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Transformer Learns Optimal Variable Selection in
Group-Sparse Classification

Chenyang Zhang* Xuran Meng' Yuan Caot

Abstract

Transformers have demonstrated remarkable success across various applications. However,
the success of transformers have not been understood in theory. In this work, we give a case study
of how transformers can be trained to learn a classic statistical model with “group sparsity”,
where the input variables form multiple groups, and the label only depends on the variables
from one of the groups. We theoretically demonstrate that, a one-layer transformer trained by
gradient descent can correctly leverage the attention mechanism to select variables, disregarding
irrelevant ones and focusing on those beneficial for classification. We also demonstrate that
a well-pretrained one-layer transformer can be adapted to new downstream tasks to achieve
good prediction accuracy with a limited number of samples. Our study sheds light on how
transformers effectively learn structured data.

1 Introduction

The Transformer architecture (Vaswani et al., 2017) has emerged as one of the most popular models
in the modern deep learning, demonstrating remarkable success across a wide range of real-world
applications, including language processing and language modeling (Vaswani et al., 2017; Radford
et al., 2019; OpenAl, 2023), computer vision (Dosovitskiy et al., 2020; Rao et al., 2021), and
reinforcement learning (Jumper et al., 2021; Chen et al., 2021; Janner et al., 2021). Despite its
empirical achievements, the underlying mechanisms of transformers remain poorly understood due
to their complex architecture, especially the mechanism of the self-attention layers.

As the core of the Transformer architecture, the attention mechanism has consistently been
the primary focus of research aimed at understanding how Transformers work. Some empirical
research (Xu et al., 2019; Vig and Belinkov, 2019; Rao et al., 2021; Yao et al., 2021; Chen et al.,
2022) demonstrated that the attention layer can effectively extract structure information by as-
signing different weights to different input tokens. To fully understand such property theoretically,
researchers explore the expressive power of transformers across various aspects (Edelman et al.,
2022; Bai et al., 2024). Edelman et al. (2022) study the capacity of single-head attention to ap-
proximate sparse function by presenting the covering-number of attention function class. Bai et al.
(2024) demonstrate that the transformers can implement a broad class of standard machine learning
algorithms in context with various data distributions.
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In addition to examining the expressive power of Transformers with custom-designed param-
eters, some recent studies have focused on analyzing the training dynamics of Transformers to
determine whether these favorable properties can be attained using popular optimization algo-
rithms in the deep learning community. Zhang et al. (2024b) provide a global convergence analysis
of gradient flow on the linear regression in-context tasks, where they consider a linear layer for
attention calculation. Huang et al. (2024); Siyu et al. (2024) extend this result to one-layer trans-
formers with a softmax attention layer. Wang et al. (2024); Chen et al. (2024b) study the capacities
of transformers to learn sparse linear regression tasks. Specifically, by exploring the optimization
trajectory, Wang et al. (2024) show that one-layer transformers can effectively extract the positional
information, and provide a rigorous convergence analysis. At the same time, fully-connected neural
networks fail in the worst case. Chen et al. (2024b) study the mechanisms of multi-head attention,
revealing that multi-head attention will exhibit a sparsity in multiple-layer transformers. All the
preceding works focus on the regression tasks, and for the classification task, Jelassi et al. (2022)
theoretically demonstrate that the one-layer vision transformer trained by gradient descent can
converge on spatially structured data and the attention map exhibit patch association. Tarzanagh
et al. (2023a,b) prove that one-layer attention can converge in direction to the hard margin solu-
tion of SVM. Li et al. (2023a) provide a generalization error bound for vision transformers trained
by stochastic gradient descent. Although these papers provide some insights into mechanisms of
one-layer attention for classification tasks, their theoretical results rely on some specific initializa-
tion which is practically infeasible, or strong assumptions that input data follows some particular
patterns or certain parameters of attention architecture remain fixed throughout the training.

To further explore how transformers extract structure information in classification tasks, we
consider a classic statistical problem with “group sparsity”. In this setting, input variables are
generated from multiple groups, while the true label of this input is determined by variables from
a single group. We investigate the properties of one-layer transformers trained by gradient descent
on this data model. The major contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows:

1. We establish a tight global convergence analysis with a matching lower and upper bound for
the population cross-entropy loss of a one-layer transformer trained by gradient descent (Theo-
rem 3.2). All parameters in the one-layer transformer are jointly trained with the same learning
rate from zero initialization, without imposing any prior knowledge of the desirable patterns of
the parameters. Specifically, by precisely characterizing the global optimization trajectories of
all trainable parameters, we decrypt the working mechanism of each component of the one-layer
transformer for learning the “group sparse” data model. Our results theoretically verify that
transformers can learn the optimal variable selections.

2. We demonstrate that the well pre-trained one-layer transformers on “group-sparse” inputs can be
efficiently transferred to a downstream task sharing the same group sparsity pattern. Specifically,
denote the number of variable groups as D, the dimension of variables in each group as d, and the
downstream sample size as n. Then we show that the one-layer transformers fine-tuned by online-
SGD on the downstream task can achieve 5(%) generalization error bound (Theorem 4.2).

3. We conduct numerical experiments, empirically show that training loss will converge, and verify
our conclusions regarding the optimization trajectories of trainable parameters. Specifically,
the sparsity of the attention score matrix empirically demonstrates that one-layer transformers
can effectively learn the optimal variable selection. Additionally, we transfer the pre-trained
one-layer transformers to downstream tasks, and empirically show that it can achieve a good



generalization performance with a small sample size. All these empirical observations back up
our theoretical findings.

Notation. Given two sequences {x,} and {y,}, we denote x,, = O(y,) if there exist some absolute
constant C; > 0 and N > 0 such that |z, | < C}|y,| for all n > N. Similarly, we denote =, = Q(y,)
if there exist C, > 0 and N > 0 such that |z, | > Csly,| for all n > N. We say z,, = O(y,) if
xn = O(yp) and x,, = Q(y,) both holds. Besides, we denote x,, = o(y,) if, for any € > 0, there exists
some N(e) > 0 such that |z,| < €|y,| for all n > N(e), and we denote x,, = w(yy) if yn = o(zy).
We use O(-), Q(-), and O(-) to hide logarithmic factors in these notations respectively. Moreover,
we denote z,, = poly(y,) if ,, = O(y2) for some positive constant D, and z,, = polylog(y,) if
xn, = poly(log(yn)). For two scalars a and b, we denote a V b = max{a,b} and a A b = min{a, b}.
Finally, for any n € Ny, we use [n] to denote the set {1,2,--- ,n}.

2 Additional related works

Expressiveness of transformers. There has been a line of works studying the expressiveness
of transformers. Yun et al. (2020); Dehghani et al. (2019); Pérez et al. (2021); Wei et al. (2022)
investigate the universal approximation results for transformers on a general class of functions.
Likhosherstov et al. (2021); Bhattamishra et al. (2022) evaluate the expressive power of transformers
on boolean concept classes by sample complexity. Bhattamishra et al. (2020); Liu et al. (2023)
explore the the capacity of transformers to recognize formal languages. Sahiner et al. (2022) study
the equivalent finite-dimensional convex problems of transformers by the lens of convex duality.
Olsson et al. (2022); Dong et al. (2022); Garg et al. (2022); Ruis et al. (2020) investigate the
capacity of transforms to learn in context and interpret the attention layers as gradient descent
iterations. Sanford et al. (2024) discuss the strengths and limitations of the representation power of
attention layers, by demonstrating the necessary intrinsic complexity of parameters on two different
tasks.

Optimization of transformers. Several recent works study the optimizations of transformers.
Zhang et al. (2020) compare the performance of transformers trained using SGD and adaptive
methods, attributing the subpar performance of SGD in training language models to the heavy-tail
distributed noise it introduces. In contrast, by adjusting the batch size in experiments, Kunstner
et al. (2023) empirically demonstrates that the varying performance of Adam and SGD can be
ascribed to the differences in their geometric trajectories rather than the noise introduced by
stochasticity. Pan and Li (2023) compare the convergence rate of Adam and SGD on transformers,
and argue that Adam has a better directional sharpness of the update steps than SGD. Through
a two-stage training regime, Li et al. (2023c) investigate the optimal parameters of transformers
applied to a masked topic structure model. Ildiz et al. (2024) explain the mechanism of attention
from the perspective of Markov chains. The output of transformers is generated by a context-
conditioned Markov chain, with weights determined by the attention structure. Nichani et al.
(2024) demonstrate that two-layer transformers trained by gradient descent can encoder the latent
causal graph in the first attention layer when solving in-context learning tasks with latent causal
structure. Tian et al. (2023) analyze the training dynamic of transformers with one self-attention
layer and one decoder layer trained by SGD, revealing how transformers combine the tokens and
attend more to distinct tokens. Tian et al. (2024) further investigate the training dynamics jointly
with a MLP layer, predicting a particular pattern of attention map and theoretically decrypting
the hierarchies of tokens. Li et al. (2024) investigates the training dynamic of transformers when



performing one-nearest neighbor selection. Gao et al. (2024) studies the global convergence of
transformers under particular conditions. Chen et al. (2024a) investigates the in-context learning
capacity of transformers by studying the training dynamics of a two-layer transformer on n-gram
Markov chain data.

3 Transformers learn “group sparse” data

In this section, we present our theoretical findings that one layer transformer can learn “group
sparse” data by implementing an optimal variable selection. We first introduce the definition of
“group-sparse” data distributions and the one-layer transformer we study in this paper.

Group sparse learning problem. Assume the feature vector X € RP, the label y of feature
vector X is determined by a labeling function ¢(-) : R — R as y = ¢((X, 8*)), where 3* € R? is a
pre-defined ground truth. Furthermore, we assume there exists a predefined D disjoint partitions
of [p], specifically, [p] = U?:1Gj and G; N Gj = 0 for any ¢ # j. Then we refer to this learning
problem as “group sparse” if the ground truth vector §* satisfies that

supp(B8*) :={k: B #0;k € [p]} C G

for some j € [D]. In particular, if the labeling function ¢(x) = z, we denote this learning problem
as group sparse linear regression. If the labeling function ¢(x) = sign(z), we denote this learning
problem as group sparse linear classification.

The definition above regarding group learning problem is motivated by Huang and Zhang (2010);
Li et al. (2023b). In this paper, we focus on a binary group sparse linear classification problem.
For simplicity, We consider the setting where all G;’s are of the same size d, implying p = dD.

R into a matrix X € R¥P where each column X;

Besides, we convert the feature vector X €
is the collection of the variables from G;. Let j* be the index of the label-relevant group, i.e.
supp(B*) C Gj+. Then we can denote v* the d-dimensional vector obtained by restricting B*
on Gj«, so that (8*,X) = (v*,x;+). Lastly, we assume the features are generated from Gaussian

distribution. We provide a formal definition of the data model as follows:

Definition 3.1 (Group sparse inputs following Gaussian distribution). Let v* € R? be a fixed
vector representing the parameters of the labeling function, and j* € [D] be the index of the label-
relevant group. The binary classification data input pair (X,y) € R?P x {1, +1} is generated from
the following distribution D:

1. The features are generated from Gaussian distribution, i.e., X = [x1, X2, ...,xp| while each col-
umn X;,j € [D] represents a group of variables and is independently generated from N (0, o21,).

2. The label of this input X is determined by the features from the label-relevant group indexed
by j*, defined as y = sign((x;=, v*)).

Notice that the label y is determined solely by the direction of v*, while the norm of v* does
not affect the data distribution. For simplicity of expression, we assume that [|[v*||2 = 1 in the
following.

One-layer self-attention transformer. For each x; with j € [D] from data distribution D



defined in Definition 3.1, we define the corresponding positional encoding p; as

T
. . . . . .
p] = |:Sll'l (]TH),SIH (QJT_H), s, 81N <D]D—|—1):| (31)

The definition above is motivated by the fact that p;, j € [D] form an orthogonal basis. We
generate our new training input by concatenating the Gaussian feature X with positional encoding
matrix P, which is defined as P = [p1,p2, -+ ,pp|. Specifically, we define the new training input
as Z = [z1,29, - ,2zp] € RUTDIXD with z; = [x}—,p;r]T for all j € [D]. Now we introduce the
one-layer self-attention architecture applied to the input Z as:

D
F(Z,W,v) =) vIZS(Z'Wz;) = v ZS1p. (3.2)
Jj=1

Here S(-) : RP s R denote the softmax mapping as S(h); = % and

S = [S(Z"TWz1),S(Z"Wzy),--- ,S(Z"Wzp)] € RP*P. Besides, we denote the entry in the
j-th row and j-th column of S as Sy ;. Compared to the classical single-head, one-layer self-
attention structure in Vaswani et al. (2017); Dosovitskiy et al. (2020), we make some mild re-
parameterizations on the architecture:

1. We combine the query and key matrices into one trainable matrix W e R(@+D)x(d+D),

2. We replace the value matrix with one trainable value vector v € R4+,

The consolidation of query matrix and key matrix is commonly considered in recent theoretical
analyses of attention structure (Tian et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2024; Huang et al., 2024; Zhang
et al., 2024b). The simplification of the value matrix into a vector is because only one parameter
vector v* needs to be studied, and the value vector v could be regarded as a combination of the
value matrix and a second layer with uniform weight. Similar simplification is also considered in
some recent studies about understanding the attention mechanisms in classification tasks. (Jelassi
et al., 2022; Tarzanagh et al., 2023a).

Loss function and training algorithm. We consider minimizing the population cross-entropy
loss to train the above one-layer attention transformer in (3.2). Specifically, the loss function is

‘C(Vv W) = ]E(X,y)ND [ﬁ(y : f(zv W, V))] ’

where ¢(a) = log(1 + exp(—a)) is the cross-entropy loss function for binary classification. Although
the choice of population loss implicitly assuming an infinite number training set is not feasible in
practice. It can significantly simplify the training dynamics and enable us to focus on an analysis
of the global optimization trajectories. This objective loss is considered in a large number of recent
theoretical works (Jelassi et al., 2022; Zhang et al., 2024b; Huang et al., 2024; Wang et al., 2024;
Nichani et al., 2024; Chen et al., 2024b) focusing on the optimization analysis of transformers.
Besides, as one of the most popular loss functions classification tasks, cross-entropy loss is widely
considered in recent theoretical works concerning transformers on classification tasks (Jelassi et al.,
2022; Tian et al., 2023, 2024). Compared to the hinge loss considered in Li et al. (2023a), it is
more common and general in practice. We utilize the gradient descent algorithm to optimize the
preceding loss function. We consider the joint training regime, where all trainable parameters v,



W are updated simultaneously with the same learning rate 7, i.e.,

v+ — ) _ nvvﬁ(w(t)’ V(t)); (3.3)
wtD — w®) _ anE(W(t), v(t)). (3.4)

Besides, we consider zero initialization v(9), W(©) = 0.
Tight convergence bounds. Following the preliminaries, the next theorem presents our main
results regarding convergence bounds.

Theorem 3.2. For any € > 0, suppose that D > w(log?(1/¢)), d < O(poly(D)), o5, = O(1) with

oy <1/3 and let T = @(D3 \Y Dieg). Under these conditions, it holds that

1. The self-attention extracts the variables from the label-relevant group: for any new sample
(X,y) ~ D with the corresponding softmax output matrix S('") at the T*-th iteration, with
probability at least 1 — exp ( — ©(v/D)), it holds that

s > 1 exp (— O(D))

3%
for all j € [D].
2. The first block of value vector aligns with the ground truth: v(7™) = = [v; () OT] with V§T*) € R%,
where
v{T™)
—L ___ _v*| <eDexp ( — @(@))
HV§ : 2

3. The loss is sufficiently minimized:

1 1
Cl(ﬁ/\ﬁ) Sﬁ( (") W(T ))<€/\ﬁ,

where (] is a positive constant solely depending on 1 and o, with C; < 1.

Theorem 3.2 implies that one-layer attention model (C.4) can learn the group-sparse data with
an assumption of an infinite number of training data. It can achieve arbitrary small loss by imposing
a mild assumption concerning the scale of sparsity in our data model D. Specifically, for any given
loss tolerance €, we need the number of variables group to be larger than the logarithm squared
of the reciprocal for loss tolerance, i.e., log?(1/€). Based on this assumption, Theorem 3.2 can
establish a tight upper and lower bound on the convergence rate of population loss.

In addition to providing a tight convergence bound, Theorem 3.2 decrypts how each component
of one-layer self-attention (3.2) takes effect when learning sparse group data, by precisely identifying
the scale of the parameters at T*-th iteration. Specially, for any new sample (X,y) ~ D, the
attention score regarding the label-relevant group at 7™*-th iteration, i.e. S( i ) s approximately
1 with high probability. This observation indicates that the self-attention layer almost attends to
the label-relevant group, effectively selecting the variables mostly beneficial for classification while
disregarding all other irrelevant variables. Besides, the second block of v(T™) retains 0, implying
positional encoding is only involved in the calculation of attention weight. Following the procedure
of optimal variable selections, positional embedding is never presented in the final output of one-
layer attention. This observation benefits our learning tasks as positional embedding can not



(t)

provide additional beneficial information for classification. Finally, v;~ is almost aligned with the
ground truth direction v*, verifying that the value vector learns the optimal direction for the binary
classification problem. These observations collectively guarantee that the one-layer transformer 3.2
can correctly implement the classification task on the “group sparse” data 3.1.

Notablely, a recent work (Wang et al., 2024) studies the sparse token selection of transformers
on a similar data model to ours. By characterizing the entire training dynamics, they demonstrate
a global convergence of transformers on the sparse token selection task without further assumptions
on initialization. Besides, they do not impose fixed positions on target tokens, which is more general
than our settings. However, they assume the positional encoding of the next token an average of
target tokens, which alleviates the technical challenges, is somewhat impractical. What matters
most is that they consider the [ loss function in their settings, making their learning problem more
akin to a regression task, which significantly distinguishes our optimization analysis from theirs.

4 Downstream tasks

The variable selection mechanism of one-layer self-attention enables it to be efficiently transferred
to a downstream task sharing a similar structure. In this section, we provide a generalization
error bound for the downstream task to theoretically verify this conclusion. We first introduce the
definition of downstream task data distribution we study as follows:

Definition 4.1. Consider a downstream task with training data (X®,y®) € R™>P x {1, +1},
i € [n] generated from a new distribution D satisfying:

1. Linear separability with a margin: maxy.|jv|,<1 y( . <v,x§-i)> > ~ almost surely for all i € [n].
Besides, the label-relevant group index j* is the same as the distribution D in Definition 3.1.

2. BEach entry of X is independent sub-Gaussian, with HX%H py < Oz forall i € [n], k € [d] and
je[D].

Compared to the data distribution for pre-training in Definition 3.1, we make downstream
task distribution more general by relaxing the Gaussian data to sub-Gaussian data. Besides, the
assumption of linear separability with a margin is commonly considered in the analysis concerning
generalization risk bounds of classification tasks (Wu et al., 2024; Ji and Telgarsky, 2020; Cao and
Gu, 2019).

Fine-tuning with online stochastic gradient descent. Similarly, we concatenate each xg-i) with
positional encoding p; as defined in (3.1), and generate the new training raining data (Z(i), y(i)),
for i € [n]. Then, we consider fine-tuning a one-layer attention model with the same structure

defined in (3.2), and denote the new parameters as v and W. We fine-tune the new parameters by
online SGD, i.e.,

VD = 50 5w, £,(WO 50); (4.1)
WD = WO — vy £;( W, 50) (4.2)
for alli € [n], where ZZ.(W(i)’ vy = ¢y (2D, W(i), v())). The initialization are set as v(?) = 0
and W = W) which is obtained from the pre-trained model in Section 3. In the following

theorem, we present a generalization error bound on this downstream task, which concerns an
average of all iterates {(W® ¥())}2_, of online SGD.



Theorem 4.2. Suppose that D > w(log?(n)), d < O(poly(D)), 5, < O(1), and 7 = @(W).
Under these conditions and for any § > 0, it holds that

1 o) ~(i (d+ D)log?n log(1/6)
nZp(x,ywﬁ(y‘f(zw()’v())SO)SO(z +o( 2L,
i=1

¥4n n

with probability at least 1 — & — nexp(—©(v/D)) over the randomness of {(X@ @)} .

Theorem 4.2 establish a generalization error bound composed of two terms. The first term
concerns the ratio between the practical dimension d+ D and sample size n. Here we consider d+ D
as the practical dimension since the positional encoding is also involved in the learning process.
The second term is a standard large-deviation error term. If we take v = O(1) as most literature
@ + 11og(5)). In comparison,
the existing lower bound for the sample complexity of linear logistic regression on vectorized X is
Q2 + Llog(})), according to the classical PAC learning (Long, 1995). This superiority in sample
complexity theoretically demonstrates that one-layer transformers trained on “group data” can be
effectively transferred to a similar downstream task.

assumes, we can obtain a sample complexity on the order of §~2(

5 Proof sketch

In this section, we provide a comprehensive explanation of how a one-layer transformer implements
variable selection on group sparse data. Furthermore, we share insights into the reasoning that led
to the conclusions presented in Theorem 3.2, along with a proof sketch for the convergence bound.

For a clear illustration of each component in the one-layer self-attention, we first separate v(®)
and W) into the following blocks,

v = ()T DT W= [Wﬁ)l W?Q] ,
Wia
where vi” € R%,vi? € R?, W} € R4, W) € R W) € RP*?, and W), € RP*P. In the
following, we will show that a precise characterization of all these blocks at T*-th iteration plays a
key role in our theoretical convergence analysis.
A low-rank structure of W) beneficial for attending to label-relevant group j*. The
( j) ~ 1 with high probability for any new sample (X, y) ~ D
serves as a foundation for transformers to correctly implement classification on group-sparse data
distribution D. Without such a guarantee, the loss cannot converge regardless of the direction in
which the value vector converges, since the product of the label and variables from irrelevant groups

still follow a Gaussian distribution.

conclusion that the attention score S

The following lemma accurately characterizes each block of W) providing insights into the
rational of ng j) ~1

Lemma 5.1. Under the same condition with Theorem 3.2, W) satisfies that

T* T*
Wiy Wy, =0,
Wfr) = ﬁ viv T + Wf:grror;



D

T*

:BZ<Z (pj* _pj))<zp;r> WéQirror’
i#5* j=1

where 61| < O(VD), 2 = @(%) The error terms W) and W5 are small such that

1,1,error 2,2 error

W HW <exp (- 0O(VD)).

1,1,errorH27 2,2 errorH

Lemma 5.1 indicates that W) exhibits a particular pattern: (i). the off-diagonal blocks
Wg*) and Wng*) remain 0; (ii). the leading component of left-top block Wng*) aligns directionally
with the projection matrix v*v*'; (iii). the leading component of the right bottom block aligns
directionally with (Z#j* (pj* — pj))(Z?zl pj)T. In the following, we explain why this pattern
implies that S;« ; ~ 1 for all j with high probability, which benefits the label-relevant variable
selection.

First, Wg*),Wng) 0 suggests that the features x;’s, do not engage with the positional
embedding p;’s when calculating the attention scores. Besides, due to the orthogonality among
the positional embedding p;’s, the position-position interaction term pjT,Wég*)pj takes a large
value only when j/ = j*. Furthermore, by standard concentration inequalities, it can be shown
that XTW§T1 )X] < p—r W(T )pj for all j,j € [D] with high probability. All these observations

*)

collectively conclude that p Wé 5 'pj will eventually dominate the softmax calculation, which

finally implies that S;f . R

Accurate characterization of the alignment between v(Z") and ground truth v*. Based on
Lemma 5.1 and preceding discussions, we have shown that one-layer attention can effectively extract
the features from the label-relevant group. The remaining challenge is to accurately characterize the
()

alignment between v and ground truth v* in terms of both direction and scale. The following

lemma, presents this result.

Lemma 5.2. Under the same condition with Theorem 3.2, it holds that,

(T) _ o (T")

v (T T

v+ Vi Jerror’ Vo = 0’

where the error term vf;gor satisfies that <vf;20r,v*> = 0 and va;zor}b < exp(— @(\/E))
Besides, the coefficient of the projection of v(Z™) onto the direction of v*, which is denoted by a®,

follows that
Co((T*)5 + D) < o) < C3((T*)% + D),

where Cs, C'3 are both positive constants solely depending on o, and 7.

T — ¢ implies that the

positional embedding part only contributes to attention weight calculatlon, and is not presented in

Lemma 5.2 reveals two important facts. Firstly, the fact that v,

the output. Furthermore, vﬁT ) is well aligned with the direction of v*, and the scale of its projection

onto this direction is accurately characterized by a matching lower and upper bound. Besides, the
(™)

1
v
v

*

2

second conclusion of Theorem 3.2 is a direction corollary of this lemma as ‘

2vi" )2
OZ(T*) .



Upper and lower bounds of y - f(Z, W) v(T)), A tight upper and lower bound of y -
f(Z, W(T*),V(T*)) is undoubtedly of utmost significance for the analysis of global loss convergence.
The accurate characterization of a(*) in Lemma 5.2 enables us to get this matching bound. Before
we present the result, we introduce a notation Ep+ to denote the event that the conclusion in
Theorem 3.2 holds, i.e., SgTJ) > 1—exp(O(D). Then, we present our results regarding the matching

bound of y - f(Z, W) v(T")) in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. There exist two i.i.d. random variables By, By with By /02, Ba/o2 ~ x%, such that

* * « 1
yf(Z, W) v > —pa@) 2 — p||viT) ||, B

Moreover, under the event Er«, it holds that

DaT")
2

y(v*,x;0) =1 < yf(Z, W) vID) < DalTy (v, x0) + 1.
Based on these lemmas, we are ready to prove the conclusion of convergence bound in Theo-

rem 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. We separate L(V(T*), W(T*)) into two parts as

LT W) = E[e(yf(Z, W) VI 1 p,0] + B[y f(Z, WD) VTN 4]

I I

For I, by the fact that exp(—xz)/2 < ¢(x) < exp(—=x) for all x > 0, and utilizing the results of
Lemma 5.3 for Ep+ occurs, it holds that

Da\T) 2 2
IlgE[eexp( 5 y(v,xj*>>1ET*]§\/;UxDa(T*)§

1 . 2 1
S| — _ (") * e < \/7

The last steps of both formulas are derived by basic integral since y(v*, x;+) follows a folded normal
distribution with mean 0 and variance o2 (See more details in Lemma D.5 and Lemma D.6).
Furthermore, for I, we provide an upper-bound as

L < E[log2( +exp(Da<T*>32+DHV1emrH2 )) P(Eg.)

2ﬁU$D2 ( T* + HVI errorHQ)

< 2\/2D2 (T*)> [Bl + 2D2HV1 errorHQ ]\/P(TT*) S e@(\/ﬁ)

The first inequality is from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 5.3. The second inequality holds
by the fact that log(1 + a) < 2loga for large a, and (a + b)? < 2(a? + b?). The third inequality is
derived by applying the definition of By, By in Lemma 5.3 and the fact P(ES.) < e=9(D) from the
first conclusion in Theorem 3.2. (We provide a rigorous detail in Lemma B.5.) By the upper-bound
of o/T") in Lemma 5.2, the definition of 7% in Theorem 3.2 and our condition D > w(log?(1/e€)),
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we know that oT") <« 6_9(‘/5), indicating that Iy < I;. Let T = ( %Cj—g“)?’(D?’ \% D§Eg)7 by

applying the lower and upper bounds of o!7") in Lemma 5.2, we can finally obtain that

. * 2 Ade 1
(T>W(T><2I<\f <6
L(v )<2L < 7 Coos D(T)/3 & D2 <e€

oo 2 1 1 Cs
LvT) WITN > [, > \f Z :
(vio )25 2 7w 4eC30, D(T*)1/3 +D? — 3262036

This completes the proof. ]

6 Numerical experiments

In this section, we conduct numerical experiments on synthetic data to verify our theoretical con-
clusions. Two types of synthetic data are generated following the group sparse data distribution
defined in Definition 3.1 and downstream task data distribution defined in Definition 4.1 respec-
tively. For each type of synthetic data, we generate two samples with different sample sizes n,
variable group numbers D, and variable dimensions d. Besides, the variable group numbers D, and
variable dimensions d are matched across these two different types of synthetic data to enable the
parameters of one-layer self-attention to be transferred to downstream tasks.

In the experiments where transformers learn variable selection, we generate data according to
Definition 3.1, setting o, = 0.25 and j* = 2, with two different pairs of (n,d, D): (500,4,6) and
(200,2,4). The vector v* is randomly generated and then fixed. We set the learning rate n = 0.5

and train the models for 400 iterations. During the training process, we plot the training loss, the
i) ®)
IvE vl >

final iteration), we calculate the attention score matrix for each sample and display the heatmap

cosine similarity and the norm ratio vat)H /vy ’||. After the training loss converges (at

of the average attention score matrix across all samples.

As shown in Figures 1, the training loss converges to 0 after sufficient iterations, and vgt) rapidly
aligns with the direction of v* early in the training and continues in that direction for the rest of
the iterations. When the training loss converges, we can also observe in Figure 1 that Hvét)H is
relatively small compared to ||v§t) ||. When we examine the attention matrix, as shown in Figure 2,
we observe that the second row is significantly larger than the others, indicating that the attention
is predominantly focused on this row. This phenomenon well matches the prediction from our
theory.

We conducted additional experiments on the downstream tasks by generating two new Gaussian
samples, each with a different v* from the previous setup. These samples follow Definition 4.1,
with parameters set to o, = 1 and v = 1, while using the previous configurations for d and D. To
ensure linear separability with a margin, we applied a projection to adjust the data accordingly.
The test accuracy is calculated after each iteration using 1000 test samples. Both experiments use
a sample size of 400, and the learning rate is set to 1073.

As shown in Figure 3, the test accuracy initially oscillates during the early stages of training.
However, after a longer training period, the test accuracy stabilizes and converges to 1 in both
settings. This oscillation is primarily due to the transition in the direction of the vector vgt) during
training. According to our analysis, once Vgt) completes its direction transition, the test error
decreases, leading to stable learning in the downstream task. These trends are consistent with the
theory, confirming that the pre-trained transformers perform effectively on downstream tasks.

11
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Figure 1: Figures on training loss, cosine similarity and norm ratio. The first line presents the
training results with a sample size of 400, 6 variable groups, and a variable dimension of 4. The
second line shows the training results for a sample size of 200, with 4 variable groups and a variable
dimension of 2.

7 Conclusions and limitations

In this paper, we study how one-layer transformers trained by gradient descent learn a binary
classification group sparse data, without imposing any prior knowledge on the initialization. We
provide an accurate characterization of optimization trajectories. Based on this result, we theo-
retically demonstrate that the one-layer transformers can almost attend to the variables from the
label-relevant group, and disregard other ones by leveraging the self-attention mechanism. Besides,
we establish a tight convergence rate with a matching lower and upper bound for the population
loss. Furthermore, we also propose that a pre-trained one layer transformers on a group sparse data
can be effectively transferred to a downstream task with the same sparsity pattern. We theoreti-
cally demonstrate this conclusion by providing an improved generalization error bound for one-layer
transformers, which surpasses that of linear logistic regression applied to vectorized features. Our
numerical experiment observations support the theoretical findings. Although our theoretical find-
ings provide insights into the mechanism of self-attention in variable selection, we focus exclusively
on a one-layer self-attention model. Future research could be more intriguing if it explored deeper
transformer architectures. Additionally, investigating the integration of self-attention with other
modules, such as MLPs, ResNets, and normalization layers, presents a promising direction for
further work.
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Figure 2: Heatmap of the average attention matrix. Figure 2(a) shows the heatmap of the attention
matrix corresponding to the 6 variable groups, and Figure 2(b) shows the heatmap of the attention
matrix corresponding to the 4 variable groups.
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A Detailed comparison with Jelassi et al. (2022)

In Jelassi et al. (2022), the authors provide a theoretical guarantee that one-layer vision transformers
can learn the inner structure of data, which is defined as “patch association” by the authors. This
result offers novel insights into the training dynamics of one-layer transformers.

However, both the conclusions and proof techniques of Jelassi et al. (2022) can not be directly
extended or applied to this work due to the distinctive settings among these two studies. Specifically,
Jelassi et al. (2022) considers a one-layer vision transformer defined as

f(X)=0o(v'XS(A))1p,

where X is the sequence of tokens/feature groups with each column x; denoting a token/feature
group, o(-) represents the activation function, v indicates the value vector, S(-) represents the
softmax function, and A is input matrix of the softmax function. Unlike the common design of
transformers, they directly treat the entries of the matrix A as trainable parameters and consider
training A with gradient descent. In contrast, we consider softmax attention with the formulation
S(ZTWZ), and treat the coefficient matrix W as the trainable parameters, which aligns with the
general design of transformers. Besides, the initialization of the value vector v in Jelassi et al.
(2022) is assumed to strictly align with the direction of ground truth v*, which is a strong and
impractical assumption. In comparison, we consider general zero initializations.

In addition to the distinctions among the settings of problems, our theoretical results are more
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Figure 3: Test accuracy in the downstream task performance with different variable group numbers
and variable dimensions.

precise and refined. While Jelassi et al. (2022) provides an upper bound on the number of iterations
needed to achieve a population loss of 1/poly(d), we offer both matching upper and lower bounds
for iterations to reach arbitrarily small population loss. Furthermore, we present a sample com-
plexity analysis for transfer learning, which surpasses the conclusion of linear logistics regression on
vectorized inputs from the PAC learning theory. In contrast, Jelassi et al. (2022) does not include
such sample complexity analyses.

B Proof in Section 5

In this section, we provide detailed proof for lemmas in Section 5. Before we demonstrate the proof
details, we first introduce some basic gradient calculations of £L(v, W) w.r.t v, W as,

7Z;wW
VVL(W,v) =E|¢(yf(Z;W,v)) -y W(av")]
D D
=E[('(yf(Z;W,v)) -y ZS1p] :E[ (yf(Z; W, v) Z 423]-7]-,]; (B.1)
j=1 4'=1
VwL(W,v) = E| (4 (2 W,v)) - W]
. D D T T
B , . . T exp(z;, Wz;) - exp(z; Wz;) T
_E-g B ;fz—:lv K ‘%;j' [Zl'?/:oexp(Z}:’WZj)]Z (2 —2j)2;
=E|(yf(Z;W,v)) -y - ZZZS] 1 S v 2 (7 — 7)) ;—] (B.2)
L =1j'=1j4"#35

For the following derivation, we first introduce a shorthand notation that £) = ¢/ (y f(Z, W® v(1))).
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Besides, we also use A to denote an orthogonal matrix A with v* being its first column. We denote
&a, -+, & the rest columns in A, i.e.,

A= [V*a€21 e agd] € Rdde (BS)

where (v* &) =0, (&;,&) =0 and ||&|]2 = 1 for all 4,4" € {2,--- ,d}.

B.1 Restatement of Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.1

For the sake of conciseness and coherence in the presentation, we rearrange some content from
Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.1. Specifically, we consolidate the conclusion that vgt),Wﬁ)Q,Wg)l =0
into Proposition B.1. The remaining conclusions of Lemma 5.2 are presented in Lemma B.2. We
also include the remaining conclusions regarding Wgt)l from Lemma 5.1 in Lemma B.3, and the

conclusions about Wgt)Q from Lemma 5.1 in Lemma B.4. We present these new lemmas in this

subsection and proof them respectively in the following subsections of this part.
We first introduce our new Proposition B.1.

Proposition B.1. For iterates v(¥) and W) of gradient descent in (3.3) and (3.4), it holds that

vét) =0, Wgt)g =0 and Wét)l =0 for all t > 0.
The next Lemma B.2 is a restatement of conclusion of vgt) in Lemma 5.2.

Lemma B.2. Under the same condition as Theorem 3.2, it holds that

vgt) - a(t)v* + vgfc)srror

for all 3 <t < T, where the error term satisfies that <v*, vit) > =0 and

1,error

[V el < e7C4VP (B.4)

1,error

for some positive constant Cy solely depending on o, 7. Besides, the coefficient a® satisfy that

1 1

2 3n 217302\/5 3\ 3 t) T 2 \/5 6m 27]302\/5 3\ 3

ot t—3 2p3) <o < JE_ 2 SO gy % [Zp3)
<\/;20'xD( )+ 1257 V =« AT no3 D3 + 7TO'1=D( )+ T T

(B.5)

In the following Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.4, we present the conclusion concerning Wgt)l and
Wét)Q from Lemma 5.1 respectively.

Lemma B.3. Under the same condition as Theorem 3.2, it holds that

Wgt)l = Bvv T + W) (B.6)

1,1,error

for all 3 <t < T*, where |51]| < ¢1v D for some positive constant ¢; solely depending on 7, 0.
Besides, the error term satisfies that

W) arporllz < eC7VP. (B.7)

1,1,error

for some positive constant C7 solely depending on o, 7.
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Lemma B.4. Under the same condition as Theorem 3.2, it holds that

Wg)Z = BQ( Z j* — Py ) <ij > 22error7 (BS)
J#5*
C2

for all 3 <t < T, where 7% < |B2| > £ for some positive constants cz,c3 solely depending on
1,04, and the error term satlsﬁes that

t _
”W§,)2,crror||2 <e 07\/5- (B.g)

for some positive constant C7 solely depending on o, 7.

Lemma B.5. Under the same condition with Theorem 3.2, with probability at least 1 — exp ( —
Cg\/ﬁ), it holds that

Sg-?j >1— Dexp(—CyD); ng)] < exp(—CyD)

forall 3 <t < T* j € [D]and j' # j*. The coefficients Cg, Cy are all constants solely depending
on o, and 7.

B.2 Proof of Proposition B.1

We will prove Proposition B.1 by induction. And we first introduce several lemmas, which will be
used for further proof of Proposition B.1.

Lemma B.6. If Wgt)Q, Wé)l = 0, then S§1)Jz can be expressed as a function of {y-x;,--- ,y-xp},

and is independent with y for all j1, jo € [D].

Proof of Lemma B.6. When Wg )2, VV(“1 = 0, we can re-write S§1)J2 as

o ez Whz,)  exp (x] Wiix;, + p] Wilp;,)
QJp— _
2 > js=1€XD (zTW(t)sz) Z]DB 1 €xXp ( W( )1x]2 + ijWg)Qpﬁ)
t
exp (y-x), Wy - xj, + p) WY )zpyz)

_ I
P _exp (- x[ Wiy xj, + p]W5)p),)

If we omit all non-random components, we have Sﬁ) s S;? s (y -x1,-+,y-xp). Moreover, by
Lemma D.2; we obtain that Sg? j, 1s independent with y. O

Lemma B.7. If Wgt)Q,Wét)l = 0 and vét) = 0, then ¢'® can be expressed as a function of {y -
X1, ,Y - Xp}, and is independent with y.

Proof of Lemma B.7. When vgt) =0, we express ') as,

00 = ¢ (y (2, WO v (0)) = — ! !

U exp (uf (2 WO V)~ 1 ey (52, (v, y) 7, 80)
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By Lemma B.6, S( )./ is a function of {y X1, ,y-xp} for all j, j € [D]. Therefore, £'® can also

be expressed as a functlon of {y-x1, -,y -xp} when omitting all non-random components. By
applying Lemma D.2, we have ¢/ ) ig 1ndependent with y. ]
Lemma B.8. If Wgt)z,Wét)l, () =0, W§)1 = av*v*" and vgt) = bv* for some scalar a, b, then
551)]' and () can be expressed as functions of {y(v*,x1),---,y(v*,xp)} for all j1,jo € [D], and

they are independent with y(§;,x;) for all i € {2,--- ,d} and j € [D].

Proof of Lemma B.S. When Wgt)z, Wgt)l = 0 and Wgt)l = av*v* ', similar to the proof of Lemma B.6,
we can re-write Sj;, ;, as

t
© exp (z;r1 W (t)sz) B exp ( Tv*v*Tx]2 +pj, W; )2p]2)
Ji.j2 T D TW T D t
o Zj3=1 exp (st (t)zh) st 1 €XP (aX‘TV v Txg, + pjs V é )QPJQ)

. ¢
B exp (ay(v VXYV XG,) + phwg )Qpp)
=— )
S0y exp (ay(v*, x5 u(v*, x;) + LW pj, )

This is a function of {y(v*,x1),--- ,y(v*,xp)} when omitting all non-random components. Besides,

(t)

when vy’ = 0 and v; = bv*, we express ¢/ ®) as

1 1

0 =0y f(Z, W 1)) = — =— :
L+ oxp (uf (2, WOVO)) 1 o (b P plvex) SE sgtj)

Since we have demonstrated that Sg»?’h is a function of {y(v*,x1), - ,y(v*,xp)} for all j,j" € [D].
Therefore, £() can also be expressed as a function of {y(v*,x1),---,y(v*,xp)} when omitting
all non-random components. By Lemma D.1, we obtain that y(v*,x;) is independent with y for
all j € [D]. Furthermore, by the orthogonality among v* and &o,---,&4, we can also obtain
that y(v*,x;) is independent with (§;,x;) for all ¢ € {2,---,d}. While for j # j/, y(v*,x;) is
independent with (§;,x;/) since x; is independent with x;;. Combining all the preceding results,
we conclude that y(v*, x;) is independent with y(&;,x;) for all i € {2,--- ,d} and j, j' € [D]. Since

Sg?j2 s, ) are functions of {y(v*,x1),--- ,y(v*,xp)}, we finally prove that they are independent
with all y(&;,x;)’s
O
Now, we are ready to prove Proposition B.1.
Proof of Proposition B.1. Since the iterates of v®¥ and W) start with v(®) = 0 and W(©) it

suffices to show that V,L(v(), W) = 0, Vw,,L(v ®, W®) = 0 and VW21£(V() W )) =
given Vg) =0, W% 0 and W( )1 = 0 by inductions. We first prove that Vs, £(v! ®)y =
By (B.1), we have

D D D D

Vi £v® W) = 3 S B[y 08D [p; = 3 Z E[¢©s) | p; = 0.
i=15=1 j=15=1

The second equality holds because ¢/(t )Sg,)j is a function of {y-x1,---,y-xp} for all j,j" € [D] by

Lemma B.6 and Lemma B.7 when Vgt) =0, Wgt)Q =0 and Wé )1 = 0. Then by Lemma D.2, we have
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y is independent with ¢/ (t)S§f)j. And the last equality holds since E[y] = 0. Next, we prove that
Vw, . L(v®D, W®) =0, and we skip the proof for Vw,, £(v(), W®) since it’s similar. By (B.2),
we have

Mc
Mo

Vw,, £(v, W) B[y 08,80 (v0,20)(xj0 = x;0)| ]

13533

<.
Il

—
<.
Il

-

i

.

I
WE
M@

B[y 08,80 (v ) (v — )| ]

5/

Il
R

J"#

<.
Il
—

<.

<.

Il
WE
Mb

EIE| (OS] S5 (1, (v = ;) [ p] = 0.

1)

5/ 5/

Il
—

i

<.
Il
—

<.

<,

The second equality holds because <v(t),zj/> = <v§t),xj/> when vét) = 0, and y?> = 1. The third

equality holds since I*) is a function of {y - x1,--- ,y - xp} for all j,5’, 5" € [D] by Lemma B.6
and Lemma B.7 when vg) =0, W( )2 =0 and W;t)l = 0. Similarly by Lemma D.2, we have y is
independent with I(Y). The last equality holds since E[y] = 0. This finishes the proof. O

B.3 Calculations for initial iterations

Since we have demonstrated that Vg),W%, Wét)l = 0 throughout the training process in Propo-

sition B.1, we will focus our analysis solely on the iterates vgt), Wgt)l and Wg)? Before we further

present the global characterization of vgt), Wgt)l and Wgt)Q, we first calculate several initial iterates
of these parameters in the following lemmas.

Lemma B.9. Under the same condition with Theorem 3.2, the iterates vg ),W(t) of gradient
descent defined in (3.3) and (3.4) satisfy that W) = 0 and vg ) = aWv* with o) = 222,

5

Proof of Lemma B.9. At t = 0, we have <v§ ), zj) for all j' € [D] since Vgo) = 0, and correspond-

ingly Vw£(v(®, W) = 0. Therefore, we still have W) = 0. On the other hand, we calculate
the gradient of £L(v), W®)) w.r.t v at t =0 as

D D
1 1 x *

j=1j4'=1 Jj=1

The second equality holds since ¢/(0) = % by the fact f(Z,v(® W) =0, and Sg.?)j = % for all
4,7" € [D] by the fact W) = 0. The third equality is by the independence between y and x; for
j # j*. The last equality is from D.4. By this result, we obtain that

Vg ) = vgo) NV, L0, W) = M2 o = oWy*,

which completes the proof. O

Next, we provide the calculation for the second iteration.
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(t)

Lemma B.10. Under the same condition with Theorem 3.2, the iterates v;’ of gradient descent
defined in (3.3) satisfies that v§2) = a@v* with o? = —0(D).

Proof of Lemma B.10. By the fact W) = 0, we still have SS)J = % for all j,j" € [D]. Therefore
(t)

we can calculate the gradient w.r.t vy’ as
D D
Vo, £vD, Wity = $° Z Wys'Dx;] = E[(Oyx;-] + S E[(Wyx;]
j=14'=1 J#I*
We analyze the value of E[E’(l)yxj*] and E[f’(l)yxj] respectively. For E[ﬁ’(l)yxj*], we have
E[eWyx] = AATE[ ;] = AE[CO[(v5x0), (€2,%5), -+ (Eax0)] ']

= AE [2’(1)’y[<V*, Xj*>a <£23 Xj*>v Tt <€dvxj*>]—r]

d
= E[Z'(l)y<v*, Xj*>]V* ZE[EI ) <Ez: X >]£
i=2
d
= E[E'(l)y<v*, xj*>]v* + ZE[fl(l)y]E[@iv Xj*>]£i = E[ﬂ’(l)y<V*7 Xj*>]V*7
i=2

where A is the orthogonal matrix defined in (B.3). The penultimate equality holds since ¢/(1) =

F— (a<1> 5§7:1<v*7yxj)) . By replacing y with sign ((V*, xj*)), we can notice that y¢(1) only contains
the projection of x;« on the direction of v*, i.e., (v*,x;+). Hence by the orthogonality among v*
and &, - - ,&q and properties of Gaussian distribution, we have (§;,x;+) is independent with y¢’ @)
forall i € {2,---,d}. The last equality is simply by E[(&;,x;+)] = 0 for all i € {2,--- ,d}. Through
a similar process, we can also derive that

]E[E'(l)yxj} = E[E’(l)y<v*,xj>]v*

for all j # j*. Moreover, we could notice that E’(l)yxj have the same distribution for all j # j*,
and correspondingly E[¢/ Mgy (v* ,x;)] take the same value for all j # j*. By carefully checking
the distribution of £/My(v* x;+) and £(Ny(v* x;) with j # j*, we notice that Lemma D.10 and
Lemma D.11 apply to the calculation of E[E’(l)y<v*,xj*>] and E[ﬁ“”y(v*,xﬁ] with j # j*. We
can derive that

Vo, L(vHD, W) = ( [y (v* x;4)] + Z (v ,xj>]>v*.
J#*

And for the coefficients of v*, we have

B[y ] + By 2 o2 4 2D ey (-1 - 2 2 0(vD),

J#J*
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and

, (1 op i 4(1+noy) |D n’o;
[E( (V" x+) ZE€ ) (v* X]>]_—2\/76 o 4 - T ;exp T S@(\/ﬁ).

o 2em N0y

o

Applying these results into the gradient descent iteration of V%t), we have

V?) = vgl) - n(E [y (v, x;+) Z E[¢Dy(v* x])])v* = aPv*,
J#5

where a(?) = —@(\/ﬁ). This completes the proof. O

Lemma B.11. Under the same condition with Theorem 3.2, the iterates W@l of gradient descent

defined in (3.4) satisfies that Wﬁ = B1v*v*T. The coefficient 3; satisfy that |3;| < c1V'D for
some non-negative constant c; solely depending on n and o.

Proof of Lemma B.11. We first demonstrate the calculation details of le’lﬁ(v(l),w(l)) Since
vgl) = oMv* and vgl) = 0, we always have (v z;) = a)(v* x;) in the following calculations.

For VleE(V(l),W(l)), we can obtain that

D D
Vw,, LD, W) = E [W YYD D SESU vz (k= %] ]

(1

o\ (D —-1) b D ,(1) at) T
oD ) Sy v ] - S 33 3 B ]

Jj=1j'=1 J=134'=13"#j5'

Il I2

We analyze the value of I7 and I respectively in the following. For I;, we can obtain that

(V*,xr)
o) D D ) (&2,%r) T
L= Z ZAE Py (v xg) : [<V X)), (€2, %), 7<€d7xj>] A
i=1 /=1 :
’ ’ <£d7xj >
Bj,j’;erxd

We denote the entry in the i;-th row and éa-th column of the expectation matrix B4 as Bff in

Js C i
By utilizing Lemma B.8, we can examine the value of BZ.M}2 for two cases: j = 5/ and j # j'.
Case I: j =7'.

1. B{ﬁ = E[¢'Dy(v*, x;)3].

2. B, = = E[0Wy(v*, x;){&,,x;)?] = E[¢Wy(v*, x)|E[(&,.x;)?] = e2E[¢'Dy(v*,x;)], for all

11,1

’Ll 7£ 1.
3. B{’]m =E[('Wy(v*, x;)2(&i,, x;)] = E[¢Wy(v*,x;)2|E[(&i,,x;)] = 0, for all is # 1.
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4. B = E[0Oy(v*,x;)% (&, x5)] = E[¢Dy(v*,x,)2]E[(&:,,%;)] =0, for all iy # 1.

i1,1

5. B{f’w = ]E[E’(l)y<v*,Xj)(ﬁz‘l,xj><€i2,xj>] = E[f’(l)y(v*,Xj>]E[<£il,xj>]E[<§i2,xj>] = 0, for all
il,ig 7é 1 and il 7é ig.

Case II: j # 7.
1. le’,Jl :E[ﬁ’(l)yw*,xj/>2(v*,xj>].

2. BIY —E[¢Wy(v*,x;) (&, %;)] = E[0Wy(v*, %) E[(&,,%;)] = 0, for all iy # 1.

1,32

3. B — E[ﬁ’(l)y(v*,xj/><§il,xj/><v*,xj>] = E[f“”y(v*,Xj/>(v*,xj>}E[<§i1,xj/>} = 0, for all

71,1

i # 1.

4. B{ﬂ;Q = E[¢'Wy(v*,xj )&, xj) (€in ;)] = E[0Wy(v*, ;) |E[(&,, ;)| E[(&i,, %5)] = 0, for all
i17i2 7é L.

By previous discussion of Bflj;z, we derive that
WD 1) & & (D - 1)0% L&
« * * k% a Oy *
I = — 7 ) Z Z E[Z'(l)yw %02 (v VX5) [ vV Ty @D~ 1)oy D2 ZZE[E'(I)yW ,X]>]€,L£ZT
Jj=1j=1 i=2 j=1

(B.10)

Similarly, for I, we have

<V*, Xj”>

o 2.2 H), s (&2, %) . T
I, = D2 ZZ Z AE|¢ y<V 7Xj/> : [<V ,Xj>,<£2,Xj>,"‘ 7<£d7xj>] A
=1 5= jrAy -
(€a, xjr)

YAl

Cii"i" eRdxd

We denote the entry in the i;-th row and i»-th column of the expectation matrix C’J L7 as Cflj ;23 "
3 jvj/’j// . > A S N
And we examine the value of C}’” for two cases: j = j” and j # j".

Case I: j = j".
1. le]l J = E[(’(l)yw*,xj>2<v*,xj/)].

2. Czﬁzf = E[E'(l)yw*,xj/><£i1,xj>2] = E[E’(l)y<v*,Xj/>]E[<Ei1,xj>2] =02E [6’(1)y<v*,xj/>], for all
i # 1.

3. C{’ﬁ;’j = E[f“”y(v*,xj/><v*,xj><£1-2,xj>] = E[f’(l)y<v*,xj/><v*,XjﬂE[(EiQ,X])] = 0, for all
iy £ 1.

4. Cgﬁ;’j = E[f“”y(v*,Xj/><v*,xj><§¢1,xj>] = E[f“”y(v*,Xj><v*,xj>]IE[<£il,xj>] =0, for all i1 #
1.

5. CI = E[0Oy(v*,x;0) (€iy. x;) (€ias x5)] = E[COy(v*, 3, | E[(&,, x;) | E[(€i.x;)] = 0, for all
’il,ig 75 1 and il 7é ig.
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Case II: j # j'.
1. lefl] :E[ﬁ’(l)yw*,xj/>(v*,xju)<v*,xj>].

2. O = B[00y (v xi0) (v %) € x0)] = E[EOy(v,37) (v, 3x50) | E (€13, 5%,)] = 0, for all
’LQ 75 1.

3. G = BIeWy(v",x)(€0,37) (v, 35)] = E[PO(v*, %) (v",5,) E[(60, ;7)) = 0, for all
’Ll 75 1.

4. Cfﬁz’; = E[0(Wy(v*, x;) (&, xjm) (&ir. ;)] = E[0Dy(v*, x;) | E[(&,, %) E[(&i,.%5)] = 0, for
all Zl,ZQ 75 1.

By previous discussion of CJ J ’] , we derive that
1) & & WD —1)02 A &
=" 33 3 B[ yv ) (v (v ) [V T 4 S S S TRy v x) €t
=1 4/=1 545" i=2 j=1
(B.11)
Notice that the coefficients of &SZ-T are all equal in both I; and I,. Besides, we define two sets:

J1 = {(]7]/)‘j7j/ € [D]vjvj/ 7é 3*7.7 7& j/} and Jy = {(j7j/7j//)‘j7j/7j// € [D];j7j/7j” 7é j*aj 7é j/ 7é
j"}. Then by using (B.10) minus (B.11), we get

a® b D D
=2 ( (D-1) Z Z E[ﬁ'(l)y(v*,Xj/>2<v*,xj>] - Z Z Z E 6’ y(v*, %) (v, x50 (v, x5 )v*v*T

Jj=1j'= J=1j'=135"#35"
I3
o) (1), 1< 2/ % (1), (* * *
= (D—1) Z IE[E y(v ,xj/> (v ,xj)] — Z E[€ y(v ,xj,><v ,xj//<v ,Xjﬂ
(jvj/)e‘]l (jvjlvj//)eJQ
13’1 IB,2
+(D-1) Z E[ﬁ“”y(v*,xjr>2(v*,xj>] - Z ]E[g/(l)y<v*7Xj/><V*7le/<V*7xj>:| >V*V*T.
(43¢0 (4:3",3") ¢ J2

I33

By carefully checking the terms inner expectation of I5 1, we can utilize Lemma D.12 to obtain that

2
_\/54(77203 + no aEZ 3’2 T D5/2 <I3 < 1 *%*%ﬁiy%l)s/g
7r T 48mnto?

Similarly, we obtain that

2 4 3 3 p2ph e
S AT T AU
noz ™ ™ n

22



by Lemma D.13, and

< oot
(t)

by Lemma D.14. Applying all the preceding results to the gradient descent iteration of Wi, we
finally obtain that

2 1
W = Wi

) )

B - anLl‘C(V(l)v W(l)) = ﬁlv*V*T~

And the coefficient f; satisfy that |31]| < ¢1v/D for some non-negative constant c; solely depending
on 7 and 0. This completes the proof. O

Lemma B.12. Under the same condition with Theorem 3.2, the iterates Wg% of gradient descent
defined in (3.4) satisfies that

W= S o ) (S07)

J#I*

The coefficient 39 satisfy that 55 < B2 < 7% for some non-negative constants cg, ¢ solely depending
on 7 and o,.

Proof of Lemma B.12. O

For VWM[,(V(U7 W), we can derive that

aW(D - 1) D D o . oD . .
:TZZEV -y-(v,xj/> Pj/pj 5] ZZ ZEZ (v, xjr >]pjupj )

J=1ly'=1 J=1ly'=1j"#j"

I Iy

We discuss the value of I; and I, respectively in the following. For I, we can obtain that

aM(D 1 . ¢ (D —1 " S
I = %EW”W %) | Py <ij> * % 2 E[fytv" xp)]py (ZPD '
=1 J'#" i=1

I1a I

While for Is, we can also obtain that

e D e
7=1

35"

S0 (07

15 j=1

~~ ~~

12’1 I2,2
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S Y B e (X))

J#EF* 5 #ET G Jj=1

Iz 3

As we discussed earlier, E[E’ (1)y(v*,xj>] takes the same value for all j # j*. Therefore, we can
obtain that

VWQ,Q‘C(V(l)aw(l)) = [1 - IQ = (Il,l - 12,1) + ((Il 2 — IQ 3) — _[2 2)
1)
(Bl )] ~ B[ Vytvx,0]) (3 (5 s )(zpj)
J#I*

Furthermore, we can utilize Lemma D.10 and Lemma D.11 to obtain that,

\ ) 2 4(1+4no?) noy
E[é/(l)y(v ,xj*>] —E[ﬁ/(l)y<v ,xjﬂ > —crx\/;— o exp 5 )

and

no?

* * Og _ N9
]E[E'(l)y<v , X5+ —E[Z’(l)yw x5)] < = 2€7Te 2,

%

Applying all the preceding results to the gradient descent iteration of Wg’%, we finally obtain that
1
Wg % W;,% - nvwz,z‘c(v(l)vw(l))

na(l) /(1) * /(1) * 2 T
=753 (—E[E y(v,xj) | + E[¢"My(v ,xﬂ]) (];:* (pj+ — pj)> <;pj>
—52(2 *—pg)<2pj>

J#I*
where
2.2 2 2 2\ 2.4 2 2
ino—xe—g:§62éin Ogx . 4(14—7’]0'1,)6”279: SLZU Ux‘
D2 4w /e D2 noxV2D D? r

This completes the proof.

B.4 Proof of Lemma B.5, Lemma B.2, Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.4

In this subsection, we provide complete proof for Lemma B.5, Lemma B.2, Lemma B.3 and
Lemma B.4 We first prove Lemma B.5, given that the result concerning W) in Proposition B.1,
Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.4 holds. Then we use Lemma B.5 to prove Lemma B.2, Lemma B.3
and Lemma B.4 by induction. We would like to clarify that this is not circular reasoning, since
we are utilizing induction. It’s reasonable to assume that all conclusions hold for each iteration
and verify all conclusions still hold for the next iteration, as long as we can rigorously demonstrate
these conclusions hold at the beginning.
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Proof of Lemma B.5. By Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.4, there exists constants cy, co solely depending
on 1,0, such that || < 1V D and Bo > czﬁ. Then further combining with Lemma D.15,

‘ e
Lemma D.16 and Lemma D.18, with probability at least 1 — 26002717?%D 26c1 03 VDb _ De™ 5 we can
obtain that

WU, — Wi + ] Welp]

(D+1)

* * T t t T
= /81 (V ?Xj/><v 7Xj> B +x W(l )1 errorX] + p] Wg )2 errorpj

< |51<V*,X]’/><V*,Xj>‘ + HWI,l,errorHQHXjHQHX]"HQ + ngt,)Q,erroerHpj”2||pj’||2

e B[ [ nnt) Vi VDY NEER L
= 13¢102 e * eC2 ou(Vd+ VD) + esz 2

holds for all j/ # j* and j € [D], and

Zj*W( )Zj = Xj*Wg,l)Xj + pj*Wgﬂ)pJ”

(D —1)(D +1)? Tw(@ Tw(
B2 + Xj*Wg,l),errorX]' + pj*wég),errorp]

= /61<V*vxj*><V*’Xj> +

4
CQD T
> 2 =183 () | = W canonl o 155 215 2 = (W5 e [ [P 122
2 2
co D 1 D+1
> == - | ——0,Di| — \/
> 01\/»< 13010 50z ) eC2 = o}(Vd+VD)? — eC2\r< 5 )
>2p
-6

holds for all j € [D]. Therefore, we can obtain that

2p
s> o >1-De P
’ es P 4 (D —1)er2?
2p
SN < g < e P
VARV e?D—l—(D—l)eﬁD
—_°2 /D
holds for all j # j* and j € [D] with probability at least 1 — %06271;92”1)3/46 ze 2 VP _ De™% >
1 — e VD for some non-negative constant Cg solely depending on 7, o,. O

Next, we prove Lemma B.2, Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.4 by induction. When we prove
Lemma B.2, we will assume that Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.4 hold at current iteration. The same
situation still holds for proof of Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.4. As we discussed earlier, this is not cir-
cular reasoning by the essence of induction. Rigorously, all the conclusions from these three lemmas
could be composed into a big induction. However, for simplicity and consistency, we present them
respectively. Besides, we denote Ej the event that |(v*,x;)| < c4D'* and ||x,||2 < 0,(Vd++/D) for
some constant ¢4 solely depending on 7, o, and all j € [D], and denote Ef the complement event. By
Lemma B.5, the occurrence of E} can imply that Sgi)J >1—Dexp(—CyD) and S( ) < exp(—CyD)
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for all j' # j* and j € [D]. And the probability of E; follows that P(ES") > 1 — exp(~Csv/D).
In the following, we present the proof for Lemma B.2.

Proof of Lemma B.2. By Lemma B.11 and Lemma B.12, we have Wﬂ = Biv*v*T with B <
c1V'D, and Wg% = 52<Ej¢j* (pj* — pj)) <2]D:1 p}) with @# < Bo < 03§, aligning with the

formulas of Wgt)l, Wét)z in Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.4. We assume the conclusions of Lemma B.3

and Lemma B.4 still hold for any ¢t < 7™, then by Lemma B.5, we have P(Egt)) > 1—exp(—CgVD).
(t)

Based on this result, we define a proxy gradient gét) which is calculated by assuming Sj* ;=1 1e,

G = DE[¢ (Day(v",x;+) + Dy} purors X)) 5]

1,error’

(t)

Besides, since vy oo,

is perpendicular to v* (which is 0 at ¢ = 2), it is inner the linear subspace

spanned by the {&3,---, &4}, and we denote its decomposition as v%irmr = Z?:Q agt)ﬁi. By the
orthogonality among &s, -+ , &4, we have Z?:Q ( ) = H \2) errorHQ' We also denote Pg¢ the projec-
tion matrix of the linear subspace spanned by the {&a, - ,&4}. Then, we can decompose gﬁt) by a

similar process in Lemma B.10 as

G\ = DE [6’(Da(t)y(V*,Xj*> + DYV hror Xj*>)?/xj*}
d
= DAATE|¢'(DaWy(v*,x;0) + Dy > a0, %x)) yxse
=2

d
— DAE|¢'(Daly(v*,x;-) + Dy Y 0l (€ 3%,))y (v, x50), (2,54, -+, €asxyo)] |
1=2
d

E [El(Da(t)yW*, Xj+) + D Z agt)y(&, Xj*>)l/<V*> Xj*>} \a
i=2
d

d
+ Z DE [Z’ (Doc(t)y<v*, Xj<) + D Z a§”y<€¢, Xj*))y<€i7 Xj*>}€z‘-
i=2

1=2

And we can upper bound the difference term as

val’c(v(t)’w(t)) - gprg = H]E{DE'(Da(t)yW*,xj )+ Dy(vg irmr, yxj* - Z Zf’ yx]/S 7]}
j'=1j5=1

=5 H(De’(Da(t’yW*vXH+Dy<V§tlmr, Jyxje - ZZW vy ) Ly ]

§'= 1] 1 2

H Dﬁl DOé( ) y(v, X “) + Dy("% Barror’ ij* - Z Zgl yXJ'S )I{EC}

=1j=1 2

D

* t t

< DB [¢ (Day(v" ) + Dy 6 5)) = £0) 121{&}} +8|(P- 28, 21{1:;}]

j=1

I
1 I
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1{Et}] + DE[

o)

el ] 03

Iy "'
13 15

where the inequalities hold by triangle inequality and the fact that [¢/| <1 and [S;/ ;| < 1. Next,
we demonstrate our analysis on two cases: ¢ =2 and ¢t > 3.
When t = 2, V(Q) = o@v* implies that 2 _o. Therefore, we have

Vi ,error

And we provide the upper bounds for each term of HVvlﬁ(v(z), W(Z)) — 952)

cially, for I;, we can derive that

‘ ) respectively. Spe-

I SDE[ C(DaOy(v*,x0) + Dy(vi'),, o x0)) — 6’(2)\ij*\|21{&}]
D D D
* * t
<7E ‘Da(z)yw ) —a® 3N ylv xSl ]
==

D
D
+Z|a ‘ ZE{ v* x]

J'#i* 3=1

s 1 {Et}}

D D

_c30: D% |al }(f+f> 1
- 2609D 577604\/7

The first inequality is because ¢’ is Lipschitz continuous with 1 . The penultimate inequality holds
since |(v*,x;)| < e3DV4, ||xj]l2 < 0. (Vd++V/D), S t) ;> 1—Dexp( CyD) and S() < exp(—CyD)
when 1¢g,, = 1. And the last inequality holds since a( ) = —O(+/D). Similarly, we also have

D(Wd+vD) _ 1 _D*(Wd+VD) 1

I d I
2 ngD — 5’)7664\/5, an 3 eCD 577604\/*

IN

For I and I5, by applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

12 1 .
V \/ {Ec Cgf 577604\/57
sz 1

Is<D Z VELR 5]\ B[] < ~o77 < 517D

Combining all preceding results, we have valﬁ(v(2),W(2)) H2 < = f
Cy4 only depending on o, and 7. Furthermore, we can derive that

I, <

for some constant

v = v = g9y, £(v®, W) = 0@yt G — (W, £(vD, W) - g2)
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- (a@) + DiE| = £/ (Da@y(v*, %)) y(v', x50) | + (v, 0 = ¥, £(v), W<2))>>V*

+ 1P (02 = Vi LV, W)
(3) * (3)

+ Vi ,error’

For o®, we can utilize Lemma D.10 to derive that

a® > 77% =D +a® — ||V, £(v®, W) — G|, > ng\/zD;

2
a® < nax\/;D +a® 4| Vy, L@, W) — 6P|, < naw\/;D-

And we also have Hvﬁ)rrorﬂ < 77HVV1£ V(2) w2 ) 9(2 H2 < 6*04‘F which completes the proof
at t = 3.

Since we have derived that (B.5) and (B.4) hold at t = 3. We will use induction to prove the
case when 3 < t < T™*. Instead of directly proving (B.4), we prove the following inequality

(t) nt
l,errorHQ < 60\/5’ (B12)

v

where c is some positive constant solely depending on o, and 7. Then we assume (B.5) and (B.12)
hold at any 3 < ¢t < T™ — 1. Similarly, we can bound I; in HVVI.C(v(t), W) — g H2 as

I gDE[ £ (Daly(v* x50) + DYV hrors X)) = 0I5+ 121 1) ]
D
SZE ‘Da(t)y<v*’xj > + Dy<vl crror’ Z Zy V +V1 lrror’xj > Et)] }]
j'=1j=1
DoV SRCAE . 0
< E D — ZSj*’j ‘<V ,X]*> |:‘<V ,Xj/> S'/,jl{Et}i|
Jj=1 J'#i* g=1
D o0 ) 0 D S (1)
t t t
“E (D_Zsj*,j>Hvl,errorH2‘ + 4 Z ZE[HVI,errorH2| }}
' J'#5* =1
<CngD143a )(Vd + \F)+402D3Hv1 error“ max{d, D} 1
- 2eCoD 56cxﬁ

The first inequality is because ¢’ is Lipschitz continuous with %. The penultimate inequality holds
since |(v¥,x;)| < e3DV4) ||x]l2 < 0, (Vd+ VD), Sgi{j >1—Dexp(—CyD) and Sgﬂ% < exp(—CyD)
when 15,3 = 1. And the last inequality holds since oY) < O((T*)'/3 + D) < exp(CyD) by (B.5)
and our definition of 7* in Theorem 3.2. For other terms in valﬁ(v(t)7W(t)) — gét)HQ, we can

obtain the same upper bound with ¢t = 2. Therefore, by combining these results, we obtain that
HVvlﬁ(v(t),W(t)) — gt H2 < ec% for some constant ¢ only depending on o, and 1. Now, we are
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ready to derive the gradient descent update for v(tt1) ag
) vl 0, £ WO) = 0Oy vl Gl — (Ve £, W) - 60)

= <a(t) + D’I’]]E[ — (Da(t)y<V*a Xj*> + Dy<vﬁlrror’ Xj*>)y<V*v Xj*>] + <V*a ng(f) - an1E>> \a
d d
i=2 1=2

(t+1)

_ (1) x
=o v +V1,error’

For a1 we can utilize Lemma D.10 to derive the following iterative formulas

2 1 1

2 1
> o0 \/7 n_o_
Z &+ 7w 20,D (a(t))Q’

and

2

) 2 1 o202||v{
ot < o) 4 nD\/;Ul)?(oWez + 77HVV1£(V(t)7W(t)) . gq(;t)H2

2 2 1
-0 ["7
S e oD (a(t))2

hold for all ¢+ > 3. Then combined with the fact about initialization that %\/gD < o <

N0y \/gD, Lemma D.19 and comparison theorem, we finally get that

1 1

2 3n 2o \/5 3\ ? T2 2 6n o3 [2 .\3
ot f—2) 4 % [2p3) " < gt < T2 SO (4 _gyq M %, [2 3

<\/;201D( )+ 1257 V & =@ ~—V 2no3D3 + WUID( )+ T T ’

(t+1)
1,error

order to provide this result, we first analyze the coefficient of each &;, and W.L.O.G, we assume
agt) > 0. Then by Lemma D.11, we have

which completes the proof for (B.5). Next, we demonstrate the upper bound for Hv H2 In

E| — £/(Day(v"x;) + Dy(v! hurors X)) (v x52) | <0,
and
2,0 o202||v, ||} (1)
* (t) * 20a; " 77 |[Vierror|ly 6oa;
E{—E’(Da(t)y(v , X j*) +Dy<v17error,xj*))y<v ,xj*)] > — O > =D
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where the last inequality holds by a®

"g‘” \/gD. Therefore the coefficient of &; follows that

d

agt) + nDE[ — E’(Da(t)y<v*’xj*> + DZagt)y<€iaxj*>)y<€i7xj*>} ’ < |a£t)"
=2

by o, < from conditions of Theorem 3.2 Based on these results, we can finally provide the

(t+1)

upper—bound for HV1 error

HQ as

d

d
> <a§“ + nDE[ — 0 (DaWy(v*, xje) + DY ay (&, x;4))y&s, Xj*)])ﬁz‘

i=2 1=2
4 anqgt) _ Vvlﬁ(V‘”,W“’)H

(t+1)

HVI errorHQ

2

2

d d 2
S\ Z <al(-t) + nDE[ — 0(DaWy(v*,xj+) + D Zagt)y@z,xj'*))y(&#j*ﬁ> + 607\7/5

=2 =2

L one . M (*) n _ @+
S\ Z (ai ) + ec\/ﬁ = Hvl,errorug + ec\/ﬁ < @C\/B s

which completes the proof for (B.12). Further by our definition of 7% in Theorem 3.2, we can obtain

™y _ _
Hvl,errorHQ = eC\F <e 04\/5.

This completes the proof for (B.4).

Next, we present the proof for Lemma B.3.

Proof of Lemma B.3. By calculations in Lemma B.11, we have obtained that Wﬂ follows (B.6)

with WE i error = 0. Instead of directly proving (B.7), we prove the following inequality,
nt
||W1,1,error||2 > 6‘3\/5‘ (B.13)

for some constant ¢ solely depending on n and o,. Therefore by induction, we assume it holds for ¢,
and prove it still holds for ¢t + 1. Actually, it suffices to show that }|VW171£(V(t),W(t)) H2 < eevVD,
By (B.2), we have

Vw, IE(V(t)7 (t))

—F |:£l Z Z Z SJt)]S§// Jy Vgt),X] >(X_]/ — X]I/)X;r:|

Jj= 1]’ 1]”#]

D D
= {Z/ t) Z Z ng?] 1- ) <V§ ),xj )X X ] [ﬁ/ Z Z Z S , y(vy ),x] >xjux;»r

Jj=lj'=1 J=1y'=14"%#j"

Iy 1P
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D D D D
E [El(t) Z Z ng?j(l — Sé.f?j)y(Vgt),xj/>xj/x;—1{Et ] —HE[K' Z Z S’ ?] )y(vg ),x] >x]/x l{Ec}]

Jj=14'=1 Jj=14'=1
II1 I 2
O ) q®) ®) O ) ®)
t t t T t t T
— E |:£/(t) Z Z Z St ,JS]N ]y(vl ) X1 >Xj”xj 1{Et}:| —E |:€/(t) Z Z Z St ’,JSJ” ]y(Vl ,Xj/>XjHXj 1{Etc}:|
J=1y5'=135"#j J=1y5'=135"#y
12’1 12,2

For I 1, we have

Ihall = 35 3 [S(0 1 0) (0w y 15
Jj=1j'=1
- 8D? max{d,D}(03a(t)D1/4—l— vagrmrH (\f—}— \/>)) 1

> ocoD 460\/>

The first inequality is by triangle inequality and |y|, [¢| < 1. The second inequality holds because
(v, %) < esDV4, |xglls < 02(Vd+ VD), S, > 1 — Dexp(—cD) and 8, < exp(—cD)
when 1;p3 = 1. The second inequality holds since a® < O(T*)Y3 + D) < exp(CyD) and

H 1 error||2 < e CaVD by Lemma B.2 and definition of 7™ in Theorem 3.2. Similarly, for I, we
can obtain that

Il = 350 3 B[s080 (001 0]+ il

2) <
J=135'=1j5"#y

9D% max{d, D} (csaV DY/* + HVQHOTHQ(\/& +vD)) 1
< ! < .
ecD - 460\/5

2%l ¢z

In the following, we also denote v* by &; in summation calculation for simplicity of expression.
Then by applying Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we can obtain an upper bound as
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d d [, D 2, D
< L8| (Ster) (L itenn2) | oE)
i=1i=1 L “j=1 J'=1
r, D 2, D
< | (S Il ) (St xiten2 ) | reen
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|

fa?)dDz a® + ||V o, L1
eCsVD 4ecVD’

The first and second inequality is derived by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, and the facts that

25:1 (Sﬁ»f)j)Q <1land (1- S(t) )2, 2 02 < 1. The last inequality holds since a® < O((T*)'/3 +

D) < exp(Cgv/D) and vagrrorHZ < ¢ 04VD by Lemma B.2 and definition of 7* in Theorem 3.2.
Similarly for I3 2, we also have
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b LD (€2, %)
1722]], = || AE [gl(t) >0 >SSyl v xp) : [(&1,%)), (€2,%;), -+ a<5d’xj>]1{Ef}]AT
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eCS\F = 4eeVD’

Combining all the preceding results, we have

HW t+1)

1,1,error

<

1,1,error

, IV £ W,
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Ltercor|, Tty + wllTually +nl| 22l + 222l

nt 477 _on(t+1)
~ VD geeVD VD

Hw(t)

which completes the proof for (B.13). Further by our definition of 7% in Theorem 3.2, we can obtain

(t)

‘ ‘ 1,1,error

T*n —cvD
< < 7
ec\/> €

This completes the proof for (B.7). O
Next, we present the proof for Lemma B.4.

Proof of Lemma B.4. By calculations in Lemma B.12, we have obtained that Wéz% follows (B.8)
with W)

2,2 error

= 0. Instead of directly proving (B.9), we prove the following inequality,

nt

”WQZerrorH2 = e \/5 (B14)

for some constant ¢ solely depending on n and o,. Therefore by induction, we assume it holds for ¢,
and prove it still holds for t + 1. Actually, it suffices to show that HVW LL(v () H <e C‘F
By (B.2), we have

sz 2 (V W(t))

= 33 8080 2t x5 = ]|

J=135'=1j"#j5

D D D D
t t t t
{ﬁl(t Sy 88 (1 -89 )y v, x;)pyp)] } [gz(w SO% S 8989 vl x;pep] ]
==t i=1g'=15" 4§
I A
ohe () (t) (t) ke () (t) (t)
t t t t t t
=" > E[e0sP, (180 )utvi” xg)Limy pyps + Y D E[EOSE (180 )yivi x| o]
J=1j'=1 j=14'=1
Irl ITQ
ot (t) (t) (t) s iy ®
t t t
— Z Z E [gl(t)sj/,j(l - S]-,J-)y(Vl 7Xj’>1{E't}} pj/p;r Z Z E |:€/ p <V1 y X7 >1{EC}} p]//p]
J=1j'=1 J=1j'=13"#y’
Is Ino

For I 1, we have

D D
|—71 1” < ZZE{S (?j) (a(t)’(v*,xj/> Hz‘ 2)1{Et}]”pj’ 2 ‘ijQ
7j=14'=1
_ DX(D+1)(c5a® DV + VS el o (V + VD) _ 1
o eCoD 4ec‘r
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The first inequality is by triangle inequality and |y|, [¢/| < 1. The second inequality holds because

(v, %)) < esDYY, |Ixjll2 < 0u(Vd + VD), S, > 1 — Dexp(~CyD) and 87, < exp(—CoD)
when 1¢gy = 1, and [|pjll2 = /(D +1)/2 by Lemma D.18. The second inequality holds since
o® < O((T*)Y? + D) < exp(CoD) and vagrmrHQ < ¢=04VD by Lemma B.2 and definition of T*

in Theorem 3.2. Similarly, for /51, we can obtain that

D D
HIZIHQ SZZ { Et)J 7" J< (t)<v*’xj’>+HV§2>rror 2
j=1j'=1

2D2(D + 1) (c3a @DV 4 || o[, (VA + VD)) _ 1
ngD 4€cf

2Hij2

)iz [Py

IN

By applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can obtain an upper bound for I; 2 as

D D
[Dally = { 32 DO E[eOSD, (1 - 89)uivi” ) 1m |pyp]
Jj=1j'=1 2
2 t t) (t) 2
= | > B8O (1= S5y v x| 1l
j=14'=1
(D +1)/P(E) 2 © - s
< 5 Z [ V1 7Xj’>]
Jj=14'=1
(D+ ) + v ,error ]P)(Ec) D
< ( H21 HQ)V Z ZE V1 /Hvl ||27X]>]

Jj=1 \j'=1

34Ux(D+1)D4( +Hvlerr0rH2) < 1
- eCS\/i o 460\/5'

The first inequality is derived by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, Hpj H2 =+/(D +1)/2 by Lemma D.18,

The second inequality is derived by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, and ZQ 1 (ng)j)4 < 1. The

last inequality holds since oY) < O((T*)'/? 4+ D) < exp(Cgv/D) and Hv1 erroer < e CaVD py
Lemma B.2 and definition of 7™ in Theorem 3.2. Similarly for I 2, we also have

HI272H2: ZZ Z [ S(f)]ZJ(VY)aXj'ﬂ{Eg}}pj“PjT
J=1j'=1j"#5 2
2
TS S B[S sY ue® x| Il
J=1j'=1j"#5
D+ D/PE) | & &
< (DEOVEED 7S g[8 02 3 (0]

Jj=1j'=1 J"#5'
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(t)

- (D + 1)(a(t) + Hvl,errorH )\/T zD: zD:E[ /HV H27XJ > ]

- 2

_ 3D+ DD a0 + VOl 1

1,error

o 2¢CsVD T 4ecVD’

Combining all the preceding results, we have

(t+1)
2,2 error

HW2 2,error

W% ceen] |, + 70l + |+l + ] e

< nt N 477 :n(t+1)
T eVD  4ecVD ecvVD

, HlVae £l

IN

which completes the proof for (B.14). Further by our definition of 7% in Theorem 3.2, we can obtain

< T <e_07\5.
2 ecx/ﬁ -

HWm

2,2,error

This completes the proof for (B.9). O
Finally, we provide the proof for Lemma 5.3
Proof of Lemma 5.3. By Lemma B.2 and Proposition B.1, we can re-write y f(Z, W(t),v(t)) as
D D
WO ) = 003" S ol 15080, + 3 5 545
j=1j'=1 j=1j'=1

By the fact that Z?zl (Sg.lf)j)2 < 1 and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can get a worst-case lower
bound for yf(Z, W® v(®)) as

D D s, D oo 3
iz wO = a3 (o) (L 600 )
j=1 /=1 j'=1
D V(tlrror 2 % 2 %
— HV1 errorHQZ (( Z <1)77Xj'> > (Z (nga)J)2> )
j=1 = H lerrOrH2 7'=1
D 1 D vit) 2\ 3
Z - Da(t)<z<v*7xj/>2> - DHVﬁZ}rrorH2<Z <(Berrorvxj'> ) .
j'=1 7'=1 Hvl,erroer

(t) 2
. t . v ..
Since (v*, vg ‘)mor> = 0, we can derive that ZJ]-:,):l(V*, x;/)? and ZJI':/):1 <Hl$°r”, xj/> are i.i.d. ran-
’ Vl error
. 1 D 9 1 D vt 2 .
dom variables and =5 > 5 _ (V¥ x2S > 5 (—REEL x )~ by the properties of Gaus-
oy ~g'=1\" 0T J'=1 (@) 1 X5 Xp by prop

Y 52
T ”vl,cnorH2
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sian distribution. Besides, when FE}; holds, we also have

D
t t (t)
yf(Z,W(), ())>a V XJ ZS j—a()z ’ j/,j_‘ 1err0rH2Z‘ j
j=1 J'#5* j=1 =
D W D?(Vd+ VD .
ZDa(t)<1—w>y<v*,xj*)—aa g\ng\F)_a (f+\ﬁ)
ev9 ev9 604\/5
D
>Da®W(1 - = *xae) — 1.
> Do (1= 5 Yutv'xy)
The second inequality holds because F; implies that Sg-t*)- > 1 — De= %D, Sg) < e %P and

xj]l2 < 0.(v/d + /D) by Lemma B.5 and Lemma D.16. Bes&des, Lemma 5.2 guarantees that

Hvl,ermr||2 < ﬁ. The last inequality holds because o) < O((T*)'/® + D) by Lemma B.2,

which is much smaller than e“®” by our definition of 7% in Theorem 3.2. Therefore, the last two
terms are much smaller than 1. Similarly, we can also obtain that

D
yf(sz(t)v ()) <a V XJ ZS ] ,]+ H lerroer Sj/,j
=1 15 =1 =1
oD (Vd + \F) D(Vd+ VD)
B g lv* e Iz
< Doy {v7.x; >+ eCoD eCaV'D
< DaWy(v* xj-) + 1.
This completes the proof. O

C Proof of Theorem 4.2

This section provides a complete proof for Theorem 4.2. Before we demonstrate the proof for
Theorem 4.2, we first introduce and prove several lemmas which will be utilized for further proof.
The following two lemmas are very similar to Lemma B.3, Lemma B.4 and Lemma B.5.

Lemma C.1. Under the same conditions of Theorem 4.2, with probability at least 1 — ne—CsvD
over the randomness of (X(i)y(i))?zl, it holds that

. 51V*V*T 0

WO = + WO (C.1)

0 /82 ( Z]#j* (p]* — pj)) <Z§)1 p;r> error?

where |f1| < 1V D, B2 > £ for some constant ci, ca solely depending on 7, 0, and the error term
satisfies that

W]l < exp (— C1oVD). (C.2)

The coefficients C3, C1g are both positive constants solely depending on o,, 7, and 7.

Lemma C.2. Under the same conditions of Theorem 4.2, then with probability at least 1 —
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ne=C3VD gver the randomness of (X(i)y(i))?zl, it holds that

Sé.i)’j >1— Dexp(—Ci1D);
S < exp(~C11 D)

for all ¢ € [n] ,j € [D] and j' # j*. The coeflicients C5,C}; are both positive constants solely

depending on o, 0, and 7.

Proof of Lemma C.2. By Lemma C.1, there exists constants ¢y, co solely depending on 7, o, such
that |B1] < 1V D and Bo > @%. Then further combining with Lemma D.17 and Lemma D.18,

-C1vD

with probability at least 1 — ne , we can obtain that

(D~|—1) D+ +( ) TW@) 00

error?j

(2)) W) = 5y (v*. ], )><V*aX§-i)>

\51 v v x| + 0

2 ~2 2
Scn@( 2 5xDi> | 20:(Vd+ VD)
g

eCIO\/E

holds for all j" # j*, j € [D] and ¢ € [D], and

Ba + (2) "W, 2l

N Too ) G . (i i (D —1)(D+1)?
L A

error?;
c D
2 — : ‘,8 <V >< >‘ HwerrorH HZZ)H HZ
2
CzD 1 262(v/d +/D)?
=y Cl\/>< 13610%0$D4> B ’ €C10\/5
> C—ZD
B §)

holds for all j € [D] and ¢ € [D]. Therefore, we can obtain that

2
(7) es? -2p
S]* j 2 ) co Z 1- De 27
YT v P+ (D —1)en?
2p
12 c
S(i) < € <e 1%D

This completes the proof.

O]

Proof of Lemma C.1. By Lemma B.3 and Lemma B4, We have obtained that W) = W(T")

follows (C.1) with HWerroer < maX{HW
directly proving (C.2), we prove the following mequahty,

1,1,error

i
HWerrorH <exp ( — C7\/5) + m,
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where ¢ is a constant solely depending on o,,d;,n. Based on our previous discussion, we know it
holds for ¢ = 1. Therefore by induction, we assume it holds for ¢ < n — 1, and prove it still holds
for i+ 1. Actually, it suffices to show that vaﬁi(q@,w(i)) H2 < e P, And we firstly provide an

upper-bound for ||{7(i)H2 as

ROM0)

] 7,3

i D
Hg;(i)

T2

k=

S(\[ax—i-l)nnD(\/g—l-\/B)S (\/ic?x+1)D(\/ﬁ+\/5)'

”MU

I, =
2

The first inequality is because Hzgz)H < (V25,+1) (\/& + VD) by Lemma D.17 and Lemma D.18.
The last inequality holds by the scale of 77 from the conditions of Theorem 4.2. Based on this upper-
bound, we can further demonstrate the upper-bound of HVWE O, W W) H Then by (B.2), we
have

For I;, we have

W%<ZZS IOl 125

Jj=1j'=1

(\fax-i-l) Dn(xf—!—\/») 1

} H HQ — eCuD 2€CD

The first inequality is by triangle 1nequahty and |y|, || < 1. The second inequality holds because
Hz(l | < (V26,+1) (\f#—\/»), ] ] >1—Dexp(—Ci1D) and Sy)j < exp(—C11D) by Lemma C.2
and upper-bound for ‘v(l H The second inequality holds by the condition concerning n from
Theorem 4.2. Similarly, for Is, we can obtain that

D D
[ 12|, < Z Z > S(‘?jsgjf),j

2(v25, +1)° Dn(f+xf) 1

H H2 ecuD - QGCD‘

Oyl 25

Lj"#j’
Combining all the preceding results, we have
Hweg%lr HQ HwerrorH2+nHVW£ Hz

JWM%MMMMM%

o2 n(i+1)
S exXp ( — C?\/E) + ecD -+ QQCD = exp ( — C?\/E) —+ eciD’
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which proves that (C.3). Then by conditions concerning n from Theorem 4.2, we further have

HwerrorH < exp ( — 07\/5) + ;Z—ZD < eXP(—Clo\/B).

This completes the proof. ]

For further proof in this section, we introduce the following several notations. We denote
*

V* = argmaxy,|y||, <1 Milie ) y ) <v,x§ )>, and Vv = [(l:%nN )T, 0p ] € RHP. And we define

W is an idealized matrix such that S() 1 and S() = 0 for all j/ # j* and j € [D] (Such

a matrix ex1sts by Lemma D.18). Furthermore we deﬁne a proxy loss by —0 as Ri(G,VV) =
(D . f(ZD W, ¥)) and R(¥, W) = Ex, y)ND[ Oy f(Z, W ,v))]. Based on these notations,

we can finish the remaining proof. Firstly, we prove that Ei(v, W) is nearly convex.

Lemma C.3. With probability at least 1 — ne*CS‘/ﬁ, it holds that

1
fyeclzD

Li(%, W) = £;(D WD) > (v,£;(7) W) 5 -3 —
for all i € [n], where C}2 is a constant solely depending on o,,0,,7
Proof of Lemma C.3. By convexity of £, we can obtain that
Li(V, W) — L;(v) W)
:g(y(i)f(z(i)7\ﬁ7 {;)) _ g(y(i)f(z(i)7W(i)7 g(i)))
>g/( (i)f(z(i) w (@ ~(i))) (@) (f( (i)’W’Q) _ f(z(i)’\’{f(i),g(i)))

¢ (}:Zﬁ (- 90.40)) + 040 (D }:sﬂ> )y 4 £040 T 3780, (5,40

Jj=1yj'=1 J#i* j'=1

:<Vv£i(6("),VNV(i)), >+gl ( ZS ) +€/ OO Z ZS

J#3* =1

And we can bound |I| as

1< (D= 3282, ) 191l

Y D SO0,

J#I* =1
(\fcrx )(\f—l—\F)Dlogn 1
- ’Y@CHD /yeclzD ’

where the penultimate inequality is by Lemma C.2, Lemma D.17, Lemma D.18 and definition of
v. This completes the proof. ]

Based on the preceding Lemmas, we are now ready to prove Theorem 4.2.

Proof of Theorem /.2. By updating rule (4.1), we can obtain that

91400 = 93 = 79— 9 + 251640 = 50,90 - 9) ¢ 1) — 00

39



= 7 = 9[l5 - 2V £, W), 5O = 9) 4 7|9y L7, WO

< |v9 -3 + 2ﬁ<£i(G,W) — L;(vD, W) 4 ) || Ve L3O, W) |2

IdeCIZD

MOBENIE =~ S W <) wrii 1 ~p =) wii
< W9 =93 +2n<£i<v,W> — Li(¥O, W) ¢ 76012D> +7L(VO, W)

a2 et e o 20
< Hv(’) —VH; — 7LV, W@y 4 ’yec% + ;77 (C.4)

The first inequality holds by Lemma C.3. The second inequality holds because

>3 sl

Jj=1j5=1

< Pe(yD (29,59, WD) (vV25, + 1)* (Vd + f) D? <L (¥9, W),

~2HV Li H — (g/( @ pz® 0, i )

where the first inequality holds by the facts that —¢'(z) < ¢(z), —¢'(x) < 1 and “Z§‘i)“2 < (V25, +

1) (\/8 + \/5), and the last inequality holds by our condition that 7 < (x/§51+1)2(i/3+\/5)2D2' And
the third inequality is because
L0, W) = (40720, W, 9) = (220 K2 ) < togn) < -
By rearranging and take a telescoping sum on both side of (C.4), we obtain that
Zﬁ 0, W) H —vHQJr 2 +g<2(ﬁ5m+1)210g2n(d+p)+ 2 2

nn /yeCIQD n - v2n ’}/6012D

Further by applying the fact that v < min;ep, ||X » ||2 < V26, (Vd+ VD) and —{(z) < {(z), we
can get

7ZR =(9) W(z Z[’ <) W (fo'x )210g2n(d—}—D)+ 2 (C.5)

,YQn ,yeclgD :

Notice that the quantity >, (Ri(v<i>,W<i>) - R(V(i),w(i))) forms a martingale w.r.t. the fil-
tration 0((Z(1),y(1)),-~- ,(Z(k_l),y(k_l))) = o). The martingale difference Ri(V(i),W(i)) —
R(v®), W(i)) is bounded by 1 since —¢' is bounded. And we also have

E[(Ri(g(i) W(i)) ~ R, W(i)))Q‘G(i)}

) [Ri(g() 2‘0 —2R(VYD, W ))E[R @, W) U(i)] + R(VY, Wh)?

—E[R;(v), W) 2‘0 ~ RED, WO)2 < B[R, (F1) Wn)‘ 0] - RED, W2 < RED, W),

Therefore by Theorem 1 in Beygelzimer et al. (2011) (a version of martingale difference concentra-
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tion inequality), with probability at least 1 — ¢ for any positive 4, it holds that,

% 3 (RED, W) - R,(70, Wi)) < £ 2 ZE[(Ri(gu)’ WO — RFD, {;vv(n))?)(,(i)} , log(1/0)
i=1

n

IN

2N REN, W) 4 )

Rearranging on both sides and applying the results of (C.5), we get

n

L i) s 4~ iy ==, 4log(1/6)
- O Wiy < 2 (O Wy L 21980/0)
- ;_1 R(V\", ) < - ;_1 Ri(v\", )+

16(v/26, + 1)2log? n(d + D) 4log(1/0) 8
2 + Ci2D”
yn n ye-12

Since IP’(X y)~D (y - f(Z, W, v < 0) < QR(W, v) holds for any v and W, we finally derive that

v2n n

1 n ~ N 92 n o 1 9 D | .
2 Y Pon(n . WOS0) <0) < 23 REO.WO) < o RETER)) 4 o(REL/),
=1 i=1

which completes the proof. ]

D Technical lemmas

D.1 Independence among Gaussian random vectors

Lemma D.1. Let 21,22 be two Gaussian random variables with zero mean, and y = sign(z1).
Then y is independent with y - 21 and y - ze. Moreover, y - z3 also follows the normal distribution,
which has zero mean and the same variance with zs.

Proof of Lemma D.1. W.L.O.G, we assume that z1, 2o are standard Gaussian random variables.
We first prove that y is independent with y - z;. It is clear that y - z; = |21|. Then for any = > 0,

B(y-21 < ) = B(|21] < @) = B(|] < aly),

which indicate that y - z; has the same distribution with y - z1|y. Therefore, y is independent with
y - z1. Next, we prove that y is independent with y - zo0 and y - zo follows the standard normal
distribution. We denote ®(-) the cumulative density function (c.d.f.) of the standard normal
distribution. Then for any =z € R,

Py -z <o) =Pl <ay=1) + P(zg > a3y = —1)
=Pz <) -Ply=1)+P(z2 2 —2) - Py = 1)
= JB(@) + 5 (1 - 3(—x)) = 2(x),

where the second equality holds by the independence between y and z9, and the last equality
holds by the symmetry of standard normal distribution that ®(—z) = 1 — ®(x). This proves that

41



y - 22 ~ N(0,1). Moreover, it is obvious that
Ply-z <zly=1) =P(zz < zly = 1) = (),
and
Ply-z2<aly=-1)=P(z2 > —zly =1) =1 - &(—z) = ®(x),

which indicate that y - zo has the same distribution with y - z2|y. Therefore, we complete the proof
of Lemma D.1. O

Lemma D.2. For y and x1,X9,--- ,Xp defined in Definition 3.1, it holds that y is independent
with y - x; for all j € [D]. Moreover, y - x; ~ N(0,021,) for all j # j*.

Proof of Lemma D.2. For simplicity of expression, we assume o, = 1 here, and the proof for o, # 1
is the same. We consider the following two cases: j # j* and j = j*.

When j # j*, y is independent with x;. Then for any k € [d], we have y - x;[k] ~ N(0,1) and
y - X;[k] is independent with y by Lemma D.1. Therefore, y - x; is independent with y since each
coordinate of y-x; is independent with y. Moreover, we have E[y-x;[k]-y-x;[k']] = E[x;[k]-x;[k']] =0
for any k # k’, which finally proves that y - x; ~ N(0,1).

When j = 5%, let A be an orthogonal matrix with v* being its first column. We denote &s,- -+ , &4
the rest columns in A, i.e., A = [v* &, -+ ,&4]. Then we have

Yy 'Xj* =Y 'AATXj* =Y [V*7€27” ' 7£d] ' [<V*7Xj*>7 <€27Xj*>7'” 7<£d7xj*>}T

d
i=2
By orthogonality among v*,&a, - - - , &4, we obtain that (v*,x;+) and (§;,x;+) for i € {2,--- ,d} are

all independent random variables with standard normal distribution, which further indicates that
y is independent with (&;,x;+) for all i € {2,---,d}. Then by Lemma D.1, we can obtain that y
is independent with 2522 y - (&, %;+) - v;. Besides, note that y is the sign of the standard normal
random variable (v*,x;+). From Lemma D.1, we have that y is also independent with y - (v*,x;+).
Hence y is independent with 3 - x;+. This completes the proof of Lemma D.2. O

Lemma D.3. For y and x1, X2, -+ ,xp defined in Definition 3.1, it holds that y-x1,y X2, -+ ,¥Xp
are mutually independent.

Proof of Lemma D.3. For any ji,j2 € [D] with j; # jo, then at least one of j; and jo is not j*.
W.L.O.G., we assume j # j*. Then by Definition 3.1, x;, is independent both with y and x;,,
hence it’s independent with the product y-x;,. On the other hand, by applying Lemma D.2, y-x;,
is independent with y. Therefore, we finally prove that y - x;, is independent with y - x;,. O

D.2 Calculation details of expectations

Lemma D.4. Let x ~ N(0,021), for any fixed v € R%, it holds that E [xsign ((x,V))] = 0,

e
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Proof of Lemma D.j. Let A = [V/||¥]2, &), - ,&))] be an orthogonal matrix, which is defined sim-
ilarly with Lemma D.1. Then by a similar method, we obtain that,

~ ~ d
xsign ((x,v)) = sign ((x,V)) - < M X> . HGVH2 + ZSign ((x,v)) - (&%) - &

V12"

Note that (ﬁ,x) and (&;,x) for i € {2,---,d} are i.i.d normal random variables with mean 0

and variance o2, therefore we have

. ~ : ~ v v 2 v
E|:XSIgIl ((x,v))] = E[Slgn ((x,v)) - <||F‘7||2’X>] T = O'x\/;- &S

This completes the proof. O

Lemma D.5. Let 21 ~ N(0,07) and a fixed scalar a, then it holds that

1 1 2 1
_— <E <minq 2,4/ — .
—o1a —a%a3>} < Eexplalz])] < mm{ ’ \/;—ala}

1. If a < 0, then

max { \/ 3e‘”", \/5(
e ™

2. If a > 0, then

G'%GQ G'2l12

ez <E[exp(a|n])] < 2e 7.
Proof of Lemma D.5. The probability density function for |21] is fi.,|(z) = %1\/%6”2/(2"%)1{@0}-

By this density function, we can calculate E[exp(a|z1|)] as,

1 9 [ _i+ 1 9 ofa2 [® _1(az 2 0242

E[exp(alz1])] = \/>/ e 27 Vdp = — 612/ e 2’("1 1a) dz = 2e 7 P(z > —o1a),
g1 ™ Jo g1 T 0

where z is a standard Gaussian random variable. If ¢ > 0, it holds that % < P(z > —o1a) < 1.

Then we can obtain that

2,2 5242

e 2z <E[exp(alz])] < 2 7.

When a < 0, by applying the tail-bound of standard Gaussian random variables and Mills ratio
simultaneously, we have

gra

2 2 1 1
) <P(22—01a)§e_2min{1 — }

"V2r —o1a

N < 1 1
e "2
V2T

Therefore, we derive that,

g< 1 _g)gE[exp(azlmgmin{z — }

T\—oia —oja? T —01a

—o1a  —oja?
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Besides, we also have

1 o o2 1 (=o1a+1)?
P(z > —01a) = — e 2dr > e 2 ,
( B ! ) \V/ 2 /—o’la, o V 2

which further implies that E[exp(alz1])] > 1/2e%. Combining all preceding results, we finish
the proof. O

Lemma D.6. Let 2; ~ N(0,07) and two fixed positive scalars a, b, then it holds that

Blexn(alaLal > 2 (G~ 7~ sty e (~ o 57)
xp(—alz N = - AT T 952) )
b Wil =\ 7 \oia  03a®  ora+b/oy P 207

o1

Proof of Lemma D.6. The probability density function for [21] is f|,,(z) = i\/ge*ﬁ/@"%)l{xzo}.

By this density function, we can calculate E[exp(—a]zl\)1|zl|§b] as,

-5 c2a2 1
E[exp(—alz1))1},|<p] = \/7/ Tz = — —e N /e 3(F+710) da:

_ 9T (P(z > g1a) — P(2 > o1a + b/al)),

where z is a standard Gaussian random variable. By applying the Mills ratio, we have

P(z > ) > 1 —”%2“2( 1 1 )
z > —o01a e —_— ),
= 9% = o oia  oja’

and

1 (o1a+b/01)?
P(2201a+b/01)< - 2 1

~ V2n(oia + b/a1)e

Therefore, we finally derive that,

2/ 1 1 1 b2
E — 1., >0/ 2 = = — (— b——) ,
[exp( a!zﬂ) | 1|§b] = 7T<0'1a ai’a?’ 01a+b/01 exp a 3 )

which completes the proof. O
Lemma D.7. Let z; ~ N(0,07) and a fixed scalar a, then it holds that

1. If a > 0, then

2 1
lb <E — <4/ =
1(01,a) <E[|z1]| exp(—alz1])] < \/;O_la27

where lbl(O'l, = max {Ul\/7 201(1, 2\/7 —ola, \/g<011a2 — ?3(14) }

(D.1)
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2. If a < 0, then

2 P 2 P
o1/ = —otae” 2z < E[|z1|exp(—alz1|)] < 014/ = — 20{ae"z . (D.2)
7r ™
Proof of Lemma D.7. Similar to Lemma D.5, we can calculate E [|21] exp(—alz1])] as
oo _a% _
1\/5/ ze 1 da
2
= \/>ea a / xe_% +Ula) dz
=0 \/>€ 01; 67%(x+01a)2da:
ofa? > —L(z+01a)? > L (z+010)?
=0 e 2 | —o1a e 2 197 dx + (r+o1a)e 2 197 dy
T 0 0
2 ofa?
=0 \/; —201ae” 2 P(z > 01a) |, (D.3)

where z is a standard Gaussian random variable. When a > 0, by applying tail-bound of standard

E (21| exp(—alz1])]

Gaussian random variables and Mills ratio simultaneously, we have

2

1 _o%; ( 1 1 )<P( > o1a) < _v%f . {1 1 (1 1 N 3 )} (D)
——e _ z>o01a)<e mnil, —(— — ——= + ——= ) ¢. )
vor oia J‘rfa3 - =% = Vor \oia a:fa3 0{’@5

Applying the result of (D.4) into (D.3), we finally get

max{al\[ 20724, f(gﬂﬁ Ua4>}<E[|zl|exp( alz1))] < \me. (D.5)

Besides, we also have

E[|z1] exp(—alz )] \/» oie T e baroia? g,

Ula
> o014/ — ge~2(@+010)? 4 > ¢ 1%, D.6
1\/> //2 2\/2671’ ( )

Combining the results of (D.5) and (D.6), we finishes the proof of (D.1). When a < 0, it’s obvious
that 1/2 < P(z > o1a) < 1. Replacing this results in (D.3), we finish the proof for (D.2) O

Lemma D.8. Let z; ~ N(0,07) and a non-negative fixed scalar a, then it holds that

U%(lz

E[zf exp(alz1])] < 20%(a*0? + 1)e
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Proof of Lemma D.S. Based on the density function of |z;1|, we can calculate that

1 [2 [® , —2t
Mﬁmmmmﬂzvﬁ/ R A
01
2
—601; / 227 7_(;”) dz
2 [eg a
:O'%\/>6 E / (x + aoq) 2274y

™ —ao
2

o (12
< 20’%61TE[(Z + ao1)?] =207 (a7 + 1)e

0'2(12

where z is a standard Gaussian random variable. This finishes the proof. ]

Lemma D.9. For any Gaussian random variable z with mean 0, it holds that E[—¢'(z)] > 1/4.
Proof of Lemma D.9. It can be derived that

1
which finishes the proof. O

Lemma D.10. Let z; ~ N(0,0?) and 29 ~ N(0,03) be two independent Gaussian random vari-
ables, and a, b be two scalars. Then it holds that,

1. If a > 0, then

1
Zlbl(aha) < —E[f’(a!zl\ + bZQ)‘ZlH < ubl(ol,ag,a, b), (D.?)

where by (01, a) = max {01\/> 203a, QF e—o1a, \/2(011(12_(;(10} as defined in Lemma D.7,
1

5 1 o 2
andubl(al,ag,a,b)—mm{ s 2,01 ﬂ}.

2. If a < 0, then

01 2

2
72 < Bltala) + b)) < on 2. D.5)

™

Proof of Lemma D.10. By the law of total expectation, we have —E[E’(a|z1| + bzz)]zlﬂ = E[E[ -

(a|z1| + b22)|zl|’22]}. Since z1, z2 are independent, we still have z1|z9 ~ N(0,01). We first prove

ZQ:|
|21]

E
[exp (alz1]) + exp (a]z1] + bz2)

the case for a > 0. The lower-bound can be calculated as

[ |21
1+ exp (a|z1| + bz2)

E[E[—e'(a\zly +b22)|lez2H ~E|E

>E

i

> E[—{'(b22)|E[|21| exp(—alz1|)] = ~lbi(01, a), (D.9)

>~ =
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where the last inequality holds by applying Lemma D.7 and Lemma D.9, and [b;(01,a) is defined
in Lemma D.7. On the other hand, we have

—E 16/ b :E |21| <]E |Zl|
[ (alz1] + 22)’21” 1+exp(alz1| +bz2)| =  |exp(a|z1]| + bz2)
2 1 o302
= E[|z1| exp(—alz1|)|E[ exp(—bz2)] < /= 2, (D.10)

e
T o102

where the last inequality holds by applying Lemma D.7 and moment-generating function of Gaus-
sian random variables. Besides, we also have

—E[l'(a]z1] + bzo)|21]] < E[|z1]] = 01\/2. (D.11)

Combining (D.9), (D.10) and (D.11), we finish the proof for (D.7). Next, we prove the case for
a < 0, and (D.11) still holds for a < 0. Besides by Lemma D.9, we can obatin that

~E[¢(alza] + b)) > ~E[¢(b22)]E[lea]] > T 2 (D.12)

T
Combining (D.11) and (D.12), we finish the proof for (D.8). O

Lemma D.11. Let z; ~ N(0,0%), 20 ~ N(0,03) and 23 ~ N(0,02) be three independent Gaussian
random variables, and a, b, ¢ be three non-negative scalars. Then it holds that

lb2(0'1,0'2,0'3,a, b, C) < —]E[K'(a|z1\ + bzy + 623)2:3] < ubg(al,ag,ag,a, b, C), (D13)
where
2 2 2.2, 22 2 2,2 2 2
co o3 2 03¢ oiaTtoze \/5036 o9b” | o3¢
Ib a,b,c) =max{ — —2 ——2 2/ T3 7 —/———e"7 "2
2(017027037 s Uy ) X{ 4 ’ \/ﬁa 7T0'2b ) T o )
and

0-3 2 —o01a 2 1 1 _2o'1b2_20162

uby (o1, 09,03,a,b,¢) = — max —e N — — ——= ) e 2 3e7
,02,03,0,0, ) 3 3
3mogb e m\o1a  oja

Proof of Lemma D.11. Similarly, by the law of total expectation, we have —FE [6’(a\zl| + bz +
023)23] =F [E [—E’(a|zl |+bza+cz3)23 |zl, 22]:| . Notice that —¢' is a decreasing function and z3 has a

zero-centered symmetric density function. Hence, we obtain that E [—E’(a|zl |+bzo+c23)23 !zl, zg] <
0. Specifically, we have

E[— ¢'(alz1] + bza + 023)23‘21, 2]
:[E[ — ' (a|z1| + bzy + 023)231{Z320}|21, 22] + E[ — ' (a|z1| + bzo + 023)231{23<0}‘21, 22]

=—FE [( —0'(alz1] + bzg — cz3) + £ (alz1] + bz + c23)) 231,501 21, 2’2]. (D.14)

47



Since —¢ is Lipschitz continuous with 1 and the value of —¢' is always in (0, 1), we have
—E {( — 0 (a|z1| + bzg — cz3) + £'(alz1| + bze + 623))231{Z320} ’21, 22}

2
> — min {E[cz%l{zgzo}/ﬂzl,zﬂ,E[z?)l{zgzo}!zl,zg]} = max{ — %, —%}. (D.15)

On the other hand, we also have

—0'(alz1| + bzg — cz3) + ' (al21] + bzg + c23)
1 1 ea\z1|+bz2 (GCZS . 67023)

—1 n €a‘21|+b22_623 B 1+ ea|z1|+bz2+023 - (1 + 6a|21‘+b227623) (1 + ea|zl\+b22+CZ3)

ea\z1|+bz2 (eczg . e—czg) eC%3 _ o—C23
> — —alz|
= (€a|z1\ 4 ea|zl\+bzzch3) (ea\z1| + ea\zl|+b22+023) €3 | g—cz3 | gbza | o—bz2
cz3 —cz3

—alz1| e —¢€
>e eC%3 4 e—CZ3 4 eb22 + e—bzg 1{2321/0}1{|22|S1/b}

—alz| €~ e ! 1 —alz1|
e et ey Mz Lzl 2 3¢ ez Ljml<) (D.16)

By applying result of (D.16) in (D.14) and Lemma D.5, we obtain

1
[ E’(a\z1| + bZQ + 623)23] < —fE[ 7a|z1|] |:Z31{2321/C}]P(‘Z2’ < 1/b)

1 1
—0’1{1 _20'2b2_20'2c2 D17
37T0'2bm X{ V \/7 01a oa? }e ’ T ( )

where the last inequality holds because E[z31(,,>1/¢] = ﬁ flo/oc ze ¥3dr = Fe 225 and

22

1
P(lz2| <1/b) = \/ﬂ I 1{% 23 dz > = re 2039 Similarly, we also have

— 0 (a|z1| + bza — cz3) + ' (alz1] + bz + c23)
1 1 6a\z1|+bz2 (eczg . 6—023)

:1 4 ea\zﬂ—l—bzg—czg o 14+ ea|z1|+bZ2—czg = (1 + ea|zl\+bzzfczg) (1 + ea|21\+b22+cz3)

ea\z1|+bzz (eczg _ e—czg) ol eC%3 _ o—Ca3
— (1 4 ebzz—czg,) (1 + ebZ2+023) - €c?3 | g—Cz3 | eb22 | o—b22
ef* — 7033 _ _
<edl=l s < elz1l o —bl=2| (e — e7). (D.18)
e%2 4 e P%2

By applying result of (D.18), Lemma D.5 and Lemma D.7 in (D.14), we have

IE[ — ' (a|z1] + b2y + CZ3)z3] > —E[ealzl‘]E[e*b|z2|}E[23(ecz3 — 67623)1{%20}]

302 clutiod?
> 9 [ 28 o D.19
- \/;O'Qbe ( )
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Moreover, we can also obtain that

— 0'(alz1| + bzo — cz3) + £'(a|z1| + bzo + c23)
1 1 ea\z1|+bz2 (eczg . e—czg)

:1 +ea\z1|+bzg—c23 o 1 _|_ea|z1|+bz2—cz3 - (1 +ea|zl\+b227023)(1 +ea|z1\+b22+023)

ea|z1\+bzz (ECZ3 _ 6—023)

e €7a|21|67b22 (GCZS — 67623) . (D2O)

— 6a|zl |[4+bzo—cz3 6a|zl |[4+bzo+cz3

By applying result of (D.20), Lemma D.5 and Lemma D.7 in (D.14), we have

E[ — ¢'(alz1] + bzg + c23)23] > —IE[e_am']E[e_bzz]E[zg(ecz?’ — e )1 501]
2

2 02 2 O'2C
> 2086 B (D.21)
T ola
Combining (D.15), (D.17), (D.19), and (D.21), we finish the proof for (D.13). O

The proofs for the following Lemmas are very similar to that of Lemma D.11, while we still
include them here for completeness.

Lemma D.12. Let 21 ~ N(0,0%), 20 ~ N(0,03), 23 ~ N(0,02), and 24 ~ N(0,03) be four
independent Gaussian random variables, and a1, ao, as,as be four non-negative scalars. Then it
holds that

/ 2
lb3(011 02,03,04,0a1, 02,43, a4) < _E[E (a1’z1| + agz9 + azzz + G4Z4)2324]
< ubs(o1,09,03,04,a1,a2,as3,a4), (D.22)
where
asolo?  oloy 2 030%as(a%03 + 1) ofaftodaitoded
lb3(o-la0-270-330-4701170'2704370'4) = max - y 5_4 - € 2 )
4 NP s 02092
and
1 1 1
04 _ _ 1 1 T 35242 85242 3,2
ub3<01,02,03,04,611,&2,@3,&4) = T Too 3. 3. max<e ara 1/2, — 33 (€ 8ojay 8ozaz  20jay
1927 aza30203 o1a1  ojay

Proof of Lemma D.12. By the law of total expectation, we have —E[¢'(a|z1|+bzo+cz3+dz4)2324] =
E[ng[—ﬁ’(a\zﬂ + bzg + cz3 + d24)24’z1, 29, 23]}. Notice that —¢ is a decreasing function and z4
has a zero-centered symmetric density function. Hence, we obtain that E[—¢'(a|z1| + bza + c2z3 +
d24)Z4|zl, 29, z3] < 0. Specifically, we have

E[—E’(a1|21| + agz9 + aszs + (I4Z4)Z4|21, 29, 23]
:IE[ — ' (a1|z1] + agzo + azzz + CL4Z4)Z41{Z420}|21, 29, 23]

215 22, 23]

+E[— ¥ (a1]|z1]| + a2z2 + azz3 + asz4)zal <o)

=—F [( — El(alle‘ + a9z + azzg — a424) + E'(a1]z1| + ag22 + azzg + CL4Z4))Z41{Z420}‘21, Z9, Z3:| .
(D.23)
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Since —¢ is Lipschitz continuous with 1 and the value of —¢' is always in (0, 1), we have

— E[( — E/(CL1|2’1‘ + agzo + aszs — agzq) + f’(a1|z1\ + agze + aszzs + (1424))241{2420}‘21, 29, 23}

4 7 \/ox

2
= —min {E[a4zil{Z420}/2\zh 22,23, E 241 2,501 ] 21, 22, z:),]} = rnax{ _ 2494 04 }

Then we have

2 2 2
aqo a. ap050 070
—E[l/(a1|z1] + agzo + azzs + a424)z§Z4] > max{ — 44 4. ——4}E[z§] = max{ — M, _ 3% }

On the other hand, we have

— 0(a1]z1] + agzg + aszs — agzg) + 0 (a1]z1] + agza + aszs + agzq)
1 1

1 4 earlzltazzataszs—asza 1 4 earlz|+azzataszstaszs

e01lz1|+azzatazzs (ea4Z4 _ e—a4Z4)

o (1 + ea1|21\+a222+a323—a4z4) (1 + ea1|21\+a222+a323+a47:4)

e01lz1]+azzotaszs (6“424 )

= (ea1IZ1| 4 ea1IZ1\+azz;z+a3Z3—a4Z4> (ea1IZ1| + 6a1IZ1\+a2z;z+a3Z3+a4Z4>

€a424 — e_a4z4

:efal\zﬂ

424 | e—A4Z4 | G222HA323 | o—A2220323

a4z4 —a424

e
1
eU4Z1 | o—a4Z4 | G222+A323 | o—G222—0423 {242a } {|Z2Lga2} {\Zs| Zag )

~1
—ailz| €€
=€ 2(e + 6*1)1{Z4> -} {\Z 2|<55} {|Z3\§2a3}

>67a1\z1| — €

1
25 —ll1| 1‘1{ (D25)

22 lm i<y Hissl< )

By applying result of (D.25) in (D.23) and Lemma D.5, we obtain

1 1
E[— V' (a1|z1| + asze + azzs + a4z4)24] < —gE[e_‘“‘Zl']IEJ[z41{z42i}]E[zgl{‘zr)lgﬁ}] (|z2| 9 )

04 1 1 S P
-~ 35— max e~111/2, — e 22 % Tied (D.26)
19272 asa30903 o1a1  ojay
. . _ 1 oo 20 __ 04 2a4o
where the last inequality holds because E[241{Z421/a4}] = o fl/a4 re *idr = e AT,
z2 1 1 z2
2 — 2‘13 20'% > 1 _Sagag < 1 — 1 2ag _Q <
E[231{|23|§f}] 03\/7 f dr > 32a§03m6 ,and P(|Z2’ — 2(12) oaV2m f—% € dz <
l
1 Scr
imilarl lIso h
P me . Similarly, we also have

—V(a1|21] + agze + azzz — agzg) + €' (a1]21] + a2ze + azzs + asz4)
1 1

- 1+ 6(11'21"‘1’&222“”(1323*0«424 1+ ea1\21|+a222+a323+a4z4
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e1lz1]+azzataszzs (ea4z4 _ e*a4Z4)

- (1 + 6a1\Z1|+aQZQ+a3Z3—a4Z4) (1 + eal\Z1|+aQZQ+a3Z3+a4Z4)

e1lz1]+tazzataszs (ea4Z4 _ e—a4Z4) 0474 _ p—a4Z4
_ eal\z1|
- (1 + ea222+a323*a424) (1 + ea222+a323+a4z4) ed4z4 | p—a4z4 | pG222+a323 | o—A222—0G323
0474 _ o—04z4

< ea1|21\€—|azzz+a323|(€a4z4 — e M) < ealIZ1|e—azIZ2|6£13|z:),|(6a4z4 — gae)

<enlzl
- ea222+a323 | o—Q222—0A3%23 —

(D.27)
By applying result of (D.27), Lemma D.5, Lemma D.7 and Lemma D.8 in (D.23), we have

E[—E’(aﬂzﬂ + aszs + aszs + CL4Z4)Z§Z4] > K [e“llzll}E[eﬂlﬂzﬂ}ﬂi[z%ea3|z3‘]E[z4(e“4z4 — 67“424)1{2420}]
4 2 o303a4(a303 + 1) eofa%a%;%ﬂiai

(D.28)

v

m 09209
Combining (D.24), (D.26), and (D.28), we finish the proof for (D.22). O

Lemma D.13. Let 21 ~ N(0,0%), 20 ~ N(0,03), 23 ~ N(0,02), 24 ~ N(0,0%) and z5 ~ N(0,02)
be five independent Gaussian random variables, and a1, as, as, a4, as be five non-negative scalars.
Then it holds that

5 2.2
2 a; 7i %
—Eﬁla 21| + ag22 + a3zz3 + aq424 + a525)2324%2 >—8\/> e 2 ||<Z +O’-2a'€ 2 );
[<1|1‘ 272 3<3 444 55)345]_ 20 /—2 i

2 1 0'2a2 5
— E[l'(a1|z1] + a2z2 + a3z3 + asz4 + asz5)232425] < 8\/; e 7t H

Proof of Lemma D.15. By the law of total expectation, we have

— E[ﬁ’(aﬂzl] + ag229 + azzz + agz4 + a5Z5)2324Z5]

[E[—g’(a1|z1| + aszo + azzz + agzs + a525)2324z5’z3, 24, 25]}

E
E[E[—fl(al\zﬂ + a2z + aszs + aszs + aszs) 23241 4y, 01 25| 23, 24, 25]}
@

+E [E[—f’(al\zll + agz9 + azz3 + aqz4 + a525)23241{3324<0}25}23, Z4, Z5]j|

@

Since —¢' is a decreasing function and z5 has a zero-centered symmetric density function. We can
conclude that (1) < 0 and (2) > 0, and

]

@ < —E[l/(a1]z1] + agz2 + azzs + asza + as25)232425) < (2).

Next, we provide a lower bound for (1) and an upper bound for (2). Similar to the proof of
Lemma D.12, we have

@ >_F [ea1|21\] E [6*a2|z2|]E [23246a3|23|+a4\24| 1{232420}} E [256“525 1{2520}]
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= —2E [ea1|21l]E[5“2'22‘]1@[,23@&3231{ 520} | E[22eM% 11 501 |E [25€% 1 (50

2 1 2l o bt
> -84/ = 2
B \/;0’2@6 Zl_I 2

=3

The last inequality is derived by applying Lemma D.5, Lemma D.7 and Lemma D.8. On the other
hand, we can obtain that

@ < —E[e"PE[e B [zzge st oslali, o) ]E[25e5 1 50)]
= 2R [e B e~ | [23¢%% 1, 501 E [20€™% 112, 50) | E [25€77 1 11,50y
2

5 o2

ag; 2 75 %
< 84/ — e 2 || +olae 2 .
- T 0209 =3 <\/ 21 v )

This finishes the proof. O

Lemma D.14. Let z1, 29, 23 be three standard Gaussian random variables, and z;, z; are either
independent or z; = z; for ¢ # j. Then it holds that E[|212223|] < 2\/%

Proof of Lemma D.13. There are three possible cases:

1. 21,20, 23 are all independent. Then E[|z12025] = E[|21]]|E[|22||E[|23]] = 24/ 2

s

2. Two of z1, z9, z3 are equal while another one is independent with these two random variables.
W.L.O.G, we assume 21 = 29 and z3 is independent with both z1,29. Then E[|zlz223|] =

E[2}]E[|zs]] = /2
3. z1, 29, 23 are all equal. Then E[|z12223|] = E[|zl|3] = 2\/2

This finishes the proof. O

D.3 Concentration results

Lemma D.15. Let 21, 22,--- ,2p S N(0,02). Then with probability at least 1—\/2%1/46_6%\/5/2,
it holds that || < ¢;o, D4 for all i € [D] and any constant c;.

Proof of Lemma D.15. By Mills ratio, we can obtain that

2 1 VD
. 1/4 =« - 1
P<|ZZ| > c10,D ) < \/;01 173 exp( 5 )

By applying a union bound over all ¢ € [D], we complete the proof. O

Lemma D.16. For x1,x9, - ,Xxp defined in Definition 3.1, it holds that
I%jll2 < 0xVd + 0,V D

with probability at least 1 — De~ % for all j € [D].
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Proof of Lemma D.16. Since || - ||2 is 1-Lipschitz continuous, then by Theorem 2.26 in Wainwright
(2019), we can obtain that

D
2

B(Ixslle ~ E[Ix;l2] 2 02VD) < e”

Besides, by Jensen’s inequality, we also have

E[llxjllz] < \/E[Ix;l13] = 0uVd.

Applying a union-bound over all j € [D] completes the proof. O
Lemma D.17. For xg.i) defined in Definition 4.1, it holds that

‘<V*,X§-i)>‘ < c5,D'*

x|, < V35, (Va+ VD)

with probability at least 1 — ne=“VP for all i € [n] and j € [D], where ¢ is any positive absolute
constant, and ¢’ is positive constant solely depending on c.

Proof of Lemma D.17. By definition of || - ||y,, we have ‘E[XEZ,)CH < V26, and IE[X%]2 < 252 for all
i € [n], j € [D] and k € [d]. By Hoeffding inequality, we have

l
Besides, by Bernstein’s inequality, we also have
e[l - =11

where ¢’ is an absolute constant. Applying a union-bound over all i € [n] and j € [D] completes
the proof. O

VD
> )

(v, x| — E[\<v*,x§“>\]‘ > ca—'xDl/4> <2exp (-

> é’agD) < 2exp(—¢'D), (D.30)

D.4 Orthogonality and norm of discrete sine transform

Lemma D.18. For positional encodings pi,p2,---,pp defined in (3.1), it holds that ||p;|| =
DL for all j € [D] and (p;,pj) = 0 for all j # j/ € [D].

Proof of Lemma D.18. This lemma is equal to prove that

D . .
. wkj . k'] D+1 ,
v = Orpt Vkk D
jzzlsm<D+1>Sm<D+1 g ORK K€Dl

where 0y = 1 when k = £k’ and 0xpr = 0 when k # k’. Applying the form sin(z) = {exp(iz) —
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exp(—iz)}/(2i), we can rewrite the left side above by

f:m whj \ (7K __1§D: in(k+ k) \ in(k — k) |
j:ls D+1)\Dx1) " 4L\ py1 )P\ D1

Jj=0
B (k= k) . . an(k+ )
exp “paq J) te Dx1 [

When k + sk’ # 0, the geometric partial sum shows that

ZD:exp ( L i+ sk) ) _ exp{ain(k+sK)} -1

= D+1 exp{tin(k +sk')/(D+1)} -1
where s € {41, —1}. In this case, it is required that k 4 sk’ # 0. We have that when k + sk’ # 0, if
k + sk’ is even, the terms will vanish and then the equation equals 0. When k + sk’ is odd, it must
hold that one of k and £’ is odd and the other is even, under this case exp(+im(k + sk’)) = —1, the
term compensates as

1 1

= 1.
exp{iz} — 1 * exp{—iz} —1

This indicates that the equation above equals 0. We conclude that when k + sk’ # 0,

isin ﬂ sin mk'j =0
~ D+1 D+1)

We consider the case k + sk’ = 0. By the definition, it only holds when s = —1 and k£ = k’. In such
case, simple algebra shows that

zD:in whi \ o (KGN _ D+l
j:os D+1)"™\Dx1)” 2

which completes the proof of Lemma D.18. O

D.5 Sequence iteration bound

The following lemma is inspired by Cao et al. (2023); Meng et al. (2024); Zhang et al. (2024a).

Lemma D.19. Suppose that a positive sequence x;, ¢t > 0 follows the iterative formula
Tpy1 = Tt + ey ”

for some positive constant a,c > 0. Then it holds that

1 1
((a+ Det + 2§t =T <2y <exg®+ ((a+ D)et +af) e+t
for all ¢t > 0.

Proof of Lemma D.19. We first show the lower bound of x;. Consider a continuous-time sequence
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z;, t > 0 defined by the integral equation with the same initialization.

t
Ty =29+ C- / z7%dr,  xy = x0. (D.31)
0

Note that z, is obviously an increasing function of ¢t. Therefore we have

t+1
Liyq :xt‘i‘c'/ g;adT
t

t+1
Sxt+0'/ Qt_ad’f
t
=z, +cx?

for all t € N. Comparing the above inequality with the iterative formula of {z;}, we conclude by
the comparison theorem that x; > z, for all t € N. Note that (D.31) has an exact solution

1
z, = ((a+ )et + zit) e
Therefore we have
1
x> ((a+ et + )

for all t € N, which completes the first part of the proof. Now for the upper bound of z;, we have

t—1
— —a
Ty =X+ C- E T,
7=0

t

§x0+c-g ((a—l—l)c7’+$8+1)_#l
=0
¢

c _ o
=$o+;8+c'2((a+1)c7'+x8+1) atl

=1

t a
<xo—|—;a+c-/ ((a+ L)er +afth) " adr,
0 0

where the second inequality follows by the lower bound of x; as the first part of the result of this
lemma. Therefore we have

1
2t < @0+ cxg® + ((a+ L)et + z§) =T — 2
1
=cxy®+ ((a+ L)t + zg) o+,

which completes the proof of Lemma D.19. O

E Additional Simulation Results.

In this section, we present additional simulation results with larger numbers of variable groups D
and higher variable dimensions d. Specifically, we generate data according to Definition 3.1, setting
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Figure 4: Figures on training loss, cosine similarity and attention matrix. The first line presents
the training results with j* = 30. The second line shows the training results for j* = 70.

or = 0.25 and (n,d, D) = (10000, 100,100). We consider two scenarios with j* = 30 and j* = 70,
respectively, and investigate whether the attention matrix effectively concentrates on the specified
7%, even under high-dimensional settings designed to mimic the scale of image data. The vector v*
is randomly generated and kept fixed throughout the simulations.

Due to the large amount of sample size n, we consider the SGD training with batch size 64.
We set the learning rate n = 0.01 and train the model for 100 epochs. During the training process,

(vi” v
. IS =11 ,
final epoch, we calculate the attention score matrix for each sample and display the heatmap of the

we plot training loss and the cosine similarity After the training loss converges at the

average attention score matrix across all samples.

As shown in Figure 4, the training loss steadily decreases, eventually approaching zero after
sufficient training iterations, and vgt) rapidly aligns with the direction of v* even when d and D
have a higher dimension. More interestingly, when the value of j* varies, the attention mechanism
consistently adapts to the target index. For instance, when j* = 30, the attention matrix sharply
focuses on the 30th row and effectively isolates the label-relevant group. The focus shifts with the
same precision to j* = 70. This behavior highlights the model’s ability to redirect its attention to
the specified index, even in high-dimensional settings designed to mimic the complexity of image

data.
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F Real Data Experiments

In this section, we conduct experiments using the CIFAR-10 dataset, where each image has a
shape of 3 x 32 x 32, representing three color channels (RGB). For this experiment, we select two
labels, “Frog” and “Airplane,” and use 500 images from each label. To prepare the input for our
framework, each CIFAR-10 image is embedded as either the first patch (positioned at (1,1)) or
the 25th patch (positioned at (4,4)) in a grid, while the remaining 48 patches are filled with noise.
These noise patches, each of size 3 x 32 x 32, are generated using random values sampled from a
Gaussian distribution with a mean of 0 and a standard deviation of 1/3. This arrangement forms a
7x 7 grid (49 patches in total), resulting in a final input with dimensions of 3 x 224 x 224. Examples
of the processed images are shown in Figure 5.

We apply a one-layer transformer to learn from the processed images. Each patch, including the
original CIFAR-10 image and the 48 noise patches, is flattened into a vector of size 3x32x32 = 3072,
resulting in a total of 49 vectors corresponding to the 7 x 7 grid of patches. These vectors, each with
a dimension of 3072, form the input sequence for the transformer model. As shown in Figure 5(a)
and Figure 5(b), images positioned at (1,1) correspond to j* = 1, while Figure 5(c) and Figure 5(d)
show images positioned at (4,4), corresponding to j* = 25. In this setup, d = 3072 represents the
dimensionality of the data, and D = 49 denotes the number of variable groups. The transformer
model is initialized to 0, and we train it using a batch size of 64 and a learning rate of 1073,
For comparison, we also present results from directly applying logistic regression to the clean data
points, where each CIFAR-10 image is flattened into a single vector of size 3072, and logistic
regression is performed on these single vectors.

The results of our experiment are presented in Figures 6. Figures 6(a) and 6(b) show the
training loss over 100 epochs using gradient descent. The plot demonstrates a steady decrease in
the loss during training, which closely aligns with the decreasing trend observed in the clean logistic
regression model. This indicates the effectiveness of the optimization process and the transformer
model’s ability to focus on the true images. Figures 6(c) and 6(d) display the attention matrices for
the trained images, further confirming the model’s ability to focus on relevant features. For images
positioned at (1,1) with j* = 1, the attention matrix shows that the model focuses predominantly
on the first row, corresponding to the original CIFAR-10 image. Similarly, for images positioned
at (4,4) with j* = 25, the attention matrix highlights that the model concentrates on the 25th
row, again corresponding to the true image. Figures 6(e) and 6(f) demonstrate the generalization
performance of the transformer on an unseen test dataset. The results show that the transformer
maintains strong performance, further verifying its ability to effectively generalize to new data.
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