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restricted gradient descent with structural sparsity control whose underlying
dynamics are governed by differential inclusions. In particular, we present an
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earized Bregman Iteration. Hence it is called Split LBI. Despite its simplicity,
Split LBI outperforms the popular generalized Lasso in both theory and ex-
periments. A theory of path consistency is presented that equipped with
a proper early stopping, Split LBI may achieve model selection consistency
under a family of Irrepresentable Conditions which can be weaker than the
necessary and sufficient condition for generalized Lasso. Furthermore, some
{5 error bounds are also given at the minimax optimal rates. The utility
and benefit of the algorithm are illustrated by several applications including
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grouping with crowdsourced ranking data.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, consider the recovery from linear noisy measurements of
£* € RP, which satisfies the following structural sparsity that the linear
transformation v* := DS* for some D € R™*P has most of its elements being
zeros. For a design matrix X € R™*P| let

y=XB"+e 7" =Dp" (S=supp(y7), s =15]), (1.1)

where € € R” has independent identically distributed components, each of
which has a sub-Gaussian distribution with parameter o? (Elexp(te;)] <
exp(0?t?/2)). In literature the linear transform D has various examples
including the Fourier transform, the wavelet transform, or graph gradient
operators etc. Here v* is sparse, i.e. s < m. Given (y, X, D), the purpose is
to estimate $* as well as v*, and in particular, recovers the support of y*.
There is a large literature on this problem. Perhaps the most popular
approach is the following ¢;-penalized convex optimization problem,

: 1 2
axganin (51l — X3 + XD, ). (12)

Such a problem can be at least traced back to Rudin et al. (1992) as a
total variation reqularization for image denoising in applied mathematics; in
statistics it is formally proposed by Tibshirani et al. (2005) as fused Lasso.
As D = I it reduces to the well-known Lasso (Tibshirani, 1996) and different
choices of D include many special cases, it is often called generalized Lasso
(Tibshirani and Taylor, 2011) in statistics.

Various algorithms are studied for solving (1.2) at fixed values of the
tuning parameter A\, most of which is based on the ADMM or Split Bregman
using operator splitting ideas (see for examples Goldstein and Osher (2009);
Ye and Xie (2011); Wahlberg et al. (2012); Ramdas and Tibshirani (2014);
Zhu (2017) and references therein). To avoid the difficulty in dealing with the
structural sparsity in ||Df||;, these algorithms exploit an augmented variable
v to enforce sparsity while keeping it close to Df.

On the other hand, regularization paths are crucial for model selection
by computing estimators as functions of regularization parameters. For ex-
ample, Efron et al. (2004) studies the regularization path of standard Lasso
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with D = I, the algorithm in Hoefling (2010) computes the regularization
path of fused Lasso, and the dual path algorithm in Tibshirani and Taylor
(2011) can deal with generalized Lasso. Recently, Arnold and Tibshirani
(2016) discussed various efficient implementations of the the algorithm in
Tibshirani and Taylor (2011), and the related R package genlasso can be
found in CRAN repository. All of these are based on homotopy method of
solving convex optimization (1.2).

Our departure here, instead of solving (1.2), is to look at an extremely
simple yet novel iterative scheme which finds a new regularization path with
structural sparsity. We are going to show that it works in a better way than
genlasso, in both theory and experiments.

1.1. New Algorithm: Split LBI
Define a loss function which splits D and ~,

1 1
C(B,7) = %Hy—XBHnggHV—D/BHg (v >0). (1.3)

Now consider the following iterative algorithm,

Br1 = Br — kaV gl (B, 1), (1.4a)
Zk+1 — Rk — avyﬁ(ﬁk, ’}/k), (14b)
Vi1 = K - Prox|p, (2x+1), (1.4c)

where the initial choice zp = 79 = 0 € R™, f = 0 € RP, parameters
k>0, a >0, v > 0, and the proximal map associated with a convex function
h is defined by prox,(z) = arg min, ||z —x||?/2+ h(x), which is reduced to the
shrinkage operator when h is taken to be the £;-norm, prox|, () = S (z,1)
where

S (z,\) =sign(z) -max (|z| — A, 0) (A >0).

The algorithm generates a sequence (8, Vx)reny Which defines a discrete
regularization path. Iteration (1.4a) has appeared as Ly-Boost (Bithlmann
and Yu, 2002) in machine learning and can be traced back to the Landweber
Iteration in inverse problems (Yao et al., 2007) where early stopping reg-
ularization is needed against overfitting noise. On the other hand, (1.4b)
and (1.4c), generating a sparse regularization path on 7, is known as the
Linearized Bregman Iteration (LBI) firstly proposed in Yin et al. (2008). Re-
cently in sparse linear regression, Osher et al. (2016) shows that under nearly
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the same conditions as standard Lasso, LBI with early stopping may achieve
sign consistency but with a less biased estimator than Lasso, and its limit
dynamics will reach the bias-free oracle estimator which is optimal over all
estimators. Equipped with a variable splitting between DS and +, algorithm
(1.4) thus combines the Lo-Boost of § for prediction and LBI of « for sparse
structure. Hence in this paper we call (1.4) the Split LBI or Boosting with
structural sparsity.

The gap |7 — Df||3/v controls the affinity between D3 and 7. As v — 0,
D = ~ which meets the generalized Lasso constraint; while for a finite
v > 0, Df is not necessarily sparse. Such an increase in degree of freedom,
however, leaves us a new space for improving the model selection consistency,
as we shall see in the following experiment and in later part of this paper for
a theoretical development.

1.2. Improved Model Selection in Experiments

The following example shows that the iterative regularization path (1.4)
can be more accurate than the regularization path of generalized Lasso, in
terms of Area Under the Curve (AUC)! measurement of the order of param-
eters becoming nonzero in consistent with the ground truth sparsity pattern
(higher value of AUC means better performance of variable selection of an
algorithm such that true parameters becoming nonzero along the algorithmic
regularization path earlier than the null parameters). The following simple
experiment illustrates such phenomena by simulations.

Example 1. Consider two problems: standard Lasso and 1-D fused Lasso.
In both cases, set n = p = 50, and generate X € R"™*? denoting n i.i.d.
samples from N(0,1,), e ~ N(0,1,), y = XB* +e. B; =2 (if 1 <j <10),
-2 (if 11 < j < 15), and 0 (otherwise). For Lasso we choose D = I,
and for 1-D fused Lasso we choose D = (Di; Dy) € RP=1#P)XP gych that
(D1B8); = B — Bj41 (for 1 < j < p—1) and Dy = I,. Figure 1 shows
the regularization paths by genlasso ({Df\}) and by iteration (1.4) (linear
interpolation of {7x}) with x = 200 and v € {1,5,10}, respectively. The
generalized Lasso path is in fact piecewise linear with respect to A while we
show it along t = 1/ for a comparison. Note that the iterative paths exhibit
a variety of different shapes depending on the choice of v. However, in terms

!The “Area Under the Curve” is the area under the Receiver Operating Characteristic
(ROC) Curve, whose definition can be seen for example in (Brown and Davis, 2006).
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Figure 1: {DgB,\} (t = 1/A\) by genlasso and {y;} (! = ka) by Split LBI (1.4) with
v =1,5,10, for 1-D fused Lasso.

of order of those curves entering into nonzero range, these iterative paths
exhibit a better accuracy than genlasso. Table 1 shows this by the mean
AUC of 100 independent experiments in each case, where the increase of v
improves the model selection accuracy of Split LBI paths and beats that of
generalized Lasso.

Why does Split LBI perform better in model selection than generalized
Lasso? Some limit dynamics of algorithm (1.4) actually shed light on the
cause.

1.8. Limat Differential Inclusions of Split LBI

Below we are going to derive several limit dynamics of Split LBI, which
are differential inclusions and lead to explanations on how our algorithm
might improve over generalized Lasso.

First of all, noting by the following Moreau Decomposition

pEO, z=p+7/k <= 1=£S(z1), p=2-3S(21), (15)



Table 1: Mean AUC (with standard deviation) comparisons where Split LBI (1.4) beats
genlasso. The first is for the standard Lasso, and the second is for the 1-D fused Lasso
in Example 1.

genlasso Split LBI
v=1 v=>5 v=10

9426 9845 9969 9982
(.0390)  (.0185) (.0065) (.0043)

genlasso Split LBI
v=1 v=>5 v=10

9705 9955  .9996  .9998
(.0212)  (.0056) (.0014) (.0009)

the Split LBI (1.4) can be rewritten as,

Bry1/k = Pr/k — aVgl (Brs Vi) 5 (1.6a)
Prt1 + Ver1 /6 = pe + Yi/k — VL (B, k) (1.6b)
ok € 0l elly (1.6¢)

where pg =v% =0¢€ R™, 5y =0 € RP.

Now taking p(ka) = pi, v(ka) = Y, B(ka) = Bi, and a — 0, (1.6) is
a forward Euler discretization of the following limit dynamics, called Split
Linearized Bregman Inverse Scale Space (Split LBISS) here.

Definition 1 (Split LBISS). For @ — 0, define the following differential
inclusion as the limit dynamics of Split LBI,

B(t)/k = =Vt (B(1), (1)), (1.72)
plt) +3(t)/r = =V, (B(1),7(1)), (1.7b)
p(t) € A llv(@ll; (1.7¢)

where p(t), 3(t),v(t) are right continuously differentiable, with p(t), 3(t), ()
denoting the right derivatives in ¢ of p(t), 5(t),v(t) respectively, and p(0) =
v(0) =0 € R™, B(0) =0 € RP.

Next taking Kk — 0o, we reach the following dynamics called Split Inverse
Scale Space (Split 1SS) in this paper.
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Definition 2 (Split ISS). For k — oo and o — 0, define the differential
inclusion,

0= =Vl (B(t),7(), (1.8a)
pt) = =V L(B(1),7(1) (1.8b)
p(t) € B lv(@Dll; (1.8¢)

where p(t) is right continuously differentiable, 3(t), v(t) are right continuous,
and p(0) = v(0) = 0 € R™, 5(0) = 0 € RP. Solving f(t) in (1.8a) and
plugging it into (1.8b), (1.8) can be reduced to

pt) = —SHEV (1) - SVDAIX ), (190
p(t) € Ayl (1.9b)
where > and A are given by
S =3%(v):=([—DA'D") /v, and A= A(v) =vX*X +D"D. (1.10)
In fact by (1.8a) we have
5(6) = g min £ (5,1(t)) = A" (X"y + D' (1),
where A = vX*X + DTD. Substituting this for 3(¢) in (1.8b) and noting
(C.1) (DAX* = X12511/2D AX*), we thus get (1.9a).

Remark 1. Note that (1.9) coincides with the differential inclusion proposed
in Chapter 8 of Moeller (2012) where the authors introduced it in a different
way. The existence and uniquess of solutions of Split LBISS and Split ISS
will be characterized precisely in Section 3.

Now consider the particular case of the standard Lasso where D = I and
Y(v) = X*(I + vXX*)"'X. Hence as v — 0, we have X(v) — X*X and
(1.9) leads to the standard Inverse Scale Space (ISS) dynamics studied in
(Osher et al., 2016) by identifying 5 = ~.

Proposition 1. Let D =1 and v — 0, then v = 8 and (1.8) reduces to

p(t) = =X (XB(t) — ), (1.11a)
p(t) € BW; (1.11b)

with the same notations as above.
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A fundamental path consistency problem is the following.

Model Selection Consistency: Under what conditions there exists
a point 7 (or k) such that supp(y(7)) = S (or supp(y;) = S), or more
specifically the so called sign-consistency holds, sign(y(7)) = sign(y*) (or
sign(vz;) = sign(y*), respectively)?

Comparing the reduced Split ISS (1.9) with the ISS (1.11), one can see
that X(v) plays a similar role as X*X. For the special case that D = I and
v — 0, Osher et al. (2016) shows that under nearly the same conditions as
Lasso, ISS (1.11) achieves model selection consistency but with the unbiased
oracle estimator which is better than Lasso. Here an unbiased estimator
means the expectation of the estimator equals to the ground truth and Lasso
is well-known to be biased. In fact, under a so called Irrepresentable Condi-
tion (IRR) on X*X, ISS (1.11) is guaranteed to evolve before the stopping
time on the oracle subspace whose coordinate index is within the support set
S of the true parameter, i.e. no false positive. Similarly the Lasso regular-
ization path also has no false positive under the same condition. Moreover
if the signal is strong enough, the Lasso may pick up an estimator which is
sign-consistent yet biased, while the ISS path with an early stopping may
reach the oracle estimator which is both sign-consistent and unbiased.

For the comparison with generalized Lasso, the Irrepresentable Condition
on X(v) will replace that on X* X, where the additional degree of freedom
provided by v enables us a chance to beat generalized Lasso.

Model selection and estimation consistency of generalized Lasso (1.2) has
been studied in previous work. Sharpnack et al. (2012) considered the model
selection consistency of the edge Lasso, with a special D in (1.2), which
has applications over graphs. Liu et al. (2013) provides an upper bound
of estimation error by assuming the design matrix X is a Gaussian ran-
dom matrix. In particular, Vaiter et al. (2013) proposes a general condition
called Identifiability Criterion (IC) for sign consistency. Lee et al. (2013)
establishes a general framework for model selection consistency for penalized
M-estimators, proposing an Irrepresentable Condition which is equivalent to
IC from Vaiter et al. (2013) under the specific setting of (1.2). In fact both
of these conditions are sufficient and necessary for structural sparse recovery
by generalized Lasso (1.2) in a certain sense.

In this paper, we shall present a new family of the Irrepresentable Con-
dition depending on Y (v), under which model selection consistency can be
established for both Split ISS (1.8) and Split LBI (1.4). In particular, this
condition family can be strictly weaker than IC as the parameter v grows,

8
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Figure 2: Illustration of global behaviour of dynamics in this paper.

which sheds light on the superb performance of Split LBI we observed in
the experiment above. Therefore, the benefits of exploiting Split LBI (1.4)
not only lie in its algorithmic simplicity, but also provide a possibility of
theoretical improvement on model selection consistency.

Roughly speaking, the global picture of our theoretical development is
illustrated in Figure 2:

1.

Equipped with the Irrepresentable Condition on ¥(v), all the dynamics
(differential inclusions and the discrete iterations) evolves in a subspace
of estimators whose support set lies in the that of the true parameter,
whence the subspace is called the oracle subspace here;

Further enhanced by a restricted strongly convexity, along the paths of
these dynamics the loss is rapidly decreasing at an exponential speed,
firstly approaching a saddle point lying the oracle estimator then flow-
ing away;

Early stopping regularization is designed here to stop the dynamics
around the saddle point to pick up an estimator close to the oracle
before escaping to overfitted solutions;

If the signal is strong enough such that the true parameters are all of
sufficiently large magnitudes, such a good estimator is guaranteed to
recover the sparsity pattern of the ground truth.

In the sequel, we are going to elaborate them in a precise way.

9
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1.4. Paper Organization

This paper is a long version of a conference report (Huang et al., 2016)
which states the main results about the discrete algorithm (1.4) without
proofs together with part of the experiments. The full version here is orga-
nized as follows: Section 2 presents the Irrepresentable Condition together
with other assumptions for Split ISS and LBI, and shows that it can be
strictly weaker than IC, the necessary and sufficient condition for model se-
lection consistency of generalized Lasso; Some basic properties of dynamic
paths are presented in Section 3, including the existence and uniqueness of
differential inclusion solutions, as well as the non-increasing loss along the
paths; Section 4 collects the path consistency results for both differential
inclusions and the discrete algorithm; A brief description of proof ideas for
these results are presented in Section 5 with specific details left in appen-
dices; Section 6 collects three more applications, including image denoising,
partial order (group) estimate in sports and crowdsourced university ranking;
Conclusion is given in Section 7; Appendices collect all the remaining proofs
in this paper.

1.5. Notation

For matrix @ with m rows (D for example) and J C {1,2,...,m}, let
Qs = Q. be the submatrix of ) with rows indexed by J. However, for
Q € R™P (X for example) and J C {1,2,...,p}, let Q; = Q. be the
submatrix of () with columns indexed by J, abusing the notation.

Py, denotes the projection matrix onto a linear subspace L, Let L1+ Lo :=
{&4& 0 €€ Ly, € € Ly} for subspaces Ly, L. For amatrix @, let Qf denotes
the Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse of 0, and we recall that QT = (QTQ)'Q7.
Let Amax (@), Amin (@) s Amin+ (@) denotes the largest singular value, the small-
est singular value, the smallest nonzero singular value of (), respectively. For
symmetric matrices P and @, @ > P (or Q = P) means that Q) — P is
positive (semi-)definite, respectively. Let Q* := QT /n. Sometimes we use
{a,b) := a'b, denoting the inner product between vectors a,b. Also, for
tidiness in some situations, we write (Qq; Qs) := (QT, Q1)T.

2. Assumptions and Comparisons

2.1. Basic Assumptions

We need some convention, definitions and assumptions. For the identifia-
bility of 8*, we can assume that §* and its estimators of interest are restricted

10
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L := (ker(X) Nker(D))* = Im (XT) + Im (D7),

since replacing £* with “the projection of 5* onto £” does not change the
model. We also have g* € M, where M is the model subspace defined as

M = {/B DSLBIO}
Note that ¢(3,) is quadratic, and we can define its Hessian matrix

H=H®):=V*(3,7) = (X*X_JFDZ/)ZD/” _[i%”) (2.1)

(sometimes we use the notation H(v) stressing the dependence on v). Now
we assume that there exist constants Ap, Ap, Ax > 0 satisfying

min (Amin+ (D), Amin+ (Dse)) > Ap, (2.2a)
Amax (D) S AD; (22b>
Apax (X*X) < A% (2.2¢)

Besides, we consider the following assumption.

Assumption 1 (Restricted Strong Convexity (RSC)). There exists a con-
stant A > 0 such that

5TX*X,62)\||B||§, for any B € LN M. (2.3)

Remark 2. When £ = RP i.e. there is only one 5* satisfying (1.1), Assump-
tion 1 is the same as that proposed by Lee et al. (2013). Specifically, when
D = I, Assumption 1 reduces to X§Xg > A, the usual RSC in Lasso.

Proposition 2. If there exists C' > 0, v > 0, such that

()

then (2.3) holds. Conversely, if (2.3) holds, then there exists C' > 0, such
that for all v > 0, (2.4) holds.

2

(BEL, 5 €RY). (2.4)

2

T T\ . . B >L
(8%, 75) - Hep.s).8.5 (V) (%,) Z1+0

11
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Remark 3. Traditional RSC for the partial Lasso ming,(¢(5,v) + Al|v|1)
requires £ to be restricted strongly convex, i.e. strongly convex restricted on
N = LB R* P {0}~* which is the sparse subspace corresponding to the
support of v*). Proposition 2 implies that, Assumption 1 is necessary for ¢
to be restricted strongly convex for a specific v > 0 (note that ¢ depends on
v), and also sufficient for ¢ to be restricted strongly convex for all v > 0.

Remark 4. Let us further note the rate C/(1 + v) in (2.4). When v — 0,
it approaches C', a constant independent with v. When v — +o00, the rate
C/(1+v) ~ vt is the best possible, since ||H|s < v~ by (C.3).

Assumption 2 (Irrepresentable Condition (v) (IRR(v))). There exists a con-
stant n € (0,1] such that

<1-—mn. (2.5)

sup
pe[—l,l]s

0
Hse (5,5 (V) Hg.5),8.5 @) - < [f )

.

Remark 5. Assumption 2 actually concerns a family of assumptions with
varing v. However, practically we only require that IRR(v) holds for the
specific v used in the algorithm of Split LBI.

Remark 6. Assumption 2 directly generalizes the Irrepresentable Condition
from standard Lasso (Zhao and Yu, 2006) and OMP/BP (Tropp, 2004), to
the partial Lasso: ming. (¢ (5,v) + Al|y]]1). This type conditions are firstly
proposed by (Tropp, 2004) for Orthogonal Matching Pursuit (OMP) and Ba-
sis Pursuit (BP) in noise free case, in the name of Exact Recovery Condition;
later Cai and Wang (2011) extends it to OMP in noisy measurement; Zhao
and Yu (2006) establishes it for model selection consistency of Lasso under
Gaussian noise while Wainwright (2009) extends it to the sub-gaussian; Yuan
and Lin (2007) and Zou (2006) also independently present this condition in
other studies. Here following the standard Lasso case (Wainwright, 2009),
one version of the Irrepresentable Condition should be

0

[ Hse,6.5) (V) Hig5),5,5) ()" - gl . <1 =1, where pfy ) = (pg) '
P55 is the value of gradient (subgradient) of ¢; penalty function [ - ||, on
(8*;75). Here pj = 0p, because 3 is not assumed to be sparse and hence is

not penalized. Assumption 2 slightly strengthens this by a supremum over
p, for uniform sparse recovery independent to a particular sign pattern of y*.

12
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2.2. Some Equivalent Assumptions

Recall that in order to obtain path consistency results of standard LBISS
and LBI in Osher et al. (2016), they propose Restricted Strong Convexity
(RSC) and Irrpresentable Condition (IRR) based on their X*X | and these
assumptions are actually the same as those for Lasso. In a contrast, for Split
LBISS and Split LBI, we can propose assumptions based on ¥(v), i.e. ¥gg(v)
is positive definite, and [|[Zge s(v)Xs5(v) oo < 1 — 7. These assumptions
actually prove to be equivalent with Assumption 1 and 2 as follows.

Proposition 3. If There exists C > 0, vy > 0 such that (2.4) holds for
v = vy, then there exists C' > 0 such that for all v > 0,

C/
> —
s,s(v) = T+

I. (2.6)

Conversely, if there exists C' > 0, vy > 0 such that (2.6) holds for v = vy,
then there exists C' > 0 such that for all v > 0, (2.4) holds.

Proposition 4. Under Assumption 1, the left hand side of (2.5) in Assump-
tion 2 becomes || Xge s(V)3s,5(V) oo, and (2.5) is equivalent to

HESC,S(V>ES,S(V)_1HOO S 1-— n. (27)

Remark 7. From Proposition 2 and 4, ¥ seems to be closely related to H,
which is truly the case. In fact, X is the Schur complement of Hg g in H.

2.3. Comparison Theorem on the Irrepresentable Condition

We present a comparison theorem showing that IRR(v) can be weaker

than IC, a necessary and sufficient for model selection consistency of gener-
alized Lasso (Vaiter et al., 2013). Define irr(r) as the left hand side of (2.5)
(or equivalently the left hand side of (2.7), due to Proposition 4), and

irr(0) := llir(l) irr(v), irr(oco) := VEIJPOO irr(v).

Let W be a matrix whose columns form an orthogonal basis of ker(Dge ), and
define

QS — (DLC)T (X*XW (WTX*XW)TWT — I) Di,

icy := ||QSH , ic; :=  min HQSsign(Dsﬁ*) — .
& ueker(Dz;c) &

13
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Figure 3: A comparison between our family of Irrepresentable Conditions (IRR(v)) and IC
in Vaiter et al. (2013), with log-scale horizontal axis. As v grows, irr(v) can be significantly
smaller than icg and icq, so that our model selection condition is easier to be met!

Vaiter et al. (2013) proved the sign consistency of the generalized Lasso
estimator of (1.2) for specifically chosen A, under the assumption ic; < 1.
As we shall see later, the same conclusion holds for our algorithm under the
assumption irr(v) < 1 —mn. Which assumption is weaker to be satisfied? The
following theorem, with proof in Appendix E, answers this.

Theorem 1 (Comparisons between IRR(v) and IC).

1. iCO Z iCl.
2. irr(0) exists, and irr(0) = icy.
3. irr(oo) exists, and irr(co) = 0 if and only if ker(X) C ker(Dg).

From this comparison theorem with a design matrix X of full column
rank, as v grows, irr(r) < ic; < icy, hence Assumption 2 is weaker than
IC. Now recall the setting of Example 1 where ker(X) = 0 generically. In
Figure 3, the (solid and dashed) horizontal red lines denote icy, ic;, and we see
the blue curve denoting irr(v) approaches ico when v — 0 and approaches
0 when v — +oo, which illustrates Theorem 1 (here each of icy,icy,irr(v)
is the mean of 100 values calculated under 100 generated X’s). Although
irr(0) = icg is slightly larger than icy, irr(v) can be significantly smaller than

14
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icy if v is not tiny. On the right side of the vertical line, irr(v) drops below
1, indicating that Assumption 2 is satisfied while IC fails.

Remark 8. Despite that Theorem 1 suggests to adopt a large v, v can not
be arbitrarily large, elsewise C'/(1+v) in (2.4) is small and ¢ becomes “flat”,
which will deteriorates the estimator in terms of ¢5 error to be shown later.

3. Basic Properties of Paths

The following theorem establishes the solution existence as well as unique-
ness of Split ISS and Split LBISS, in almost the same way as Osher et al.
(2016). The proof is given in Appendix C.

Theorem 2 (Existence and uniqueness of solutions).

1. As for Split 1SS (1.8), assume that p(t) is right continuously differ-
entiable and B(t),y(t) is right continuous. Then a solution exists for
t > 0, with piecewise linear p(t) and piecewise constant B(t),~(t). Be-
sides, p(t) is unique. If additionally Xgu) s > 0 for 0 <t < 7, where
Y is defined in (1.10) and S(t) := supp(y(t)), then B(t),~(t) are unique
for0<t <.

2. As for Split LBISS (1.7), assume that p(t), 5(t) are right continuously
differentiable. Then there is a unique solution for t > 0.

The following theorem states that along the solution path of either dif-
ferential inclusions or iterative algorithms, the loss function is always non-
increasing. Its proof is provided in Appendix C.

Theorem 3 (Non-increasing loss along the paths). Consider the loss func-
tion £ defined in (1.3).

1. For a solution (p(t), B(t),y(t)) of Split 1SS (1.8), £(B(t),~(t)) is non-
mcereasing in t.

2. For a solution (p(t),5(t),y(t)) of Split LBISS (1.7), L(B(t),~(t)) is
non-increasing in t.

3. For a solution (py, B, k) of Split LBI (1.6), ¢(Bk, V) is non-increasing
in k, if

kol H|l2 < 2. (3.1)

Moreover, ||H||, < 2(1+vA% + A3) /v holds, so (3.1) holds if

ko <v/(1+vA% +A}). (3.2)
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4. Path Consistency of Split LBISS and Split LBI

4.1. Consistency of Split LBISS

The following theorem, with proof in Appendix G, says that under As-
sumption 1 and 2, Split LBISS will automatically evolve in the “oracle”
s subspace (unknown to us) restricted within the support set of (8*,v*) before
leaving it, and if the signal parameters is strong enough, sign consistency will

be reached. Moreover, {5 error bounds on 7(¢) and 3(t) are given.

Theorem 4 (Consistency of Split LBISS). Under Assumption 1 and 2,
define A\g = C/(1 +v) (from (2.4)) and suppose that k is large so that

4 1 Ax 2(1+vAZ + A2)
> |14+ — 1
R_U( +>‘D+)\1)\D) +\/ Ay

20 AX AX /\H>\2D+A_2X'
L (1T+A * — |+ —— 4.1
(@ an Il 3o (24 5+ 22 ) ) )

Let
N Ap n

(4.2)

T 80 Ay \logm’

Then with probability not less than 1 —6/m — 3exp(—4n/5), we have all the
s following properties.

1. No-false-positive: The solution has no false-positive, i.e. supp(y(t)) C
S, for0<t<T.
2. Sign consistency of v(t): Once the signal is strong enough such that

160 AxAp [logm

* o= (DgB*) . > — . (21 1 A
fymm ( Sﬁ )mm — 77)\H )\% ( 0g5+5+ Og(8 D)) n ?
(4.3)

then ~(t) has sign consistency at T, i.e. sign(y(7)) = sign(DS*).
3. {5 consistency of y(t):

_ 420 Ax [slogm
- DM, < — - — .
||’7 (T) 5 ||2 — 77)\H )\D n
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320

325

4. 0y “consistency” of B(t):

18(7) — g, < 220 Mhx(+2Ap) + A% [slogm
Y AN, n

20 [r'logm MAx + A%
e L9y . AAX T X
SV W VA
where
' =dim({XB: B €ker(D)}), (4.4)

which 1s very small in most cases.

Despite that the sign consistency of () can be established here, usually
one can not expect D{(t) recovers the sparsity pattern of 4* due to the
variable splitting. As shown in the last term of the ¢y error bound of §(t),
increasing v will sacrifice its accuracy, as to achieve the minimax optimal /5
error rate one needs v = O(4/(slogm)/n). However, one can remedy this
by projecting 5(t) on to a subspace using the support set of v(¢), and obtain
a good estimator 3 (t) with both sign consistency and ¢y consistency at the
minimax optimal rates. This leads to the following theorem.

Theorem 5 (Consistency of revised Split LBISS). Under Assumption 1
and 2, define A\g = C/(1+v) (from (2.4)) and suppose that k satisfies (4.1).
Define T the same as in Theorem 4, and define

S(t) == supp(¥(8); Ps) = Prer(nge) = L~ Djrg(t)cDS(t)C? B(t) = PsB(1).

If S(t)¢ = @, define Pswy = 1. Then we have the following properties.

DS(t)C

1. Sign consistency ofB(t) : Once (4.3) holds, then with probability not less
than 1 — 8/m — 3exp(—4n/5), there holds sign(DB(7)) = sign(DS*).

2. 0y consistency of 5(t): With probability not less than 1—8/m—2r' /m?—
3exp(—4n/5b), we have

Hﬁ(f)—ﬁ* o 800 Ax (Ap + %) [slogm
2 7 nAy A n
20 (Ax  Ap)3 + A% r'logm i
(b W) TR )
i An ()\% ’ MAD w0 sty Dstrynsh 2

where 1" is defined in (4.4). If additionally S(7) 2 S, then the last
term on the right hand side drops.
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0 Remark 9. In most cases 1’ is very small, so the dominant ¢, error rate is
O(+/(slogm)/n) (as long as v is upper bounded by constant), which is min-
imax optimal (Lee et al., 2013; Liu et al., 2013).

4.2. Consistency of Split LBI
Based on theorems on consistency of Split LBISS, one can naturally derive
535 similar results for Split LBI with large x and small a.

Theorem 6 (Consistency of Split LBI). Under Assumption 1 and 2, de-
fine \g = C/(1+v) (from (2.4)). Suppose that k is large and « is small, so
that

ra||H|y < 2, (4.5)
Kk satisfies (4.1) with Ay replaced by Ny := Ag(1 — ka||H||2/2) > 0, and
N Ap n

5@<T::8—U'E logm

Let k := |7/a]. Then with probability not less than 1 —6/m — 3 exp(—4n/5),
s we have all the following properties.

1. No-false-positive: The solution has no false-positive, i.e. supp(yx) C S,
for 0 <ka<T.
2. Sign consistency of v, Once the signal is strong enough such that

Yain = (D58%) ain
logm

160 AXAD
> . 21 5+ log(8A 4.6
TNy (1=5a/7) A% (2log s +5 +log(8Ap)) n (4.6)

then 7y, has sign consistency at k, i.e. sign(vg) = sign(Df*).
3. {5 consistency of 7y

420 Ax [slogm
P — D], < v\ T
||'7k B ”2 — 77/\/H (1 _a/7—_) )\D n

4. {5 “consistency” of [y:

180 — 5, < 420 MAx(1+Ap) + A% [slogm
TN - a/7) W, Vo

2o, [TgR At
)\1 n )\1>\D

where ' is defined in (4.4).
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Similarly after the projection one can get 8j, such that Dfj, is sparse and
the corresponding /5 error bound is improved.

Theorem 7 (Consistency of revised Split LBI). Under Assumption 1
and 2, define A\g = C/(1 +v) (from (2.4)). Suppose that k,« satisfy the
same conditions as in Theorem 6; Ny, T is defined the same as in Theorem 6.
Define

Sk :=supp(1k), Ps, 1= Pker(Dsc) =1- DTSEDSE’ Br = Ps, B
k

If S; = @, define P, = 1. Then we have the following properties.

1. Sign consistency of Bz: Once (4.6) holds, then with probability not less
than 1 — 8/m — 3exp(—4n/5), there holds sign(Dj;) = sign(DS*).

2. 0y consistency of By: With probability not less than 1 — 8/m —2r' /m? —
3exp(—4n/5), we have

~ ) 800 Ax (Ap +2%) [slogm
H@E—ﬁ < — — - x ( 2 D)\/ 5
2 = Ny (1 —a/7T) A n

20 (Ax = Ng)% + A% r'logm i .
*E(E* g )V +2|[ Dl Digast

where v’ is defined in (4.4). If additionally S, 2 S, then the last term
on the right hand side drops.

5. Proof Ideas for SLBISS Path Consistency Theorems

Sketchy proof of Theorem 4. The Split LBISS dynamics always start within
the oracle subspace (ysc(t) = 0), and by Lemma 7 we prove that under the
Irrepresentable Condition the exit time of the oracle subspace is no earlier
than some 7 < y/n/logm (i.e. the no-false-positive condition holds before
7), with high probability.

Before 7, the dynamics follow the identical path of the following oracle
dynamics of the Split LBISS restricted in the oracle subspace

poe(t) = 7se(t) =0, (5.1a)

B(t)/r = —X"(XB'(t) —y) — D" (DB'(t) =/ (1)) /v,  (5.1D)

ps(t) +7s(t)/r = — (vs(t) — DsB'(t)) /v, (5.1c)
ps(t) € 9 sy, (5.1d)
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360

where p5(0) = v5(0) =0 € R®, §'(0) = 0 € RP. Theorem 3 shows that the
loss is always dropping along the paths. Hence to monitor the distance of an
estimator to the oracle estimator

(B8°,7°) € arg  min £ (f,7) C arg min £(3,7) (5.2)
By By

BEL, v5e=0 vge=0

which? is an optimal estimate of the true parameter (8*,7*) (with error
bounds in Lemma 8), we define a potential function

U(t) := DS (75,75(t) + d(t)*/(2),

where

ds(t) = B(0)—B°, d,(1) =7/ (1) =", d(t) = 1/ I, s O + lds(1)]2, (5.3)

and the Bregman distance

DO (48, 75(6)) = 18l = Vs @)l = (78 = 5(t), Ps(®)
= [18ll; = (78 Ps(1)) -
Equipped with this potential function, the original differential inclusion is

reduced to the following differential inequality, called as generalized Bihari’s
inequality (Lemma 1) whose proof will be given in Appendix F.

Lemma 1 (Generalized Bihari’s inequality). Under Assumption 1, for all
t > 0 we have

%\p(t) < A F7H(U(1),

where 77, = min(|v¢] : 7§ # 0) and

0, 0 <z < (yin)%
Flo) = 59 20/t (i) <2 < s(2)°,
2\/57 z Z S(’yglin)27
F~l(z) :=inf(y: F(y) >2) (y >0).

2The property of the right hand side of (5.2) is based on £(P;3°,7°) = £(5°,7°).
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Such an inequality, together with the Restricted Strong Convexity condition
(RSC), leads to an exponential decrease of the potential above enforcing the
convergence to the oracle estimator. Then we can show that as long as the
signal is strong enough with all the magnitudes of entries of v* being large
enough (2 (log s)+/(logm)/n), the dynamics stopped at 7, exactly selects
all nonzero entries of v° ((F.8) in Lemma 6), hence also of v* with high
probability, achieving the sign consistency.

Even without the strong signal condition, with RSC we can also show
that the dynamics, at 7, returns a good estimator of v° ((F.9) in Lemma 6),
hence also of v*, having an ¢y error ~ /(slogm)/n (minimax optimal rate)
with high probability. Combining the ¢ bounds of f'(t) — 8° (from (F.9) in
Lemma 6) and 5° — f* (Lemma 8), we obtain the result concerning the /o
bound of f'(t) — *, at 7, similarly with the minimax optimal rate.

A detailed proof of Theorem 4 can be found in Appendix G. O

Remark 10. Tt is an interesting open problem how to relax the Irrepresentable
Condition to achieve a minimax optimal estimator at weaker conditions such
as (Bickel et al., 2009).

Proof sketch of Theorem 5. By Theorem 4, the exit time of the oracle sub-
space is no earlier than some 7 < y/n/logm, i.e. the no-false-positive con-
dition holds before 7, or say S(t) C S for ¢t < 7, with high probability. The
definition of 5(t) enforces

DSC/B (7_—) - 0 - DSC/B*.
Using the error bounds of 5'(t) — £° (from (F.8) in Lemma 6) and g° — *

(Lemma 8), we obtain

IDs5 (7) = DsBlloe < Yiin = (D" hnin = sign (D5 (7)) = sign(Ds5"),

as long as the magnitudes of entries of v* are all large enough, achieving the
sign consistency. Also we can obtain the ¢, bound of 5(t) — 8*.
A detailed proof of Theorem 5 can be found in Appendix G. 0J

6. Experiments

In this section, we show three additional applications using the algorithm
proposed in this paper. The first application is about traditional image de-
noising using TV-regularization or fused Lasso. The remaining twos are new
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applications in partial order ranking: the second one is the basketball team
ranking in partial order and the third one is the grouping of world universities
in crowdsourced ranking. For reproducible research, Matlab source codes are
released at the following website:

https://github.com/yuany-pku/split-1bi.

6.1. Parameter Setting

Parameter x should be large enough according to (4.1). Moreover, step
size a should be small enough to ensure the stability of Split LBI. When v, k
are determined, o can actually be determined by a = v/(k(1 + vA% + A%))
(see (3.2)).

6.2. Application: Image Denoising

Consider the image denoising problem in Tibshirani and Taylor (2011).
The original image is resized to 50 x 50, and reset with only four colors, as
in the top left image in Figure 4. Some noise is added by randomly changing
some pixels to be white, as in the bottom left. Let G = (V| F) is the 4-nearest-
neighbor grid graph on pixels, then 8 = (8g; Ba; Be) € R since there are 3
color channels (RGB channels). X = I3y and D = diag(Dg, D¢, D), where
D¢é € RIEXIVI s the gradient operator on graph G defined by (Dgz)(e;;) =
x;— x4, ¢;; € . Set v = 180, xk = 100. The regularization path of Split LBI
is shown in Figure 4, where as t evolves, images on the path gradually select
visually salient features before picking up the random noise.

Now compare the AUC (Area Under the Curve) of genlasso and Split
LBI algorithm with different . For simplicity we show the AUC correspond-
ing to the red color channel. Here v € {1,20,40,60,...,300}. As shown in
the right panel of Figure 4, with the increase of v, Split LBI beats genlasso
with higher AUC values.

6.3. Application: Partial Order Ranking for Basketball Teams

Here we consider a new application on the ranking of p = 12 FIBA bas-
ketball teams into partial orders. The teams are listed in Figure 5. We
collected n = 134 pairwise comparison game results mainly from various im-
portant championship such as Olympic Games, FIBA World Championship
and FIBA Basketball Championship in 5 continents from 2006-2014 (8 years
is not too long for teams to keep relatively stable levels while not too short
to have enough samples). For each sample indexed by k& and corresponding

22


https://github.com/yuany-pku/split-lbi

Original Figure 1=9.3798 t=23.7812 2d FUSED LASSO

Noisy Figure t=60.5532 t=617.1275 0.8

. . 07-

Figure 4: Left is image denoising results by Split LBI. Right shows the AUC of Split LBI
(blue solid line) increases and exceeds that of genlasso (dashed red line) as v increases.

Baseketball (genlasso)

Coordinates of
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Figure 5: Partial order ranking for basketball teams. Top left shows {\} (t = 1/)) by
genlasso and By (t = ka) by Split LBI. Top right shows the same grouping result just
passing t5. Bottom is the FIBA ranking of all teams.
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team pair (ix, jr), Y& = Si, —Sj, 1S the score difference between team i;, and jj.
We assume a model yx = 3 — 07 + €, where % € RP measures the strength
of these teams. So the design matrix X € R"*? is defined by its k-th row:
Thi, = 1, @y, = —1, 2 = 0 (I # 4y, jr). In sports, teams with similar
strength generally meet more often than those in different levels. Thus we
hope to find a coarse grained partial order ranking by adding a structural
sparsity on Df* where D = ¢X (c scales the smallest nonzero singular value
of D to be 1).

The top left panel of Figure 5 shows {f,} by genlasso and B, by Split
LBI with v = 1 and x = 100. Both paths give the same partial order at
early stages, though the Split LBI path looks qualitatively better. For exam-
ple, the top right panel shows the same partial order after the change point
t5. It is interesting to compare it against the FIBA ranking in September,
2014, shown in the bottom. Note that the average basketball level in FEu-
rope is higher than that of in Asia and Africa, hence China can get more
FIBA points than Germany based on the dominant position in Asia, so is
Angola in Africa. But their true levels might be lower than Germany, as in-
dicated in our results. Moreover, America (FIBA points 1040.0) itself forms
a group, agreeing with the common sense that it is much better than any
other country. Spain, having much higher FIBA ranking points (705.0) than
the 3rd team Argentina (455.0), also forms a group alone. It is the only team
that can challenge America in recent years, and it enters both finals against
America in 2008 and 2012.

6.4. Application: Grouping in Crowdsourced Ranking of World Universities

Crowdsourcing technique has been recently used to rank universities by
Internet voters, e.g. CrowdRank. In the following a crowdsourcing experiment
has been conducted for ranking p = 261 universities in the world on the
platform http://www.allourideas.org/worldcollege. The majority of
the participants are undergraduates or alumni from Peking University, mostly
majoring in applied mathematics and statistics while some with engineering
background. Voters are widely distributed around the world, with one fifth
of all from Beijing, see Figure 6. Every voter is presented with a randomly
chosen pair of universities, and asked with the question “which university
would you rather attend?”. Then the voter is allowed to choose either of
the two universities, or simply “I can’t decide”. Our collection consists of
about eight thousand votes. To make our result more robust, we remove
some indecisive votes or outliers using the technique from Xu et al. (2014)
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Figure 6: The map of voter distribution.

and are left with n = 6, 125 paired comparison samples in the cleaned dataset
for the study in this paper. For each sample indexed by k and corresponding
university pair (i, ji), if the voter considers iy to be better than ji, then
yr = 1, otherwise y, = —1. We assume a model y, = §; — > ek where
£* € RP measures the strength of these universities. So the design matrix
X € R™? is defined by its k-th row: xp;, =1, x4, = —1, x4 =0 (I #
i, jr). D is denoted as the total variation matrix with complete graph, i.e.
|DBx = Xic;j|Bi — Bj]1 for any 5 € RP. Split LBI is then implemented to
obtain f;.

Similar to the the previous application on basketball team ranking, for
each k, entries of Bk with same values form a group. For each k, consider the
directed graph G, = (V, E;) (t = ka) with V = {1,...,p} and E; consisting
of directed edges (i, j)’s with Bk, + Bk,j (1 — jif B;“ < Bk]) We pick up
5 universities for a simple illustration. See Figure 7 for the path and corre-
sponding graphs for t = t1,...,t4. No edge is selected at t = 0. At t = ty,
Beijing Forestry University is left behind. At t = t5, we see that Harvard
University and The University of Cambridge form the 1st group; Peking Uni-
versity and The University of Tokyo form the 2nd group; Beijing Forestry
University becomes the last group. Continuing at ¢ = t3,t4, further refine-
ments within the 1st and 2rd groups are made. Note that at ¢ = 4, Peking
University is more preferred to The University of Tokyo, yet below Harvard
and Cambridge, reflecting the preference of voters from Peking University.

Now back to the whole set of p = 261 universities, we pick up a particular
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Figure 7: World university ranking. Right shows Br (t = ka) (on the 5 entries corre-
sponding to 5 selected universities) by Split LBI. Left shows the corresponding graph G
at t =t1,...,t4. © — j if the learned entry for 7 is better than j.

time at which the universities are separated into 10 groups. Some reasonable
results can be observed. See Table 2 for the 1st group consisting of 17 top
universities. Most of them are first tier universities in USA, together with
two top universities in UK (University of Cambridge, University of Oxford).
California is clearly a favorite place for these voters, having five institutes
included in the first group.

Harvard University Princeton University
Stanford University University of California, Berkeley
Yale University Cornell University

University of California, Los Angeles University of Cambridge (UK)
California Institute of Technology University of Oxford (UK)

Columbia University University of Pennsylvania
Carnegie Mellon University University of California, San Diego
University of Michigan New York University

Johns Hopkins University

Table 2: Universities in the 1st group.

The 2nd group universities are listed in See Table 3. It includes top
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universities in Asia (Peking University, Tsinghua University, University of
Tokyo, University of Hong Kong, and Hong Kong University of Science and
Technology), Europe (Swiss Federal Institute of Technology /ETH, Imperial
College London, University College London, and London School of Economics
and Political Science), and North America. A surprising result is that MIT is
listed in this second group, while most of the authoritative ranking systems
clearly place it in the first tier. This phenomenon is probably due to the
sampling bias in our crowdsourcing experiment: a large portion of the voters
are of statistics major and MIT does not have a statistics department or
program. Hence such voters will not choose MIT when considering graduate
programs.

Massachusetts Institute of Technol-  University of Southern California

ogy (MIT)

University of British Columbia University of Wisconsin-Madison

(Canada)

Peking University (China) Northwestern University

University of Chicago Swiss Federal Institute of Technol-
ogy (Switzerland)

Brown University Georgia Institute of Technology

Imperial College London (UK) University of Washington

University of Toronto (Canada) University of California, Santa Bar-
bara

Duke University University of Tokyo (Japan)

The University of Hong Kong Purdue University
(Hong Kong)

University of Texas at Austin Dartmouth College

University of California, Irvine University of California, Santa
Cruz

University of California, Davis Tsinghua University (China)

University of Maryland, College London School of Economics and

Park Political Science (UK)

Boston University Hong Kong University of Science

and Technology (Hong Kong)
University College London (UK) Rice University

Table 3: The Universities in the 2nd Group

27



505

510

515

520

525

Information about other groups can be found on website: https://
github.com/yuany-pku/split-1bi/tree/master/examples/university.

7. Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce a novel iterative regularization path with
structural sparsity such that parameters are sparse under certain linear trans-
form. Variable splitting is exploited to lift the parameters into a high di-
mensional space with separate parameters for data fitting and sparse model
selection. A statistical benefit of such a splitting lies in its improved model se-
lection consistency under weaker conditions than the traditional generalized
Lasso, shown in both theory and experiments. For the statistical analysis of
such an algorithm, several limit dynamics as differential inclusions are intro-
duced which sheds light on the consistency properties of the regularization
paths. Finally some applications are given with real world data, including
image denoising, partial order ranking of basket ball teams, and grouping
of world universities by crowdsourced ranking. These results show that the
benefit of the proposed algorithm lies in both its simplicity in computing
the regularization path iteratively and its solid theoretical guarantee on path
consistency. Hence it can be regarded as a generalization of LyBoost in ma-
chine learning or Landweber iteration in inverse problems with structural
sparsity control.

Appendix A. Further Notations throughout the Appendix

Apart from Section 1.5 and 2.1, we need more notations throughout the

appendix. Let the compact singular value decomposition (compact SVD) of
D be

D=UAV" (AeR™, A=0, UER™, VeR), (A1)

and (V, V) be an orthogonal square matrix. Let the compact SVD of XV //n
be

XV/\/_ = U1A1V1T <A1 S RT,XT/’ A =0, U € Rnxr’7 VA= R(p—T)Xr’> 7

} (A.2)
and let (V1,V1) be an orthogonal square matrix. 7’ in (A.2) is the rank of
XV, which meets the definition (4.4).
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We have A\pl = A 2 Apl. Tf ker(D) C ker(X) (for example, D has full
column rank), then XV =0, and V', Uy, Ay, V3,V all drop.

_ Generally, v’ < p —r. If Assumption 1 holds, noting for any £ € RP™",
V¢ € ker(D) € M, and

(ve)" xox (ve) = A |[ve] = Al

we have VIA2VT = VTX*XV = M. Since V; is a tall matrix, we further
know it is square (elsewise V;A2V/T is not invertible), i.e. v’ = p—r. Besides,
we have A\ := Apin(Ay) > AN (when A drops, A\; := +00).

From now, we also write Ay = C'/(1 +v), Ay = C'"/(1 4+ v) according to
Proposition 2 and 3.

Appendix B. Some Useful Technical Lemmas

Lemma 2 (Concentration inequalities). Suppose that € € R™ has indepen-
dent identically distributed components, each of which has a sub-Gaussian
distribution with parameter o2, i.e. Elexp(te;)] < exp(o?t?/2), then

| Bel ) ( z?)
P (—°° >z <2qexp| — (B e R 2 > O) , (B.1)
o 2| Bll;
2
P lelz >1+z2] <exp _niz-log(1+2)) (z>0). (B.2)
no? 2

Moreover, by (B.1) we have that for B € R?*"™, with probability not less than
1- 2(]/777,2,

|Bello < 20 - |Bll, v/logm. (B.3)

By (B.2) we have that with probability not less than 1 — exp(—4n/5),
lell, < 20v/m. (B.4)
Proof. As for (B.1), let B = (B, ;)qxn and 1 <i < g, it is well-known that
Bj.e = B; 161 + Bigea + -+ - + B n6,

is also sub-Gaussian, with parameter b} = (B}, +--- + B}, )o*. Thus

22 22
P(||Bel||.. > 2) <gmaxP(|B;.€| > z) <2qgexp | — < 2qexp | —
(1Bell. > 2) < oo BBl > 2) < 24 p(gg)_(zp( T
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As for (B.2), note that for 0 < ¢ < 1/2,

s 2 < Xp g > exp ((n(1 + 2))
2
. (m{r;r\?)

— exp (—¢n(l + 2)) (E {exp (i—f)D < exp (—Cn(1 + 2))- (1_—124)71/2.

so Take ¢ = 2/(2(1+ 2)) €[0,1/2), and (B.2) follows.

<exp(—(n(l+2))E

Lemma 3 (Transformations and bounds for quadratic forms). If

K:<C§T g)i()’

then
(uT, UT) <C§T g) <Z> > max (uT (P — QRTQT) u, vl (R — QTPTQ) U) :

(B.5)
Moreover, for 0 < ( < 1, the following two statements are equivalent:

P—QR'Q" = (P,
R—Q"P'Q = (R.

=@
D

And if (B.6) and (B.7) hold, then by (B.5) we easily obtain

(uT,vT) (CJ;T }Q{> (Z) > max ((uTPu, CUTRU)

2 2 3
> 5 (>\m1n<P)HuH2 + )‘min(R)”UHQ) = 1/)\min(p) + 1/)\m1n(R> ‘

2

u
v
Proof. Theorem 1.19 in Zhang (2006) tells that PPTQ = Q, so it is easy to

verify
(I O0\(P 0 I PiQ
“\QTPt T)J\0 R-Q"P'Q)\0o I )
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Thus
+ PtRo\" (P 0 + PR
ok ()= () regreg) (V)
>o" (R-Q"P'Q)v.

Similarly we can obtain another inequality.
If (B.6) holds, then

PTl/QQRfl/Z X RTI/QQTP‘H/Q j (1 o C)PTI/QPPTI/Q j (1 _ C)I
— RMI2QTpii/2. pli2gRi/2 < (1-0)I
= R'2RM2QTPIQR™?R'Y? < (1 - Q)R.

By Theorem 1.19 in Zhang (2006) we have QR™/2RY/? = @, thus QT P1Q <
(1 —¢)R, i.e. (B.7) holds. Similarly (B.7) implies (B.6).

Lemma 4 (Representation of £). Adopt notations from (A.1) and (A.2).
B € L if and only if

B=VE+VViE, where s =VT3, € = VIVTE.
Proof. Note that
[=VVT 4 VVT =vVT 47 (vlvlT n f/ﬂ”/lT) VT
Right multiplying 8 on both side leads to
B=VE+VVig+ VW (VIV78). (B.9)

It suffices to show ker (VITVT) = L, which is equivalent to

£=1Im (f/f/l) = £+ (= ker(X) Nker(D)) .
For any 3 € £/, we have X3 = 0, D = 0 since XVV; =0, DV = 0, so
B € L. Conversely, if 3 € £1, left multiplying D on both sides of (B.9)
leads to 6 = 0. Then left multiplying X on both sides of (B.9) further leads

to £ = 0. Now (B.9) tells that 8 € £'. So L' = L*.
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Lemma 5. Adopt the notation from (A.1) and (A.2). Define
B:=AN+vV'X* (I -UU])XV.

We have
1

DAY =UAB'VT <I — %XTUlAllvle/T) : (B.10)
Consequently,

Y= (I-DAD") Ju= (I -UAB'AU") /v. (B.11)
Proof. Note that

<VT) ) (v f/) _ (A2 FuVTX* XV VVTXTUlAlvlT/\/ﬁ>

VT vWMUTXV//n vV A2V
B T (I, VIXTUA'VE /i _ (B 0

We can directly verify that (QMQT)" = (QT)"'MTQ~*, thus

- o (1) (£)4(4)) (1) - wrm @ w0 (1),

which comes to be the right hand side of (B.10). Now it is easy to verify
(B.11).

Appendix C. Proof on Basic Path Properties of Split ISS, Split
LBISS and Split LBI

Proof of Theorem 2. For Split ISS, by (1.8a) and the fact that §(t) € £ =
Im(X7T) + Im(DT) = Im(A) = Im(AT), we can solve B(t) = AT(vX*y +
DT~(t)) which is determined by ~y(¢). Plugging it into (1.8b) we have

p(t) +4(t)/k = =n(t) + DATX"y.

Taking M = I,y — (v/v/nXT, DT)I(\/v/nXT DT) in Theorem 1.19 in
Zhang (2006) leads to

DATX* = £¥1 (DATX*) = £1221/2 (DAX™). (C.1)
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The inclusion becomes
5(E) +4(8)r = =SV (£V/24(t) — SP2DATX ")

which is a standard ISS (on y(t)) and has been sufficiently discussed in Osher
et al. (2016) (let X,y in that paper take \/n¥'/? and /nX/2DATX*y in
this paper). Specifially, there exists a solution with piecewise linear p(t) and
piecewise constant [(t),~(t). Besides, p(t) is unique. If additionally, when
Ysw),sw = 0, we have that . g4y has full column rank, and (t) (hence 3(t))
is unique.

For Split LBISS, letting z(t) = p(t) + v(t)/~ and noting (1.5), the Split
LBISS (1.7) is equivalent to

(B(t)) _ (—ﬁX* (XB(t) —y) — kD" (DB(t) — S(2(t), 1)) /V)
' — (8S(2(1),1) — D)) v '

The Picard-Lindelof Theorem implies that this ODE has a unique solution
(B(t), 2(t)), so there exists a unique solution to the Split LBISS (1.7). O

Proof of Theorem 3. For Split ISS, one can easily imitates the technique in
the proof of Theorem 2.1 in Osher et al. (2016) to show that (5(t),~(t)) is
the solution of the following optimization problem.

min £ (53,7)
By

v =20, i ps(t) =1, (C.2)
subject to ¢ ; <0, if p;(t) = —1,

v =0, if p;(t) € (—1,1).

for any ¢ > 0, due to the continuity of p(-), there is a small neighborhood of
t, on which every 7 satisfies

pj (1) > —1 hence ~; (1) > 0, if p;(t) =1,

p; (1) <1 hence v; (1) > 0, if p;(t) = —1,
p; (1) € (=1,1) hence 7; (1) = 0, if p;(t) € (=1, 1).

That is to say, (B(7),7(7)) satisfies the constraints in (C.2), so the value
of £(B(1),7(7)) is not less than ¢(B(t),~(t)) (the solution of (C.2)). This
implies that any ¢ > 0 is a local minimal point of a right continuous function
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0(6(),7v(+)). Then by standard techniques in mathematical analysis, we have
that ¢(B(t),~(t)) is non-increasing.

For Split LBISS, by (1.7c), we have 4;(t) - p;(t) = 0 for each j, so ¢ is
non-increasing since

o ={ (). (TG ))
<( 8) (— (t>£)’y/( t)/k >>:% (%)

For Split LBI, noting (prt1 — &) (Ve+1 — ) = w1l — (Prtrs W) +
[Ve+1llt = (ors Y1) > 0, we have

— aVL (B, %)T (ﬁkﬂr1 B 6k)

2
<0.

2

Ve+1 — Vk
:(( 0 )—l—l Bret1 — D Prrr =B} o 1
Prk+1 — Pk K \Yk+1 — Yk Ye+1 — V) K

By ra| H||2 < 2, we have

2
(BkJrl - Bk)
Ve+1 = Ve / o

C(Brr1s Yir1) — € (Brs i)

1 —
= VU (Br, ) (ﬂkﬂ _ 5:) 2 (6k+1 ﬁgﬁkTH - 71?) H <5§:1 _ 5:)

2
(ﬁkﬂ - ﬁk) L H (5 - m)
Ve+1 — Vk Ve+1 = Tk /) ||y

Moreover, it is easy to verify that

< - <0,

8\ 1 | 2 2
(i (7) = Lol L 1ps - < 2ixsii 2 ool ol

” O (€)=

2(14+vA% + A%)
14

2(1+vA% + A%)

— |||, < D

(C.3)
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Appendix D. Proof on Equivalence of Assumptions

Proof of Proposition 2. 1f there exists C' > 0, v > 0 such that (2.4) holds,
then for g € £ N M, taking yv¢ = Dgf and noting Dg./3 = 0, the left hand
side of (2.4) is

1 2 1 9 1 2 1 2
— | X - - D — || Dge =—||X )
n || 5”2 + L ||VS Sﬁ”g + by || 53 |2 0 || BHQ

which should be not less than (C/(1 + v))||8||3. Thus Assumption 1 holds
for A\=C/(1+v)>0.

If Assumption 1 holds for some A > 0, for any 8 € £, let 8 = 3 + 3"
where 8/ € LNM and 8" € LOM™. Since Dge3' =0, " € M+ =Im(DL.),
we have

B87D§.Dsep = 8" DEDseB" = Xp 18”5
For constant vy = 2A% /(A + 2A%) > 0 we have
BT (v X*X + Di.Dse) B =1y - BTX*XB + BT DEDse
>y (2 (8/2)" XX (8/2) = (=B") X" X (=8")) + 23 183

)\Z/O

MOG34 (3 — wod) 1813 = 220 (1812 +18712) = 222 .
The left hand side of (2.4), denoted by L or L(v), satisfies
L2 L xp12+ 2 sl
n 14
> B (XX + DEDs) B> s

Furthermore, by the inequality above and Cauchy’s inequality,

L2 52 83 + 5 s = DsBl

Al 9 1 2 1 2
__M_ _yp 2 llvs — Dgf|2 >
— 204 (v +v) | SBH2+I/ s 5Bl = 20 (v +v) /(M) + v slla

Consequently,

2 2
H(ﬁ) S<2<VO+U)+<2AD(VO+U)+U)>L§1+VL,
Vs 2 )\Vo )\VO C
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where

A - min(vg, 1) 202,
= = ——=— >0 D.1
2+ 2%+ A (”“ Nt 20% (D-1)
is a constant. Thus (2.4) holds for all v > 0. O

Proof of Proposition 3. Let L = L(v) denotes the left hand side of (2.4).
Suppose there exists C' > 0, 1y > 0 such that (2.4) holds for v = 4. Since
Y

. Yo
Hs,),(5,5)(v) = min <17 —> Hg,s),(5.9)(0) 2 Hs,s),(.5)(n0), (D-2)
v vy + v

we can find C; > 0 such that (2.4) holds for C' = C and all v > 0. Now

I 0 Alv 0
H —OMOT wh = p M = .
(3.9).3,9) = QMQ", where Q (—DSAT 15)’ ( 0 Es,s)

(D.3)

S
L (7= APk (e 0 (34D,

Vs 0 Xgss Vs

L > (Ci/(1+v))[[(B;7s)[13 implies v§Sss7s > (C1/(1 + v))|lvsl3 (letting
B = ATDL~ys € L£). So (2.6) holds for ¢’ = C} and all v > 0.

Suppose there exists C’ > 0, vy > 0 such that (2.6) holds for v = 1. For
any 3 € L, represent 8 = Vi 4+ VVi€ by Lemma 4, then

A" (wX*X + D'D) B
r oo (N +HwVIXXV n VIXXVV N (6
= (5 ’g ) T/ T v * TYrT v >
Vi VIXTXV Vi VXXV 13
— (5T gT) A? + VOVTX*XV VoVTXTUlAI/\/ﬁ 1)
’ VoAlUiFXV/\/ﬁ VOA% 5 :
For P = A2 + V()VTX*XV, Q = l/oVTXTUlAl/\/ﬁ, R = VoA%,

2
P—QRQ" = N’ + yVIX*(I — U UDXV = N1 = % __.p

V()A%( + AQD
By Lemma 3 we have
A2 1 ) 2
s D) g b )
B (v )5 = A% + AL 1/ Amin(P) + 1/ Aain(R) [|\E/ I,
A\ 1 2
18]I -

= AL + AL 1/A2 + 1/(1pA2)
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Note that

C/ C/VQ
H ) H T - % - I = H .
s,5(v0)—Hsg(vo)Hp s(vo) Has(vo) = Xs,s(t0) = A e s,5(10)
By Lemma 3 we have
i C/VO
Hpg g(10) — Hps(v0)Hs,s(vo) Hs g(vo) = T Hg (o)
0

C'vy C'vy

= (1- X*X + DL.Dg.) =
( 1+Vo>(yo 5 S)_l
C/V(]

— 1 X*X + DL Dge = ; (LwX*X +D'D).
Y

DEDg

+

Thus

1 1

L(v) = 5 IXBI + 5, s = DsBll; + 1Dse 513
1 o

> — BT (b, X*X + DL.De) 3> —— BT (1, X*X + DTD) B > C' 15|12

el 2VOB (VO + S S)ﬁ— 2(1"‘]/0)/8 (VO =+ )ﬁ— 1”/8”2

Where C] > 0 is a constant. Besides,

!/

L(vo) > 7§ (Hs,s(vo) — Hs,(vo) Hp p(v0) ' Hp s(10)) s = vs]la -

1+V0

Thus we can find C > 0 such that L(v) > C4||(8;7s)|l5. Combining with
(D.2), we can find C' > 0 such that (2.4) holds for all v > 0. O

Proof of Proposition 4. Under Assumption 1, by Proposition 2 and 3 we have
Yss > 0. By (D.3), we know

A 0
rank (H ) (5,5)) = rank (< é’/ ))

25,8
= rank(A) + rank (¥gg) = rank (Hg ) + rank (Hgg) .

Then by Theorem 1.21 in Zhang (2006), we have that

vAT + ATDES L Dg AT ATDES Y
H(B,S),(B,S) = EE}S‘DSAL[ Eg}g’ .

By Hsg(ﬁﬂg) = (—DSc/V, 0) and —DScATDS/V = ZSC,Sa we have
Hse 5,9 Hs.9).5.5 = (—~DseAT + Bge 585 5DsAY, Sges855) . (D.4)
The rest is easy. O
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Appendix E. Proof of the Comparison Theorem

Proof of Theorem 1. By definition, we have icy > ||Q2sign(Dg3*)||s > ici.
Now we prove irr(0) exists and irr(0) = icg. Let M = AT'VTX*(I —
U UN) XV A=Y When v is small, by (B.11),
v =1—-UAB'AUT =1 -U{I +vM)"'UT
=1-U([I-vM+0 @)U "=1-UU"+vUMU" + 0O (v*)
= VYge s = —UgeU§ +vUse MUEHO (VP) | vEg s = I-UsUL+vUsMUL+0 (V%) .

Let F:= 1 —UgU§ and F = U'A'U'" be the “compact” eigendecomposition
of F (N = 0). Let G := UsMUZL. Suppose (U’,U’) is an orthogonal square

matrix, and
Ky Ky ur P
K_(Kg Kg) = (U'T G (v.0).

By F + vG > 0, we have K3 > 0. Now
e A/—I—VKl VKQ U/T
- 1 7T 7
F+”G—(U’U)( VKT vEs) \OT)

Define Q, = K3 — vK3 (N +vK;) 'Ky, R, = KJ (AN +vK;)™!, and we can
calculate

~ / 1 T -1 _RTO-1\ /U'T
(F+vGQ) ™t = (U’,U’> ((A * VKl_)Q—TRyVRU @ Hy SZ?VV ) <0/T> )

Note that Q, — K3, R, — KI A’ and note that
ULUsULU = (I = ULUs) UEU' = UL (I - UsUL) U' = ULU'N-UTU' =0
— (USCU§0’>T UseULT' = 0 = UeUTT' = 0. (E.1)
Combining it with the representation of (F' + vG)™!,

— UseUESgly = UseUL (F + vG)™!

) (N +vK) ' +vRTQ,'R, —RTQ,"\ (U™
- - (USCUgU 70) ( 1_Q;1Ru * U/T
U/T

= (~UseUSU'N Y U USU' N K K ( p ) — UsUTU'A! (U/T . Knglz?'T) .
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Besides,
vUse MU S g5 = Use MUS - v (F +vG) ™ — Use MUSU' K5 U™
So when v — 0,
Yo 585k = —Us ULU/A! (U’T ~ KQKglﬁ’T> 4 Use MUTT' K0T
= —UsULU'NT'UT + Use (USU'NT'U"Us + 1) MUZU' K5 'O
= —DgVAT'USU'NT'UT+Dse VAT (I + USU'NT'UUs) MUSU' KU
The infinity norm of the right hand side is irr(0). On the other hand,
ico = || Dse (DE.Dse)" (X*xw (Wx*xw)'w” - 1) DE|| .
In order to prove irr(0) = icy, it suffices to show
(X*XW WX xw) w” - [) DT = — DL De.VAT\UTU' AT
+ DEDs VAT (I + USUNT'UTUs) MUSU' K3 'O
The first term of the right hand side is
— VAULUsUSU'NT'U™ = VA (I = UgUs) USU'N U™
= —VAUS (I - UsUS)U'NT'U™ = -VAUSU'NUTU'N'U™ = -DLU'U™,
while by the fact that
(I -ULUs) (I +USU'NTUTUy)
=1 —UgUs + UsU'N U Us — UgUsUSU'N U™ U
=1 -UlUs+US (1 -UsUL) U'N'U" U
=1 -Ulus+Utv'v"Us =1 - ULU'U" Us,
the second term becomes
VAULUse (I +USUNTUTUs) MULU' KO
=VA(I -ULUs) (I +USUNT'UTUs) MUSU' KU
— VA (I Ut U’U’TUS> MU K0T
= VAMULU'K;'UT —VAULU - UTUsMULD" - K310
= X* (I - LWUF) XVAT'WUEU'K;'U' — DEU' - Ky - K3 'O
= X" (I - WUF) XVAT'UEU'K; ' U™ — DEU'T™
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So it suffices to show
X*XW (WX XW) ' WTDE = X* (I — U,UT) XVA\UET K10
which is equivalent to

X (XWWTXH' XWwwTDE = X* (I — U,UT) XVA\UET K10
(E.2)
First we prove

ker (Use) = Im <U§U’> . (E.3)

In fact, by (E.1) we have Im(UZU’) C ker(Use). For any ¢ € ker(Us.), we
have (I — UlUg)¢ = UL.Us:C = 0. Let

(=UsG + G, G € ker(Us),
then
0= (I -UgUs)(USCi+G) = G+ (I =UUs)Ug Q1 = G+ Ug (I = UsUg ),
which implies ¢, € Im(UZ). But {; € ker(Us), then {; = 0, and 0 =

(I = UU)UEG = US(I — UsU§)G = USU'NU™ ¢y Assume that ¢ =
U'Cy + U'Ca, then UTU'A'Cs = 0. Thus

0=UsUSUNG=(I-UNUTYUNG=UNI-N)G=T-N)=0
= UsUiU'G=U(I-N)(G=0= (U U’C;»,)T ULU' G =0= UlU'¢3=0
— B=UL¢G = UTU'G + ULU' Gy = ULT'G; € Im (UST U’) .

So (E.3) holds. Now for any 8 € RP let § = V4 + V4, then 8 € ker(Dge) if
and only if UgeAd = 0, which means § € A~ ker(Uge) = Im(A'ULT"). So

ker (Ds) = Im (J) + Im (v) , where J := VA"LUTT".

Since VTV = 0, the linear subspaces spanned by J and V are orthogonal,
and we have

ww” =g (TN I+ vV
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Noting VIV =0, VT X*(I — U,UT) = 0, we have
X (XWWTX) XwwT DL U K,
S(XWwwIx) X (SN STVAULTTT K,
(xXwwIx) x g (SN OTUUED - 0T UsMUE D
( ) XJ
( )!

S(xwwrx) ' xS ) 0TUsMUL T
S(xXwwTx) X (ST X (1 - U XVATULT
— X" (XWWTX) (XWwWwTX*) (I - v,UT) X J.

|
e el

Since (XWWTX*)(XWWTX*) is the projection matrix onto the linear
subspace Im(XW) = Im(XV) + Im(XJ) = Im(U;) + Im(XJ), and (I —
U, UNXJ = XJ — U, - U'XJ lies in this subspace, the last term above
becomes X* (I — UlUlT) X J. Therefore, we get

X (XWWTX*) XWWTDIU' Ky = X* (I - U,UT) X J
— X (XWWTX*) XWWT DL = X* (I — U,UT) XVAT\UET' K
Now to prove (E.2), it suffices to show

X (XWWIX) XWWTDE (1 - 007 ) = 0 = WW' DEUU™ =0

—J (JTJ)T JIDLU" = 0 <= J'DLU = 0 = UTUsA"'VT.VAULU =0
= UTUsULU =0 <= U"T (I -UNUT)U' =0,
which is surely true since U'TU" = 0. Then irr(0) = icy is proved.

Now we turn to irr(co). Let M = U”A"U"" be the compact eigendecom-
position of M, and (U”,U") is an orthogonal square matrix. Then

v =1-U(+vM)UT
N nT ~ -1 nr
_I-U (U”, U”) ((g,T) (I +vM) (U”, U”)) (gT) ur

~ [—i—l/A” O -1 U//T
—[-U <U”,U”) ( X 1) (U"T Ut

— I —Uy” (I + VA//)—I U//TUT o UU//U//TUT Y UU”U”TUT
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when v — +o00. Besides, v3gg — [—USU”U”TUg, and this limit > vXgg >
0 for any v > 0. Thus 2507525}9 has limit when v — +o0.
Now we study when irr(oo) = 0. Let

DL = XTCy + DL.Cy, which implies Ul = A~V XTC) + UL.O,.

Then 0 = VI DL = VI XTCy 4 0 = /nViA UL C, which implies UT'Cy = 0.
So for N = A~'VTXT(I — U, U]')/+/n, we have

NC, = A"'WVITXTC, /\/n.

Then irr(co) = 0 <= —UsU"U" UL = 0 <= —Uge(I — MMHUZL = 0. By
M = NN, the equation is further equivalent to

—Use (I = NNYWU{ =0<= —Use (I = NNT) (AT'VIXC, + ULCy) =0
< —Use (I = NNY) (VaNCy + UL.Cy) =0
< —Uge (I = NN ULCy=0<= CJUse (I — NNT)-(I - NN ULC, =0
< (I = NN UL.Cy = 0 <= Im(U5.Cy) C Im(N).
It suffices to show that the last property holds if and only if ker(X) C ker(Dyg)
or, equivalently, Im(D%) C Im(X7T). In fact, if Im(D%) C Im(X7T), then
Cy can be set 0 in the beginning, and Im(UZ.Cy) = Im(0) C Im(N). If
Im(UZ.Cy) C Im(N), let U.Cy = NCj, then
D&Cy = VAULC, = VVTXT (I - UUY) Cs/v/n
= (VT VVT) XT (1= 0T Cyfv/n = X (1= U3UT) o/,
and hence DL = XTC,+DL.Cy = XT(C +(I-U,U])C3/+/n), which implies

Im(DE) C Im(XT). We have finished the proof of that irr(co) = 0 if and
only if ker(X) C ker(Dg). O

Appendix F. Proof on Oracle Properties

Proof of Lemma 1. From the definition of oracle estimators (5.2),

Vsl (8°,7°) = X*(XB° —y) + D' (DB° —1°) /v =0,

Vsl (8°,9°) = (75 — DsB°) Jv = 0. (F.1)
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Adding (F.1) to (5.1b) and (5.1c), we have

(p{it)) +% (5&2) = —H3,5),5,5) (dci‘f 5(2)> - (F.2)

Besides, since
BN (B8 s mes
(7,@)), (70) eLpR @ {0},

by (5.2) and Pythagorean Theorem,
) G|

) = H() —X/D

2n ( ; (5(
(/% 2) () - (oo 2) G2
rail(0)- e 1) (‘UH
L(t) + constant (independent of t), (F.3)
wher
0= 2) ()] - sewraon (4

= 3 (@7 s O07) sy o >(;j§2)). (7.4
iy

Noting v;(t) - p;(t) = 0 for each j, by (5.1d), (F.2) and (F.

(1) = (8. 4s(0) + ()"

() () L

Thus it suffices to show



Since [|[v§ll1 = (78, A (1)) = 0 if [75(2) — 78113 < (5n)?, and

Ivelly = (18, P50y <2 > g (N(8) == {5+ sign (v}(1)) #sign (79)})
JEN(t)
2 0 2 012
- Z (79)? < — Ilvs(t) — 8l
’Ymin . N(t) ’Ymin
< 7€
2 s 3 (3907 < 24/ () — 2212
JEN(t)
Thus
1 1
W(t) = 5= (Ids O+ d0)1) < F (I sO) = 3= s

It suffice to show
2 1
F(ot) 2 F (lsO1) + 5 I 012,
H K

0 which is true since by Assumption 1

2L(t) = (ds(t)", dy.s()") - Hiss),06.5) - (dﬁfz)) > A -d(t)?, (F.6)
and by F(-+z) > F(-) + 2/(2k)

1
F(d(t)?) = F (lds()ll; + llds,s(B)lly) = F (Idy,s(Bll;) + o= s, O
Lemma 6. Under Assumption 1, let g, = min(|v5| : 7§ # 0). For

1 1 21 4+4+d
E> () = ——log - + ogs+4+d0)/k
KAw 7 AHYihin

0<p<1), (F.7)

we have

d(t) < pyom (= sign (v5(t)) =sign (&), if 77 #0 forje S). (F.8)

Fort >0, we have

d(t) < min (4\/§+ d(0)/n \/2 (L+vAx +4p) . d(0>) : (F.9)

/\Ht )\HV
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Proof of Lemma 6. Noting (F.3) and that ¢(5'(t),~/(t)) is non-increasing,
we know L(t) is non-increasing. (F.5) tells that W(¢) is non-increasing since
L(t) > 0. If L(t) = 0 for t = 7(u), by (F.6) and the fact that L(¢) is
non-increasing, we have

d(t)? < éL(t)Q —0 (> Tao(t))

Therefore (F.8) holds for t > 7.,(1t). Now assume that L(t) > 0 for t = 7 (p)
(and hence for 0 <t < 7,,(u)), then W(t) is strictly decreasing on [0, 7o (14)].
Besides, F' is strictly increasing and continuous on [(72;.)?%, +0c0). Moreover,

F(d(0)%) = F ([lvgll3) + 18°113 /(26) > ¥(0),
d(0)* > 178113 = s (Vo)

If there does not exist some t < 7. (u) satisfying (F.8), then for 0 < ¢t <
Too (1),

W (1) {i g(tﬁ /(26) 2 122 (10) /(25) > 0, <40

which also implies that F~*(¥(¢)) > 0. By Lemma 1,

AT () < /OT‘” i))
3 ( /(v:;mf/(%) . / (me 2)+ /F(S T )+ / (d<0>2) ) dz
T et Jesaen Je(ean)?) Ir(staa?)) FHE@)
() /29 gy P((8)) 1 (Vo) dF(x) A% qF(z)
P sdw
: /W(v;sz/(?n) 2’f~"ﬁ+/(w;;in)2/<2a> (Yn)? " (o) T _'_/8(%‘;111)2

2
1. 1 2 s(iun)” /1 2 Q0P oq
= —log — + +/ — + d:v—l—/ ——ir\/g dw
2671 Yo (o) \2ET T s(o)? \26T /T

Tmin
1 1 2 1 d(0)? 2log s 2
2 0 ( ) 2 og + o
2K H ’len 2k (71011in) Tmin Tmin
1 1 210gs+4—|—d( )/ K
0g )
IU’ /ymm
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contradicting with the definition of 7.,(x). Thus (F.8) holds for some 0 <
T < Too(p). If Kk = +00, we see that for ¢ > 7..(u), V(¢) < U(7) = 0. Then
—2L(t), the derivative of W(t), is 0 (which means d(t) = 0) when ¢ > 7., (1),
and (F.8) holds. If kK < 400, just note that for ¢t > 7,

d(t)*/(2k) < W(t) < W(r) = d(7)*/(2k) = d(t) < d(T) < Y-

So (F.8) holds for t > 7o ().
For any ¢t > 0, if L(t) = 0, then d(t) = 0 and (F.9) holds. If L(¢) > 0, let
= /2L(t)/Ag > 0, then for any 0 <t <,
d
d
Besides, for F(z) = z/(2k) 4+ 2¢/s2 > F(z), by Lemma 1 we have

— U ()= 2L (t') < —2L(t) = = Az C".

di,\p( 1) < —AgF-L (U (1)) < —AgE-L (0 (¢)).

By (F.5) and the fact that
F (d(0)*) = F (In8lla) + 18113 /(2) = (0),
we have that, if d(0) > C|, then

t dlqj t ¥(0)
AHtg/ —arV (¥) dt :/ dg“:
0 max (C’Q,F—1 (W (t’))) ¥(t) max (02 - ))

Ha
F(d(0)?) %) du d0)* qF (2
S/F(O)() max( a ) /F(O) % +/c2() dFl‘()
02/(214)01— 2\/_6’ (QL %)
< g (14 &)s SR

If d(0) < C, then similarly
F(d(0)?) du F(d0)?) 4
At < / — < / =
FO)  max (02, F*l(x)) Fo O

A(0)*/(26) +2y/5 - d(0) _ 4y/5 +d(0)/r
2 = c
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Combining it with (F.6), we have

a0 < 2o = 2 AnC? _ (4\/§+d(0)//§)2'

= A\ g 2 At

dg(O\ [|> _ 2(1 4+ vA% +A2) )
< < .
- |(340)) || < 2R o)
Hhus 2 2 2(1 A3 + A2
aep < 21(t) < —r(0) < AT AD) g0
>\H H )\HI/
Thus (F.9) holds. O

Appendix G. Proof on Consistency of Split LBISS
Before proving Theorem 4 and 5, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 7 (No-false-positive condition for Split LBISS). For the oracle dy-
namics (5.1), if there is 7 > 0, such that for 0 <t < 7 the inequality

HHSC,(g,S)H(B,S),w,S)T ((5@)) +% (5;@) —t ()‘(;6)) HOO <1 (G.1)

holds, then the solution path of the original dynamics (1.7) has no false-
positive for 0 <t < 7.

Proof of Lemma 7. 1t is easy to see that

() L - (G- ) () oo
Now define the exit time of oracle subspace,

Texit = 10f (£ > 0 ||pge(t)]| . =1).
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It suffices to show 7ey > 7. For 0 < ¢ < Teuq, we have yse(t) = 0, which
also implies the paths of Split LBISS and oracle dynamics are identical, i.e.
ps(t) = ps(t) and vs(t) = v4(t). Hence by (G.2) we have

() £ () = son ((38) - () ()
pse(t) = —Hse (5.5) ((55((?)) - (55)) '

(5’5((?)) N (5*) €LOR =Im(Hps,09')

S

We claim that

(the equality above will be shown at last), so by (G.3) we have

5/(t> . 5* _ T Op 1 B,<t

(v'sos)) (7) = ~Hes.es <(p'g<t>) Tk (m
. 0 1/

= pse(t) = Hse 3,9 H 5,95, ((p'fgzjt)) + = (5 (t

Integration on both sides leads to, for 0 <t < Teyis

0 1/8 X"e
pse(t) = Hoe .9 Hips).6.9) ((p/sa)) Tk (53((?)) - ( 0s )> |

Due to the continuity of pge(t), ps(t) (and v4(t), if K < 4+00), the equation

above also holds for t = 7. According to the definition of 7., we know

(G.1) does not hold for t = Teyie. Thus for 7 < 7oy, the desired result follows.
So it suffices to prove

L @D R® = Im (H(B,S),(ﬁ,S)T) . (G4>

Actually, let Hgs)5,5) = U'NUT where UTU’' = I and A’ is an invertible
diagonal matrix. It suffices to show L@R?®* = Im(U’). First, by the definition
of H, one can easily verify that

Im (U") =Im (Hg,5),3,5)) € (Im (X") +Im (D")) ®R* = L ® R,
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On the other hand, assume that (U’, U") is an orthogonal square matrix. For
any ¢ € L @& R®, since Pyon¢ € Im(U’') C L & R®, we have Py, 5n( =
¢ — Pm@wn¢ € L@ R?, and (2.3) tells us

0= Pun(ol, = Pan(en =0

— (= Bunwn€ + Py ()¢ = Pimun) € € Im(U").

2
Z)\H‘
2

A/1/2U/TPIm(U/><

Thus (G.4) holds. O

Lemma 8. Suppose ¥gg = Axl. For 3° € L and % € R® satisfying (F.1),
we have
18° = 5*115 = 116° = &*[15 + 1€ = €15, where

- G.5
50_5*::VT<60_B*)7é-o_g*:‘/lTvT(ﬁo_ﬂ*)’ ( )

and

§° — 6" = (vB™' + BAULSGLUsAB™ Y VIX* (I — U\UT) €, with || Bs|, <

.

2p,
(G.6)
AsAZ, + A%
o _ ¢ =n V2ATUT(I — XV By)e, with || B, < S22~ =X G.7
5 5 N 1 I‘E (52 || §||2 — \/ﬁ. )\1)\2)\2D ( )
£B;
Besides, we have
A
¢ — e = NLUsAB VI X (I — U, UT ith || B, ], < ————.
Vs Vs N S5,8YS g ( 1Yq )167 w1t || ’7||2 — \/ﬁ >\E>\D
2By

(G.8)

Proof. By Lemma 4 and 8° — g* € L, we have (G.5). By (F.1), we have
V5 =5 = Ds (B° = B*) = UsA (6° = 6%) (G.9)

and
X*e+Dg (v —75) /v = (XX +D"D/v) (8° = ),
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ie.
X etVAUE (1 = 18) Jv = (XX + VARV /v) (V (07 = 6%) + VWi (€0 = €)
= (X*XV + VA?*/v) (6 = 6) + V/nX Uiy (€2 =€) . (G.10)
Left multiplying A;2V,"V7” on both sides of (C.10) leads to

. %A;lUlT (e — XV (6° — 6%)). (G.11)

Then left multiplying V7 on both sides of (G.10) leads to
VX" e+ AUS (7§ —7s) /v
1

\/ﬁ
= (VIX* (I - U)XV 4+ A /) (67— 6) + VIX*U U e

= (VIX*XV 4+ A?*/v) (6° = 6)+v/nVI X Ui A —=AT'UY (e — XV (6° — 6%))

Recalling the definition of B in Lemma 5, the equation above implies
67— 6" = BT'AUS (v¢ — %) +vB VX" (I — U UY ) e (G.12)

Plugging it into (G.9), we obtain 7% — 7§ = B,e. Then noting B = A3, I, we
have

Ax
Vn-AsAp

so (G.8) holds. Now by (G.12) we have 6° — 6* = Bse. Noting (B.11) and
ZS,S > )\g[, we have

111, < [|Z55l, - - [ABTH], - - 11X, - [T = T ], <

UsAB~Y?. B7Y2AUY < (1 — Agv)I
— B7V2AUL - UgAB™Y? < (1 = Agw)I <= AULUsA < (1 — Agv)B.

Thus

1 1
vB™' + BTAUSS GUsAB™ < vB™ + )\—B‘IAUgUSAB‘l < )\—B‘l,
b b

which immediately leads to (G.6). Finally, combining (G.11) with (G.6) we
have (G.7). O
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Now we are ready for proving the main theorems.

Proof of Theorem 4. By (B.3), (G.7) and (G.8), we have that with probabil-
ity not less than 1 —4s/m? > 1 —4/m,

o % 200 Ax [logm
||75—75||00<E-E —, (G.13)

20 AgA% + A% [logm
°c—¢& — \/ . 14

By (B.4) and (G.5) to (G.8), with probability not less than 1—3 exp(—4n/5),

lell, < 20y/n, which implies

20 AX 20 AX 20 )\H)\2D + A_2X'

o . x =7 A 50_5* =7 8 0 ¢ =7 a7 D T X
“’VS 75’”2 < )\H >\D7 || ||2 < )\H )\QDa ||§ f ||2 < )\H )\1/\%
(G.15)

The inequalities above also imply

18° = B7lly < 1167 = 67[ly + [1€° = €7l < =

20
A

Ax  Audd +A§()
SX L AHAD TAX ) (6
(A% M (G-16)

and

d(0) = \/HV%HS 1815 < 5l + 187 My + 178 = 251, + 118° = 871,
20 AX AX )\H)\%) +A%(

1+ A * — — 4+ ——=1]. (G.17

From now, we assume all the inequalities above hold. The condition on &
now tells us

4 1 Ax 2(1+vA% +A%)
> - — . > .
- (1 v AM}J) 1+ \/ v d(0) (= d(0))

(G.18)
Now we prove the No-false-positive property. By Lemma 7, it suffices to
show that for 0 <t < 7, (G.1) holds with probability not less that 1 — 2/m.
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By (B.10), (D.4) and (F.9),

“HSC(ﬁS)H(BS)ﬁS ( )H
= ||(—=Dse AT + Sge 5555 Ds) ATS' (¢ ) + Bse X5 575 (B)||_ /x

< ||Dse AT ()| /5 + || Bse.s855DsATE (0| /5 + s ()]l o /5

< 2D NSOl Ol < (2 (5 + 1) +1) VIS + (0l

<2 (1 + % + )\A—A> (d(0) +d(t)) /K

2 2
§2(1+i+ AX) 1+\/2(1+”AX+AD) a(0)/r < .

Ap  ApAi AV
Besides, by (D.4) we have

X"e x
HH567(575)H(5,5)7(575)T ( . )H - H(—DSC + Tge,sThsDs ) ATX"e

< || Dse ATX¥e||

o

+ HDsATX*C

< 2||DATX¢|

By (B.11), DATDT = UAB™'AUT and A? < B =< (1+vA%/)\%)A2?, therefore
1 is an upper bound of the largest eigenvalue of DATDT and 1/(1+vA%/)\2)
is a lower bound of the smallest nonzero eigenvalue of DATDT. Then

DA'X* (DATX*)" = %DAT (A— DTD) ATD”

2 2 2
S (Da'D™ — (DAD)?) = L oin (1, A ) o A%
ny ny 4 (1—|—7/A /)\2) n- A

By (B.3), with probability not less than 1 —2/m, for any 0 <t < 7T

A2
< 2720 X2 -y/logm
o0 n- Ay

Combining the results above with Assumption 2, we have for 0 < ¢t < 7,
(G.1) holds with probability not less that 1 — 2/m, and we have the No-
false-positive property (which tells that (8(t),vs(t)) coincides with that of
the oracle dynamics for 0 <t < 7).

l\DIJ

X*e _ *
HHSC,@S)H(@S),(B,S)T't( 0 )H <27 || DATXe
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Then we prove the sign consistency of v(t). If the ~. condition (4.3)
holds, by (G.13),

20 AX logm vx 1
Jmin s, —Yin G.19
0o — )\ )\D = 9 P)/mln - 27m1n ( )

”’Ys 75”

Thus sign(y) = sign(v%), and

21 5 21 44 d(0 21 44 d(0
ogs+5 _ 2logs+A+d(0)/x _ __ 2logs+4+d(0)/x

(0] . > - .
mell’l — Qf)/mln —_— AH,T_ AH,T_ AH,ernln

By (F.8), the sign consistency of v4(¢) holds for

t > inf

O<pu<l ’

(1 1 210g3+4+d(0)//€)_210gs+4+d(0)//1

B P
K\g gu AH Y in AHYthin

thus also for 7. Then under the No-false-positive property,
sign (75 (7)) = sign (75 (7)) = sign (75) = sign (75)

and
sign (vse (7)) = 0 = sign (75) -

Now we prove the ¢y consistency of v(t). Under the No-false-positive
property, for 0 <t < 7,

17 (®) = DBl = 175 () = 25lly < Ndy.s (Bl + 7 — 51l

o . 4ys+d N 20 Ax [slogm

d(t) + Vs 175 — 75l < )\Ht( ) v ﬁ\/T
5\/_ 2_0 Ax /slogm
- )\Ht )\H b '

Finally, we prove the {5 consistency of 5(t). Under the No-false-positive
property, for 0 <t < 7,

15(E) = B2l = I18°(8) = B[y < da(t) + 1187 = B*[l, < d(t) + 187 = B, -
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By Lemma 8 (especially noting (G.12)), we have

1% = B"lly < 1167 = %[l + 1167 = €71l

1§ = §*
(4] g =, <
+(1 i AT) (v HB‘lvTX* (1= UT) e, + ||BAUE, - V5 112 — 72l

Ax Ax 1 20 AX logm
14+ — -2 — .
Oo—l—( + )\1) (1/ o - )\2 +)\D S - )\H )\D >

By (B.3), with probability not less than 1 — 2/m, we have

1
H AU e ATIUT XV =AU e
n

o0

1
; —17T
—A; Uje
n

1 _ logm
H\/_ TUTe|| <20 %AllUl logm -
In this case, combining the inequalities above with d(t) < 54/s/(Aut), the
desired result follows. 0

Proof of Theorem 5. By the proof details of Theorem 4, we know that with
probability not less than 1 — 6/m — 3exp(—4n/5), (G.13) to (G.17) hold,
meanwhile the solution path has no false-positive for 0 < ¢ < 7. From now,
we assume that these properties are all valid.

First we prove the sign consistency of B(t). If the ~%, condition (4.3)
holds, then by Theorem 4, S(7) = S holds, and we have

Dy-Psr) = Ds- (I = DL.Ds) =0 = sign (Ds-B (7)) = 0 = sign (Ds-5") .
To prove sign(DgB(7)) = sign(DgB*), note that

Dsf (7) - = |ps (1 - DL.Ds:) (8 (1) = 87| _
Ds (I- DSCDSC) ds (7 H + HDS (1- DL.Ds:) (82 - 5 .
Ds

1= DLDse) ds (7| + 178 = 73l + || DsDEDse (87— 5

IN

<

o0

First, by (G.18), & > d(0) = [[7§]ly = Vi, and

log(8A 21 5) 1 21 4+d(0
7> og( OD) + o8 so+ > log (8Ap) + 85+ ;L ( )/K
)\H’ymin )\Hrymin K“/\H )\H’Ymin

o4



By (F.8), we have d (7) < ~°../(8Ap), and thus

HDS(I——DEJIy>dﬁGﬁHm

_ — /ygﬂn 7;1in
< IDslly - |7 = DEDse|| - lds (7)ll, < Ap - d(7) < Lo < T,

Besides, by (G.6), we have
DsD%.Dge (8° — B*) = UsAVI DL Use A (6° — 6*) = UsAVT DL Uge A Bye
with

AxAp
UAWDKUJBH<A‘@KIMM”H-B < Sxfp
H 5 SeTSERTfly = B[ Tse TS - NQ"¢%-AHA%

By (B.3), with probability not less than 1 — 2/m,

- 20 AxAp [logm < 'y;lin‘

Finally, we note (G.19). Then sign(Dg3(7)) = sign(Dgf*) holds, since
HDS (B (7—_> . ﬁ*> ‘oo < /yriin + ,Vr;in + Vrzin _ (DSﬁ*)min'
Then we prove the {5 consistency of B(t) For any 0 <t <7, S(t) C S5,
which implies Dgc3(t) = Dge5* = 0. Then
By -p|| < |v* (3w - 6*) + | (B - 5
< (V5P (50 = 2l + V2 (T = Psw) 7],)
+ (’ ) (B'(t) = B) (I — Psw) 5 HQ)
< |[VT Psio (8'(2) = %) ||| ViV Py (810 = 87)

The first and second term of the right hand side are respectively not greater
than

| psDL.Dse (87— 1)

+2’
2

.I.
DS(t)CDS(t)CmS/B*H2 N

1
[V Psiyds(t)]], [V Psco ( }E<W5HﬁyWD&mw“ﬂﬂb
<d(t) +~——HD5 Ps B4,

= d(t) + by HUs(t)A (1 - VTDTS‘(t)cUS(t)CA> (6% = 67)

2
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(here we use the fact that DggyePsi) = 0), and

H‘GTVTPS&)dﬂ(t)HZ + ‘ VIV Py (B° — BY)

2
< llds()ll, + | (€ = €) = VTV DY . Do (8 — 5°)

< () + 1€ = €l + ||V Dl U (67 = &)

2

2

Noting (F.9) and (G.14), as well as applying the definition of Bs in Lemma 8,
now we only need to show that with probability not less than 1 — 2/m —

2r' /m?,
< 2_0 ‘ ApAx [logm
oo )\H )‘2D n ’
o

~ 2 A logm
T T X g
HV1 4 DS(t)cUS(t)“ABéﬁHOO < Ny E\/ W

which are both true, according to (B.3), as well as (G.6) which leads to

|Usio (1= VT DL Usied) Bye

|UsA (1= V7Dl Used) B

2AxAp
<A (L V7Dl Usior AV ) 185l < 225055
and
. Ax
| ViV DL UsioeBs || < | Dsioe - Usie AV, - 1Bsll, < N

Appendix H. Proof on Consistency of Split LBI

Proof of Theorem 6 and 7. They are merely discrete versions of proofs of
Theorem 4 and 5. In the proofs, Lemma 9 and 10 stated below are applied,
instead of Lemma 1 and 6. ([l

Specifically, one can define the oracle iteration of Split LBI as an ora-
cle version of Split LBI (1.6) (with S known and py ge, V.- set to be 0),
resembling the idea of oracle dynamics of Split LBISS. Define

Uy o= 1981l — (08, pr.s) + lws — 5113/ (26) + 118 — 8113/ (25).

Then we have
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Lemma 9 (Discrete Generalized Bihari’s inequality). Under Assumption 1,
suppose ka||H||2 <2 and Ny = Ag(1 — ka||H||2/2). For all k we have

U1 — Up < —aXy F7H (W)
where v°.., F(z), F~1(x) are defined the same as in Lemma 1.

Proof of Lemma 9. The proof is almost a discrete version of the continuous
case. The only non-trivial thing is to show that

Usr1 — Yy < —2a(1 — ka||H||2/2) Lg, where
1

d d B/ _ /80
Ly == (df.d} . s) H RO ) = R .
k 2 ( k,B kﬂ/ys) (,B,S),(B,S) (dk,%S dk,y,S ,}/l/{:,s — ryg’

By (1.6), we have

d O 1 / Y,
—aH(s.),(8,5) ( k,ﬁ) _ ( / / ) 42 ( B = By ) '
dy ks Pr+1,8 — Pk,s K \Vkt1s — Vhs

Noting (p}11.5 = Ph.s) Vir1,s = 0 and multiplying (dj 4,d?, 5) on both sides,
we have

L\ ( B — B,
—2aLly = dl s (Phrs — Phs) + ( o ) ( b

- / /
K \dk.5 Vit1,5 ~ k.8

> — (Phyrs — P;c,s)T (Merrs = Mes) — (Phyrs — P;@s)TVg

T
+l<dk7ﬁ) <5L+1—ﬁ;’c>
k \di~.s 71/@+17S - 71/@,5

2 2
di+1,8 Al ks
dit1,4,5) ||y A5 ) ||y
T
/ / T 5 1 Bl/g+1_5l/g ) (( Blngrl_ﬁl/c ) (dkﬁ>)
= — — +_ _|_ 2 5
(pkH’S ps’k) s 2K <’Yl/c+1,s ~ Vs Vit1.5 — Vhs dy .5
2
T 1 /8/ _ /6/
< 2oLy + (Psir — Psi) (Vhyrs — Ves) + 5= (% fj; B VZS
1 r 2
() )
2 || \Pr+1,5 — Pr,s K \Vk+1,8 — V&,

2K
57

Thus

T, 1
Ui — U =— (p;cﬂ,s - /)ISk) Vs + % (‘

2

2
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2
_ T T ko d. 5
= = (A5 di5) (@H(B,S),(a,a ~ H(QB,S),(&S)> ( )

di~.s
Ko dy,
< -—a (1 5 HHW,S),(B,S)HQ) (kg i) His.5).8.5) (d y )
k,v,S
< —2a(1 — ka|lH||2/2) Ly O

Lemma 10. Under Assumption 1, suppose kol H|2 < 2 and Ny = Ag(1 —
kol H|2/2). Let

Yenin -= min(|y7] 1 A7 # 0),
dos = By = B, duoy = =7 di =\ lldisll? + ldio sl

Then for any k such that

1 1 2logs+4+dy/k
ka > 7/ = log — da (0< <1 H.1
we have
dy. < [ (= sign (15) = sign (%), if 75 #0 forje S).  (H2)

For any k, we have

2 2
4y < min (4\/§+d0//<;’ \/2(1 +vA% + A2) .d(}) | ()

Ny ko Ny v

Proof of Lemma 10. The proof is almost a discrete version of the continuous
case. The only non-trivial thing is described as follows. First, suppose there
does not exist k < 77 (u)/« satisfying (H.2), then for any 0 < ka < 77_(p),
we have Uy > 12(72,,)%/(2k). Letting ko = 0, then ¥, = ¥y < F(d?).
Suppose that

F(d3) > Thyoo s U1 > F (s (Vo)) = Whyy oo, Uiyt > F (100)°)

> \Ijkm ceey \Ijk:a*l > (’yglin)Q /(2’%) > \Ijksﬂ SR \Ijk4*1 > :u2 (’yr[;lin)z /(2’%) > \Ijku S

Then kya > 7/ (). Besides, by Lemma 9,

Wy — Wi

<= " 0< <7 .
@< gy O Ska<7w)
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Thus Ny (ks — 4)a is not greater than

ka—2 ks—2 ko—2 ki1—2 ka—2 ks—2
Uy — Wpy Uy — Wy Uy — W
Zk TR~ Zk T TRAL Tk TRt
oI008 30 5 EE AT i
=k3

(Vo)
k=ks k—ks k—=ki k—ko k—ke \Jmin

k2*2 k172
F(A) = F(Api) F(Ag) = F(Apsa) .
A = F (U
=k1 =ko
_ ’MZ_Q Wy — Wpi n 1%2_2 Uy — Uipq N 1@2—2 (Ak — Apqr n 2(A — Ak+1))

k=ks 260 k=k> (/}/ronin)2 k=k1 264y, ’YglinAk
. ’“2‘32 Ay = App 2v/5 (VA, — VA1)

P QHAk Ak .

R0

By (u—v)/u <log(u/v) and (vu —/v)/u < 1/y/v —1/y/u for u > v > 0,
the quantity above is not greater than
log (Wi /Wp,—1) | Wiy — Wy—1
2K (mein)
log (Ag, /Ag,— 2log (Ag, /Ay, 1 1
+ Og( ko/ k2 1>+ Og( 1(6)1/ k2 1)+2\/g _
2K Yrnin \/Akl—l \/Ako
log (1/12) 290, log (/) (72.)?) 21 2
< Og( /:u)_’_ /7m1n2+ g<0/<7 ))+ Sgs+ \/g
2k (’yr(;lin) 2 fymin

S (P)/I(;lin)2
Therefore we get

Ny (7 (1) — 40) < Ny (ks — 4) @ < L1og = 4 2085 T4+ do/r
K H “min
a contradiction with the definition of 7/_(u). So there exists some k <
7! (1) /a satisfying (H.2). Then continue to imitate the proof in the con-
655 tinous version, we obtain (H.2) for all £ > 7. (u)/a. The proof of (H.3)
follows the same spirit. 0

Y
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