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Abstract

We show that given an estimate A that is close to a general high-rank positive
semi-definite (PSD) matrix A in spectral norm (i.e., ||A — Al|y < 8), the simple
truncated Singular Value Decomposition of A produces a multiplicative approxi-
mation of A in Frobenius norm. This observation leads to many interesting results
on general high-rank matrix estimation problems:

1. High-rank matrix completion: we show that it is possible to recover a general
high-rank matrix A up to (1 + ¢) relative error in Frobenius norm from partial
observations, with sample complexity independent of the spectral gap of A.

2. High-rank matrix denoising: we design an algorithm that recovers a matrix A
with error in Frobenius norm from its noise-perturbed observations, without
assuming A is exactly low-rank.

3. Low-dimensional approximation of high-dimensional covariance: given N
i.i.d. samples of dimension n from N,,(0, A), we show that it is possible to
approximate the covariance matrix A with relative error in Frobenius norm
with N ~ n, improving over classical covariance estimation results which re-

quires N = n?2.

1 Introduction

Let A be an unknown general high-rank n x n PSD data matrix that one wishes to estimate. In many
machine learning applications, though A is unknown, it is relatively easy to obtain a crude estimate
A that is close to A in spectral norm (i.e., ||K — All2 < 0). For example, in matrix completion
a simple procedure that fills all unobserved entries with 0 and re-scales observed entries produces
an estimate that is consistent in spectral norm (assuming the matrix satisfies a spikeness condition,
standard assumption in matrix completion literature). In matrix de-noising, an observation that is
corrupted by Gaussian noise is close to the underlying signal, because Gaussian noise is isotropic
and has small spectral norm. In covariance estimation, the sample covariance in low-dimensional set-
tings is close to the population covariance in spectral norm under mild conditions [Bunea and Xiad,
2015).

However, in most such applications it is not sufficient to settle for a spectral norm approximation.
For example, in recommendation systems (an application of matrix completion) the zero-filled re-
scaled rating matrix is close to the ground truth in spectral norm, but it is an absurd estimator because
most of the estimated ratings are zero. It is hence mandatory to require a more stringent measure of

performance. One commonly used measure is the Frobenius norm of the estimation error || A — A|| r,
which ensures that (on average) the estimate is close to the ground truth in an element-wise sense.

A spectral norm approximation A is in general not a good estimate under Frobenius norm, because
in high-rank scenarios ||[A — A|| r can be y/n times larger than ||A — A]|».
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In this paper, we show that in many cases a powerful multiplicative low-rank approximation in
Frobenius norm can be obtained by applying a simple truncated SVD procedure on a crude, easy-
to-find spectral norm approximate. In partlcular given the spectral norm approximation condition
HA A||2 < 4, the top-k SVD of Ay, of A multiplicatively approximates A in Frobenius norm;
thatis, || Ay — Al|p < C(k, 8, 0641(A))||A— Ak r, where Ay, is the best rank-k approximation of
A in Frobenius and spectral norm. To our knowledge, the best existing result under the assumption

|A — Allz < & is due to[Achlioptas and McSherry [2007], who showed that [|Ax — A < ||A —
Ayl F+VES+2kY4 /5| AL] F, which depends on || A || » and is not multiplicative in || A — Al .

Below we summarize applications in several matrix estimation problems.

High-rank matrix completion Matrix completion is the problem of (approximately) recovering
a data matrix from very few observed entries. It has wide applications in machine learning, es-
pecially in online recommendation systems. Most existing work on matrix completion assumes

the data matrix is exactly low-rank [Candes and Recht, 2012, [Sun and Lud, 2016, Jain et al!, 2013].
[Candes and Plan [2010], |Kcsha1an_e_t_all HZ_QL(]] studled the problem of recovering a low-rank matrix
corrupted by stochastic noise; ] considered sparse column corruption. All of the
aforementioned work assumes that the ground truth data matrix is exactly low-rank, which is rarely
true in practice.

Negahban and Wmnwrlghﬂ 2012] derived minimax rates of estimation error when the spectrum of
the data matrix lies in an ¢, ball. Zhang et all [2015], [Koltchinskii et al! [2011] derived oracle in-
equalities for general matrlx completion; however their error bound has an additional O(y/n) mul-
tiplicative factor. These results also require solving computationally expensive nuclear-norm penal-
ized optimization problems whereas our method only requires solving a single truncated singular
value decomposition. |Chatterjee et al! [2015] also used the truncated SVD estimator for matrix com-
pletion. However, his bound depends on the nuclear norm of the underlying matrix which may
be \/n times larger than our result. [Hardt and Wootters [2014] used a “soft-deflation” technique
to remove condition number dependency in the sample complexity; however, their error bound
for general high-rank matrix completion is additive and depends on the “consecutive” spectral gap
(01 (A) — 0k11(A)), which can be small in practical settings [Balcan et all, 2016, |[Anderson et all,
[2015]. [Eriksson et all [2012] considered high-rank matrix completion with additional union-of-
subspace structures.

In this paper, we show that if the n x n data matrix A satisfies j- spikeness condition, [1 then for

any € € (0, 1), the truncated SVD of zero-filled matrix A, satisfies ||A;C — A||F (14+0(e))||A —

Ay || if the sample complexity is lower bounded by € -22x{e Ukil}(’g’)lLA”F log) " which can be

further simplified to Q(u max{e=*, 2}y, (A)? - nrs(A)logn), where yx(A) = o1 (A) /o1 (A)
is the kth-order condition number and rs(A) = ||A|%/||A||3 < rank(A) is the stable rank of
A. Compared to existing work, our error bound is multiplicative, gap-free, and the estimator is
computationally efficient. [

High-rank matrix de-noising Let A=A+Ebea noisy observation of A, where E is a PSD
Gaussian noise matrix with zero mean and v /n variance on each entry. By simple concentration

results we have ||A Al]|2 = v with high probability; however, Aisin general not a good estimator
of A in Frobenius norm when A is high-rank. Specifically, | A — A|| » can be as large as \/nv.

Applylng our main result, we show that if v < oj41(A) for some k < n, then the top-k SVD A
of A satisfies |A, — Al|p < (14 O(/v/oes1(A))|A — Ay||r + VEv. This suggests a form of

bias-variance decomposition as larger rank threshold k induces smaller bias ||A — A || but larger
variance kv2. Our results generalize existing work on matrix de-noising [Donoho and Gavish, 2014,

Donoho et all, 2013, |Gavish and Donohd, 2014], which focus primarily on exact low-rank A.

"nJ|A|lmax < o]l Al r; see also Definition 211

2We remark that our relative-error analysis does not, however, apply to exact rank-k matrix where o1 1 = 0.
This is because for exact rank-% matrix a bound of the form (1 4+ O(¢))||A — A||F requires exact recovery of
A, which truncated SVD cannot achieve. On the other hand, in the case of ox+1 = 0 a weaker additive-error
bound is always applicable, as we show in Theorem 2.3



Low-rank estimation of high-dimensional covariance The (Gaussian) covariance estimation
problem asks to estimate an n x n PSD covariance matrix A, either in spectral or Frobenius norm,
from N i.id. samples Xq,---, Xy ~ N(0,A). The high-dimensional regime of covariance es-
timation, in which N ~ n or even N < n, has attracted enormous interest in the mathematical
statistics literature [[Cai et al), 2010, |Qa1_and_Zth 2012, |Cai et all, 2013, 2016]. While most exist-
ing work focus on sparse or banded covariance matrices, the setting where A has certain low-rank

structure has seen rising interest recently [Bunea and Xigd, 2015, [Kneip and Sardd, 2011]. In partic-
ular, Bunea and Xiad [2015] shows that if n = O(N?) for some 3 > 0 then the sample covariance

estimator A = + Efil X; X, satisfies

~ log N
|A—Allr = 0e <|A|2re<A> v ) M

where 7. (A) = tr(A)/||A|l2 < rank(A) is the effective rank of A. For high-rank matrices where
re(A) = n, Eq. (@) requires N = Q(n?logn) to approximate A consistently in Frobenius norm.

In this paper we consider a reduced-rank estimator Kk and show that, if
re(A) max{e * k}2}’yk(A)2 log N

< c for some small universal constant ¢ > 0, then ||A;C — A || p admits
a relative Frobenius-norm error bound (14 O(€))||A — Akl p with high probability. Our result al-
lows reasonable approximation of A in Frobenius norm under the regime of N = Q(npoly (k) logn)
if v, = O (poly (k)), which is significantly more flexible than N = Q(n?logn), though the
dependency of € is worse than [Bunea and Xiad, [2015]. The error bound is also agnostic in nature,
making no assumption on the actual or effective rank of A.

Notations For an n x n PSD matrix A, denote A = UXUT as its eigenvalue decomposition,

where U is an orthogonal matrix and ¥ = diag(oy,---,0,) is a diagonal matrix, with eigen-
values sorted in descending order oy > g9 > --- > o, > 0. The spectral norm and Frobe-
nius norm of A are defined as ||A|2 = o1 and ||A||F = /0?4 -+ 02, respectively. Sup-
pose ui,--- ,u, are eigenvectors associated with o1, -+ ,0,. Define Ay = Zle Uiuiuj =
U, S, UL A, = Yo O] = Up 2, wU,}_and Ay, i, = Z;’fmﬁl o =
Uy ims By ima Uy i, - FOT a tall matrlx U € R"** we use Y = Range(U) to denote the linear

subspace spanned by the columns of U. For two linear subspaces I/ and V, we write W =U @V if
UNV ={0}and W = {u+v:u € U,v € V}. For a sequence of random variables {X,,} 72 ;
and real-valued function f : N — R, we say X,, = Op(f(n)) if for any € > 0, there exists N € N
and C' > 0 such that Pr[|X,,| > C - |f(n)|] < eforalln > N.

2 Multiplicative Frobenius-norm Approximation and Applications

We first state our main result, which shows that truncated SVD on a weak estimator with small
approximation error in spectral norm leads to a strong estimator with multiplicative Frobenius-norm
error bound. We remark that truncated SVD in general has time complexity

0] (Inin {an, nnz (11) + npoly (k)}) ,
where nnz(;&) is the number of non-zero entries in A, and the time complexity is at most linear in
matrix sizes when k is small. We refer readers to [[Allen-Zhu and Li, 2016] for details.
Theorem 2.1. Suppose A is an n X n PSD matrix with eigenvalues o1(A) > --- > 0,(A) > 0,

and a symmetric matrix A satisfies ||A — Ally < § = €20441(A) for some e € (0,1/4]. Let Ay,
and Ak be the best rank-k approximations of A and A. Then

|Ar — Allr < (14 326)[|A — Ayl + 102v2ke?|| A — A )

Remark 2.1. Note when ¢ = O(1/v/k) we obtain an (1 + O (¢)) error bound.

Remark 2.2. This theorem only studies PSD matrices. Using similar arguments in the proof, we
believe similar results for general asymmetric matrices can be obtained as well.



To our knowledge, the best existing bound for |Aj — A|  assuming ||A — Al < § is due to

Achlioptas and McSherry [2007], who showed that

|Ax - Allp

IN

1A = Agllr+ A = A)llr + 20/ 1A — ANl pl| Ak r
A — Apllp + VES|A — Agllo + 25 *Vo /| Ak p- (3)

IN

Compared to Theorem2.1}, Eq. () is not relative because the third term 2k'/*,/]|A || depends on
the k largest eigenvalues of A, which could be much larger than the remainder term ||A — A/ . In

contrast, Theorem[2.1] together with Remark 2.1] shows that Hgk — A||F could be upper bounded
by a small factor multiplied with the remainder term ||A — Ag|| r.
We also provide a gap-dependent version.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose A is an n X n PSD matrix with eigenvalues o1(A) > --- > 0,(A) > 0,
and a symmetric matrix A satisfies ||A — Allz < 0 = € (0x(A) — ok4+1(A)) for some € € (0,1/4].
Let Ay, and Ay, be the best rank-k approximations of A and A. Then

A, — Allr < ||A — Agllr + 102v2ke (04 (A) — 0351 (A)). )

If A is an exact rank-k matrix, Theorem 2.2] implies that truncated SVD gives an ev/2koy, error
approximation in Frobenius norm, which has been established by many previous works [[Yi et all,

2016, Tu et all, 2015, Wang et all, 2016].

Before we proceed to the applications and proof of Theorem[2.1] we first list several examples of A
with classical distribution of eigenvalues and discuss how Theorem 2.1] could be applied to obatin
good Frobenius-norm approximations of A. We begin with the case where eigenvalues of A have a
polynomial decay rate (i.e., power law). Such matrices are ubiquitous in practice [Liu et all, 2015].

Corollary 2.1 (Power-law spectral decay). Suppose ||A — Ally < & for some 6 € (0,1/2] and
oj(A) = j7P for some B > 1/2. Set k = |min{C16~ /8 n} —1]. Ifk > 1 then
28—1 _28-1

H;&k_AHF <C -max{zST,n 25 }7

where Cy,C] > 0 are constants that only depend on .

We remark that the assumption o;(A) = j~7 implies that the eigenvalues lie in an £, ball for
g = 1/B; thatis, >.""_, 0;(A)? = O(1). The error bound in Corollary 2.1 matches the minimax

rate (derived by [Negahban and Wainwright [2012]) for matrix completion when the spectrum is
constrained in an ¢, ball, by replacing § with y/n/N where N is the number of observed entries.

Next, we consider the case where eigenvalues satisfy a faster decay rate.
Corollary 2.2 (Exponential spectral decay). Suppose ||A — Alla < & for some § € (0,e~'6) and
0;(A) = exp{—cj} for some ¢ > 0. Set k = |min{c~'log(1/8) — ¢ loglog(1/d),n} — 1]. If

k > 1 then
|Ak = Allr < C4 - max {5/10g(1/3)%, n'/2 exp(—en) }
where CY > 0 is a constant that only depends on c.

Both corollaries are proved in the appendix. The error bounds in both Corollaries 2.1] and 2.2] are

significantly better than the trivial estimate A, which satisfies ||K — A||lr < n'/?6. We also remark
that the bound in Corollary 2.1] cannot be obtained by a direct application of the weaker bound

S B
Eq. @), which yields a §2%— bound.
We next state results that are consequences of Theorem[2.1]in several matrix estimation problems.

2.1 High-rank Matrix Completion

Suppose A is a high-rank n x n PSD matrix that satisfies 1,o-spikeness condition defined as follows:



Definition 2.1 (Spikeness condition). An n x n PSD matrix A satisfies jio-spikeness condition if
n||Allmax < pol|A|l p, where || Allmax = maxi<; j<n |Aij;| is the max-norm of A.

Spikeness condition makes uniform sampling of matrix entries powerful in matrix completion
problems. If A is exactly low rank, the spikeness condition is implied by an upper bound on
maxi<;<y ||e] Ug|l2, which is the standard incoherence assumption on the top-k space of A
Candes and Rechf, [2012]. For general high-rank A, the spikeness condition is implied by a
more restrictive incoherence condition that imposes an upper bound on maxi <;<y, |l€,; U,,_||2 and

|A,_ k|| max, Which are assumptions adopted in [Hardt and Wootters, 2014].

Suppose Aisa symmetric re-scaled zero-filled matrix of observed entries. That is,

(Al =1 o, with probability 1 — p;

Here p € (0,1) is a parameter that controls the probability of observing a particular entry in A,
corresponding to a sample complexity of O(n?p). Note that both A and A are symmetric so

we only specify the upper triangle of A. By a simple application of matrix Bernstein inequality

[Mackey et all,2014], one can show A is close to A in spectral norm when A satisfies juo-spikeness.
Here we cite a lemma from , ] to formally establish this observation:

Lemma 2.1 (Corollary of [Hard{,2014], Lemma A.3). Under the model of Eq. @) and juo-spikeness
condition of A, fort € (0, 1) it holds with probability at least 1 — t that

N Z|A %1 t
- Ale <0 | max We' [3102(0/2) pallALLrlog(n1)
np np

Let Kk be the best rank-k approximation of A in Frobenius/spectral norm. Applying Theorem[2.]
and 2.2l we obatin the following result:

Theorem 2.3. Fix ¢t € (0,1). Then with probability 1 — t we have

_ oIl Al log(n/t)
A A <O\/E-A—A . :Q<No| F )
Ak lF < O(VE) || ele i p nog41(A)?

Furthermore, for fixed ¢ € (0,1/4], with probability 1 — t we have

i3 max{e?, k2}|A|%1og<n/t>)
nog+1(A)?

JAk— Allr < (14+0() |A - Adllr if p—sz(

1B = Allr < 1A = Axllp +¢ (02 (A) = o141 (A)) ifp=ﬂ< ORI Al Los(r/ 0 )

ne? (op(A) — opr1(A))?

As a remark, because yo > 1 and ||A||p/ox+1(A) > Vk always hold, the sample complexity is
lower bounded by Q(nklogn), the typical sample complexity in noiseless matrix completion. In
the case of high rank A, the results in Theorem 2.3 are the strongest when A has small stable rank
rs(A) = ||A[|%/|| A3 and the top-k condition number v (A) = o1(A)/ok11(A) is not too large.
For example, if A has stable rank r,(A) = r then || Ay, — A||p has an O(v/k) multiplicative error
bound with sample complexity Q(u27y;(A)? - nrlogn); or an (1 4+ O(e)) relative error bound with
sample complexity Q(u2 max{e~* k?}yx(A)? - nrlogn). Finally, when o4 1(A) is very small
and the “gap” o, (A) — 041 (A) is large, a weaker additive-error bound is applicable with sample
complexity independent of o7, 1 (A)~ L.

Comparing with previous works, if* the gap (1 — oj11/0%) is of order ¢, then sample complexity
of[l];_]_h, ] Theorem 1.2 and [Hardt and Wootters,[2014] Theorem 1 scale with 1/€”. Our result

improves their results to the scaling of 1/¢* with a much simpler algorithm (truncated SVD).



2.2 High-rank matrix de-noising

Let A be an n x n PSD signal matrix and E a symmetric random Gaussian matrix with zero mean
. . jui.d. ) )

and v?/n variance. That is, E;; "< N(0,0%/n) for 1 < i < j < n and E;; = Ej;;. Define

A = A + E. The matrix de-noising problem is then to recover the signal matrix A from noisy

observations A. We refer the readers to Gavish and Donohd, [2014] for a list of references that
shows the ubiquitous application of matrix de-noising in scientific fields.

It is well-known by concentration results of Gaussian random matrices, that |A — Ay = ||E||; =
Op(v). Let Ay be the best rank-k approximation of A in Frobenius/spectral norm. Applying Theo-
rem 2.1] we immediately have the following result:

Theorem 2.4. There exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that, if v < ¢ - o,41(A) for some
1 < k < n, then with probability at least 0.8 we have that

|Ax — Allp < (1 +0 ( #(A)» IA — Agllr + O(WVEv). )

Eq. @ can be understood from a classical bias-variance tradeoff perspective: the first (1 +
O(\/v/or+1(A)))||[A — Ak||F acts as a bias term, which decreases as we increase cut-off rank

k, corresponding to a more complicated model; on the other hand, the second O(\/Ez/) term acts as
the (square root of) variance, which does not depend on the signal A and increases with k.

2.3 Low-rank estimation of high-dimensional covariance

Suppose A is an n x n PSD matrix and X1, - - - , Xy are i.i.d. samples drawn from the multivariate
Gaussian distribution NV,,(0, A). The question is to estimate A from samples X1, -+, Xn. A com-

mon estimator is the sample covariance A= % vazl X;X,". While in low-dimensional regimes
(i.e., n fixed and N — o0) the asymptotic efficiency of A is obvious (cf. [[Van der Vaart, 2000)), its
statistical power in high-dimensional regimes where n and /N are comparable are highly non-trivial.

Below we cite results by Bunea and Xiad [2013] for estimation error || A — Alle, £ =2/F whenn
is not too large compared to N:

Lemma 2.2 (Bunea and Xiad [2015]). Suppose n = O(N?) for some B > 0 and let r.(A) =

~

tr(A)/||All2 denote the effective rank of the covariance A. Then the sample covariance A =
+ vazl XX, satisfies

~ log N
|A—Allr=0e <||A||27’8(A) °§V> ™

and

)

1A~ All2 = Op <||A||2 max { re(A) xw"), re(A) Eg(zvn) }) .

Let Kk be the best rank-k approximation of A in Frobenius/spectral norm. Applying Theorem[2.1]
and 2.2 together with Eq. (8), we immediately arrive at the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Fixe € (0,1/4] and 1 < k < n. Recall that r.(A) = tr(A)/||A|2 and v (A) =
01(A)/0ok+1(A). There exists a universal constant ¢ > 0 such that, if
re(A) max{e, 12} (A) log(V) _
c
N <

then with probability at least 0.8,
|Ax — Allr < (14 0() 1A - Axllr

and if
re(A)k|All3 log(IV)

5 5z <S¢
Ne? (ok (A) — op+1 (A))




then with probability at least 0.8,
1AL — Allr < |A = Agllp + € (0k (A) — 41 (A)).

Theorem [2.3] shows that it is possible to obtain a reasonable Frobenius-norm approximation of A
by truncated SVD in the asymptotic regime of N = Q(r.(A)poly(k)log N), which is much more
flexible than Eq. (@) that requires N = Q(r.(A)? log N).

3 Proof Sketch of Theorem 2.1]

In this section we give a proof sketch of Theorem[2.1l The proof of Theorem[2.2]is similar and less
challenging so we defer it to appendix. We defer proofs of technical lemmas to Section[Al

Because both A, and Ay, are low-rank, |Aj, — A|# is upper bounded by an O(v/k) factor of
|Ar — Ayll2. From the condition that |A — All; < 6, a straightforward approach to upper
bound ||Aj — Ay]|2 is to consider the decomposition ||[Ax — Aglls < ||A — A2 + 2|0, U -
IAJ;CIAJQ |2 ||1Akk |l2, where UkUkT and IAJ;CIAJQ are projection operators onto the top-k eigenspaces of
A and A, respectively. Such a naive approach, however, has two major disadvantages. First, the
upper bound depends on || A||2, which is additive and may be much larger than ||A — Al|5. Per-
haps more importantly, the quantity | Uy, U; — IAJ';C IA,T;r |l2 depends on the “consecutive” sepctral gap
(0k(A) — ok+1(A)), which could be very small for large matrices.

The key idea in the proof of Theorem[2.1lis to find an “envelope” my < k < ms in the spectrum of
A surrounding k, such that the eigenvalues within the envelope are relatively close. Define

my = argmaxoc;<;{0;(A) = (14 2€)ok41(A)};
my = argmaxkgjgn{aj (A) > op(A) — 2e0r+1(A)},
where we let oo (A) = oo for convenience. Let U,,,, LA{m be basis of the top m-dimensional linear

subspaces of A and K, respectively. Also denote U,,_,, and LA{n_m as basis of the orthogonal

complement of U, and U,,. By asymmetric Davis-Kahan inequality (Lemma and Wely’s
inequality we can obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.1. If |A — Aljy < 20311 (A) for e € (0,1) then |[U]_, Uy, |2, |07 Up_ms |2 < .

Let Uy, .m, be the linear subspace of A associated with eigenvalues oy, +1(A), -+, 0m, (A). In-
tuitively, we choose a (k — m;)-dimensional linear subspace in Uy, .m, that is “most aligned” with

the top-k subspace U, of A. Formally, define
A argmaxdim(w):k_ml7W€Mm1:m2 Ok—m, (WTUk) .

W is then a d x (k — my) matrix with orthonormal columns that corresponds to a basis of W. W is
carefully constructed so that it is closely aligned with U}, yet still lies in U},. In particular, Lemma
shows that sin Z(W, Uy,) = ||U_, W||2 is upper bounded by .

Lemma 3.2. If||A — Ay < 204,41 (A) fore € (0,1) then |[UT_, W||; < e.

Now define _
A=A, +tWW AWW'.

We use A as the “reference matrix" because we can decompose ||K;C —A|lF as
IAk—Allr < |A—Alr+ Ay — Allr < A= Allr + V2E| Ay — Al C)

and bound each term on the right hand side separately. Here the last inequality holds because both
A} and A have rank at most k. The following lemma bounds the first term.

Lemma 3.3. If |A — Al|s < €204.1(A)2 fore € (0,1/4] then ||A— Al r < (1+32¢)|| A — A r.



The proof of this lemma relies Pythagorean theorem and Poincaré separation theorem. Let Uy, :m,
be the (mgy — 1 )-dimensional linear subspace such that U,,,, = U, ® U, m,- Define Ay, o, =
Upy i By ims U omy s Where By, = diag(om, +1(A), -+, 0m, (A)) and Um] s is an or-
thonormal basis associated with Uy, .,m,. Applying Pythagorean theorem (Lemma [C.2)), we can
decompose

1A = Allf = [|A = A, [ + | Amyims [ = [WW T Ay, WW T
ing Poincaré separation theorem (LemmalC.3) where X = 33, .,,,, an , we
Applying Poincaré separation th L here X = 3, .n, and P = U}, 0 W
have HWTAWHIWWW”%‘ Z Z;nzm;n]kJrl 0j (Am1:m2)2 = Z;nzm1+m2 k+1 0y (A) . With some
routine algebra we can prove Lemma/3.3]
To bound the second term of Eq. (Q) we use the following lemma.

Lemma 34. If||A — Alls < 205,41 (A) fore € (0,1/4] then | Ay — Ally < 10262]|A — Ay 2.

The proof of Lemma Iﬂ relies on the low-rankness of Kk and A. Recall the definition that
U = Range(A) and U, = Null(A) Consider ||v|2 = 1 such thatv " (A, — A)v = ||A}, — Ala.
Because v maximizes v (A;C — A)v over all unit-length vectors, it must lie in the range of
(Kk — A) because otherwise the component outside the range will not contribute. Therefore,
we can choose v that v = v + vo where v; € Range(@k) = Z/A{k and vy € Range(:&) =U.
Subsequently, we have that
v = UUJv+U0UTU,_ U v (10)
- UU'v+U,U/ U, U w. (11)
Consider the following decomposition:
oT(Ay— A ‘<‘ (A - A ]+\ (A, — A ]+\ (A — A

The first term [v T (A — A)wv| is trivially upper bounded by ||A — A|ls < €201 (A). The second

and the third term can be bounded by Wely’s inequality (Lemma [C.4]) and basic properties of A
(LemmalA_J)). See Section[Alfor details.

4 Discussion
We mention two potential directions to further extend results of this paper.

4.1 Model selection for general high-rank matrices

The validity of Theorem 2.1l depends on the condition ||A — Alls < €201 (A), which could be
hard to verify if o1 (A) is unknown and difficult to estimate. Furthermore, for general high-rank
matrices, the model selection problem of determining an appropriate (or even optimal) cut-off rank
k requires knowledge of the distribution of the entire spectrum of an unknown data matrix, which is
even more challenging to obtain.

One potential approach is to impose a parametric pattern of decay of the eigenvalues (e.g., polyno-
mial and exponential decay), and to estimate a small set of parameters (e.g., degree of polynomial)
from the noisy observations A. Afterwards, the optimal cut-off rank &k could be determined by a
theoretical analysis, similar to the examples in Corollaries[ZI]and[2.2] Another possibility is to use
repeated sampling techniques such as boostrap in a stochastic problem (e.g., matrix de-noising) to
estimate the “bias” term ||A — Ay || for different k, as the variance term /kv is known or easy to
estimate.

4.2 Minimax rates for polynomial spectral decay

Consider the class of PSD matrices whose eigenvalues follow a polynomial (power-law) decay:
O(B,n) = {A € R™" : A = 0,0;(A) = j~°}. We are interested in the following minimax rates
for completing or de-noising matrices in © (3, n):



Question 1 (Completion of ©(3,n)). Fixn € N, p € (0, 1) and define N = pn?. For M € ©(j3,n),
let A;; = M;; with probability p and A;; = 0 with probability 1 — p. Also let A(po,n) = {M €
R™ ™ n||M||max < po||M|| 7} be the class of all non-spiky matrices. Determine

Ri(po,8,n,N) := inf sup EHM—MH%
A—M MeO(B,n)NA(uo,n)

Question 2 (De-noising of ©(5,n)). Fixn € N, v > 0 and let A=M+ v/\/nZ, where Z is a

symmetric matrices with i.i.d. standard Normal random variables on its upper triangle. Determine

Ry(v,,n) := inf  sup E||ﬁ —M|%.
A—M MeO(8,n)

Compared to existing settings on matrix completion and de-noising, we believe © (3, n) is a more
natural matrix class which allows for general high-rank matrices, but also imposes sufficient spectral
decay conditions so that spectrum truncation algorithms result in significant benefits. Based on
Corollary[ZTland its matching lower bounds for a larger ¢, class [Negahban and Wainwright, 2012],
we make the following conjecture:

Conjecture 4.1. For 8 > 1/2 and v not too small, we conjecture that

n 28—1 281

Fa o, B,m, N) = Cla) - [N} T and Ry(v,Bon) =< [P

where C(up) > 0 is a constant that depends only on .
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A Proofs of Theorem 2.1 and Theorem

The key idea in the proof of Theorem[2.1lis to find an “envelope” m; < k < my in the spectrum of
A surrounding k, such that the eigenvalues within the envelope are relatively close. Define

my = argmaxoc;<;{0;(A) > (14 2€)ok41(A)};

my = argmaxc;<,{0j(A) > ox(A) - 2e0r41(A)},
where we let o (A) = oo for convenience. Let Uy, Z/Alm be basis of the top m-dimensional linear

subspaces of A and A, respectively. Also denote Uf,_,, and Z/A{n_m as basis of the orthogonal
complement of U,,, and U,,,.

Lemma A.1. If||A — Al|y < 20541 (A) for e € (0,1) then |[U]_, Uy, |2, [|[U7 Up s |l2 < e

Proof. We apply an asymmetric version of Davis-Kahan inequality (Lemma [CI), with X =
AY = A, i = mi and 7 = k. By Weyl’s inequality, we know that ak+1(A) <
Ok+1 (A) + HA - A||2 < (1 + 62)Uk+1(A) ~ (1 + E)U]H_l(A). Subsequently, ||-U—n_kUm1 ||2 <

UMI(Ae)Zf(’CﬁE(QlH(A) < e. Similarly, applying Lemma[Cllwith X = A, Y = A, i = k and
j = ma we have that |[U] Uy, [|l2 < e O
Let Uy, .m, be the linear subspace of A associated with eigenvalues oy, +1(A), -+, 0m, (A). In-

tuitively, we choose a (k — m;)-dimensional linear subspace in Uy, .m, that is “most aligned” with
the top-k subspace U}, of A. Formally, define
W = argmaxdim(w):kfml7W€Mm1:m2 Ok—m, (WTUk) .

W is then a d x (k — mq) matrix with orthonormal columns that corresponds to a basis of W. W is
carefully constructed so that it is closely aligned with U}, yet still lies in . In particular, Lemma
shows that sin Z(W,U;) = ||U_, W]||2 is upper bounded by €.

Lemma A.2. If||A — Al|y < 20441 (A) for e € (0,1) then ||U]_ W]||5 < e.

Proof. First note that [|[UT_, W, < \/1 — 0%—m, (U] W)? because

IO Wi = swp |07 Wal}= suwp {|Wa|} - |0 Wal3}

llzll2=1 lzll2=1
< sup [Wzl3— inf [U[Wz[}=1- 01, (T]W)>2
l|lz)l2=1 llzll2=1

Subsequently, it suffices to prove that o, (IAJ;W) > /1 — €2. By Weyl’s monotonicity theorem
(LemmalC.4)), we have that

Ok (ﬁgUmz) < Um1+1(ﬁ£Um1) + Ok—my (ﬁgUm15m2)'

In addition, o, 11(U] Uy, ) = 0 because rank(U] U,,,) < my and opm, (U] Uppymy) =
0k—m, (U] W) because of the definition of W. Subsequently,

Ot (O W) 2 04(0[ Uy, = int U], Cpeli = inf {03 ~ U, O 3
> inf {HUkmnz}— s {0, Okal3} >1- ¢
llzfl2=1 l|l||2=1
Here in the last inequality we invoke Lemma[3.1l The proof is then complete. |
Define

A=A, + WW AWW .

The following lemma lists some of the properties of A.
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Lemma A.3. It holds that
1. dim(Range(A)) = k and dim(Range(W)) = k — m;

2. U, C Range(A) C Up,, and Range(A — A,,,) C Upn,imyr where Up, = U, ®
mi:meo-
3. ||IAJJI~JJ_||2, |UTU,_ill2 < 26 where U and U are orthonormal basis of Range(A)
and Null(A), respectively.

Proof. Properties 1 and 2 are obViously true by the definition of ¥V and A. For property 3, note
that both U U |5 and |[UTU,,_|2 are equal to sin Z(U,Uy,). Hence it suffices to show that
H T . Ull2 < 2e. Invoking Lemmas B.1] and B2 we have that |[U;]_, Ulls < [[U]_, U, |2 +
H T W2 <e+e=2e O

Decompose ||[Aj, — A r as
|Ax = Allr < [|A—Allr+ |Ax — Allr < [|[A - Allp + V2| Ag — A, (12)

Here the last inequality holds because both A, and Kllave rank at most k. Lemmas [3.3] and 3.4]
give separate upper bounds for ||A — A||r and ||[Ar — Al|2.

LemmaAd. If|[A— Al < 20y41(A) fore € (0,1/4] then |A—Al|p < (1+32€)]|A— Ay s

Proof. LetUp, .m, be the (my — my)-dimensional linear subspace such that U,,,, = Uy, ® U, ms-
Define A,y :my = Unyimg Eml:m2U,Tnl:m2, where 3, ., = diag(oum, +1(A), -+ ,0m,(A)) and

U, :m, 1s an orthonormal basis associated with Uy, .,,. We then have
1A~ Alf = |An-m, — WWTAWW |3
(@)
1A D= mo [+ 1Ay — WWTAWW |7,
: HA —Am, ||§? + ([ Amyim, — WWTAmlzmzwa”%
©
HA Amz”F + ”Aml ma ”F ”WWTAmﬁszWTH%"
Here in (a) we apply Range(A — A,,,) C Up,.m, and the Pythagorean theorem (Lemma [C2)
with P = U,,,, ., in (b) we apply W C Upn, .m,» and in (c) we apply the Pythagorean theorem
again with P = W. Note that ||WVVTAml meWWT |4 = |[WTA,,. szHF Applying
Poincaré separation theorem (Lemma [C3) where X = X,,,.,,, and P = U 1:m2 W, we have
HWTAml:"nZWHF > Z;'nzzm;nijrl 0j (Aml:mz)2 = Z;nzmlerz k+1 0. (A) . Subsequently,
N mi+me—k
1A~ Al < A= AnllE+ Y 0;(A)° <A = Ay [F + (m2 — k)om, +1(A)
j=mi+1

(a)
< A = A, IF + (m2 = B)(1 + 2€)* 0341 (A)?

®) 142¢\°
< 1A= A+ (ma ) (15 ) oma(A)

()
< ”A - Amz”% + (m2 - k)omz (A)2 + 32(m2 - k)60m2 (A)2

(d')
< (14320)||A — Agl%.

Here in (a’) we apply the definition of m; that 0,,, 11 < (1 4 2€)og+1(A), in (b') we apply the
definition of my that 0,,,(A) > 01 (A) — 2e0;41(A) > (1 — 2€)0k4+1(A), and (/) is due to the

2
fact that (%) < 1+ 32¢forall € € (0,1/4]. Finally, (d") holds because (ma — k)0, (A)? <
Y ike103(A)? and |A = ApllF = [A = A, |17 + 2075 05(A)% O
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Lemma A.5. If||A — Ally < 20441 (A) for e € (0,1/4] then | Ay, — Al < 102¢2[|A — Ag]fa.

Proof. Recall the definition that /{ = Range(A) and 2/, = Null(A). Consider [|v||2 = 1 such that
v (Ap — A)v = ||[Ar — A||2. Because v maximizes v (A, — A)w over all unit-length vectors,

it must lie in the range of K;@ — A) because otherwise the component outside the range will not

contribute. Therefore, we can choose v that v = v{ + vo where v € Range(f&k) = Z;k and

vy € Range(A) = U. Subsequently, we have that
v = U,UJv+U0U'U, U] v (13)
= UUTv+U,U]U, Ul (14)
Consider the following decomposition:
"UT(;&k - K)v} < }'UT(;& — A)v’ + }'UT(;&]C — K)v’ + }'UT(A —A)|.

The first term |v T (A — A )| is trivially upper bounded by |A — A ||5 < €201 (A). For the second
term, we have

’v—r(gk - K)v‘ = ‘v—rﬁn,ki\)n,kﬁ;fka
(a)

= ’UTﬂn_kﬁz_kﬁﬂ—rﬁn_kin_kﬁz_kﬁﬂ—rﬁn_kﬁ:_kv

I ~ 114 1~ (b) ~ (9
< HU,T_,pHQ HUHH2 < 16€1a41(A) < 1661 (1 + €2)opsr (A).
Here in (a) we apply Eq. (I0); in (b) we apply Property 3 of Lemma[AJ3] and (c) is due to Weyl’s
inequality (LemmalC.4) that o1 1(A) < o1 (A) + [|A — All2 < (1 + o1 (A).

For the third term, note that A = UUTAUUT because Range(A) C U,,, C Range(A) by
Lemmal[A.3l Subsequently,

A-A=U,0/AT, 0]+ 00TAT, 0] + 0, 0IATT .

B, B BJ

It then suffices to upper bound |v " Byv| and |v " Bow| separately. For B; we have
"UTBl’U| (a:) "UT6L61fjkﬁ;—6l61A6L616k6£6L610
SOy ST
< [[OI0], [0140.

) ~ ~ () (d)
< 166! ’UIAULH < 16€%0mm,41(A) < 1664(1 + 2¢)op1 (A).
2

Here in (a') we apply Eq. (TID; in (b’) we apply Property 3 of LemmalAJ} (¢) follows the property
that U/, € Up—pm,, and finally (d’) follows from the definition of m; that oy, 41(A) < (1 +
2€)ok+1(A).

For By, we have that
}’UTBQ'U’: ‘vTﬁﬁTAﬁLﬁIﬁkﬁgﬂLﬁIv
- 2
< HAUJ_H HUIUICH < (1 +8¢)ops1(A).
2 2
Combining all inequalities and noting that ¢ € (0, 1/4], we obtain

Ak — Allz < 20511 (A) + 16€*(1 + 26 + €)1 (A) + 32€(1 + 8€)op11(A)
< 1026%0341(A).
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Proof. of Theorem The proof of Theorem 2.2 is similar and even simpler than that of Theo-
rem 2.1l First observing that with the large spectral gap, A = Aj. Next we replace by replacing
the assumption ||A — Al|y < €2041(A) in LemmaBAwith ||A — Az < € (0,(A) — o511 (A))
using the exactly the same arguments we have

A — Agllz < 102¢ (01(A) — o1 (A)).
Therefore, we have R
||Ak - AkHF S 102v 2ke (O'k(A) - Uk+1(A)) .
Lastly, apply triangle inequality:
|Ar = Allp < [|A = Agllp + [Ax — Axllr
< [|[A — Agl|lr + 102V 2ke (o) (A) — o+1(A)).

B Proof of corollaries

Proof. of Corollary 2.1l We first verify the condition that § < €20y, 1(A) for ¢ = 1/4 and the
particular choice of k. Because k < |C16~'/#] — 1, we have that o} 1(A) > (C16~/#)=#. By
carefully chosen C (depending on 3) the inequality o1 (A) > §/16 holds.

If k = n — 1 then by TheoremZl ||A, — Al < O(Vn-nF) = O(njgil;l). In the rest of the
proof we assume k = |C16~'/#] — 1. We then have

n

n o0 k—(28-1) 251
[A—Aklr = Z o;(A)? = Z Jj7# < \//k z28dx = \/m < C(B)s (2

j=k—+1 j=k+1

Here C'(8) > 0 is a constant that only depends on /. In addition,
2

VE|A = Alls < VE- k8 = k(B2 < G(B)57 1,
Applying Theorem 2.1l we complete the proof of Corollary 211 0

Proof. of Corollary 2.2] We first verify the condition that § < €204, 1(A) for ¢ = 1/4 and the
particular choice of k. Because k < [¢~!log(1/6)—c~!loglog(1/8)|—1, we have that o411 (A) >
§log(1/4). Hence, for & € (0,e~16) it holds that o1 (A) > §/16.

If k = n — 1 then by TheoremZ1l || A — Al < O(y/n - exp{—cn}). In the rest of the proof we
assume k = |Cylog(1/d)] — 1. We then have

Ia-Aule=| 3 oar=| > ewl-2) </ P2 < oois10001/9)

j=k+1 j=k+1

where C'(¢) > 0 is a constant that only depends on c. In addition,

VA — Aylls < VE- exp{—ck} < 5log(1/6) - /e TTog(1/8) < C(e)3/Tog(1 /).
Applying Theorem[2Z.I]we complete the proof of Corollary 2.21 O

C Technical lemmas

Lemma C.1 (Asymmetric Davis-Kahan inequality). Fix i < j < n and suppose X, Y are

symmetric n X n matrices, with eigen-decomposition X = PiAiPZT + Pn_iAn_iPI_i and
Y = QJEJQ;F —+ anjEnijzfj- IfO'l(X) > UjJrl(Y) then
X -Y]>
1Q,_;Pil2 <

0i(X) —0j+1(Y)
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Proof. Consider
Q. (X - Y)Pi|, = Q. PiA; — En—jQ;jPng > HQLJ—PiHQ (0i(X) = 0+1(Y)).
Because 0;(X) > 0;41(Y), we have that

19, ;X =Y)Pils _ |X Y],

.
P; < > !
Hanj HQ < Ui(X) —0j41 (Y) Ui(X) - Uj-l—l(Y)

O
Lemma C.2 (Pythagorean theorem). Fix n > m. Suppose X is a symmetric n X n matrix and P is
ann x m matrix satisfying PP =L Then | X||% = |X — PPTXPPT|% + |PPTXPP 2.

Proof. Expanding || X||%. we have that
[X[% = (X -PP'XPP") + PP'XPP'|%
=|X-PP'XPP' |7 + |PP'XPP'|} +2tr (X - PP'XPP )PP 'XPP'].
It suffices to prove that the trace term is zero:
tr (X —PP'XPP")PP'XPP'| =tr (XPP'XPP') — tr (PP'XPP'PP'XPP')
Y (PTXPPTXP) — tr (PTXPPTXP)
=0.
Here (¥) isdueto PTP =1. O

Lemma C.3 (Poincaré separation theorem). Fix n > m. Suppose X is a symmetric n X n matrix,
P is an n x m matrix that satisfies PTP =1, and Y = P'XP. Let 01(X) > --- > 0,,(X) and
01(Y) > -+ > 0,,(Y) be the eigenvalues of X and Y in descending order. Then

0i(X) > 0i(Y) > op—mri(X), i=1,---,m.

Lemma C.4 (Weyl’s monotonicity theorem). Suppose X,Y are n x n symmetric matrices, and let
o1(X) > >0,(X), 01(Y) > - >0,(Y)and o1 (X +Y) > -+ > 0,(X +7Y) denote the
eigenvalues of X, Y and X +Y in descending order. Then

Ui+j_1(X+Y)§Ui(X)+Qj(Y), 1<, j<n,i+j5—-1<n.

In particular, setting i = 1 one obtains the commonly used Weyl’s inequality: |o;(X +Y) —
i (X)] < [[Yl2.
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