

n
cdiff + czcdiff

)
< (1 − ϵ)λ + ϵλ

20

=
(

1 − 19ϵ

20

)
λ

as long as cac11 +
√

µrσmax
n cdiff + czcdiff ≪ ϵλn (n is large enough). By Weyl’s inequality, we

have

σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙ (P̂ d − P )
)

P⊥
Z

)
≤ σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙
(

(P̂ d − P ) − 1
n

(X̂d − X)(Ŷ d − Y )⊤
))

P⊥
Z

)
+ 1

n2

∥∥∥M∗ ⊙ (X̂d − X)(Ŷ d − Y )⊤
∥∥∥

F

≤ σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙
(

(P̂ d − P ) − 1
n

(X̂d − X)(Ŷ d − Y )⊤
))

P⊥
Z

)
+ 1

4n2 ∥X̂d − X∥F ∥Ŷ d − Y ∥F
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≤ σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙
(

(P̂ d − P ) − 1
n

(X̂d − X)(Ŷ d − Y )⊤
))

P⊥
Z

)
+ c2

a

4n
(by Proposition D.1)

<

(
1 − 19ϵ

20

)
λ + ϵλ

20

=
(

1 − 9ϵ

10

)
λ (103)

as long as c2
a ≪ ϵλn (n is large enough).

Combine (93), (94), (95), (103) and apply Weyl’s inequality, we have

σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙ (P − P ∗)
)

P⊥
Z

)
≤ σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙ (P − P̂ d)
)

P⊥
Z

)
+ ∥(1)∥ + ∥(2)∥

<

(
1 − 9ϵ

10

)
λ + ϵλ

10 + ϵλ

10

=
(

1 − 7ϵ

10

)
λ. (104)

Finally, combine (90), (91), (92), (104) and apply Weyl’s inequality, we have

σr+1
(
P⊥

Z

(
∇ΓLc(H, XY ⊤)

)
P⊥

Z

)
≤ σr+1

(
P⊥

Z

(
1
n

M∗ ⊙ (P − P ∗)
)

P⊥
Z

)
+
∥∥∥∥ 1

n
(H − M∗) ⊙ (P − P ∗)

∥∥∥∥+ ∥∇ΓLc(H∗, Γ∗)∥

<

(
1 − 7ϵ

10

)
λ + ϵλ

10 + ϵλ

10

=
(

1 − ϵ

2

)
λ.

Thus, we finish the proof of Claim H.3.

Lemma H.5. Given any ∆H ∈ Rp×p and ∆Γ ∈ Rn×n which satisfies

PZ∆Γ = ∆ΓPZ = 0,

then we have[
∆H

∆Γ

]⊤
∑

i̸=j

[
ziz

⊤
j

eie⊤
j

n

]⊗2
[∆H

∆Γ

]
≥ c

2 ∥∆H∥2
F +

∥∥∥∥∆Γ

n

∥∥∥∥2

F

− 2
n∑

i=1

(
(∆Γ)ii

n

)2
.

Proof. We have

[
∆H

∆Γ

]⊤
∑

i̸=j

[
ziz

⊤
j

eie⊤
j

n

]⊗2
[∆H

∆Γ

]
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=
[
∆H

∆Γ

]⊤
 ∑

1≤i,j≤n

[
ziz

⊤
j

eie⊤
j

n

]⊗2
[∆H

∆Γ

]
−
[
∆H

∆Γ

]⊤
 n∑

i=1

[
ziz

⊤
i

eie⊤
i

n

]⊗2
[∆H

∆Γ

]

=
∥∥∥∥Z∆HZ⊤ + ∆Γ

n

∥∥∥∥2

F

−
n∑

i=1

(
z⊤

i ∆Hzj + (∆Γ)ii

n

)2

≥(i)
∥∥Z∆HZ⊤∥∥2

F
+
∥∥∥∥∆Γ

n

∥∥∥∥2

F

− 2
(

n∑
i=1

(
z⊤

i ∆Hzi

)2 +
(

(∆Γ)ii

n

)2
)

≥ c ∥∆H∥2
F − 2

n∑
i=1

∥zi∥4
2 ∥∆H∥2 +

∥∥∥∥∆Γ

n

∥∥∥∥2

F

− 2
n∑

i=1

(
(∆Γ)ii

n

)2

≥ c

2 ∥∆H∥2
F +

∥∥∥∥∆Γ

n

∥∥∥∥2

F

− 2
n∑

i=1

(
(∆Γ)ii

n

)2
,

as long as n ≥ 2c2
z/c. Here (i) follows from the fact that PZ(∆Γ) = 0, PZ(Z∆HZ⊤) = Z∆HZ⊤,

and (a + b)2 ≤ 2(a2 + b2).

H.2.2 Proof of Theorem H.1

With Claim H.3 and Lemma H.5 in hand, we are ready to prove Theorem H.1 in the following.

Proof of Theorem H.1. In the following, we fix a constant c = cP . We define a constraint convex
optimization problem as

(Ĥcon, Γ̂con) := arg min PZ Γ=0, ΓPZ =0,
∥H−H∗∥F ≤cn, ∥Γ−Γ∗∥∞≤cn

fc(H, Γ), (105)

where fc is the convex objective defined in (13). By (17), (Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤) is feasible for the constraint
of (105). By the optimality of (Ĥcon, Γ̂con), we have

Lc(Ĥcon, Γ̂con) + λ∥Γ̂con∥∗ ≤ Lc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤) + λ∥X̂Ŷ ⊤∥∗. (106)

We denote

∆con
H := Ĥcon − Ĥ, ∆con

Γ := Γ̂con − X̂Ŷ ⊤.

By mean value theorem, there exists a set of parameter (H̃, Γ̃) which is a convex combination of
(Ĥcon, Γ̂con) and (Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤) such that

Lc(Ĥcon, Γ̂con) − Lc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)

=∇Lc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤
[
∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]
+ 1

2

[
∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]⊤

∇2Lc(H̃, Γ̃)
[
∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]

=∇Lc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤
[
∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]
+ 1

2

[
∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]⊤
∑

i ̸=j

eP̃ij

(1 + eP̃ij )2

[
ziz

⊤
j

eie⊤
j

n

]⊗2
[∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]
. (107)
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Therefore, we have

Lc(Ĥcon, Γ̂con) − Lc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤) ≥ ∇Lc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤
[
∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]
.

Combine this with (106) we get

0 ≤ −∇Lc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤
[
∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]
+ λ∥X̂Ŷ ⊤∥∗ − λ∥Γ̂con∥∗. (108)

In addition, by the convexity of ∥ · ∥∗, we have

∥Γ̂con∥∗ − ∥X̂Ŷ ⊤∥∗ = ∥X̂Ŷ ⊤ + ∆con
Γ ∥∗ − ∥X̂Ŷ ⊤∥∗ ≥ ⟨UV ⊤ + W, ∆con

Γ ⟩

for any W ∈ T ⊥ obeying ∥W∥ ≤ 1. In the following, we pick W such that ⟨W, ∆con
Γ ⟩ =

∥PT ⊥(∆con
Γ )∥∗. We then obtain ∥Γ̂con∥∗ − ∥X̂Ŷ ⊤∥∗ ≥ ⟨UV ⊤, ∆con

Γ ⟩ + ∥PT ⊥(∆con
Γ )∥∗, and con-

sequently, by (108), we have

0 ≤ −∇Lc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤
[
∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]
− λ⟨UV ⊤, ∆con

Γ ⟩ − λ∥PT ⊥(∆con
Γ )∥∗

= −∇Lc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤
[

∆con
H

P⊥
Z ∆con

Γ P⊥
Z

]
− λ⟨UV ⊤, ∆con

Γ ⟩ − λ∥PT ⊥(∆con
Γ )∥∗

= −∇HLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤∆con
H − (P⊥

Z ∇ΓLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)P⊥
Z )⊤∆con

Γ − λ⟨UV ⊤, ∆con
Γ ⟩ − λ∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥∗.

Recall the definition of R in (84), we further have

0 ≤ − ∇HLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤∆con
H − ⟨R, ∆con

Γ ⟩ − λ∥PT ⊥(∆con
Γ )∥∗

= − ∇HLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤∆con
H − ⟨PT (R), ∆con

Γ ⟩ − ⟨PT ⊥(R), ∆con
Γ ⟩ − λ∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥∗

≤ − ∇HLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤∆con
H + ∥PT (R)∥F ∥PT (∆con

Γ )∥F − ⟨PT ⊥(R), ∆con
Γ ⟩ − λ∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥∗.

By Claim H.3, we have

−⟨PT ⊥(R), ∆con
Γ ⟩ ≤ ∥PT ⊥(R)∥∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥∗ ≤
(

1 − ϵ

4

)
λ · ∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥∗

As a result, one can see that
ϵ

4λ∥PT ⊥(∆con
Γ )∥∗ ≤ −∇HLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤∆con

H + ∥PT (R)∥F ∥PT (∆con
Γ )∥F

≤ ∥∇HLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)∥F ∥∆con
H ∥F + ∥PT (R)∥F ∥PT (∆con

Γ )∥F

≤ c′

n5

(
∥∆con

H ∥F + 72κ
√

σmin
∥PT (∆con

Γ )∥F

)
(109)

with some constant c′ > 0.
On the other hand, note that for some constant c′′

[
∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]⊤
∑

i ̸=j

eP̃ij

(1 + eP̃ij )2

[
ziz

⊤
j

eie⊤
j

n

]⊗2
[∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]
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≥(1)
ec′′cP

(1 + ec′′cP )2

[
∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]⊤
∑

i ̸=j

[
ziz

⊤
j

eie⊤
j

n

]⊗2
[∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]

≥ ec′′cP

(1 + ec′′cP )2

(
c

2 ∥∆con
H ∥2

F +
∥∥∥∥∆con

Γ
n

∥∥∥∥2

F

− 2
n∑

i=1

(
(∆con

Γ )ii

n

)2
)

, (110)

where the last inequality follows Lemma H.5. Here (1) follows from the following argument: note
that

|P̂ij | :=
∣∣∣∣∣z⊤

i Ĥzj + (X̂Ŷ ⊤)ij

n

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |P ∗
ij | + cz

n
∥Ĥ − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥X̂Ŷ ⊤ − Γ∗∥∞.

Further, by (17), we have

∥X̂Ŷ ⊤ − Γ∗∥∞

=∥(X̂ − X∗)Ŷ ⊤ + X∗(Ŷ − Y ∗)⊤∥∞

≤∥X̂ − X∗∥2,∞∥Ŷ ∥2,∞ + ∥X∗∥2,∞∥Ŷ − Y ∗∥2,∞ (Cauchy)

≲c41

√
µrσmax

n
.

Thus, by (17) and Assumption 2, as long as n is large enough, we have |P̂ij | ≤ 2cP . Similarly, we
have

|(P̂ con)ij | :=
∣∣∣∣∣z⊤

i Ĥconzj + (Γ̂con)ij

n

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |P ∗
ij | + cz

n
∥Ĥcon − H∗∥F + 1

n
∥Γ̂con − Γ∗∥∞.

Further, by the constraints, we have |(P̂ con)ij | ≲ cP . Since P̃ij lies between Pij and (P̂ con)ij , we
conclude that |P̃ij | ≲ cP . Consequently, we have eP̃ij

(1+eP̃ij )2
≥ ec′′cP

(1+ec′′cP )2 for some constant c′′, which
implies (1).

Combine (107) and (110), we have

Lc(Ĥcon, Γ̂con) − Lc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)

≥∇Lc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤
[
∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]
+ C ′

(
c

2 ∥∆con
H ∥2

F +
∥∥∥∥∆con

Γ
n

∥∥∥∥2

F

− 2
n∑

i=1

(
(∆con

Γ )ii

n

)2
)

(111)

for C ′ := ec′′cP

2(1+ec′′cP )2 . By (106) and (111), we obtain

C ′

(
c

2 ∥∆con
H ∥2

F +
∥∥∥∥∆con

Γ
n

∥∥∥∥2

F

− 2
n∑

i=1

(
(∆con

Γ )ii

n

)2
)

≤ − ∇Lc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤
[
∆con

H

∆con
Γ

]
+ λ∥X̂Ŷ ⊤∥∗ − λ∥Γ̂con∥∗. (112)
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Recall that ∥Γ̂con∥∗ − ∥X̂Ŷ ⊤∥∗ ≥ ⟨UV ⊤, ∆con
Γ ⟩ + ∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥∗. Consequently, we have

C ′

(
c

2 ∥∆con
H ∥2

F +
∥∥∥∥∆con

Γ
n

∥∥∥∥2

F

− 2
n∑

i=1

(
(∆con

Γ )ii

n

)2
)

≤ − ∇Lc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤
[

∆con
H

P⊥
Z ∆con

Γ P⊥
Z

]
− λ⟨UV ⊤, ∆con

Γ ⟩ − λ∥PT ⊥(∆con
Γ )∥∗

≤ − ∇HLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤∆con
H − (P⊥

Z ∇ΓLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)P⊥
Z )⊤∆con

Γ − λ⟨UV ⊤, ∆con
Γ ⟩ − λ∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥∗.

Recall the definition of R in (84), we further have

C ′

(
c

2∥∆con
H ∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆con

Γ ∥2
F − 2

n2

n∑
i=1

(∆con
Γ )2

ii

)
≤ − ∇HLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤∆con

H − ⟨R, ∆con
Γ ⟩ − λ∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥∗

= − ∇HLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤∆con
H − ⟨PT (R), ∆con

Γ ⟩ − ⟨PT ⊥(R), ∆con
Γ ⟩ − λ∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥∗

≤ − ∇HLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤∆con
H + ∥PT (R)∥F ∥PT (∆con

Γ )∥F − ⟨PT ⊥(R), ∆con
Γ ⟩ − λ∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥∗.
(113)

By Claim H.3, we have

−⟨PT ⊥(R), ∆con
Γ ⟩ ≤ ∥PT ⊥(R)∥∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥∗ ≤
(

1 − ϵ

4

)
λ · ∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥∗ (114)

Combine (113) and (114) we get

C ′

(
c

2∥∆con
H ∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆con

Γ ∥2
F − 2

n2

n∑
i=1

(∆con
Γ )2

ii

)
≤ − ∇HLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤∆con

H + ∥PT (R)∥F ∥PT (∆con
Γ )∥F . (115)

In the sequel, we deal with
∑n

i=1(∆con
Γ )2

ii. One can see that
n∑

i=1
(∆con

Γ )2
ii =

n∑
i=1

(PT (∆con
Γ ) + PT ⊥(∆con

Γ ))2
ii ≤ 2

n∑
i=1

(PT (∆con
Γ ))2

ii + 2
n∑

i=1
(PT ⊥(∆con

Γ ))2
ii. (116)

By Lemma E.1 we know that
n∑

i=1
(PT (∆con

Γ ))2
ii ≤ 1

5 ∥PT (∆con
Γ )∥2

F ≤ 1
5 ∥∆con

Γ ∥2
F . (117)

On the other hand, by (109) we have
n∑

i=1
(PT ⊥(∆con

Γ ))2
ii ≤ ∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥2
F ≤ ∥PT ⊥(∆con

Γ )∥2
∗ ≲

(
4

ϵλn5

)2(
∥∆con

H ∥F + 72κ
√

σmin
∥PT (∆con

Γ )∥F

)2

≪ 1
n

(
∥∆con

H ∥2
F + 1

n2 ∥∆con
Γ ∥2

F

)
. (118)
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Combine (116), (117) and (118) we know that

c

2∥∆con
H ∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆con

Γ ∥2
F − 2

n2

n∑
i=1

(∆con
Γ )2

ii ≥ c

3∥∆con
H ∥2

F + 1
6n2 ∥∆con

Γ ∥2
F .

Combine this with (115), we get

C ′′
(

∥∆con
H ∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆con

Γ ∥2
F

)
≤ −∇HLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)⊤∆con

H + ∥PT (R)∥F ∥PT (∆con
Γ )∥F

≤ ∥∇HLc(Ĥ, X̂Ŷ ⊤)∥F ∥∆con
H ∥F + ∥PT (R)∥F ∥PT (∆con

Γ )∥F

≤
(

1 + 72κn
√

σmin

)
∥P(∇f(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ))∥F

(
∥∆con

H ∥F + 1
n

∥PT (∆con
Γ )∥F

)
≤
(

1 + 72κn
√

σmin

)
∥P(∇f(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ))∥F

(
∥∆con

H ∥F + 1
n

∥∆con
Γ ∥F

)
,

where C ′′ := C ′ min{c/3, 1/6}. Since ∥∆con
H ∥2

F + 1
n2 ∥∆con

Γ ∥2
F ≥ (∥∆con

H ∥F + 1
n ∥∆con

Γ ∥F )2/2, we know
that

C ′′

2

(
∥∆con

H ∥F + 1
n

∥∆con
Γ ∥F

)2
≤
(

1 + 72κn
√

σmin

)
∥P(∇f(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ))∥F

(
∥∆con

H ∥F + 1
n

∥∆con
Γ ∥F

)
.

As a result, we get

∥∆con
H ∥F + 1

n
∥∆con

Γ ∥F ≤ 2
C ′′

(
1 + 72κn

√
σmin

)
∥P(∇f(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ))∥F . (119)

Further by (18), we obtain

∥∆con
H ∥F ≲ n−5, ∥∆con

Γ ∥F ≲ n−4.

Consequently, we show that

∥Ĥcon − H∗∥F ≤ ∥∆con
H ∥F + ∥Ĥ − H∗∥F ≲ c11

√
n < cn,

∥Γ̂con − Γ∗∥∞ ≤ ∥∆con
Γ ∥F + ∥X̂Ŷ ⊤ − Γ∗∥∞ ≲ c41

√
µrσmax

n
< cn

as long as n is large enough. In other words, the minimizer of (105) is in the interior of the
constraint. By the convexity of (105), we have (Ĥcon, Γ̂con) = (Ĥc, Γ̂c). Consequently, by (119),
we have ∥∥∥∥[ Ĥc − Ĥ

1
n (Γ̂c − X̂Ŷ ⊤)

]∥∥∥∥
F

=
∥∥∥∥[ Ĥcon − Ĥ

1
n (Γ̂con − X̂Ŷ ⊤)

]∥∥∥∥
F

≤ ∥∆con
H ∥F + 1

n
∥∆con

Γ ∥F

≤ 2
C ′′

(
1 + 72κn

√
σmin

)
∥P(∇f(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ))∥F .

Thus, we prove Theorem H.1.
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H.3 Proofs of Theorem 3.2
Note that ∥P(∇f(Ĥ, X̂, Ŷ ))∥F ≲ n−5. By Theorem H.1 and Lemma C.4, we then have

∥Ĥc − H∗∥F ≲ ∥Ĥ − H∗∥F ≲ c11
√

n.

Note that by Lemma C.1, we have

∥X̂Ŷ ⊤ − Γ∗∥F ≤ ∥X̂ − X∗∥F ∥Ŷ ∥ + ∥Ŷ − Y ∗∥F ∥X∗∥ ≲
√

σmaxnc11.

By Lemma C.4, we have

∥X̂Ŷ ⊤ − Γ∗∥∞ ≤ ∥X̂ − X∗∥2,∞∥Ŷ ∥2,∞ + ∥Ŷ − Y ∗∥2,∞∥X∗∥2,∞ ≲

√
µrσmax

n
c41.

Further by Theorem H.1, we have

∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥F ≲ ∥X̂Ŷ ⊤ − Γ∗∥F ≲
√

σmaxnc11

∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥∞ ≲ ∥X̂Ŷ ⊤ − Γ∗∥∞ ≲

√
µrσmax

n
c41.

I Proofs of Proposition 3.4 and Theorem 3.7
I.1 Proofs of Proposition 3.4
Compared to (Jin et al., 2023, Proposition A.1), the only difference between our identifiable con-
dition and theirs is the sign of diagonal entries of W . In fact, as to the proof of this condition, we
only need to make a slight modification on the basis of (Jin et al., 2023, Proposition A.1).

Assume that we have two sets of (Θ, Π, W ) and (Θ̃, Π̃, W̃ ) which satisfy Proposition 3.4 and
ΘΠWΠ⊤Θ = Θ̃Π̃W̃ Π̃⊤Θ̃. According to (Jin et al., 2023, Proof of Proposition A.1), if the row i of
Π (or Π̃) represents a pure node, then the row i of Π̃ (or Π) also represents a pure node, and these
two sets of pure nodes are identical up to a permutation of the columns. Therefore, without loss of
generality, we assume that Π1:K,: and Π̃1:K,: are all equal to the identity matrix. Comparing the
submatrices (ΘΠWΠ⊤Θ)1:K,1:K and (Θ̃Π̃W̃ Π̃⊤Θ̃)1:K,1:K , which should be identical, we get

Θ1:K,1:KWΘ1:K,1:K = Θ̃1:K,1:KW̃ Θ̃1:K,1:K . (120)

Particularly, we know that θ2
i Wii = θ̃2

i W̃ii for all i ∈ [r]. Since θ2
i , θ̃2

i > 0, we know that Wii and
W̃ii must have the same sign. By Proposition 3.4, |Wii| = |W̃ii| = 1. Therefore, we know that
Wii = W̃ii. This also implies θi = θ̃i, and thus Θ1:K,1:K = Θ̃1:K,1:K . Plugging this back in (120),
we get W = W̃ . The rest of the proof is the same as (Jin et al., 2023, Proof of Proposition A.1),
and we finally reach (Θ, Π, W ) = (Θ̃, Π̃, W̃ ). That is to say, the DCMM model Γ = ΘΠWΠ⊤Θ is
identifiable under the conditions in Proposition 3.4.

I.2 Proofs of Theorem 3.7
In this section, we will frequently using (Jin et al., 2023, Lemma C.2, C.3, C.4). Since our condition
on W ∗ is slightly adapted from (Jin et al., 2023, Proposition A.1), the (Jin et al., 2023, Lemma
C.2) has to be modified here. We state the result we are going to use as follows.
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Lemma I.1. Under Proposition 3.4 and Assumption 8, we have

• r−1 ∥θ∗∥2
2 ≲ |λ1| ≲ ∥θ∗∥2

2.

• |λ1| − |λ2| ≍ |λ1|.

• |λk| ≍ βnr−1 ∥θ∗∥2
2 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ r.

Let ÛfullΣ̂fullV̂
⊤

full be the SVD of Γ̂c and assume the diagonal entries of Σ̂full are sorted in a
descending order. We denote by

Ûc = (Ûfull):,1:r, Σ̂c = (Σ̂full)1:r,1:r, V̂c = (V̂full):,1:r.

We choose the signs such that the left singular vectors Ûc are coincident with the eigenvectors
associated with the largest r (in magnitude) eigenvalues. Also, let Û Σ̂V̂ ⊤ be the SVD of X̂Ŷ ⊤,
where X̂, Ŷ are the nonconvex estimators given in Section D. Define

RU = arg minR∈Rr×r

∥∥∥ÛcR − Û
∥∥∥

F
and RV = arg minR∈Rr×r

∥∥∥V̂cR − V̂
∥∥∥

F
.

We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma I.2. Define

R := arg minL∈Or×r

∥∥∥ÛcL − U∗
∥∥∥

F
.

Then it holds that

∥ÛcR − U∗∥2,∞ ≲
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr
√

σmin
.

Proof. We define

R1 := arg minL∈Or×r

∥∥∥ÛL − ÛcR
∥∥∥

F
,

R2 := arg minL∈Or×r

∥∥∥ÛR1L − U∗
∥∥∥

F
.

By Weyl’s inequality and the proof of Theorem 3.2, we have

|σmin(Γ̂) − σmin| ≤ ∥Γ̂ − Γ∗∥ ≲
√

σmaxnc11,

which implies σmin(Γ̂) ≥ σmin/2. By Davis-Kahan Theorem, we have

∥ÛcR − ÛR1∥F = min
L∈Or×r

∥∥∥ÛL − ÛcR
∥∥∥

F
= min

L∈Or×r

∥∥∥ÛL − Ûc

∥∥∥
F

≲

√
r

σmin(Γ̂)
∥Γ̂c − Γ̂∥ ≤

√
r

σmin
∥Γ̂c − Γ̂∥F ≲(1)

1
σmin

(1 + eccP )2

ceccP

(
1 + 72κn

√
σmin

)
n−4 ≲ n−5,

where (1) follows from Theorem H.1 and (18). Also, by Davis-Kahan Theorem we know that

∥∥∥ÛcR − U∗
∥∥∥ ≲

∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗
∥∥∥

σr(Γ∗) ≲
√

σmaxnc11

σmin
.
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Since ∥∥∥ÛcR − U∗
∥∥∥ ∥U∗∥ ≲

√
σmaxnc11

σmin
≪ 1

2σ2
r(U∗),∥∥∥ÛcR − ÛR1

∥∥∥ ∥U∗∥ ≲ n−5σ2
r(U∗)

as long as n is large enough, by Lemma J.2 we have∥∥∥ÛcR − ÛR1R2

∥∥∥
F

≤ 5σ2
1(U∗)

σ2
r(U∗)

∥∥∥ÛcR − ÛR1

∥∥∥
F
≲ n−5. (121)

We define R̂ = R1R2. It’s easy to see that

R̂ = arg minL∈Or×r

∥∥∥ÛL − U∗
∥∥∥

F
. (122)

We then turn to control ∥Û R̂ − U∗∥2,∞. By Claim H.2, there exists an invertible matrix Q such
that X̂ = Û Σ̂ 1

2 Q and (82) holds. By the definition of X∗, we have X∗ = U∗Σ∗ 1
2 . Thus, we have

Û = X̂(Σ̂ 1
2 Q)−1, Û⊤X̂ = Σ̂ 1

2 Q

U∗ = X∗(Σ∗ 1
2 )−1, U∗⊤X∗ = Σ∗ 1

2 . (123)

It then holds that

∥Û R̂ − U∗∥2,∞ = ∥X̂(Σ̂ 1
2 Q)−1R̂ − X∗(Σ∗ 1

2 )−1∥2,∞

≤ ∥(X̂ − X∗)(Σ∗ 1
2 )−1∥2,∞ + ∥X̂(Q−1Σ̂− 1

2 R̂ − Σ∗− 1
2 )∥2,∞

≤ ∥Σ∗− 1
2 ∥∥X̂ − X∗∥2,∞ + ∥Q−1Σ̂− 1

2 R̂ − Σ∗− 1
2 ∥∥X̂∥2,∞

≤ 1
√

σmin
c41 + 2∥Q−1Σ̂− 1

2 R̂ − Σ∗− 1
2 ∥
√

µrσmax

n
, (124)

where the last inequality follows from (17) and the fact that

∥X̂∥2,∞ ≤ ∥X̂ − X∗∥2,∞ + ∥X∗∥2,∞ ≤ 2∥X∗∥2,∞ ≤ 2
√

µrσmax

n
.

Note that

∥Q−1Σ̂− 1
2 R̂ − Σ∗− 1

2 ∥ = ∥Σ∗− 1
2 (R̂⊤Σ̂ 1

2 Q − Σ∗ 1
2 )Q−1Σ̂− 1

2 R̂∥

≤ ∥Σ∗− 1
2 ∥∥R̂⊤Σ̂ 1

2 Q − Σ∗ 1
2 ∥∥Q−1Σ̂− 1

2 R̂∥

≤ ∥Σ∗− 1
2 ∥∥Σ̂− 1

2 ∥∥Q−1∥∥R̂⊤Σ̂ 1
2 Q − Σ∗ 1

2 ∥.

Since Q satisfies (82), we have ∥Q−1∥ ≤ 2. Moreover, we have show that ∥Σ̂− 1
2 ∥ =

√
1/σmin(Γ̂) ≤√

2/σmin. Thus, we obtain

∥Q−1Σ̂− 1
2 R̂ − Σ∗− 1

2 ∥ ≤ 4
σmin

∥R̂⊤Σ̂ 1
2 Q − Σ∗ 1

2 ∥. (125)
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By (123), we have

∥R̂⊤Σ̂ 1
2 Q − Σ∗ 1

2 ∥ = ∥R̂⊤Û⊤X̂ − U∗⊤X∗∥
≤ ∥(R̂⊤Û⊤ − U∗⊤)X̂∥ + ∥U∗⊤(X̂ − X∗)∥
≤ ∥X̂∥∥Û R̂ − U∗∥ + ∥X̂ − X∗∥
≤ 2√

σmax∥Û R̂ − U∗∥F + c11
√

n,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma C.1 and the fact that

∥X̂∥ ≤ ∥X̂ − X∗∥ + ∥X∗∥ ≤ 2∥X∗∥ = 2√
σmax.

By Davis-Kahan Theorem and (122), we have

∥Û R̂ − U∗∥F ≲
∥X̂Ŷ ⊤ − Γ∗∥

σr(Γ∗) ≲
√

σmaxnc11

σmin
.

Thus, we have

∥R̂⊤Σ̂ 1
2 Q − Σ∗ 1

2 ∥ ≲ 2√
σmax

√
σmaxnc11

σmin
+ c11

√
n ≲ κc11

√
n. (126)

Combine (125) and (126), we get

∥Q−1Σ̂− 1
2 R̂ − Σ∗− 1

2 ∥ ≲
κc11

√
n

σmin
. (127)

Further by (124), we have

∥Û R̂ − U∗∥2,∞ ≲
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr
√

σmin
.

Combine above inequality with (121), we obtain

∥ÛcR − U∗∥2,∞ ≤ ∥ÛcR − Û R̂∥2,∞ + ∥Û R̂R − U∗∥F

≲ n−5 +
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr
√

σmin
≲

c41 + c11κ1.5√
µr

√
σmin

.

We then finish the proof of Lemma I.2.

Let Ǔc := (Ûc):,2:r ∈ Rn×(r−1) be the 2-th to r-th column of Ûc and Ǔ∗ := (U∗):,2:r ∈ Rn×(r−1)

be the 2-th to r-th column of U∗. Define Ř ∈ R(r−1)×(r−1) as the rotation matrix aligns Ǔc and
Ǔ∗, i.e.,

Ř := arg minL∈O(r−1)×(r−1)

∥∥∥ǓcL − Ǔ∗
∥∥∥

F
.

Moreover, without loss of generality, we choose the direction of (U∗):,1 such that (Ûc)⊤
:,1(U∗):,1 ≥ 0.

Then we have the following results.
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Lemma I.3. It holds that

∥ǓcŘ − Ǔ∗∥2,∞ ≲
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr + c11
√

µκr5/4
√

σmin
,

∥(Ûc):,1 − (U∗):,1∥∞ ≲
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr + c11
√

µκr5/4
√

σmin
.

Proof. We define

H := Û⊤
c U∗, Ȟ := Ǔ⊤

c Ǔ∗.

According to this definition, one can see that

H2:r,2:r = (Ûc)⊤
:,2:r(U∗):,2:r = Ǔ⊤

c Ǔ∗ = Ȟ.

Therefore, we can control the different between R2:r,2:r and Ř as∥∥∥R2:r,2:r − Ř
∥∥∥ ≤ ∥R2:r,2:r − H2:r,2:r∥ +

∥∥∥H2:r,2:r − Ȟ
∥∥∥+

∥∥∥Ȟ − Ř
∥∥∥ ≤ ∥R − H∥ +

∥∥∥Ȟ − Ř
∥∥∥ .

By Davis-Karhan Theorem and Lemma 2 in Yan et al. (2024), we have

∥R − H∥ ≲

(
∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥

σmin

)2

.

Similarly, according to Assumption 8, we have

∥∥∥Ȟ − Ř
∥∥∥ ≲

(
∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥

σmin

)2

.

Combine these two results we get

∥∥∥R2:r,2:r − Ř
∥∥∥ ≲

(
∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥

σmin

)2

≲
c2

11σmaxn

σ2
min

. (128)

On the other hand, ǓcŘ − Ǔ∗ can be written as

ǓcŘ − Ǔ∗ = ǓcR2:r,2:r − Ǔ∗ + Ǔc(Ř − R2:r,2:r). (129)

It remains to control ǓcR2:r,2:r − Ǔ∗. Notice that

(ÛcR − U∗):,2:r = ÛcR:,2:r − U∗
:,2:r = (Ûc):,1R1,2:r + ǓcR2:r,2:r − Ǔ∗.

Therefore, ǓcR2:r,2:r − Ǔ∗ can be controlled as∥∥∥ǓcR2:r,2:r − Ǔ∗
∥∥∥

2,∞
≤
∥∥∥(ÛcR − U∗):,2:r

∥∥∥
2,∞

+
∥∥∥(Ûc):,1R1,2:r

∥∥∥
2,∞

≤
∥∥∥ÛcR − U∗

∥∥∥
2,∞

+
∥∥∥(Ûc):,1

∥∥∥
∞

∥R1,2:r∥2
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≲
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr
√

σmin
+
√

µr

n
∥R1,2:r∥2 . (130)

The term ∥R1,2:r∥2 can be further controlled as

∥R1,2:r∥2 =
√

∥R:,2:r∥2
F − ∥R2:r,2:r∥2

F ≤
√

r − 1 −
(∥∥∥Ř

∥∥∥
F

−
∥∥∥Ř − R2:r,2:r

∥∥∥
F

)2

≲
√

r

√∥∥∥Ř − R2:r,2:r

∥∥∥
F
≲

c11r3/4√
σmaxn

σmin
. (131)

Plugging (131) in (130) we get∥∥∥ǓcR2:r,2:r − Ǔ∗
∥∥∥

2,∞
≲

c41 + c11κ1.5√
µr + c11

√
µκr5/4

√
σmin

.

Combing this with (128) and (129) we have∥∥∥ǓcŘ − Ǔ∗
∥∥∥

2,∞
≤
∥∥∥ǓcR2:r,2:r − Ǔ∗

∥∥∥
2,∞

+
∥∥∥Ǔc(Ř − R2:r,2:r)

∥∥∥
2,∞

≤
∥∥∥ǓcR2:r,2:r − Ǔ∗

∥∥∥
2,∞

+
∥∥∥Ǔc

∥∥∥
2,∞

∥∥∥Ř − R2:r,2:r

∥∥∥
≲
∥∥∥ǓcR2:r,2:r − Ǔ∗

∥∥∥
2,∞

+
(√

µr

n
+
∥∥∥ÛcR − U∗

∥∥∥
2,∞

)
c2

11σmaxn

σ2
min

≲
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr + c11
√

µκr5/4
√

σmin
.

Now we turn to control ∥(Ûc):,1 − (U∗):,1∥∞. Similarly, one can see that

|R1,1 − 1| ≤ |R1,1 − H1,1| +
∣∣∣H1,1 − (Ûc)⊤

:,1(U∗):,1

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣(Ûc)⊤

:,1(U∗):,1 − 1
∣∣∣

≤ ∥R − H∥ +
∣∣∣(Ûc)⊤

:,1(U∗):,1 − 1
∣∣∣ ≲ c2

11σmaxn

σ2
min

.

On the other hand, (Ûc):,1 − (U∗):,1 can be decomposed into

(Ûc):,1 − (U∗):,1 = (Ûc):,1R1,1 − (U∗):,1 + (Ûc):,1(1 − R1,1)
= (ÛcR − U∗):,1 − (Ûc):,2:rR2:r,1 + (Ûc):,1(1 − R1,1).

Since ∥R2:r,1∥2
2 = r − 1 − ∥R2:r,2:r∥2

F = ∥R1,2:r∥2
2, the inequality (131) also applies to ∥R2:r,1∥2.

Therefore, ∥(Ûc):,1 − (U∗):,1∥∞ can be controlled as∥∥∥(Ûc):,1 − (U∗):,1

∥∥∥
∞

≤
∥∥∥(ÛcR − U∗):,1

∥∥∥
∞

+
∥∥∥(Ûc):,2:rR2:r,1

∥∥∥
∞

+
∥∥∥(Ûc):,1(1 − R1,1)

∥∥∥
∞

≤
∥∥∥ÛcR − U∗

∥∥∥
2,∞

+
∥∥∥(Ûc):,2:r

∥∥∥
2,∞

∥R2:r,1∥2 +
∥∥∥(Ûc):,1

∥∥∥
∞

|1 − R1,1|

≲
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr + c11
√

µκr5/4
√

σmin
.
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As a direct corollary of Lemma I.3, we have the following result.

Corollary I.4. ∀i ∈ [n], it holds that

(Ûc)1,i ≍ 1√
n

.

Proof. (Jin et al., 2023, Lemma C.3) shows that (U∗)1,i ≍ 1/
√

n. Combine this with Lemma I.3,
as long as

c41 + c11κ1.5√
µr + c11

√
µκr5/4

√
σmin

≪ 1√
n

,

we have (Ûc)1,i ≍ 1/
√

n.

Then we are ready to control the estimation error of the eigen ratio r̂i.

Lemma I.5.

max
1≤i≤n

∥Ř⊤r̂i − r∗
i ∥2 ≲

√
µrn

σmin
c41 + µr

√
κσmaxn

σmin
c11 + c11µr7/4√

σmaxn

σmin
.

Proof. By definition we can write

Ř⊤r̂i − r∗
i =

(ǓcŘ)⊤
i,:

(Ûc)i,1
−

(Ǔ∗)⊤
i,:

(U∗)i,1
=

(ǓcŘ − Ǔ∗)⊤
i,:

(Ûc)i,1
+ (U∗)i,1 − (Ûc)i,1

(Ûc)i,1(U∗)i,1
(Ǔ∗)⊤

i,:.

Therefore, we have∥∥∥Ř⊤r̂i − r∗
i

∥∥∥
2
≲

∥ǓcŘ − Ǔ∗∥2,∞

|(Ûc)i,1|
+ ∥(U∗):,1 − (Ûc):,1∥∞

|(Ûc)i,1(U∗)i,1|
∥Ǔ∗∥2,∞

≲
√

n∥ǓcŘ − Ǔ∗∥2,∞ + n∥(U∗):,1 − (Ûc):,1∥∞

√
µr

n

≲
(

c41 + c11κ1.5√
µr + c11

√
µκr5/4

)√ µrn

σmin
.

By Lemma I.5, the eigen ratio r∗
i can be estimated uniformly well in the sense that

max
1≤i≤n

∥Ř⊤r̂i − r∗
i ∥2 ≲

(
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr + c11
√

µκr5/4
)√ µrn

σmin
. (132)

Recall the definition of efficient vertex-hunting algorithms, we have

max
1≤ℓ≤r

∥Ř⊤v̂ℓ − v∗
ℓ ∥2 ≲ max

1≤i≤n
∥Řr̂i − r∗

i ∥2 ≲
(

c41 + c11κ1.5√
µr + c11

√
µκr5/4

)√ µrn

σmin
. (133)

We then prove Theorem 3.7 in the following.
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Proof of Theorem 3.7. Note that[
v∗

1 . . . v∗
r

1 . . . 1

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Q

w∗
i =

[
r∗

i

1

]
,

[
Řv̂1 . . . Řv̂r

1 . . . 1

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Q̂

ŵi =
[
Řr̂i

1

]
.

The following claim is from (Jin et al., 2023, (C.26)).

Claim I.6. Under Assumption 8, it holds that

∥Q∥ ≲
√

r and ∥Q−1∥ ≲
√

1/r.

By Claim I.6, we have σr(Q) ≳
√

r. By Weyl’s inequality, we have

|σr(Q̂) − σr(Q)| ≤ ∥Q̂ − Q∥ ≤ ∥Q̂ − Q∥F ≤
√

r max
1≤ℓ≤r

∥Řv̂ℓ − v∗
ℓ ∥

≲
√

r
(

c41 + c11κ1.5√
µr + c11

√
µκr5/4

)√ µrn

σmin

≪
√

r.

Thus, it holds that

∥Q̂−1∥ = 1
σr(Q̂)

≤ 2
σr(Q) ≲

√
1/r. (134)

Note that

ŵi − w∗
i = Q̂−1

[
Řr̂i

1

]
− Q−1

[
r∗

i

1

]
= Q̂−1

[
Řr̂i − r∗

i

0

]
− Q̂−1(Q̂ − Q)Q−1

[
r∗

i

1

]
= Q̂−1

[
Řr̂i − r∗

i

0

]
− Q̂−1(Q̂ − Q)w∗

i .

Consequently, we have

∥ŵi − w∗
i ∥2 ≤ ∥Q̂−1∥

(
∥Řûi − u∗

i ∥2 + ∥(Q̂ − Q)w∗
i ∥2

)
≲
√

1/r
(

∥Řr̂i − r∗
i ∥2 + ∥(Q̂ − Q)w∗

i ∥2

)
,

where the last inequality follows from (134). Note that

∥(Q̂ − Q)w∗
i ∥2 =

∥∥∥∥∥
r∑

ℓ=1
w∗

i (ℓ)
[
Řv̂ℓ − v∗

ℓ

0

]∥∥∥∥∥
2

≤
r∑

ℓ=1
w∗

i (ℓ)∥Řv̂ℓ − v∗
ℓ ∥2

≤ max
1≤ℓ≤r

∥Řv̂ℓ − v∗
ℓ ∥2,
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where the last inequality follows from the fact that
∑r

ℓ=1 w∗
i (ℓ) = 1. Thus, we obtain

∥ŵi − w∗
i ∥2 ≲

√
1/r

(
∥Řr̂i − r∗

i ∥2 + max
1≤ℓ≤r

∥Řv̂ℓ − v∗
ℓ ∥2

)
.

Further by (132) and (133), we obtain

max
1≤i≤n

∥ŵi − w∗
i ∥2 ≲

(
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr + c11
√

µκr5/4
)√ µn

σmin
. (135)

Next, let’s control |(b̂1(l))−1 − (b∗
1(l))−1|. By definition we have∣∣∣∣∣ 1

b̂1(l)
− 1

b∗
1(l)

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣
√∣∣∣λ̂1 + v̂⊤

ℓ diag(λ̂2, . . . , λ̂r)v̂ℓ

∣∣∣−
√∣∣λ1 + v∗⊤

ℓ diag(λ2, . . . , λr)v∗
ℓ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣λ̂1 + v̂⊤

ℓ diag(λ̂2, . . . , λ̂r)v̂ℓ

∣∣∣−
∣∣λ1 + v∗⊤

ℓ diag(λ2, . . . , λr)v∗
ℓ

∣∣√∣∣∣λ̂1 + v̂⊤
ℓ diag(λ̂2, . . . , λ̂r)v̂ℓ

∣∣∣+
√∣∣λ1 + v∗⊤

ℓ diag(λ2, . . . , λr)v∗
ℓ

∣∣
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣λ̂1 + v̂⊤
ℓ diag(λ̂2, . . . , λ̂r)v̂ℓ − λ1 − v∗⊤

ℓ diag(λ2, . . . , λr)v∗
ℓ

∣∣∣√
λ1 + v∗⊤

ℓ diag(λ2, . . . , λr)v∗
ℓ

≤ b∗
1(ℓ)

(∣∣∣λ̂1 − λ1

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣v̂⊤

ℓ diag(λ̂2, . . . , λ̂r)v̂ℓ − v∗⊤
ℓ diag(λ2, . . . , λr)v∗

ℓ

∣∣∣) . (136)

By (Jin et al., 2023, Eq. (C.22)) we know that b∗
1(ℓ) ≍ (

√
nθ̄∗

2)−1. On the other hand, by Weyl’s
inequality we know that ∣∣∣λ̂1 − λ1

∣∣∣ ≤
∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗

∥∥∥ ≲ c11
√

σmaxn. (137)

It remains to control
∣∣∣v̂⊤

ℓ diag(λ̂2, . . . , λ̂r)v̂ℓ − v∗⊤
ℓ diag(λ2, . . . , λr)v∗

ℓ

∣∣∣. Define

Λ′ = diag(λ̂2, . . . , λ̂r), Λ = diag(λ2, . . . , λr),

we can write∣∣∣v̂⊤
ℓ diag(λ̂2, . . . , λ̂r)v̂ℓ − v∗⊤

ℓ diag(λ2, . . . , λr)v∗
ℓ

∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣v̂⊤

ℓ Λ′
v̂ℓ − v∗⊤

ℓ Λv∗
ℓ

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣(Ř⊤v̂ℓ)⊤Ř⊤Λ′

ŘŘ⊤v̂ℓ − v∗⊤
ℓ Λv∗

ℓ

∣∣∣
≤
∣∣∣(Ř⊤v̂ℓ)⊤Ř⊤Λ′

ŘŘ⊤v̂ℓ − v∗⊤
ℓ Ř⊤Λ′

ŘŘ⊤v̂ℓ

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣v∗⊤

ℓ Ř⊤Λ′
ŘŘ⊤v̂ℓ − v∗⊤

ℓ ΛŘ⊤v̂ℓ

∣∣∣
+
∣∣∣v∗⊤

ℓ ΛŘ⊤v̂ℓ − v∗⊤
ℓ Λv∗

ℓ

∣∣∣
≤
∥∥∥Ř⊤v̂ℓ − v∗

ℓ

∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥Λ′
∥∥∥ ∥v̂ℓ∥2 + ∥v̂ℓ∥2 ∥v∗

ℓ ∥2

∥∥∥Ř⊤Λ′
Ř − Λ

∥∥∥+ ∥v∗
ℓ ∥2

∥∥Λ
∥∥∥∥∥Ř⊤v̂ℓ − v∗

ℓ

∥∥∥
2

. (138)

Furthermore, we write

Ř⊤Λ′
Ř − Λ = Ř⊤Λ′

Ř − Ȟ⊤Λ′
Ȟ + Ȟ⊤Λ′

Ȟ − Λ. (139)
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The first term on the RHS can be controlled as∥∥∥Ř⊤Λ′
Ř − Ȟ⊤Λ′

Ȟ
∥∥∥ =

∥∥∥Ř⊤Λ′
Ř − Ř⊤Λ′

Ȟ + Ř⊤Λ′
Ȟ − Ȟ⊤Λ′

Ȟ
∥∥∥

≤
∥∥∥Ř⊤Λ′

Ř − Ř⊤Λ′
Ȟ
∥∥∥+

∥∥∥Ř⊤Λ′
Ȟ − Ȟ⊤Λ′

Ȟ
∥∥∥ ≤ 2

∥∥∥Ř − Ȟ
∥∥∥∥∥∥Λ′

∥∥∥
≲

(
∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥

σmin

)2

σ2(Γ̂c). (140)

The second term can be controlled as∥∥∥Ȟ⊤Λ′
Ȟ − Λ

∥∥∥ =
∥∥∥Ǔ∗⊤ǓcΛ′

Ǔ⊤
c Ǔ∗ − Λ

∥∥∥ =
∥∥∥Ǔ∗⊤(ǓcΛ′

Ǔ⊤
c − Ǔ∗ΛǓ∗⊤)Ǔ∗

∥∥∥
≤
∥∥∥ǓcΛ′

Ǔ⊤
c − Ǔ∗ΛǓ∗⊤

∥∥∥
=
∥∥∥∥∥Γ̂c − λ̂1(Ûc):,1(Ûc)⊤

:,1 −
n∑

k=r+1
λ̂k(Ûc):,k(Ûc)⊤

:,k −
(
Γ∗ − λ1(U∗):,1(U∗)⊤

:,1
)∥∥∥∥∥

≤
∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗

∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∥

n∑
k=r+1

λ̂k(Ûc):,k(Ûc)⊤
:,k

∥∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥λ̂1(Ûc):,1(Ûc)⊤

:,1 − λ1(U∗):,1(U∗)⊤
:,1

∥∥∥
=
∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗

∥∥∥+ σr+1(Γ̂c) +
∥∥∥λ̂1(Ûc):,1(Ûc)⊤

:,1 − λ1(U∗):,1(U∗)⊤
:,1

∥∥∥
≤ 2

∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗
∥∥∥+

∥∥∥λ̂1(Ûc):,1(Ûc)⊤
:,1 − λ1(U∗):,1(U∗)⊤

:,1

∥∥∥ . (141)

The last term can be further controlled by∥∥∥λ̂1(Ûc):,1(Ûc)⊤
:,1 − λ1(U∗):,1(U∗)⊤

:,1

∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥(λ̂1 − λ1)(Ûc):,1(Ûc)⊤

:,1

∥∥∥+
∥∥∥λ1

(
(Ûc):,1(Ûc)⊤

:,1 − (U∗):,1(U∗)⊤
:,1

)∥∥∥
≤ |λ̂1 − λ1| + λ1

∥∥∥(Ûc):,1(Ûc)⊤
:,1 − (U∗):,1(U∗)⊤

:,1

∥∥∥
= |λ̂1 − λ1| + λ1

√
1 −

(
(Ûc)⊤

:,1(U∗):,1

)2

≤
∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗

∥∥∥+ λ1

√
2 − 2(Ûc)⊤

:,1(U∗):,1

=
∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗

∥∥∥+ λ1

√
∥(Ûc):,1∥2 + ∥(U∗):,1∥2 − 2(Ûc)⊤

:,1(U∗):,1

=
∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗

∥∥∥+ λ1

∥∥∥(Ûc):,1 − (U∗):,1

∥∥∥
2

≲
∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗

∥∥∥+ λ1

∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗
∥∥∥

λ1 − σ2(Γ∗) ≲
∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗

∥∥∥ .

Combine this with (141) we know that∥∥∥Ȟ⊤Λ′
Ȟ − Λ

∥∥∥ ≲
∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗

∥∥∥ .

Plugging this and (140) in (139) we get∥∥∥Ř⊤Λ′
Ř − Λ

∥∥∥ ≲

(
∥Γ̂c − Γ∗∥

σmin

)2

σ2(Γ̂c) +
∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗

∥∥∥ ≲
∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗

∥∥∥
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as long as σmin ≳ κ
∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗

∥∥∥.
Before we go back to (138), we need to control ∥v∗

ℓ ∥2 and ∥v̂ℓ∥2. By Assumption 4 and (Jin
et al., 2023, Lemma C.3), it can be controlled as

∥v∗
ℓ ∥2 ≤

√
µr/n

1/
√

n
= √

µr.

And, as long as (
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr + c11
√

µκr5/4
)√ n

σmin
≪ 1,

we also have ∥v̂ℓ∥2 ≲
√

µr. As a result, from (138) we know that∣∣∣v̂⊤
ℓ diag(λ̂2, . . . , λ̂r)v̂ℓ − v∗⊤

ℓ diag(λ2, . . . , λr)v∗
ℓ

∣∣∣
≲σmax

√
µr
(

c41 + c11κ1.5√
µr + c11

√
µκr5/4

)√ µrn

σmin
+ µr

∥∥∥Γ̂c − Γ∗
∥∥∥

≲µr
(

c41 + c11κ1.5√
µr + c11

√
µκr5/4

)√
κnσmax.

Combine this with (137) and plug them back in (136) we get∣∣∣∣∣ 1
b̂1(l)

− 1
b∗

1(l)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ b∗
1(ℓ)µr

(
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr + c11
√

µκr5/4
)√

κnσmax.

By Lemma I.1 we know that

σmax ≲ (
√

nθ̄∗
2)2 ≍ 1

b∗2
1 (ℓ) .

Therefore, we have ∣∣∣∣∣ 1
b̂1(l)

− 1
b∗

1(l)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ µr
(

c41 + c11κ1.5√
µr + c11

√
µκr5/4

)√
κn.

Combine this with (135), we are able to control π̃i(ℓ) − π̃∗
i (ℓ), where π̃∗

i (ℓ) is defined as

π̃∗
i (ℓ) := w∗

i (ℓ)
b∗

1(ℓ) , ∀i ∈ [n], ℓ ∈ [r].

Since π̃∗
i (ℓ) ≥ 0, one can see that

∥π̃i − π̃∗
i ∥1 =

r∑
ℓ=1

∣∣∣∣∣max
{

ŵi(ℓ)
b̂1(ℓ)

, 0
}

− w∗
i (ℓ)

b∗
1(ℓ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
r∑

ℓ=1

∣∣∣∣∣ ŵi(ℓ)
b̂1(ℓ)

− w∗
i (ℓ)

b∗
1(ℓ)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ 1

minℓ∈[r] b̂1(ℓ)
∥ŵi − w∗

i ∥1 + ∥w∗
i ∥1 max

ℓ∈[r]

∣∣∣∣∣ 1
b̂1(l)

− 1
b∗

1(l)

∣∣∣∣∣
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≲
√

nθ̄∗
2

(
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr + c11
√

µκr5/4
)√ µrn

σmin

+ µr
(

c41 + c11κ1.5√
µr + c11

√
µκr5/4

)√
κn. (142)

Note that

∥π̂i − π∗
i ∥1 =

∥∥∥∥ π̃i

∥π̃i∥1
− π̃∗

i

∥π̃∗
i ∥1

∥∥∥∥
1

≤ ∥π̃i∥1

∣∣∣∣ 1
∥π̃i∥1

− 1
∥π̃∗

i ∥1

∣∣∣∣+ ∥π̃i − π̃∗
i ∥1

∥π̃∗
i ∥1

≤
∣∣∥π̃i∥1 − ∥π̃∗

i ∥1
∣∣

∥π̃∗
i ∥1

+ ∥π̃i − π̃∗
i ∥1

∥π̃∗
i ∥1

≤ 2∥π̃i − π̃∗
i ∥1

∥π̃∗
i ∥1

. (143)

Since

∥π̃∗
i ∥1 =

r∑
ℓ=1

w∗
i (ℓ)

b∗
1(ℓ) ≍

√
nθ̄∗

2

r∑
ℓ=1

w∗
i (ℓ) =

√
nθ̄∗

2 ,

by (142) and (143), we know that

∥π̂i − π∗
i ∥1 ≲

(
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr + c11
√

µκr5/4
)(√ µrn

σmin
+

√
κµr

θ̄∗
2

)
.

Again by Lemma I.1 we know that

σmin ≍ βnr−1(
√

nθ̄∗
2)2.

Therefore, we know that

∥π̂i − π∗
i ∥1 ≲

(
c41 + c11κ1.5√

µr + c11
√

µκr5/4
)(√ µ

βn
+

√
κµ

)
r

θ̄∗
2

.

J Technical lemmas
Lemma J.1. For matrix A ∈ Rn1×m, B ∈ Rn2×m, we have

max{∥A∥, ∥B∥} ≤
∥∥∥∥[A

B

]∥∥∥∥ ≤ ∥A∥ + ∥B∥.

Proof of Lemma J.1. Given A ∈ Rn1×m, B ∈ Rn2×m. We have∥∥∥∥[A
B

]∥∥∥∥ = sup
v∈Rn1+n2 ,u∈Rm,∥u∥2,∥v∥2≤1

v⊤
[
A
B

]
u

= sup
v1∈Rn1 ,v2∈Rn2 ,u∈Rm,∥u∥2≤1,

√
∥v1∥2

2+∥v2∥2
2≤1

v⊤
1 Au + v⊤

2 Bu

≤ sup
v1∈Rn1 ,v2∈Rn2 ,u∈Rm,∥u∥2,∥v1∥2,∥v2∥2≤1

v⊤
1 Au + v⊤

2 Bu
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≤ sup
v1∈Rn1 ,u∈Rm,∥u∥2∥v1∥2≤1

v⊤
1 Au + sup

v2∈Rn2 ,u∈Rm,∥u∥2,∥v2∥2≤1
v⊤

2 Bu

= ∥A∥2 + ∥B∥2.

Given A ∈ Rn1×m, B ∈ Rn2×m. We have∥∥∥∥[A
B

]∥∥∥∥ = sup
v∈Rn1+n2 ,u∈Rm,∥u∥2,∥v∥2≤1

v⊤
[
A
B

]
u

= sup
v1∈Rn1 ,v2∈Rn2 ,u∈Rm,∥u∥2≤1,

√
∥v1∥2

2+∥v2∥2
2≤1

v⊤
1 Au + v⊤

2 Bu

≥ sup
v1∈Rn1 ,v2∈Rn2 ,u∈Rm,∥u∥2≤1,

√
∥v1∥2

2+∥v2∥2
2≤1,v2=0

v⊤
1 Au + v⊤

2 Bu

= sup
v1∈Rn1 ,u∈Rm,∥u∥2≤1,∥v1∥2<=1

v⊤
1 Au = ∥A∥2.

Lemma J.2. Suppose F1, F2, F0 ∈ R2n×r are three matrices such that

∥F1 − F0∥∥F0∥ ≤ σ2
r(F0)/2 and ∥F1 − F2∥∥F0∥ ≤ σ2

r(F0)/4,

where σi(A) stands for the i-th largest singular value of A. Denote

R1 ≜ arg min
R∈Or×r

∥F1R − F0∥F and R2 ≜ arg min
R∈Or×r

∥F2R − F0∥F .

Then the following two inequalities hold:

∥F1R1 − F2R2∥ ≤ 5σ2
1(F0)

σ2
r(F0) ∥F1 − F2∥ and ∥F1R1 − F2R2∥F ≤ 5σ2

1(F0)
σ2

r(F0) ∥F1 − F2∥F .

Proof of Lemma J.2. See Lemma 37 in Ma et al. (2018).

Lemma J.3. Suppose Lemma C.1-Lemma C.5 hold for the t-th iteration. We then have∥∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F tRt
∥∥∥

F
≤ 5κ

∥∥∥F t,(m)Ot,(m) − F tRt
∥∥∥

F
.

Proof of Lemma J.3. By Lemma C.1, we have

∥F tRt − F ∗∥∥F ∗∥ ≤ σ2
r(F ∗)/2.

Note that

∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F tRt∥F ≤ ∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗∥F + ∥F ∗ − F tRt∥F

≤ ∥F t,(m)Ot,(m) − F ∗∥F + ∥F ∗ − F tRt∥F (by the definition of Rt,(m))
≤ ∥F t,(m)Ot,(m) − F tRt∥F + 2∥F ∗ − F tRt∥F

≤ c21 + 2c11
√

n.
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Thus, it holds that

∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F tRt∥∥F ∗∥ ≤ ∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F tRt∥F ∥F ∗∥ ≤ σ2
r(F ∗)/4.

Then by Lemma J.2 with F0 = F ∗, F1 = F tRt, F2 = F t,(m)Ot,(m), we have∥∥∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F tRt
∥∥∥

F
≤ 5σ2

1(F ∗)
σ2

r(F ∗)

∥∥∥F t,(m)Ot,(m) − F tRt
∥∥∥

F

= 5σmax

σmin

∥∥∥F t,(m)Ot,(m) − F tRt
∥∥∥

F
.

Lemma J.4. Suppose Lemma C.1-Lemma C.5 hold for the t-th iteration. We then have

σmin/2 ≤ σmin

((
Y t,(m)Rt,(m)

)T

Y t,(m)Rt,(m)
)

≤ σmax

((
Y t,(m)Rt,(m)

)T

Y t,(m)Rt,(m)
)

≤ 2σmax.

Proof of Lemma J.4. By Weyl’s inequality, we have∣∣∣∣σmin

((
Y t,(m)Rt,(m)

)T

Y t,(m)Rt,(m)
)

− σmin

∣∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣∣σmin

((
Y t,(m)Rt,(m)

)T

Y t,(m)Rt,(m)
)

− σmin
(
Y ∗T Y ∗)∣∣∣∣

≤
∥∥∥∥(Y t,(m)Rt,(m)

)T

Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗T Y ∗
∥∥∥∥

≤
∥∥∥Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗

∥∥∥(∥∥∥Y t,(m)Rt,(m)
∥∥∥+ ∥Y ∗∥

)
≤
∥∥∥Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗

∥∥∥(∥∥∥Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗
∥∥∥+ 2 ∥Y ∗∥

)
.

Note that

∥Y t,(m)Rt,(m) − Y ∗∥ ≤ ∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F ∗∥
≤ ∥F t,(m)Rt,(m) − F tRt∥ + ∥F tRt − F ∗∥
≤ 5κ∥F t,(m)Ot,(m) − F tRt∥F + ∥F tRt − F ∗∥ (by Lemma J.3)
≲ c11

√
n

and ∥Y ∗∥ = √
σmax. We then have∣∣∣∣σmin

((
Y t,(m)Rt,(m)

)T

Y t,(m)Rt,(m)
)

− σmin

∣∣∣∣ ≲ c11
√

nσmax ≤ σmin/2,

which implies

σmin

((
Y t,(m)Rt,(m)

)T

Y t,(m)Rt,(m)
)

≥ σmin/2.
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Similarly, we can show that

σmax

((
Y t,(m)Rt,(m)

)T

Y t,(m)Rt,(m)
)

≤ 2σmax.

Lemma J.5. Let S ∈ Rr×r be a nonsingular matrix. Then for any matrix K ∈ Rr×r with ∥K∥ ≤
σmin(S), one has

∥sgn(S + K) − sgn(S)∥ ≤ 2
σr−1(S) + σr(S)∥K∥,

where sgn(·) denotes the matrix sign function, i.e. sgn(A) = UV ⊤ for a matrix A with SVD UΣV ⊤.

Proof. See Lemma 36 in Ma et al. (2018).

Lemma J.6. Let UΣV ⊤ be the SVD of a rank-r matrix XY ⊤ with X, Y ∈ Rn×r. Then there exists
an invertible matrix Q ∈ Rr×r such that X = UΣ1/2Q and Y = V Σ1/2Q−T . In addition, one has

∥ΣQ − Σ−1
Q ∥F ≤ 1

σmin(Σ)∥X⊤X − Y ⊤Y ∥F , (140)

where UQΣQV ⊤
Q is the SVD of Q. In particular, if X and Y have balanced scale, i.e., X⊤X−Y ⊤Y =

0, then Q must be a rotation matrix.

Proof. See Lemma 20 in Ma et al. (2018).
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