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Let X1,...,X, be ii.d. sample in R? with zero mean and the
covariance matrix X. The problem of recovering the projector onto
an eigenspace of 3 from these observations naturally arises in many
applications. Recent technique from [9] helps to study the asymp-
totic distribution of the distance in the Frobenius norm ||P, — P,.||2
between the true projector P, on the subspace of the rth eigenvalue
and its empirical counterpart P, in terms of the effective rank of X.
This paper offers a bootstrap procedure for building sharp confidence
sets for the true projector P, from the given data. This procedure
does not rely on the asymptotic distribution of ||P, — P.||2 and its
moments. It could be applied for small or moderate sample size n and
large dimension p. The main result states the validity of the proposed
procedure for finite samples with an explicit error bound for the er-
ror of bootstrap approximation. This bound involves some new sharp
results on Gaussian comparison and Gaussian anti-concentration in
high-dimensional spaces. Numeric results confirm a good performance
of the method in realistic examples.

1. Introduction. Let X, X;,...,X,, beindependent identically distributed
(i.i.d.) random vectors taking values in RP with mean zero and E || X|? < oo.
Denote by X its p X p symmetric covariance matrix defined as

def

> = EXXT).

We also consider the sample covariance matrix 3 of the observations X 1yee-sXn
defined as the average of X jX]T:

o w1 S
y & ;ZXij = —XX",
j=1

where X £ [X1,..., X,] € RPx",
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In statistical applications, the true covariance matrix 3 is typically unknown
and one often uses the sample covariance matrix 3 as its estimator. The accu-
racy ||= — 2| of estimation of ¥ by %, in particular, for p much larger than
n, has been actively studied in the literature. We refer to [15] for an overview
of the recent results based on the matrix Bernstein inequality; see also [18] and

[17]. A bound in term of the effective rank r(X) £ Tr(X)/||Z|| can be found
in [8]. This or similar bounds on the spectral norm |2 — || can be effectively
applied to relate the eigenvalues of 3 and of X under the spectral gap condi-
tion. This paper focuses on a slightly different problem of recovering the spectral
projectors on the eigen-subspaces of X for few significantly positive eigenvalues.
Such tasks naturally arise in many dimensionality reduction techniques for large
p. In particular, the famous principal component analysis (PCA) projects the
vector X onto the subspace spanned by the eigenvectors for the first principal
eigenvalues. A significant error in recovering these eigenvectors would lead to a
substantial loss of information contained in the data by PCA projection. The
popular Sliced Inverse Regression (SIR) method under the assumption of el-
liptically contoured distributions for high dimensional or functional data leads
back to recovering the eigen-subspace from a finite sample; see e.g. [10] and
references therein. The use of dimension reduction methods in deep network-
ing architecture is discussed in [2] among others. We also mention the use of
dimension reduction technique in numerical integration with applications to fi-
nance and insurance; see e.g. [7]. Justification of the assumption of low effective
dimension in financial problems can be found in [19] among many others.

Surprisingly, the problem of recovering the spectral projectors (eigenvectors
or eigen-subspaces) of X from the sample Xi,..., X, for significantly positive
spectral values is much less studied than the problem of recovering the covari-
ance matrix 3. RecentlyA[Q] established sharp non-asymptotic bounds on the
Frobenius distance ||P, —P,||2 between the spectral projectors P, and its empir-
ical counterparts f’r for the rth eigenvalue, as well as its asymptotic behaviour
for large samples. This enables to build some asymptotic confidence sets for the
target projector P, as a proper elliptic vicinity of f’r. However, it is well known
that such asymptotic results apply only for really large samples due to a slow
convergence of the normalized U-statistics to the limiting normal law.

The aim of this paper is to develop and validate a bootstrap procedure for
building a confidence set for P, which is applied for small or moderate samples
and for large dimension p. Bootstrap method is nowadays one of the most popu-
lar way for measuring the significance of a test or for building a confidence sets.
The existing theory based on the high order expansions of the related statis-
tics states the bootstrap validity for various parametric methods. However, an
extension to a non-classical situation with a limited sample size and/or high
parameter dimension meets serious problems. We refer to series of works [3],
[4] which validate a bootstrap procedure for a test based on the maximum of
huge number of statistics. In particular, the authors emphasised a close relation
between bootstrap validity results and the so called “anticoncentration” bounds
on the Levy measure for rectangle sets. The paper [14] studies applicability of
the likelihood based statistics for finite samples and large parameter dimension
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under possible model misspecification. The important step in the proof of boot-
strap validity was again based on a kind of “anticoncentration bound” but now
for spherical sets.

This paper makes a further step in understanding the range of applicability
of a weighted bootstrap method in constructing a finite sample confidence set
for a spectral projector. A proof of bootstrap validity in this setup is a challeng-
ing task. The spectral projector is a nonlinear and non-regular function of the
covariance matrix, which itself is a quadratic function of the underlying mul-
tivariate distribution. In situations with high-dimensional space and small or
moderate sample size the classical asymptotic methods of bootstrap validation
do not apply. It appears that even in a Gaussian case the proof of bootstrap
consistency requires to develop new probabilistic tools for establishing some
sharp anticoncentration bounds for Gaussian measures in high-dimensional or
even infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces. One more technical difficulty is that
the bootstrap measure is random and depends upon the sample X. The same
applies to all corresponding probabilities, that is, bootstrap quantiles are ran-
dom and data dependent. The main contributions of this paper are:

e we offer a new bootstrap procedure for recovering the spectral projector
on a low dimensional eigen-subspace;

e the validity of this procedure is proved under rather general and mild
conditions. We present a non-asymptotic upper bound for the accuracy of
bootstrap approximation. The error term is dimension free and the bound
applies even for the dimension p which is exponential in the sample size.
The result also applies for small or moderate samples;

e a numerical study illustrates a very good performance of the proposed
procedure in realistic setups;

e we establish new sharp results on Gaussian comparison and Gaussian
anti-concentration which are heavily used for proving the validity of the
bootstrap procedure but they are probably of independent interest; see
Lemmas 5.1 and 5.4 below.

The paper is organized as follows. The next section contains the description
of the bootstrap procedure and the main results about its validity. Numerical
results of Section 3 illustrate the performance of the procedure for finite samples.
Main proofs are collected in Section 4. The results on Gaussian comparison and
Gaussian anti-concentration see in Section 5. Appendix A gathers some auxilary
statements and existing results.

Throughout the paper we will use the following notations. R (resp. C) de-
notes the set of all real (resp. complex) numbers. We assume that all random
variables are defined on common probability space (€,§,P) and let E be the
mathematical expectation with respect to P. ®8(RP) means the Borel o-algebra
in RP. For a vector u, by |u|| we denote its natural Euclidean norm. For a
matrix A € RV*N we denote its rank and trace by Rank A and Tr A resp.

def

Let [|A|| = supj,=1 [[Az. For a symmetric operator A we define the Schatten
def

p-norm by [|All, = (372, [Ae(A)[P) l/p, where A1(A), \2(A),... are the eigen-
values of A. In particular, ||Al|2 is the Hilbert-Schmidt (Frobenius) norm of
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A. For symmetric positive-definite matrix A we define its effective rank by
r(A) £ TrA/|A|. We write a < b (a > b) if there exists some absolute con-
stant C' such that a < Cb (a > Cb resp.). Similarly, a < b means that there
exist ¢,C such that ca < b < Ca. For r.v. X and Y we write X Lvyif they
are equally distributed.

2. Procedure and main results. This section presents the bootstrap
procedure for building a confidence set for the true projector P, and states the
result about its validity.

2.1. Setup and problem. Let o1 > 09 > ... > o0, be the eigenvalues of X
and u;j,j = 1,...,p, be the corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors. Matrix X
has the following spectral decomposition

P
(2.1) Y= Zajuju;r.
j=1

Let p1 > po > ... > pg > 0 with some 1 < g < p, be strictly distinct eigenvalues
of ¥ and P,,7 =1,...,q, be the corresponding spectral projectors (orthogonal
projectors in R?). Denote m, £ Rank(P,). We may rewrite (2.1) in terms of
distinct eigenvalues and corresponding spectral projectors, namely

Denote by A, f {j: 0j = py}. Then |A,| = m,. Define g, o iy — fpy1 > 0
for » > 1. Let g, « min(g,—1,¢,) for r > 2 and 7, « g1- The quantity g, is
the r-th spectral gap of the eigenvalue p,.

Consider now the sample covariance matrix . Similarly to (2.1), it can be
represented as

P
< ~ o~ AT
Y = E oju;u;,
Jj=1

where 5y > 03 > ... > 0, U1, ..., 1, are the eigenvalues and the corresponding
eigenvectors of . Following [9] we may define clusters of eigenvalues 7;,j € A,.
def

Let E & £ — 5. One may show that

inf |5, — p| > g, — ||E
jglAr\U] prl = g, — |E,

sup [0 — pr| < [ B,
JEAr

Assume that |E|| < g, /2. Then all 0,7 € A, may be covered by an interval

5 - 3. .37
(e — I1B]l 1y + | B])) © (W Tt Er> |
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The rest of the eigenvalues of 3 are outside of the interval

- 5 - - g 9
(= @~ 1B+ @~ 1BD) > |~ T+ 2

Let |E| < Tminj<s<, g, =: 6,. The set {5;,j € UT_;A,} consists of 7 clusters,
the diameter of each cluster being strictly smaller than 24, and the distance
between any two clusters being larger than 2§,. We denote by P, the projector
on subspace spanned by the direct sum of U;,j € A,. The asymptotic behavior
of |P, — P,||3 can be used for building sharp asymptotic confidence sets for the
unknown projector P,. It follows from [9][Theorem 5] that

”PT_PT’”%_EHPT’_PTH% w

2.2 _ N(0,1),
22 VBB, e,y

that is, after centering and normalization, the error Hf’r—Png is asymptotically
standard normal. This allows to build an asymptotic elliptic confidence set for
P, in the form

D 2 _ D 2
fp, PP EIP P _ )
Var'/“(||P, — Pr”z)

where z, is a proper quantile of the standard normal law. However, there are at
least two drawbacks of this approach. First, the weak convergence in (2.2) is very
slow and it requires astronomic sample size to achieve a reasonable quality of
approximation. Second, to apply this construction in practice we need to know
or to estimate the values E ||P, — P,.||3 and Var(||P, — P,||3) which depends
on the unknown covariance operator X. [9] offered a procedure which splits the
sample into three subsamples, one for estimating the expectation and another
one for estimating the variance of || P, — P,||2. The remaining data can be used
for building the confidence set. The present paper proposes another procedure
which

does not rely on the asymptotic distribution of the error Hl?’r —P.|3,
does not require to know the moments of |P, — P.|3,

does not involve any data splitting,

provides an explicit error bound for the bootstrap approximation.

The procedure is based on the resampling idea which allows to estimate
directly the quantiles

(2.3) Yo 2 inf {7 >0: P (an’r —P, %> 7) < a}

without estimating the covariance matrix X. The introduced bootstrap proce-
dure is described in the next section.
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2.2. Bootstrap procedure. We introduce the following weighted version of f],
namely

o 1o
2= ) wiX X[
n
=1

where wy, ..., w, are ii.d. random variables, independent of X = (X1,...,X,),
with Ew; = 1, Varwy; = 1. A typical example used in this paper is to apply
i.i.d. Gaussian weights w; ~ A(1,1). We denote by P°(-) & P(- | X) and E°
corresponding conditional probability and expectation. It is straightforward to
check that

(2.4) E°3° = 3.

In what follows we will often refer to ”X - world” and ”bootstrap world”. In
the X - world the sample X is random opposite to the bootstrap world, where
X is fixed, but wy, ..., w, are random. Then, equation (2.4) implies that in the
bootstrap world we know precisely the expectation of 3° opposite to the X -
world, where ¥ is unknown. Similarly to (2.1) we may write

p
o __ o,.0..0l
3° = E ojuu; .
Jj=1

Let us denote by Py a projector on the subspace spanned by the direct sum of
uj,j € A,. For a given a we define the quantile 7, as

ef

(2.5) 72 £ min {’y >0: P° (nHP? —P,|%> ’y) < a} :

Note that this value 7, is defined w.r.t. the bootstrap measure, therefore, it
depends on the data X. This bootstrap critical value v;, is applied in the X -
world to build the confidence set

(2.6) E(a) © {P:n|P—B,|3 <3}

The main result given in the next section justifies this construction and evaluate
the coverage probability of the true projector P, by this set. It states that

P(P, ¢ £(a)) = P(n||P, — P,[3 > 3) ~ o

2.3. Main results. Bootstrap validity. To formulate the main result of this
paper we introduce additional notation. Define the following block-matrix

r.« o ... O

(2.7) r. & O I's O0... O

O ... O T,
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where I',5,s # r are diagonal matrices of order m,mgs X m,ms with values
2ptrpis/(ptr — ps)? on the main diagonal. Let A\{(I',) > Ao(I',) > ... be the
eigenvalues of ;.

The available bounds on the distance between the covariance matrix and its
empirical counterpart claim that the eigenvalues of 3 can be recovered with
accuracy O(1/y/n). Therefore, the part of the spectrum of X below a threshold
of order O(1/y/n) cannot be estimated. The same applies to the matrix T,.
Introduce the corresponding value m:

logn lo
g I gp

n ) > /\m—l—l(rr)-

(2.8) Am(Ty) > TrD, <

Denote by I, a projector on the subspace spanned by the eigenvectors of I,
corresponding to its largest m eigenvalues. The main result is the following
theorem.

THEOREM 2.1. Let observations X, Xq,...,X, be i.i.d. Gaussian random
vectors in RP with EX = 0 and EXXT = X. Let 72 be defined by (2.5) for
any a : 0 < a < 1, with i.i.d. Gaussian random weights w; ~ N(1,1) for
i=1,...,n. Then the following bound is fulfilled

(2.9) o =P (nlP, =P} >92)| 5 0,

where

def mTrI, logn log p Tr(I — )T,
¢ AT <\/ e ) VAT A (T,

Tﬁ?) 1 1
(2.10) + 7/7\1 \/og n \/ng
1

and m is defined by (2.8).

REMARK 2.1.  The result (2.9) implicitly assumes that the error term < is
small. If { > 1 then (2.9) is meaningless. In particular, this implies that

»< en1/3

REMARK 2.2. The error term <) can be described in terms of 3. It is easy
to check that for all r

VD> 2 (X
TI‘FT Smrlur_; S mrw'
[/ gy

Let us consider, for example, the case r = 2 and m; = my = 1. Introduce a
function f(x) = 2zps/(x — p2)? at the points x = p,, s # 2. It is straightforward
to check that the maximum of f(z) is achieved at & = p; or ps. Moreover,
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assume that the largest values of f(z) are f(u1) and f(us). Then we may
estimate < as follows:

o< I mIry (\/logn \/10gp> [ TrI—
1 1
+ \/og n \/og D
92,U2

Although an analytic expression for the value v is not available, one can
evaluate it from numerical simulations by generating a large number of indepen-
dent samples {wq, .. - wy, } and computing from them the empirical distribution
function of n|P2 — P,||3. Theorem 2.1 validates the proposed construction of
the confidence set (2.6), that is, it justifies the use of this value ~; in place of
Yo defined in (2.3) provided that the error ¢ is sufficiently small.

3. Numerical results. This section illustrates the performance of the
bootstrap procedure by means of few artificial examples. Namely, we check how
well is the bootstrap approximation of the true quantiles. We use QQ-plots to
compare the distributions of n||P§ — f’1||% and n||Py — Py|3.

First we describe our setup. Let n be a sample size. We consider the different
values of n, namely n = 100, 300, 500, 1000, 2000, 3000. Let Xi,..., X, have
the normal distribution in R?, with zero mean and covariance matrix 3. The
value of p and the choice of 3 will be described below. The distribution of
n||P; — P13 is evaluated by using 3000 Monte-Carlo samples from the normal
distribution with zero mean and covariance Y. The bootstrap distribution for
a given realization X is evaluated by 3000 Monte-Carlo samples of bootstrap
weights {w1,...,w,}. Since this distribution is random and depends on X, we
finally use the median from 50 realizations of X for each quantile.

In the first example we consider the following parameters:

e p =500,
o 1 = 36,u2 = 30,u3 = 25,44 = 19 and all other eigenvalues ug,s =
5,...,500 are uniformly distributed in [1,5].

Here we get g; = 6 and r(X¥) = 51.79. Figure 1 shows the corresponding
QQ-plots for the empirical distribution of n|P; — P13 against its bootstrap
counterpart. Table 1 shows the coverage probabilities of the quantiles estimated
using the bootstrap.

The second example parameters:

e p=100,

e lg,...,u00 are distributed according to Marchenko-Pastur’s density
with the support on [0.71,1.34], see [11],

e all other eigenvalues are pu; = 25.698, s = 15.7688, us = 10.0907, uy =
5.9214, us = 3.4321.

Here g; = 9,93 and r(X) = 6.12. QQ plots are presented on Figure 2 and the
coverage probabilities are collected in Table 2
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Fic 1. QQ-plot of the bootstrap procedure. Here p = 500 and X has the following properties:
r(X) = 51.79, pu1 = 36,2 = 30, us = 25, us = 29 and all other eigenvalues are uniformly
distributed on [1,5].

TABLE 1
Coverage probabilities. For each n the first line corresponds to the median value of the
coverage probability and the second line corresponds to the interquartile range. Here p = 500
and X has the following properties: r(%) = 51.79, u1 = 36, p2 = 30, uz = 25, ua = 29 and all
other eigenvalues are uniformly distributed on [1,5].

Confidence levels
n 0.99 0.95 0.90 0.85 0.80 0.75
100 0.997 0.977 0.947 0917 0.882 0.850
0.004 0.025 0.052 0.073 0.089 0.101
300 0992 0.965 0.933 0.883 0.834 0.779
0.054 0.139 0.223 0.264 0.318 0.358
500 0.992 0.965 0.933 0.883 0.834 0.779
0.026 0.093 0.163 0.208 0.233 0.262
1000 0.992 0.965 0.933 0.883 0.834 0.779
0.021 0.063 0.114 0.149 0.161 0.177
2000 0.988 0.945 0.883 0.836 0.789 0.731
0.021 0.060 0.086 0.104 0.125 0.141
3000 0.994 0.951 0900 0.857 0.808 0.751
0.016 0.054 0.072 0.085 0.093 0.103

The third example has the same setup as the previous one except p; = o =
25.698. In that case P; = uju] + ugud . Here g; = 9,93 and r(X) = 6.51. The
result is on Figure 3 and Table 3.

In all three examples we observe the same paterns. The bootstrap procedure
mimics well the most of the underlying distribution of n|P; — P1|3. For a
really small sample size n = 100, there is a problem of approximating the high
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Fic 2. QQ-plot of the bootstrap procedure. Here p = 100 and X has the following properties:
r(X) =6.12 and ps, - . . , p1oo are distributed according to Marchenko-Pastur’s density with the
support on [0.717 1.34]. All other eigenvalues are 1 = 25.698, o = 15.7688, us = 10.0907, pg4 =
5.9214, pus = 3.4321.

TABLE 2
Coverage probabilities. For each n the first line corresponds to the median value of the
coverage probability and the second line corresponds to the interquartile range. Here p = 100
and X has the following properties: r(X) = 6.12 and us, . . ., p1oo are distributed according to
Marchenko-Pastur’s density with the support on [0.71,1.34]. All other eigenvalues are
w1 = 25.698, po = 15.7688, us = 10.0907, g = 5.9214, pus = 3.4321.

Confidence levels
n 0.99 0.95 0.90 0.85 0.80 0.75
100 0.992 0.961 0918 0.876 0.825 0.768
0.027 0.091 0.146 0.197 0.231 0.257
300 0.988 0.942 0.886 0.832 0.784 0.735
0.020 0.062 0.094 0.118 0.139 0.153
500 0.995 0.966 0.925 0.876 0.822 0.771
0.013 0.035 0.072 0.104 0.120 0.122
1000 0.989 0.957 0.906 0.848 0.795 0.743
0.012 0.038 0.062 0.086 0.093 0.098
2000 0.993 0.958 0.913 0.869 0.819 0.775
0.011 0.028 0.053 0.065 0.076 0.083
3000 0.988 0.952 0.902 0.853 0.803 0.752
0.006 0.021 0.047 0.053 0.062 0.070

quantiles, while for n of order 300 or larger, it works surprisingly well in different
setups and for different dimensions p including the case with p > n.
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Fic 3. QQ-plot of the bootstrap procedure. Here p = 100 and X has the following properties:
r(X) = 6.51 and pe,...,noo0 are distributed according to Marchenko-Pastur’s density with
the support on [0.71,1.34]. All other eigenvalues are p1 = p2 = 25.698, us = 10.0907, pa =
5.9214, pus = 3.4321.

TABLE 3
Coverage probabilities. For each n the first line corresponds to the median value of the
coverage probability and the second line corresponds to the interquartile range. Here p = 100
and 3 has the following properties: r(X) = 6.51 and us, ..., p1oo0 are distributed according to
Marchenko-Pastur’s density with the support on [0.71,1.34]. All other eigenvalues are
w1 = p2 = 25.698, us = 10.0907, pug = 5.9214, pus = 3.4321.

Confidence levels
n 0.99 0.95 0.90 0.85 0.80 0.75
100 0.999 0.991 0.972 0.939 0.906 0.858
0.003 0.015 0.035 0.059 0.089 0.114
300 0.999 0.981 0.950 0.919 0.873 0.816
0.003 0.023 0.053 0.075 0.114 0.144
500 0.998 0.977 0.947 0.914 0.867 0.820
0.005 0.020 0.041 0.057 0.087 0.106
1000 0.992 0971 0.937 0.895 0.855 0.796
0.010 0.031 0.061 0.073 0.105 0.129
2000 0.990 0.958 0.911 0.866 0.824 0.774
0.006 0.016 0.024 0.034 0.052 0.055
3000 0.989 0.950 0.897 0.852 0.795 0.749
0.004 0.022 0.034 0.049 0.061 0.064
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4. Proofs. This section presents the proof of the main theorem as well as
some further statements. Before going to the proof we outline its main steps.
In Section 4.2 we show that

X - world: nl[Pr = P.3 ~ [I]3, €~ N(0,T)),

where I'; defined in (2.7). Further, in Section 4.3 we demonstrate that the
similar relation holds in the bootstrap world, namely

Bootstrap world:  n[|P? — B[} ~ €], € ~ N(0,T),

where I'? is defined below in (4.14). To compare £ and £° we apply Gaussian
comparison inequality, Lemma 5.1. The details are in Section 4.4. All necessary
concentration inequalities for sample covariances in the X - world and bootstrap
world may be found in the Appendix A and Section 4.1 respectively.

In all our results, we implicitly assume

e [ i ]
(4.1) = <\/ e 4 \/ ng) <1,
g?“ n n

Otherwise, the main result becomes trivial.

4.1. Concentration inequalities for covariance matrices and spectral projec-
tors.

THEOREM 4.1. Assume that the conditions of Theorem 2.1 hold. Then the
following inequality holds with P-probability at least 1 — %

) et

PROOF. We prove this theorem applying a combination of matrix concentra-
tion inequalities. For simplicity we denote &; o w; —1 and A; o XZ-XiT for all

P° (HEO ~3<Trx

i=1,...,n. It is easy to see that X° — 3 is a Gaussian matrix series. Indeed,
1 n
- = — Ay,
- ; EpAk

Hence, to estimate || X° — 3| we may directly apply Lemma A.7, which gives
us that

1 ¢ VI VI 1
(12) P°< W Ppa ks ng) >1- L
n n n
k=1
where 02 & | >=%_i A2||. To finish the proof it remains to estimate with high P-

probability the variance parameter o. This may be done by using the Bernstein
matrix concentration inequality, Lemma A.8. To proceed we need to check all
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assumptions of Lemma A.8. Applying Lemma A.4 with p = 2 we may show
that

(4.3) E[|Axl* <E[IXel* € Tr* 3.

Moreover, application of the same lemma with p = log? n gives us that

1
(4.4) P AL < TR()log?n) > 1 -
Introduce the following event:
& = max. A7 —EAZ| < Tv¥(Z )log2n}.

1<k<
It follows from (4.3)—(4.4) and the union bound that P(£{) < L. Introduce the
following variance parameter
# 2 | AL - EAZ|
k=1

Analogously to (4.3) one may show that > < nE|A||* <nE||X|® <nTr! =,
Applying Lemma A.8 we get

(4.5) ]P’(HZ(AQ—EA%)H > V/nTr*(2)(y/logn + y/log p >
k=1

IN

n
1
P 2 2 > -
<HZ(Ak EA})| 2 vnTr*(Z)(ylogn + v/log p) >+n
k=1
2
< Z
n
Combining (4.3) and (4.5) we may write that with P-probability at least 1 — 1
02 <nTr’ B+ vn(y/logn + /logp) Tr’ . < nTr? 3.
Substituting the last inequality to (4.2) we finish the proof of this theorem. O
Let us introduce the following notations
E Y y-x EEy_-3 E=S-3
Denote
L,(E°) € P, (Z° - %)C, + C.(Z° - 2)P,,

where
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THEOREM 4.2 (Concentration results in the bootstrap world). Assume that
the conditions of Theorem 2.1 hold. Then the following bound holds with P-
probability at least 1 — %

© © p o 1
P ([IPg ~ Boll3 — 12, (B3] S A) > 1- -,

where

def T3 %) [logn\ ,logp 3/2
STy [ Vol

PrOOF. Applying Lemma A.2 we may write

~

PS—P, =P°—P,— (P, —P,) = L,(E°) — L.(E) + S,(E°) + S,(E),

T

where

~ 2
(4.6) 1S.(B)| < 14 (”Eﬂ') 1S (E)] < 14 (”’f—”)

r 9r
It is easy to see that
L,(E°) — L.(E) = L.(E°).

Let us also denote §T(E°) < S.(E°) + ST,(E). We may rewrite the difference
|P2 —P.||3 — ||L-(E°)|3 in the following way:

[Py = Polf3 — L (E)|I3 = 2(L,(E°), S, (E%)) + [|S,(E°)]3.
Applying the Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality we get
47) ||} —Pu|5 — HLT(EO)I@‘ < 2| Lr (E°) 1218, (E) |12 + |15, (E)]I5.

It follows from (4.6)

~ 2 o 9 ~ 2 =0 2
||S (EO)H < @ + (HE H> < @ + ”E H ]
~ §7« gr ~ gr gr

From Theorems 4.1, A.1, and condition (4.1) we may assume that without loss
of generality that the following inequality holds

o - g
max{||E°[, [E[l} < -

This fact guarantees that Rank Py = Rank f’r = Rank P,, = m,. Applying (4.6)
and Theorems 4.1, A.1 we get that with P-probability at least 1 — %:

~ Tr2 ¥ [logn\ ;logp 1
4. P° - (E° < , >1——.
(45) (1@l 5 i | 2R/ 2 ) >y

=2
9r n
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It remains to estimate || L, (E®)||s. We proceed similarly to the proof of Theo-
rem 4.1. We get that with P-probability at least 1 — %

vy ) =

From the last bound and inequalities (4.7)—(4.8) we conclude that with P-
probability at least 1 — %:

e <HL7~(E°)|!2 S

o o 5 o 1
P (IP7 B — L (BB S A1) > 1o

where
Tr* ¥ [logn ,logp \/logn \/logp Tr* ¥ [logn ,logp 2

A} = om, ,

R I e e e e

Applying condition (4.1) we get that

N mrTr3 3) [logn logp} 3/2'

§3

0 n n

O

4.2. Approzimation in the X - world. The main result of this section is the
following theorem.

THEOREM 4.3. Assume that the conditions of Theorem 2.1 hold. Let £& ~
N(0,T,.), where T, is defined in (2.7). Then for all x : x > 0 the following
bounds hold

P(n|P, — P,|3 > z) < P([€]3 > a-) + O,

P(n||P, - Pl3 > 2) = P(E]5 = z4) — 01,

def
where 4+ = x + o and

o1 o 1)2 Tr T, <\/10gn \/logp)
r /\1

def Y [logn

<>2 = My _3
9r n

PrROOF OF THEOREM 4.3. Let us fix an arbitrary x > 0. Without loss of
generality we may assume that {1 < 1. Otherwise the claim is trivial. This fact
implies that the condition (A.1) holds.

Let us rewrite f’r — P, as follows

n”f)r - PTH% = 2”HPT’ECTH§ + an)T’ - PT’”% - 2””PTECT’H%'
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Theorem A.3 implies that with probability at least 1 — %

~ -~ o def Y [logdn
n|P, — P2 — 20|P,EC, |2 < A} £ mp——— 1) =",
T

n

Hence, we may write down the following two-sided inequalities
~ . 1 ~
P(2n|P,EC,|3 >« + A}) — ~ < P(n|P, — P, > )

~ 1
< P(2n|P,EC, |3 >z — A}) + .

For simplicity we denote x4 o T4 g A7Y. Without loss of generality, we

consider the case of the upper bound only, i.e. we set z & 2_. Similar calcula-
tions are valid for z.

Let {e; };’:1 be an arbitrary orthonormal basis in RP. Denote by Wy, « eke;r, I,k =
1,...,p. Then {Uy}?,_, is the orthonormal basis in RP*P with respect to the

scalar product given by (A, B) € Tr ABT, A, B € RP*P. By Parseval’s identity

p p
2n||P,EC,|3 = 2n Y (P,EC,, ¥))? =2n Y (P,EC,e ;).
k=1 k=1

We may set e; o u;. Taking into account definition of P, and C, the last
equation may be rewritten as follows

2nHPTECrH§ = 2n Z Z Z(Prﬁcrul,uk>2.

k€A, s#r I€A,
Let us fix arbitrary ug, k € A, and w;,l € Ag, s # r. For simplicity we denote
them by u and v respectively. Then

S(u,v) & \/%(Prﬁcrv,m:\/% > (u, P X)) (Cr Xy, v).
=1

It is easy to see that (u,P,X;) is a Gaussian r.v. with zero mean and vari-
ance E(u,P,X;)? = (u,P,XP,u) = p,. Then (u,P,X;) = VHrTyi» Where
Tuit = 1,...,n are iid. N(0,1). Similarly we may write that (C,X;,v) <

, /ﬁn\,,i, where 7y 4,7 =1,...,n are i.i.d. N(0,1). Hence, we obtain

Let us fix another pair @, v and investigate the covariance

D((u,v), (@, v) € Cov(S(u,v),S(w,v)).
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It is straightforward to check that
I'((u,v),(a,v)) = 2(XP,u,P,0)(XC,v,C,v) = 2’1 (u,u)y(v, V),

where for simplicity we denoted

def def

Ii(u,u) = (XP,u,P,u), Ty(v,v) = (C,EC,v,V).

Moreover, direct calculations yield that

(4.9) Ty(u,n) = {O’ if u 4, Ty(v,¥) = {0’ ifv#v,

. o~ Ms 3 — ~7
e, ifu=u, =L if v=v.

We may think of S, & (S(ug, w), k € A, s £ 7,1 € A,) as a random vector in
the dimension d £ m, 3 s Ms (it is easy to see that d < p) with the following

covariance matrix I', (compare with (2.7)):

I O . ()
L« |0 Iy 0. O
T - Y
O ... O T,
where '), = (Hzr’ﬁ'gz)Q L,m.,s # r, are diagonal matrices of order m,mg X m,ms

2,Ufr s

with values
(r—pis)

7 on the main diagonal. In these notations we may write

P (20|, B, > 2) = P (IS > 2).

Since P, X; and C, X; are independent Gaussian vectors it is straightforward to
check that the conditional distribution of S, with respect to Y = (P, X 15e -+ P, X,)
is Gaussian with zero mean and covariance matrix I'Y = %Z?:l 'Y where

T Y (g, uy), (g, w,)) by k2 € A,y € Ayl € Ay, 51,52 # 7] and
Y — _
Fri((ukl > ul1)7 (ukz ) ul2)) = 2:“”7uk1 ,inqu,iF2(ul1 ) ul2)'

Due to (4.9) we conclude that F?((ukl,uh), (Upy, ) = 0ifly # . Let P(-|Y)

be the conditional probability w.r.t. Y. We show that P(||S,||? > =z ‘?) may be

approximated by P(||¢]|? > z), where & ~ N(0,T.). For this aim we may apply
1

1

Corollarly 5.2. Hence, we need to check that ||T; 2TV T, 2 — I|| is small. Let us
denote by Py(-) the distribution of Y, i.e. Py-(A) = P(Y € A), A € B(RP). We
also introduce the following event

— 1l = 1
&) = {Y: |20, 2 1| <4}, &>0.

S
If maxi<g<y [Ty TNy 2 —I|| < R for some R = R(n,T,), then it follows from

Lemma A.8 that
1 — 2
<)o v (-2),
n o

1l = _1
- > (Ty PRI 2 - 1)
i=1

(4.10) Py (
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provided that Rs < o2, where

n

ZEY(PT_%PZF;% ~1)°

i=1

1l - _1
It is straightforward to check that I, QF%F r 2 is a block-diagonal matrix. The
number of blocks equals Zs;ﬁr Ag, all of them are the same and have the fol-
lowing structure

nukl,i nukl,inqu,i tt nukl,inukr,i
nukl,inukz ,i nukz ,i st nukz ,inukr,i
Y
nukl,inukr,i nukz ,i’r/ukr,i e nukr,i

where k; € A, 7 =1,...,7. Hence,

1

T 1 < T 1= (Y R, ) 41
r rilr >~ r rit T 2 - nukl,inukz,i +

k1,k2€A,
= § nuk,

keA,
Applying Lemma A.4 we obtain that

1 = 1 1
Py <”Pr SRAVERS ([EgUH logn> >1-—

Moreover, let R < my log n. Denote & = {max;<i<n ||I‘T_%I‘ZF;% —I|| < R}.
Then, P(&) >1— 1.

Let us estimate 02. We fix k1, ky € A, 11 € Ay, la € A, 51,52 # . Direct
calculation gives us that

Ev (0, PN R (e ), ()

YT T

=> >N By Ty, T Ty L2 (W, w)Ta(ug, ug,)

s#r k€A IEA

o = ) (i = p1sy)? (i — pis)?
[is1 [hso L

Let (ug,,w;,) # (uk,,u;,)). Then it is easy to check that
EY[ 1/2F7¥2Fr 1/2] ((ukpuh)v (ukz ) ul2)) = 0.

This means that it is a diagonal matrix. Assume now that (ug,,u;,) = (ug,, uy,)).
Then

Y _ _9  _
Ey[ 1/2FMFT’ 1/2] ((ukvuh)v (uk1 ) ull)) = Z E? Uukl,mik,m%,i =m, + 2.
keA,
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Hence,

-1 3 -1 9 9
(4.11) | Ey (T 20T 2 = I)7|| < m, and 0® < nm,..

Let us denote

o def logn \/logp
5 X /My, ( n + n > .
It follows from (4.10) and (4.11) that

2

Pr(£5(83) < PrE(A3) NE) +

Similarly to the previous calculations we may also estimate the probability of
the following event

&) LV 1Y —T,| <68}, §>0.

It follows from Lemma A.8 that

1 " v S 2
(4.12) ]P’Y<EZ(F,¥Z-—FT) <ﬁ>21_p.exp<_~_2>7
i=1
where
n 2,2
Lo def v 2|l _ dpgps(my +2) 9
(13)5% £ |3 By (T = L)) = mangx =0 Em0r= < el

Here we applied the same arguments as above. Introduce the following quantity

o def logn logp
A3 = my||Ty| (\/ - +\/ el

It follows from (4.12) and (4.13) that

P(E(AL) > 1 — %

Let us denote £ £ £ (A%)NE3(A%). Without loss of generality we may assume
that

1
P& >1——.
©=1-

To finish the proof we apply Corollary 5.2 to obtain
P(ISI? 2 2) = [P(ISI? 2 |7 =) aPr()

- /P(nsruz > 2|V =y) d197<y>+/ P52 > 2| ¥ = y) dPp(y)
£ fold

= P(¢]* > 2) + Ry,
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Rl < A def 1/ - Tr, (\/logn \/logp)

Hence, we proved the following bound

where

P(n|P, — P, |3 > z) < P(|€]3 > 2-) + Al

Comparing definition of A4 and Ay with {1 and <9 resp. we get the claim of
the theorem. O

4.3. Approzimation in the bootstrap world. The main result of this section
is the following theorem.

THEOREM 4.4. Assume that the conditions of Theorem 2.1 hold. Let £&° ~
N(0,T2), where TS is defined below in (4.14). For all x : x > 0 the following
bounds hold with P-probability at least 1 — %

o o 5 o o 1
P°(n||Py — Pl > 2) <P°(|€°]3 > =) + o
(o) o 1
P°(n||P; — P > ) > P(|I€°]3 > ) — —
Here, x4 L2+ 05 and

def Y [log®n  log®p
3 <X my + .

g5 n n
PROOF. Let us fix an arbitrary = > 0. We introduce the following notations
E ¥ y_n E¥y_3
and remind E = ¥ — =. Applying Lemma A.2 we may write
P, - P, =P P, — (P, —P,) = L,(E°) — L,(E) + 5,(E°) + S, (E).
It is easy to see that
L(E°) — Ly(E) = P,(2° = 2)C, + C,(X° - )P, & L,(E°).
Then
nl|P — B3 = nll L (B3 + nl|PS — B3 — nll L. (B°)]3

It follows from Theorem 4.2 that with P - probability at least 1 — %

0 o 5 mo * 1
P (|nlPs = Pl — L, (B < AT) 21— —,
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3 3 3
of 3 [log°n lo
A ~ my—s—1/ & + &8 P
[/ n n

Introduce the notation x4 o T4 ESINE A7}. From the previous inequality we

may conclude the following two-sided inequalities

where

~ 1 ~ ~ 1
Po(2n[PECL I 2 2y) — - < P(nl|P; — Py} > 2) < P20 P EC 32 2 ) + -

It follows that we need to estimate the term ZnHPTf]OCTH%. Without loss of

def

generality, we consider the case of the upper bound only, i.e. we set z = x,.
Similar calculations are valid for x_. Analogously to the approximation in the
X-world we choose {u; };’:1 as an orthonormal basis in R?. By Parseval’s iden-
tity,

p
2n||P,E°C, |3 = 2n Z (P,E°C,u;, u;)%
Lk=1

Applying the orthogonality of P, and C, we obtain

2n||P,E°C, |3 = 2n Z Z Z(Prﬁocrul,uwz.

kEA, s#r leAs

Let us fix arbitrary ug, k& € A, and u;,l € Ag, s # r. For simplicity we denote
them by u and v respectively. We may write

~ 2 — —
o(u,v) def o — = . . .
S V2n(P,E°C,v,u) \/; ;:1 ni{w, Y ;) (v, Y;),

where we denoted n; &t w;—1,Y; ¥ Pp.X;andY; ¥ C,X;. Since n; ~N(0,1),
then

2~ —
S L €2, v) ~ N0, Var®(€(,v))), Var'(€(u,v)) = 2 3 (u, Vi)(v, Yi)2

n
1=1

Let us fix another pair u, v and investigate the covariance
o ~ ~ def 0/ &0 Of~ ~
L7((a,v), (@, v)) = Cov®(&°(u, v),&°(,v)).

Direct calculations show that
o o 2 S\ s -
FT’((ua V)? (u7 V)) = ; Z(ua Yi><u7 Yi><V7 }/;><V7 }/;>

We form the following covariance matrix

(414) P;z “ [FO((uav)7(ﬁ7‘~’))]((u,v),(ﬁ,\7) :

=
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Denote £° £ (£°(ug, w;), k € A, s # 1,1 € Ay). Then
P° <2nHPTEOCTH% >z2) =P (€] > 2).
Comparing definition of Ay and <3 we conclude the claim of the theorem. O

4.4. Gaussian comparison. In this section we prove the following Lemma.

LEMMA 4.5. Let & ~ N(0,T,) and £&° ~ N(0,T2), where T, and T are
defined in (2.7), (4.14) respectively. Let m be defined by the relations

logn lo
g I gp

n ) > /\m—l—l(rr)-

An(Tr) > Tr T, <

Then the following holds with P-probability al least 1 — %

SgISHF’(HSH% > a) = P°(|€°]I3 > )| < Ou,

where

o def m TrT, \/logn \/logp Tr(I — IIy)T,
T VAR, VAT (L)

Here Il is a projector on the subspace spanned by the eigenvectors of Iy cor-
responding to its largest m eigenvalues.

PrOOF. Without loss of generality we may assume that {4 < 1. The proof is
based on the application of Corollary 5.3. First we estimate ||I'y —I';||. Introduce
the following notations

def

Pq?i = [F:i((uklaull)y (uk27ul2))7klyk2 S Amll S Aslal2 € A827817S2 7é 7‘],

where

o € ,LL,,. — —
U2 ((ugy,uy,), (g, uy,)) =2 Mg, My, iy, iy, i-
TZ(( 1 1) ( 2 2)) (,Ur _ MSI)Q(MT _ M52)2 ukl,z uk27z ull (2 l.ll2 7

In these notations we may rewrite I'y as follows
P?((ukuuh% (Wy, ;) ZP (e, ), (g, g, ).
Due to Lemma A.8 we need to show that there exists R = R(n,I',) such that

max ||[I7, — Iy S R,
1<k<n
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and estimate
5 = | YoEmy — 12| = | By -T2
k=1

It is obvious that ||I'?, — I'y|| < [|T'%;]] + ||T'y||. Let Zm = (nuk Mg, 8 # 1,1 €
Ag, k€ AT, j=1,...,n. Since I'%; = Z,1Z], we obtain

el = 1Zal?=23" Y Z Pallr G T

s#r kEA, leASl

Applying Lemma A.4 we get

1
P (|05, Slog?n Trly) > 1— —.
n

Moreover, it is obvious that ||I';|| < TrI',. To bound maxi<i<y ||I'Y; — Iy || we
introduce the following event

& = {max TS, — Ty <log?n TrI‘T.}.
1<i<

Using the union bound we may show that P(£f) < n~!. It remains to estimate
52. Since 6% = n|| E(T'%;)? — I'2|| we first calculate E(I'%;)2. Tt follows that

E(C1)* = EZnZL Zn ZY = || 2| 20 Z},

Let us fix some s1,s2 # 7, k1,ka € Ay, ly € Ag,,la € Ag,. Then the entry of
E(I'%;)? in the position ((ug,,uy), (Ux,,u,)) has the following form

4/’[/7”\/ Hsy s sl
E . 2 |77uk177uk277u1177u122 Z Z s 2nuk7]ul7

|/LS1 - MT||M32 - s#r ke, leAs

where 7y, , M, k € Ap,l € Ag, s # 1, are iid. N(0,1) r.v. Tt is easy to check
that all off-diagonal entries are equal zero and it remains to estimate diagonal
entries only. We obtain

Afir sy otlr o
B s T T, 2 D D oy Tl = ESIE S,
Lo sr k€A, IEA,
where

def 9 —2 2
St E Y T T,
keA,

def N8N51 2 2
52 - 422 Mr)gnulnull'

s#r lEA, 'u 51
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We get that E Sy =< pu2m, and

E 52 Z Z Nslum

5.
TR 2(psy — pir)

Hence,
52 =< n|T, || Te T, = n|| T, 2c(T,).

Let us introduce the following quantity

. 1 1
a1 € et <¢°@1 ¢OMj

def

and the event & = {||I'y —I';|| < Aj}. Applying Lemma A.8 we get

1 2

PES) <P(ESNE —< =
(&) <P(&Né&) + .
To apply Corollary 5.3 we also need to show that the remaining part of the

trace of I'y concentrates around its non-random counterpart. We take m and
def

I1,, as stated in the lemma. Denote II,, = I — II,, and
. — _ log?
& { < Tr T, 22 ”}

D
It is easy to check that

Tr T, I° = ZTr 17,;)(11Z,;)" Z > Z fallr Z‘iwnum,
j 1

g 1seTr ke leAs

Tr L, I — TrIT, I,

where 7y, 757y, k € Ap, 1 € Ag, s # 1, areiid. N(0,1) r.v. Simple calculations
show that

ETr 1,00 = TrIL,T,.

We introduce additional notations. Denote s, ef (u“s’“ 2 and

Y>> i~ i=1n
SETr kEA, €A,

It is obvious that @); are i.i.d. r.v. We estimate

_ _ m om
E|TriL, Iy — Tril,[,| = —E
nm

Applying Rosenthal’s inequality (see e.g. [13]) we obtain

<Ccm (mz nTE% QI+ m nE|Q1|m)
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It remains to estimate E|Q1]|™. We may rewrite @1 as follows

Q1 = AQ11 + Q11Q12 + myQ12,

where

A Y S o

867;“ IGAS

Qu = > M -1,

keA,

Q2 = Z Z 737‘[77121[ -1

SETr lEAS

Applying Lemma A.4 we estimate each term separately and show that
E|Q|™ < C™m*™ Ty I, T, ..

Hence,

o o m cm 3m o
E| Tl — Tr I, < ——— T Il
n

wl3| 3

Choosing m =< logn and applying Markov’s inequality we get

P(&) > 1— 1.

n

Denote now & = & N &;. It follows that P(E) > 1 — % Applying Corollary 5.3
we get that for all w € &

sup | P(llEll3 > «) = P(ll€°]3 = 2)| S A3,

where

T Hmr2 logn log p Tr(I — I, T,
T AToNT) <\/ oy ) AT ol

Comparing A3 with <»4 we finish the proof of this lemma. O

4.5. Proof of the main result. This section collects the results of the previous
sections and provides a proof of Theorem 2.1.

PROOF OF THEOREM 2. 1 Let us fix an event £ C €} which holds with P
- probability at least 1 — =. Suppose that for all w € £ the statements of
Theorems 4.3, 4.4 and Lemma 4.5 hold. First we show that for all x > 0

(4.15) [B°(nl[P} — Pr[l5 > 2) - P(n||P, — P[5 > 2)| S 0,
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where ¢ is defined in (2.10). Applying Theorem 4.4 we may show that

o o D 0 o 1
P°(n||Py — P[5 > 2) > P°(||€°3 > & — O3) — e

where we recall that

T3 [log®n  logdp
<>3 = My §3 + .

o n n

Lemma 4.5 implies

0 o 5 1
(4.16) P°(n||Py — Pll5 > 2) > P(l¢]l3 > & — O3) — Oa — -

T, Hmr2 logn log p Tr(I — I, T,
KAV wiws i) <\/ e ) VAT e

As it is clear from (4.16) we need to get bounds for <{)s-band of squared norm
of the Gaussian element £. For this purpose one can use Lemma 5.4. Then we
get from (4.16)

where

P°(n||PS — P, |3 > 2) > P([€]3 > z) — Oz — O,

where

my Tr3 2 log®n N log® p

R wivap v A n

Finally, applying Theorem 4.3 and Lemma 5.4 we get

P (n||PS — P, |3 > z) > P(n||P, — P,[3 > 2) — O1 — 2 — O3 — O,

1/2TrI‘ (\/logn \/10gp>
¢1 =
VAT (T,)

m, Tr® % log® n
M (T (T) '

where

Qo X —
7

Similarly we may write down all inequalities in the opposite direction. It is easy
to see that

Q14+ Q2+ O3+ Ou < O,
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where

o = m TrT, \/logn \/logp Tr(I — IIy)Ty
)\1 (FT’))‘2(FT’)

my Tr3 3 \/log n \/log P
VAT A(T)

Hence, we finish the proof of (4.15). Now we show that for all w € £

(417) Ya+er < '72 < Ya—ea

def

with e = 2<> go = <. It follows from Theorem 4.3, Lemma 5.4 and definition
of { that

(4.18) a— < PPy — Pl > 7a) <
The proof of (4.17) follows from this inequality and (4.15):

Po(n\lf’r - PTH% > 'Va—sz) < P(”Hf)r - PTH% > 'Va—sz) +O0<a

PO(”H]/-:\)T’ —Pr3 > Yater) > P(”Hf)r —Prl3 > Yate) — O > o
Hence, applying (4.17) and (4.18) we write

P(n||P, — P.[[3 > 72) — @ < P(n[|P, — P13 > Yaye,) — @ < 20,
P(n|[P, — P[5 > 12) — @ > P(n[|P, = Py[3 > va—c,) — > =20

The last two inequalities conclude the claim of the theorem. O

5. Gaussian comparison and anti-concentration inequalities. The
aim of this section is to derive dimensional free bound in Gaussian compar-
ison and anti-concentration inequalities. We start from the discussion of the
Gaussian comparison inequality.

Due to Pinsker’s inequality for any probability measures P; and Py on (€, §)
we may write

(5.1) sup [P1(A) — P2(A)[ < /KL(Py, P2)/2,

A€F

where KL (P, Py) is the Kullback-Leibler divergence between Py, Py, see [16][pp.

88,132]. Let £ and 7 be Gaussian elements in RP with zero mean and covariance
def

matrices ¢, ¥, resp. Denote W = 2 22 E 2 and assume |[W —1I| < 1/2.

def def

Taking Py = N(0,3¢) and Py = N(O, 3,) one may check (see e.g. [14] ) that

KL(P;,P;) < = Tr(W —I)2

N —
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The last inequality and (5.1) imply that

1
sup | P([[¢]] = 2) = P([ln]| = 2)] < 5 IW —TI|[2.
z€R 2

To apply this inequality one have to estimate the Hilbert-Schmidt norm in the
r.h.s. of the previous inequality. Below we will show that applying Bernstein’s
matrix inequality we may control the operator norm ||[W —I||. Hence, the r.h.s. of
the previous inequality may be bounded up to some constant by |/p||W —I||. The
following lemma shows that in a rather general situation it is possible to derive
a dimensional free bound. We denote by Ai; > Aoy > ... and Ajg > Ao > ...
the eigenvalues of 3, and 3¢ resp. Recall that [|A|; is the Schatten 1-norm (or
the trace-class norm), i.e.

o

IAf: = Tr]A] =) |A(A)].
k=1

LEMMA 5.1. Let £ and n be Gaussian elements in H with zero mean and
covariance operators ¢ and X, respectively. The following inequality holds

1 1
sup [P([¢]* > z) = P(|In)* > =)| < + %
2>0 | | VA2 Aredae °

where
def
Qo = [[Ze — Byl

COROLLARY 5.2.  Under assumptions of Lemma 5.1 the following bound for
$o holds

_1 _1
<>0 < ”25 22n2§ 2 - I” TI‘ES.
PROOF. The proof follows directly from the following well known inequality
[AB[l1 < [|A[[|B]-
O

COROLLARY 5.3. Let m : 1 < m < oo and II,,, & pya eje}—. Under as-

sumptions of Lemma 5.1 the following bound for ¢ holds
(5.2) Qo < mf|Be = X, + Tr(I = 1L,,) X + Tr(I - 11,,) %,
PROOF. The proof is obvious. O

REMARK 5.1. It is easy to see that we may assume without loss of generality
that 3¢ and 3, are diagonal matrices. Then the last two terms in (5.2) are the
sums of eigenvalues Aje, Aj, 7 > m + 1.



BOOTSTRAP CONFIDENCE SETS 29

It next lemma we show that in a rather general situation one may obtain
dimensional free anti-concentration inequality for the squared norm of Gaussian
element with dependence on first two largest eigenvalues of X only.

LEMMA 5.4 (A-band of the squared norm of a Gaussian element). Let £ be
a Gaussian element in H with zero mean and covariance operator 3. Then for
arbitrary A > 0 and any A > \;

(5.3) Pz < |€)? <z +A) < C1 A,
where
et :c/ (2A) &> 1/
Cp = —Ai/A)
' \/A1A2 H i/ %)

and \1 > o > ... are the eigenvalues of 3. In particular, one has
(5.4) supP(z < |6 <z + A) < A

' >0 ~ VA

REMARK 5.2. The right-hand sides of (5.3) and (5.4) depend on first two
eigenvalues of X. In general it is impossible to get similar bounds of order O(A)
with dependence on A; only. It is easy to get in one dimensional case, i.e. when
A1 =1 and Ay = 0, that for all positive A < log2 one has

supP(z < [|€]? < =+ A) > AY2/(2y/7).
>0

PrROOF OF LEMMA 5.1. Fix any s : 0 < s < 1. Let Z(s) be a Gaussian
random element in H with zero mean and covariance operator V(s):

Vis) & 53¢+ (1 —5)%,.

Denote by A1(s) > A2(s) > ... the eigenvalues of V(s). It is straightforward to
check that a characteristic function f(t,s) of |[Z(s)||3 can be written as

(5.5) f(t,s) = Eexp{it| Z(s)*} = [[ (1 —2itA;(s)) 72

=1

= exp —% Zlog(l — 2itAj(s))
j=1

Indeed, one may use the following representation

(5.6) Z(s) =Y _\/Ai(s) Zjey,
j=1



30 A. NAUMOV ET AL.

where Z;,j > 1, are i.i.d. N'(0,1) r.v. and e;,j > 1, be an orthonormal basis in
H. Then it is sufficient to apply an expression for a characteristic function of
ij. We rewrite f(t,s) in terms of trace-class operators

1 .
flt,s) = exp{—§ Trlog(I — 2itV(s)) },
where for an operator A and the identity operator I we use notation
1
log(I+ A) = A/ (I+yA) dy.
0

It is well known, see e.g. [5][§6.2, p. 168], that for a continues d.f. F'(z) with c.f.
f(t) we may write

Fz) =

1 ; t
—+— lim V.P. / e_mf(t)d—.
2 21 T—oo |t|<T t

Let us fix an arbitrary « > 0. Then

(€I <) = Pl < ) = 5 fim V.. [ . e

T T—o0

Since

1 S
fen - fieo) = 2500

changing the order of integration we get

P(l€]* < z) = P(llnl* < 2)

:—hmVP// ts/ag e~ dt ds
7TT—)OO t|<T

It is easy to check that

of(t,s)/0s

DI f(t,s) Tr{(Be — Sy (1 20tV (5) ')

= f(t,s) Tr{(25 - %,)G(t, s)},

def

where G(t,s) = (I — 2it V(s))~!. Hence,

, 1
2 _ 2 _ v _ A
PUEIE < o) = P(lE <) = 5= Jim [ Te{(Be = 2)G (7.} ds.
where

G(T,s) / (L $)G(t, 5)e= dt.
It|<T
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We show that for any 7' > 0 and s € [0, 1] one has

C

Al(S)AQ(S).

For this aim we denote the eigenvalues of G(t,s) by u;(t,s) = (1 2it\; ()7L
Let Z; be a random variable with exponential distribution Ezp(0,1/ (2)\ (s))),
Wthh is independent of Z;, k > 1. Then

(5.7) IG(T, s)|| <

(5.8) Ee'Zi = py(t, ).

Applying (5.8) we obtain

(5.9) f(t,s)n(t,s) = Eexp (it[Z)\k(S)Zg —|—7j}>

k>1
=5 B (e (1[u(s)2E + 2a())) ).
where a? « Z;+ D k>3 Me(s)Z2. We fix j and get a bound for

def

/_if(t, s)pj(t, s)e” " dt‘ .

Applying (5.9) we obtain

T .
I<E ‘ / et(@ %) | oxp (z’t [(M(s)ZE + A2(S)Z§]> dt‘ .
-T

It follows from [6][Lemma 2.2] (see also [12][p. 242]) that there exists an absolute
constant ¢ such that

A (s)Aa(s)

For readers convenience we repeat the proof of this inequality below in Lemma A.9.
Applying (5.10) we get that the absolute values of all eigenvalues of G(T', s) are
bounded by ¢(\;(s)A2(s))~1/? and, therefore, we obtain (5.7)

T .
(5.10) ‘ / 1) B exp <z’t[/\1(s)Zl2 +>\2(s)Z22]>dt' <
-T

cf| X — EnHI'
A1(s)Az2(s)

This implies the claim of the lemma. O

T {(2 - 2)GT) f| < 12~ B, LG 5)] <

PROOF OF LEMMA 5.4. The inequality (5.4) follows immediately from (5.3)
if we take A = 2Tr 3 and note that

—-1/2

[Ta-x/n"2< 1= N < V2.
7j=3 7j=3
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In order to prove (5.3) it is sufficient to show that for a density function g(u)
of ||€]|3 one has

_u/

H 1— /072
oY

7j=3

(5.11) g(u) <

According to representation (5.6)

ll® =D A 23
j=1

where Z1, Zs, ... are i.i.d. N(0,1) r.v. We denote by g(m,u), m =1,2,... (resp.
gj(u), j = 1,2,...) the density function of >3 \; ij (resp. A;j ZJQ) We have
forall j =1,2,... and any A > A\;

(5.12) gi(uw) = (2mud;)~?d;(u)
< (2mud;) "2 exp{—u/(2A1) }AN; /(A — \j), w),

where d;(u) = d()\j,u) = exp{—u/(2);)}. Moreover,
(2mu) ™2 = A2/ AN /(X = X))

is the density function of Z]2\/X/(/\ — \;)Y/2. First consider g(2, u):

(513)  g(2.u) = /0 " g1 (u— 0)ga(v)dv

< exp{—u/(2\1)} exp{ U/(Z/\l)}'

2mv/ A1 Ao / V(1 —2)z 2v/ A1

Therefore, due to (5.12) and (5.13) we obtain

4(3,u) = /0 " galu — )gs ()

_ ep{=uw/A} (" A/~ N)0)
T 2y M V2T o NG
exp{—u/(2\)} —1/2
< —————— (11— A3/ .
< S - n
In a similar way by induction we can get for any m > 3 that
—u/(2))
e
5.14 < 1—A;/0)712
( ) g(m,u) — ZM j:3( j/ )

Now take an arbitrary ¢ > 0 and any integer m > 0. Let 0 < p < 1/(2);) for all
Jj = m+1. Without loss of generality we assume that at least two A;,j > m+1,
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are non-zero. Otherwise the arguments are simpler. By Markov’s inequality we
obtain

P Z)\Z2>E < ehe ﬁEe“’\jZJZ e H \/7

j=m+1 j=m+1 j=m+1

Choosing 11 & 1/(2 D iemi1 Aj) we get

-1

o0 o0
P Z )\jZJ2 >e2 | < 2 exp —e2 |2 Z Aj
j=m+1 j=m+1

Hence, there exists M = M(e) such that for all m > M

P Z/\Z2>s < &2
j=m+1

Therefore, for any m > M

(5.15) Pz —e < ||€]3 <z+e) <e*+2(e+e%) sup g(m,y),
yeT (e,z)

where T'(e,z) = {y € R : 2 —¢ —£? < y < 2+ ¢ +£2}. Dividing the right-hand
side of (5.15) by & we obtain (5.11) from (5.14) as ¢ tends to 0. O

APPENDIX A: AUXILIARY RESULTS

A.1. Concentration inequalities for sample covariances and spec-
tral projectors in X - world. In this section we present concentration in-
equalities for sample covariance matrices and spectral projectors in X - world.

THEOREM A.1. Let X, X1,...,X, be i.i.d. centered Gaussian random vec-
tors in RP with covariance ¥ = E(XXT). Then

Eui—zusuzu< %+@>

n

Moreover, for all t > 1 with probability 1 — e™*

[y oy,

PROOF. See [8][Theorem 6, Corollary 2]. O

1= -2 < I3

To deal with spectral projectors we need the following result which was
proved in [9]. Let us introduce additional notations. We denote by X an ar-

bitrary perturbation of % and E £ ¥ — 3. Recall that

cr":efz i P,.

S#T Hr = s




34 A. NAUMOV ET AL.

LEMMA A.2. Let & be an arbitrary perturbation of 3 and let P, be the
corresponding projector. The following bound holds:

_ B
B, - Py < 421

T

def

Moreover, 15,, —P, = LT(E) + ST,(E), where LT(E) = CTEPT + PTECT and

=~ 2
Hﬁ@wsm<ﬁﬂ>.

9r
PROOF. See [9][Lemma 1]. O

THEOREM A.3 (Concentration results in X - world). Assume that the con-
ditions of Theorem 2.1 hold. Then for allt:1 <t <n'/* and

(A1) ?E<¢z+w@%>5L
9 n n

the following bound holds with probability at least 1 — e~

- SPA(E) ()Y
1B, ~ Pol - 1L, )] < m 2 (L)
9r n
PRrROOF. The proof follows from [9][Theorem 3, 5]. O

A.2. Concentration inequalities for sums of random variables and

random matrices. In what follows for a vector a = (aq,...,a,) we denote
lalls £ (>Xhy |ak|5)1/8. For a random variable X and r > 0 we define the

1p-norm by
Xy, & inf{C >0:Eexp(X/C)" < 2}.

If a random variable X is such that for any p > 1,EYP | X|P < pY/"K | for some
K >0, then || Xy, < cK where ¢ > 0 is a numerical constant.

LEMMA A4. Let X, X;,i=1,...,n be i.i.d. random variables with EX =0
and || X||y, < 1,1 <1 < 2. Then there exists some absolute constant C' > 0
such that for allp > 1

Zaka

k=1

p

E < (Cp)"*|jallb + (Cp)|a

p
Tx )

where a = (a1,...,a,) and 1/r +1/r, = 1.

PROOF. See [1][Lemma 3.6]. O
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LEMMA A5, If0<s<1and Xq,..., X, are independent random variables
satisfying || X ||y, < 1, then for all a = (a1,...,a,) € R™ and p > 2

n
Zaka

k=1

p

E < (Cp)y"|ally + Csp?’*|lallh.

Moreover, for s > 1/2, Cs is bounded by some absolute constant.

PROOF. See [1][Lemma 3.7]. O
LEMMA A.6. Letn,...,n, bei.i.d. standard normal random variables. For
allt>1

n

> ai(n} - 3)

i=1

(A.2) P (

2 t2Ha|!2> <e.

Moreover, if 7y, ...,7, are i.i.d. standard normal random variables and inde-
pendent of n1,...,n, then

n

Z ai(nfT; — 1)

i=1

(A.3) P (

2 t2Ha|!2> <e.

PrOOF. We prove (A.3) only. The proof of (A.2) is similar. Let ¢;,i =
2

1,...,n, be ii.d. Rademacher r.v. Denote &; o ;i ﬁ? —1,9=1,...,n. Applying

Lemma A.5 with s = 1/2 we write

n n
E|Y a&l’ < 2PE[)awel&l’ < CPpPP|lally + CPp*|all} < CPp?|lalh.
1=1 i=1

From Markov’s inequality

‘(

Taking p = t/(Ce)'/? we finish the proof of the lemma. O

n

Z ai(nym; — 1)

i=1

Crp?r
EtZHaHQ) < ST

LEMMA A.7 (Matrix Gaussian Series). Consider a finite sequence {Ay} of
fized, self-adjoint matrices with dimension d, and let {&} be a finite sequence
of independent standard normal random variables. Compute the variance pa-
rameter

def
0'2 =

S A2
k=1

Then, for allt >0,

'

> &AL

k=1

> t) < 2d exp(—t%/20?).
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PROOF. See in [15][Theorem 4.1]. O

LEMMA A.8 (Matrix Bernstein inequality). Consider a finite sequence Xy,
of independent, random, self-adjoint matrices with dimension d. Assume that
EX; = 0 and Apax(Xg) < R almost surely. Compute the norm of the total
variance,

def
0'2 =

S Ex;
k=1
Then the following inequalities hold for all t > 0:
P(A Zn:X >t| <de 7752/2
max = > X - .
2 P\ o2+ Rt/3

Moreover, if EX;, = 0 and EX? < %!Rp_zAi then the following inequalities
hold for all t > 0:

P(A zn:Xk >t <dexp|— t*/2
max P - — 5’2+Rt 9

where

~ def
0'2 =

n
|2l
k=1
PROOF. See in [15]|[Theorem 6.1]. O

A.3. Auxiliary lemma.

LEMMA A.9. Assume that Zy,Zy be i.i.d. and N(0,1). Let A1, Ao be any
positive numbers and b # 0. There exists an absolute constant ¢ such that

T
Ad ith g ('MZ2 AZ2>dt'< c
A e (abuzt +xzi o < i

PROOF. Denote the Lh.s. of (A.4) by I'. Using Euler’s formula for complex
exponential function we get for positive g and any d € R

- d
g+id = /g2 + d2e’C, (= arcsin —————.
/92 _|_d2

Hence, by (5.5) we get

I = /Tex z'tb—i-i:%

- k=1




BOOTSTRAP CONFIDENCE SETS 37

where ¢ = ¢p(t) £ arcsin (2Axt/(1 + 4t2)\i)%). Since [[2_; (1+ 4t2)\z)_1/4
is even function and ¢y (t),k = 1,2, is odd function of ¢, we may rewrite I’ as
follows

2 T 21 N\ 1 X2\ V4
A /0 t Sm( +;2<¢k 2>> 1l <1+4mg>

We note that

2 t2)\z 1/4
%) < Vi
I1 <1+4t2>\§> < VIt

k=1

Hence, to prove (A.4) it is enough to show that

T 2 tg)\z 1/4
—sin | tb + < — —>> <7> dt
/mz ( Z ‘ kl]l 1+ 4122

We may rewrite I” as follows

[// d_ef

<ec.

I"<nii+...+1f,

where

I// def T 1 .
- — sin(tb) dt|,
1 t
T 1 2 1 T
JAa / = |sin <tb+ S <¢k - —>> — sin(tb) | dt
T 2 4 . 2)2 1/4
= / Zsin (b - _Z 1— —21 dt
i e sin + ; 5 Pk 9 1+ 4t2)\%

w | [T 1 1
L’(é/ ;Sin<tb—|—Z§

222\
— dt|.
<1 + 4t2>\§>

The bound I{ < ¢ is true since for any positive A and B we have

/ Smtdt‘ < 2/ s1nt
A

To estimate I we shall use the following inequalities

|sin(xz +y) —sin(x)| < |y| for all z,y € R,

1

0§%—arcsin(1—z)<2% 22 for0<z<1.
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Applying these inequalities we get that

2
. 1 T . c
Sin <tb + I;ZI 5 (qbk — §>> — Sln(tb) S @,

where ¢ is some absolute constant. Hence,

d [~ 1
I”<—/ —dt<ec.
SN it T

/A2
The estimates for I} and Ij are similar. For simplicity we estimate If only.
Applying the following inequality
2x2 A\
0<1—(—2k ) <~ _ k=12
- <1 + 4t2A§> T 41203
we obtain that
/! o0
1
I < C—/ —dt <e,
PN i, B
where ¢’ is some absolute constant. O
REFERENCES

Apamczak, R., LITVAK, A., PAJOR, A. and TOMCZAK-JAEGERMANN, N. (2011). Re-
stricted isometry property of matrices with independent columns and neighborly polytopes
by random sampling. Constr. Approz. 34, 1, 61-88. MR2796091

BENGIO, I. and COURVILLE, A. (2016). Deep learning. Book in preparation for MIT Press.
CHERNOZHUKOV, V. AND CHETVERIKOV, D. and KaT0, K. (2013). Gaussian approxima-
tions and multiplier bootstrap for maxima of sums of high-dimensional random vectors.
Ann. Statist., 41, 6, 2786-2819. MR3161448

CHERNOZHUKOV, V. AND CHETVERIKOV, D. and KaTo, K. (2014). Central Limit Theo-
rems and Bootstrap in High Dimensions. arXiv:1412.3661.

CHuNG, K. (2001). A course in probability theory. Academic Press, Inc., San Diego, CA,
third edition. MR1796326

GOTZE, F. and ULyaNov, V. (2000). Uniform approximation in the CLT for balls in
Euclidean spaces. Preprint 00-0034, SFB 343, Univ. Bielefeld.

Horrz, M. (2010). Sparse grid quadrature in high dimensions with applications in finance
and insurance, Lecture Notes in Computational Science and Engineering, 77, Springer,
Berlin. MR2743492

Korrcuinskil, V. and Lounicr, K. (2015). Concentration inequalities and moment
bounds for sample covariance operators. ArXiv:1405.2468.

KorrcHinskil, V. and Lounict, K. (2015). Normal approximation and concentration of
spectral projectors of sample covariance. ArXiv:1504.07333.

[10] L1, Y. and HsiNG, T. (2010). Deciding the dimension of effective dimension reduc-

tion space for functional and high-dimensional data. Ann. Statist., 38, 5, 3028-3062.
MR2722463

[11] MARCENKO, V. and PASTUR, L. (1967). Distribution of eigenvalues in certain sets of

random matrices. Mat. Sb. (N.S.), 72, 114, 507-536. MR0208649

[12] PROKHOROV, Y. and ULYANOV, V. (2013). Some approximation problems in statistics

and probability. In Limit theorems in probability, statistics and number theory, 42, Springer
Proc. Math. Stat., 235-249, Springer, Heidelberg. MR3079145


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2796091
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3161448
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1796326
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2743492
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2722463
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0208649
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3079145

BOOTSTRAP CONFIDENCE SETS 39

[13] ROSENTHAL, H. (1970). On the subspaces of L? (p > 2) spanned by sequences of inde-
pendent random variables. Israel J. Math., 8, 273-303. MR0271721

[14] SPOKOINY, V. and ZHILOVA, M. (2015). Bootstrap confidence sets under model misspec-
ification. Ann. Statist., 43, 6, 2653—2675. MR3405607

[15] TroPP, J. (2012). User-friendly tail bounds for sums of random matrices. Found. Comput.
Math., 12, 4, 389-434. MR2946459

[16] TsyBakov, A. (2008). Introduction to Nonparametric Estimation. Springer, New York.
MR2724359

[17] vaN HANDEL, R. (2015). On the spectral norm of gaussian random matrices.
ArXiv:1502.05008.

[18] VERSHYNIN, R. (2012). Introduction to the non-asymptotic analysis of random matrices.
In Compressed sensing, 210-268, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge. MR2963170

[19] WaANG, X. and SLOAN, 1. (2005). Why are high-dimensional finance problems often of low
effective dimension? SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 27, 1, 159-183. MR2201179

A. NAUMOV, V. SPOKOINY
SKOLKOVO INSTITUTE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY WEIERSTRASS-INSTITUTE
SKOLKOVO INNOVATION CENTER, MOHRENSTR. 39

BLD. 3, 143026, MOSCOW, RUSSIA; 10117 BERLIN

E-MAIL: a.naumov@skoltech.ru GERMANY

E-MAIL: spokoiny@wias-berlin.de

V. ULYANOV

Facurty oF COMPUTATIONAL MATHEMATICS AND CYBERNETICS
Moscow STATE UNIVERSITY

Moscow, 119991, RussiA E-MAIL: vulyanov@cs.msu.ru


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0271721
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3405607
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2946459
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2724359
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2963170
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2201179
mailto:a.naumov@skoltech.ru
mailto:spokoiny@wias-berlin.de
mailto:vulyanov@cs.msu.ru

	1 Introduction
	2 Procedure and main results
	2.1 Setup and problem
	2.2 Bootstrap procedure
	2.3 Main results. Bootstrap validity

	3 Numerical results
	4 Proofs
	4.1 Concentration inequalities for covariance matrices and spectral projectors
	4.2 Approximation in the X - world
	4.3 Approximation in the bootstrap world
	4.4 Gaussian comparison
	4.5 Proof of the main result

	5 Gaussian comparison and anti-concentration inequalities
	A Auxiliary results
	A.1 Concentration inequalities for sample covariances and spectral projectors in X - world
	A.2 Concentration inequalities for sums of random variables and random matrices
	A.3 Auxiliary lemma

	References
	Author's addresses

