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Abstract

We study the problem of recovering an unknown signal & given measurements obtained from
a generalized linear model with a Gaussian sensing matrix. Two popular solutions are based
on a linear estimator " and a spectral estimator &°. The former is a data-dependent linear
combination of the columns of the measurement matrix, and its analysis is quite simple. The
latter is the principal eigenvector of a data-dependent matrix, and a recent line of work has
studied its performance. In this paper, we show how to optimally combine " and #°. At the
heart of our analysis is the exact characterization of the empirical joint distribution of (z, &l
in the high-dimensional limit. This allows us to compute the Bayes-optimal combination of &
and z°, given the limiting distribution of the signal . When the distribution of the signal
is Gaussian, then the Bayes-optimal combination has the form 02" + &° and we derive the
optimal combination coefficient. In order to establish the limiting distribution of (a:,;iL, %),
we design and analyze an Approximate Message Passing (AMP) algorithm whose iterates give
" and approach #°. Numerical simulations demonstrate the improvement of the proposed
combination with respect to the two methods considered separately.

1 Introduction

In a generalized linear model (GLM) [NW72, McC18|, we want to recover a d-dimensional signal
x € R? given n i.i.d. measurements y = (y1,...,yn) of the form:

Yi Np(y | <m>ai>)v (S {17 s vn}a (1'1)

where (-, -) denotes the scalar product, {a;}1<i<, are known sensing vectors, and the (stochastic)
output function p(- | (x,a;)) is a known probability distribution. GLMs arise in several problems
in statistical inference and signal processing. Examples include photon-limited imaging [UESS|
[YLSV12|, compressed sensing [EK12|, signal recovery from quantized measurements [RGO01l, BB0S],

phase retrieval [Fie82, [SECT15|, and neural networks with one hidden layer [LBHIH].
The problem of estimating a from vy is, in general, non-convex, and semi-definite program-

ming relaxations have been proposed [CESV15, [CSVI3, WdM15l [TR19]. However, the computa-

tional complexity and memory requirement of these approaches quickly grow with the dimension
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d. For this reason, several non-convex approaches have been developed, e.g., alternating mini-
mization [NJS13], approximate message passing (AMP) [DMMO09, Ranlll [SR14], Wirtinger Flow
[CLS15], Kaczmarz methods [Weil5], and iterative convex-programming relaxations [BB0S, BR17,
GS18, [DTL18]. The Bayes-optimal estimation and generalization error have also been studied in
[BKM™19]. When the output function p(- | (z,a;)) is unknown, is called the single-index
model in the statistics literature, see e.g. [Bri®2, [LD89L [KKSK11]. The problem of recovering
a structured signal (e.g., sparse, low-rank) from high-dimensional single-index measurements has
been an active research topic over the past few years [YWCL15, PVY17, PV16, TAH15, NLCI6),
Genl7, (GMWTIS|, [GJ19, [TR19].
Throughout this paper, the performance of an estimator & will be measured by its normalized
correlation (or “overlap”) with :
[(z, )|
[ 1PYE 1Py
where || - ||2 denotes the Euclidean norm of a vector.
Most of the existing techniques require an initial estimate of the signal, which can then be
refined via a local algorithm. Here, we focus on two popular methods: a linear estimator and a
spectral estimator. The linear estimator & has the form:

(1.2)

%ZTL(%)%‘, (1.3)
=1

where Ty, denotes a given preprocessing function. The performance analysis of this estimator is
quite simple, see e.g. Proposition 1 in [PVY17] or Section of this paper. The spectral estimator
consists in the principal eigenvector Z° of a matrix of the form:

IS Ti(wi)asal (1.4)
=1

where 75 is another preprocessing function. The idea of a spectral method first appeared in [Li92]
and, for the special case of phase retrieval, a series of works has provided more and more refined
performance bounds [NJS13, [CSV13| [CCI5]. Recently, an exact high-dimensional analysis of the
spectral method for generalized linear models with Gaussian sensing vectors has been carried out
in [LL19, MMI9]. These works consider a regime where both n and d grow large at a fixed
proportional rate § = n/d > 0. The choice of T; which minimizes the value of § (and, consequently,
the amount of data) necessary to achieve a strictly positive scalar product was obtained in
[IMM19]. Furthermore, the choice of 75 which maximizes the correlation between x and &*° for any
given value of the sampling ratio ¢ was obtained in [LAL19]. The case in which the sensing vectors
are obtained by picking columns from a Haar matrix is tackled in [DBMM20)].

In short, the performance of the linear estimate " and the spectral estimate &° is well under-
stood, and there is no clear winner between the two. In fact, the superiority of one method over the
other depends on the output function p(- | (&, a;)) and on the sampling ratio 6. For example, for
phase retrieval (y; = [(x, a;)|), the spectral estimate provides positive correlation with the ground-
truth signal as long as § > 1/2 [MM19], while linear estimators of the form are not effective
for any § > 0. On the contrary, for 1-bit compressed sensing (y; = sign((xz, a;))) the situation
is the opposite: the spectral estimator is uncorrelated with the signal for any § > 0, while the
linear estimate works well. For many cases of practical interest, e.g. neural networks with ReLU



activation function (y; = max((zx, a;),0)), both the linear and the spectral method give estimator
with non-zero correlation. Thus, a natural question is the following:

What is the optimal way to combine the linear estimator &~ and the spectral estimator &°?

This paper closes the gap and answers the question above for Gaussian sensing vectors {a; }1<i<n.
Our main technical contribution is to provide an exact high-dimensional characterization of the joint
empirical distribution of (z, &Y, &%) in the limit n, d — oo with a fixed sampling ratio § = n/d (see
Theorem . In particular, we prove that the conditional distribution of (&%, &%) given & converges
to the law of a bivariate Gaussian whose mean vector and covariance matrix are specified in terms
of the preprocessing functions 77, and 7;. As a consequence, we are able to compute the Bayes-
optimal combination of " and &° for any given prior distribution on x (see Theorem . In the
special case in which the signal prior is Gaussian, the Bayes-optimal combination has the form
0z" + &°, with 6 € R, and we compute the optimal combination coefficient 6, that maximizes the
normalized correlation in (see Corollary .

The characterization of the joint empirical distribution of (x,&", &%) is achieved by designing
and analyzing a suitable approximate message passing (AMP) algorithm. AMP is a family of iter-
ative algorithms that has been applied to several high-dimensional statistical estimation problems
including estimation in linear models [DMMO09, BMT1, BM12, KMS™12], generalized linear models
[Ranlll [SR14, [SC19], and low-rank matrix estimation [DM14, RFG09) [LKZ17, [MV21]. An appeal-
ing feature of AMP algorithms is that under suitable conditions on the model, the empirical joint
distribution of the iterates can be exactly characterized in the high-dimensional limit, in terms of
a simple scalar recursion called state evolution.

In this paper, we design an AMP algorithm that is equivalent to a power method computing
the principal eigenvector of the matrix (1.4). Then, the state evolution analysis leads to the
desired joint empirical distribution of (x,z",&"). Using the limiting distribution, we reduce the
vector problem of estimating & € R? given two (correlated) observations &, &° € R to the scalar
problem of estimating the random variable X € R given two (correlated) observations X, X5 € R.
We emphasize that the focus of this work is not on using the AMP algorithm as an estimator for
the generalized linear model. Rather, we use AMP as a proof technique to characterize the joint
empirical distribution of (w,:ﬁL,:ﬁS), and thereby understand how to optimally combine the two
simple estimators.

Our proposed combination of the linear and spectral estimators can significantly boost the
correlation with the ground-truth signal . As an illustration, in Figure (a) we compare against
each other the correlations pr, ps and p, of the linear, spectral and optimal combined estimators,
respectively, for a range of values of the sampling ratio 6 = n/d and measurements of the form
yi = 0.3(z,a;) + (x,a;)® + z;. Here, = is uniformly distributed on the d-dimensional sphere of
radius vd, a; ~;iq N(0g,Iq/d), 2 ~;iiq N(0,0.2), and the preprocessing functions are chosen
as follows: Tr(y) = y and T(y) = min{y,3.5}. The solid lines correspond to analytically derived
asymptotic formulae, and they are compared against numerical simulations (cf. markers of the
corresponding color) computed for d = 2000. Specifically, the red line corresponds to the optimal
combined estimator 0,&" + &° (in this example, the empirical distribution of @ is Gaussian). The
optimal combination coefficient 6, is plotted in Figure (b) as a function of §. Note that for values
of & for which the spectral estimator achieves strictly positive correlation with x, the combined
estimator provides a significant performance improvement. The performance gain depends on: (%)
the sampling ratio ¢ (it can be as large as ~ 30% for § ~ 8), and (7i) the output function that defines
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Figure 1: (a) Performance comparison among the linear estimator, the spectral estimator and the
proposed optimal combination for a specific output function and ranging values of the sampling
ratio §. The performance is measured in terms of the normalized correlation . (b) Optimal
combination coefficient 0, as a function of ¢ for the same output function as in (a). (c) Percentage
performance gain of the combined estimator for different output functions and sampling ratios.

the measurement. To better visualize this dependence we plot in Figure (c) the percentage gain
(Ps — Pmax)/Pmax X 100 for various values of § and for different output-function parameterizations.
Specifically, the z-axis in Figure (c) represents the value of the coefficient H; of an output function
of the form y; = 0.5+ Hy (x,a;) + 0.5 (x, a;)? + z;, with z; ~; ;.4 N(0,0.2). Above, p. denotes the
correlation achieved by our proposed estimator, and ppax is the maximum correlation among the
linear and spectral estimators.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2, we describe the setting and review
existing results on the linear and the spectral estimator. In Section [3] we present our contributions.
The main technical result, Theorem [I gives an exact characterization of the joint empirical dis-
tribution of (, &b, 2°). Using this, we derive the Bayes-optimal combination of the estimators &
and °. In the special case in which the signal prior is Gaussian, the Bayes-optimal combination
is linear in @" and @°, and we derive the optimal coefficient. In Section [4] we demonstrate the
effectiveness of our method via numerical simulation. In Section [5, we describe the generalized
AMP algorithm and use it to prove Theorem

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation and Definitions

Given n € N, we use the shorthand [n] = {1,...,n}. Given a vector x, we denote by |||z its
Euclidean norm. Given a matrix A, we denote by ||Al|sp its operator norm.
The empirical distribution of a vector & = (z1,...,24)" is given by 52?:1 0z,, Where 0,

denotes a Dirac delta mass on z;. Similarly, the empirical joint distribution of vectors x, &’ € R?
o 1d
18 3 2 =1 O(as))-

Given two probability measures p (on a space X) and v (on a space ))), a coupling p of p and
v is a probability distribution on X x ) whose marginals coincide with p and v, respectively. For



k > 1, the Wasserstein-k (W},) distance between two probability measures p, v on R™ is defined by

Wi (p,v) = i%fE(X,Y)Np{HX —Y|5E, (2.1)

where the infimum is over all the couplings of © and v. A sequence of probability distributions v,

on R™ converges in W}, to v, written v, = v, if Wi (vp,v) — 0 as n — oo.

2.2 Generalized Linear Model

Let © € R? be the signal of interest. We assume that ||z||3 = d. The signal is observed via inner
products with n sensing vectors (ai)ie[n}, with each a; € R? having independent Gaussian entries
with mean zero and variance 1/d. That is,

(i) ~iid. N(0g,Igq/d). (2.2)

Given g; = (x,a;), the measurement vector y € R" is obtained by drawing each component
independently according to a conditional distribution py g

yi ~ pyicWilgi), i€ln] (2.3)
We stack the measurement vectors as rows to define the n x d sensing matrix A. That is,
A=lay,...,a,". (2.4)

We write 0, = % for the sampling ratio, and assume that ¢, — § € (0,00). Since the entries of the
sensing matrix are ~;; 4. N(0,1/d), each row of A has norm close to 1.

2.3 Linear Estimator

Given the measurements (y;);c[n) and a preprocessing function 77, : R — R, define the n x 1 vector

28 = [Ty, Tolya)] T (2.5)

Consider the following linear estimator that averages the data as follows:

n

&l = ﬁATzL = \{? iTL(yi)ai. (2.6)
i=1

The following lemma characterizes the asymptotic performance of this simple estimator. The
proof is rather straightforward, and we include it in Appendix [A] for completeness.

Lemma 2.1. Let & be such that ||z|3 = d, {a;}1<i<n ~iia N(0g,I4/d), and y be distributed
according to (2.3)). Let n/d — 6, G ~ N(0,1) and define Zr, = T (Y) for Y ~ py (- |G) such that
E{|GZ.|} < 0. Let & be the linear estimator defined as in ([2.6). Then, as n — oo,

E{Z}} nd (@", z) a5y E{GZ.}

2103 255 (B{GZo})’ + : : '
1251l == (BAGZ0})" + =5 1&¥l Nzl /(& {020} + B {23} /5

(2.7)




2.4 Spectral Estimator

Given the measurements (y;);e[,), consider the n X n diagonal matrix

Z = diag(Ts(y1), - - Ts(yn)), (2.8)

where T, : R — R is a preprocessing function. Consider the d x d matrix
D,=A"Z,A. (2.9)

Let G ~N(0,1), Y ~p(- | G), and Zs = T5(Y). We will make the following assumptions on Z;.
(A1) P(Z, = 0) < 1.
(A2) Zs has bounded support and 7 is the supremum of this support, i.e.,

T=1inf{z:P(Zs < 2) =1}. (2.10)

(A3) As X\ approaches 7 from the right, we have

Zs Zs - G?
lim E{——2 Y= 1lim E = 0. 2.11
)\41>T+ {()\—ZS)Q} )\i)T+ {)\—ZS } ( )

Let us comment on these assumptions. First, the condition (A1) simply avoids the degenerate
case in which the measurement vector, after passing through the preprocessing function, is 0 with
high probability. Second, the condition (A2) requires that the support of Zs is bounded both
from above and below. This assumption appears in the papers that have recently analyzed the
performance of spectral estimators [LL19L [MM19, [ILAL19], and it is also required for Lemma
below. Requiring that the support of Z; is bounded from above is rather natural, since the argument
relies on the matrix D,, having a spectral gap. It is not clear whether having the support of Z;
bounded from both sides (rather than only from above) is necessary, and investigating this aspect
is an interesting avenue for future research. Let us also point out that the condition (A2) is purely
technical and rather mild. In fact, if the desired preprocessing function is not boumded[ﬂ7 then one
can construct a sequence of bounded approximations that approach its performance, as done e.g.
in [LALI9|. Finally, the condition (A3) essentially requires that Z, has sufficient probability mass
near the supremum of the support 7. One sufficient condition is that the law of Z; has a point
mass at 7. If this is not the case, the argument in (115)-(118) of [MM19] shows how to modify the
preprocessing function 75 so that (i) condition (A3) holds, and (ii) the spectral estimator suffers
no performance loss.

For A € (1,00) and § € (0,00), define

Zs - G?
Pp(A) = A E{ )\s_ 7 } : (2.12)
and
Ps(N) = A (;HE{A%ZS}). (2.13)
!This is the case e.g. in noiseless phase retrieval, where 3; = (x, a;)? and the optimal preprocessing function is

TS (y) =1-1/y.



Note that ¢()) is a monotone non-increasing function and that v5(\) is a convex function. Let \s
be the point at which 5 attains its minimum, i.e.,

s = arg r)leerl Ps(A). (2.14)
For A € (7,00), define also )
Cs(N) = Ys(max(\, Ag)). (2.15)

The spectrum of D,, exhibits a phase transition as J increases. The most basic phenomenon
of this kind was unveiled for low-rank perturbations of a Wigner matrix: the well-known BBAP
phase transition, first discovered in the physics literature [HR04], and named after the authors of
[BBAPOS]. Here, the model for the random matrix D, is quite different from that considered in
[HRO4, BBAPOS)], and the phase transition is formalized by the following result.

Lemma 2.2. Let & be such that ||z|3 = d, {a;}1<i<n ~iia. N(0g,I4/d), and y be distributed
according to (2.3). Let n/d — 8, G ~ N(0,1) and define Zs = Ts(Y) for Y ~ pyig(-|G). Assume
that Zs satisfies the assumptions (A1)-(A2)-(A3). Let &® be the principal eigenvector of the
matriz Dy, defined as in (2.9). Then, the following results hold:

1. The equation
G(A) =o(A) (2.16)

admits a unique solution, call it AL, for A > 7.

2. Asn — oo,
0, if ¥5(A3) <0,

YD (217
TS e ML I

where 1§ and ¢’ denote the derivatives of these two functions.

(@ 2)” o,

<5112 2
12" [l12

3. Let /\P" > )\E” denote the two largest eigenvalues of D,,. Then, as n — oo,

AP 86 (N),

D as _ (2.18)
)\2 n— 5(5()\5).
The proof immediately follows from Lemma 2 of [MMI9]. In that statement, it is assumed
that @ is uniformly distributed on the d-dimensional sphere, but this assumption is actually never
used. In fact, since the sensing vectors {a;}i<i<, are i.i.d. standard Gaussian, to prove the result
above, without loss of generality we can assume that @ = v/de;, where e; is the first element of the
canonical basis of R%. We also note that the signal « and the measurement matrix A differ from
Lemma 2 in [MM19] for a scaling factor. This accounts for an extra term ¢ in the expression of the
eigenvalues of D,,.



3 Main Results

Throughout this section, we will make the following additional assumptions on the signal x, the
output function of the GLM, and the preprocessing functions 77, and 7T; used for the linear and
spectral estimators, respectively.

(B1) Let Py 4 denote the empirical distribution of € R?, with ||z[|3 = d. As d — oo,
PXd converges weakly to a distribution Px such that, for some k& > 2, the following hold: (%)
Ep, {|X|*" 2} < 0o, and (ii) limg_,e pr’d{\X\%ﬁ} = Ep, {|X[**"2}. Furthermore, E{|Y|** 2} <
o0, with Y ~ py (| G) and G ~ N(0,1).

(B2) The function 77, : R — R is Lipschitz and |E{7.(Y)G}| > 0; the function 75 : R — R is
bounded and Lipschitz.

The assumption (B2) is mainly technical and rather mild, since one can construct a sequence
of approximations of the desired 77, 75 that satisfy (B2).

Lemmas and in the previous sections derive formulae for the asymptotic correlation of
& with the linear estimator @" and the spectral estimator #°. For convenience, let us denote these
as follows:

. E{Z,G} and py im \/ WA -
° 9 S 7 * P .
JEZLGY +E{22} )5 B — IO)
We also denote by ny, the high-dimensional limit of ||:i'L||2,
n =\ (E{GZ1))° + E{2}} /5, (52)

and we define

(3.3)

. ZLl.G}
T {Z
oy

)‘E) - ¢,()‘§) \/(E {ZL . G})2 + E{?i} ‘

3.1 Joint Distribution of Linear and Spectral Estimators

The key technical challenge is to compute the limiting joint empirical distribution of the signal x,
the linear estimator &%, and the spectral estimator &°. This result is stated in terms of pseudo-
Lipschitz test functions.

Definition 3.1 (Pseudo-Lipschitz test function). We say that a function 1 : R™ — R is pseudo-
Lipschitz of order k > 1, denoted 1 € PL(k), if there is a constant C' > 0 such that

() = @)y < CA+ 57" + ylls™) |z - yll,, (3.4)
for all x,y € R™.

Examples of test functions in PL(2) with m = 2 include ¢ (a,b) = (a — b)?, ¥(a,b) = ab, and
Y(a,b) = |a — b]. We note that if ¢ € PL(k), then 1 (z) < C’'(1+ ||z||%) for some constant C’ > 0.
Also note that if ¢ € PL(k) for k > 2, then ¢ € PL(K') for 1 <k’ < (k —1).



Theorem 1 (Joint distribution). Let & be such that ||z||3 = d, {ai}1<i<n ~iia N(0g,I4/d), and
y be distributed according to (2.3). Let n/d — §, G ~ N(0,1), Z, = To(Y), and Z; = Ty(Y)
for' Y ~ pyc(-1G). Assume that (A1)-(A2)-(A3) and (B1)-(B2) hold. Assume further that
P5(X5) > 0, and let &° be the principal eigenvector of Dy, defined as in with preprocessing
function T,, with the sign of &° chosen so that (&°, ) > 0. Let & be the linear estimator defined
as in with preprocessing function Tr,.

Consider the rescalings ° = Vd&® and " = \/gﬁ:L/nL. Then, the following holds almost surely
for any PL(k) function 1 : R3 — R:

d
1
lim =Y (a2, ) = B{O(X, prX + Wi, ps X + W)} (3.5)
d—oo d P
Here, X ~ Px, and (Wp,Wy) are independent of X and jointly Gaussian with zero mean and
covariance given by E{W2} =1 — p? E{W2} =1— p? and E{W W} = q — pLps.

Note that the order k of the pseudo-Lipschitz test function appearing in (3.5 is the same as
the integer k appearing in assumption (B1). In particular, the order of pseudo-Lipschitz functions
for which (3.5)) holds is only constrained by the fact that the random variables X and Y should

have finite moments of order 2k — 2. The proof of the theorem is given in Section

Remark 3.1 (What happens if either linear or spectral are ineffective?). From Lemma the
assumption |E{7.(Y)G}| > 0 contained in (B2) implies that |pr| > 0. Similarly, from Lemma[2.2]
the assumption ¢5(A}) > 0 implies that ps > 0. Thus, Theorem |[I| assumes that both the linear
and the spectral estimators are effective. We note that a similar result also holds when only one of
the two estimators achieves strictly positive correlation. In that case, 1) : R> — R takes as input
the components of the signal  and of the estimator that is effective (as well as the corresponding
random variables), and a formula analogous to holds. The proof of this claim is easily deduced
from the argument of Theorem A simpler proof using a rotational invariance argument along

the lines of ((5.97)-(5.104) also leads to the same result.

Remark 3.2 (Convergence in Wy). The result in Eq. (3.5]) is equivalent to the statement that the
empirical joint distribution of (x, 2", %) converges almost surely in T}, distance to the joint law of

(X, prX + WL, ps X + W). (3.6)

This follows from the fact that a sequence of distributions P, with finite k-th moment converges
in Wy to P if and only if P, converges weakly to P and [ ||a|[* dP,(a) — [ |la||* dP(a), see [Vil08,
Definition 6.7, Theorem 6.8].

3.2 Optimal Combination

Equipped with the result of Theorem [I| we now reduce the vector problem of estimating x given
(ﬁ:L, Z°) to an estimation problem over scalar random variables, i.e., how to optimally estimate X
from observations Xy, := pr X + W, and X := ps X + Wy, where W, and W are jointly Gaussian.
The Bayes-optimal estimator for this scalar problem is given by

Fozp,zs) :=E{X | Xy =z, Xs = xs}. (3.7)

This is formalized in the following result.



Lemma 3.2. Let (X, X1, Xs) be jointly distributed random variables such that
X =pr X+ W and Xs = ps X +Ws, (3.8)

where (W, Wy) are jointly Gaussian independent of X with zero mean and covariance given by
E{W?} =1—p2, E{W?2} =1—p? and E{W Ws} = q — prps. Assume that p, # 0 or ps # 0. Let

V= {f(X5,X,) : 0<E{f*(Xr,X,)} <oo}, (3.9)

and consider the following optimal estimation problem of X given Xi and X over all measurable
estimators f : R2 = R in V:

iy EAX (XL X0} |
v VE{X?}E{(X, X,)}

(3.10)

Then, for any ¢ # 0, X = cF (X1, Xs) attains the mazimum in (3.10), where Fy is defined in
(3-7).

Proof. By the tower property of conditional expectation, for any f € V we have

[E{X - f(Xp, Xo)} _ [E{E{X | Xp, Xs} - f(X5, Xs)
E{f(X, X,)?} VE{f (XL, Xs)?}

where we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Moreover, the inequality in (3.11)) becomes an
equality if and only if f(X1, Xs) = cE{X | X1, X}, for some ¢ # 0, which proves the result. [

e EEXRIXL X0, )

At this point, we are ready to show how to optimally combine the linear estimator &" and the
spectral estimator Z°.

Theorem 2 (Optimal combination). Consider the setting of Theorem . Let Fy be defined in (3.7
and assume that F, € PL(|k/2]). Then, as n — oo,

(P2 a)| as  [E{XR(X5 X)) 512)
. = , .
[ £ (2, )2l 2|2 VE{F2(X1, Xs)}
where F acts component-wise on x' and x°, i.e., F(z%, x%) = (Fy(a},25),..., F(2},25)). Pur-
thermore, for any f € PL(|k/2]) acting component-wise on & and x*, almost surely,
L ..

n—oo || f(xh, @) |2 ]2 ~

Proof of Theorem[3. If f(b,c) € PL(|k/2]), then one can immediately verify that (i) ¢ (a,b,c) =
af(b,c) € PL(k), and (ii) ¥(a,b,c) = (f(b,c))?> € PL(k). Thus, by applying Theorem we have
that, for any f(b,c) € PL(|k/2]), as n — o0,

(F@t, @), @) as, EAXF(oLX + WiopsX + Wo)}
1@t a2l EP(piX + Wo,paX £ )]

By taking f = Fi, the result (3.12) immediately follows. By applying Lemma (3.13) also
follows and the proof is complete. O

(3.14)
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The integer k appearing in assumption (B1) is the same one defining the order |k/2] of the
pseudo-Lipschitz functions Fy and f in (3.12)-(3.13).

Remark 3.3 (What happens if either linear or spectral are ineffective?). Theorem [2| considers
the same setting of Theorem [I} and therefore it assumes that p;, # 0 and ps # 0. The results in
(3-12)-(3.13)) still hold if either p;, = 0 or ps = 0 (and even in the case p, = ps = 0). For the sake
of simplicity, suppose that p;, = 0 (the argument for ps = 0 is analogous). Then, X; = Wy, is
independent of X and therefore the conditional expectation in does not depend on zy. Recall
from Remark that if pr = 0, then a formula analogous to holds where v : R> — R takes
as input the components of x and x® on the LHS, and the corresponding random variables on the
RHS. Hence, — are obtained by following the same argument in the proof of Theorem

We highlight that, even if one of the two estimators is ineffective, the proposed optimal com-
bination can still improve on the performance of the other one. This is due to the fact that the
function F takes advantage of the knowledge of the signal prior. We showcase an example of this
behavior for a binary prior in Figure [5| discussed in Section We also note that if the signal
prior is Gaussian, then no improvement is possible when one of the two estimators has vanishing
correlation with the signal, see Figures in Section In fact, as detailed in Section in the
Gaussian case F(x", %) is a linear combination of " and «°. Thus, if p;, = 0 (resp. ps = 0), then
F,(x", x%) is aligned with x° (resp. =").

Remark 3.4 (Sign of &°). The spectral estimator &® is defined up to a change of sign, since it is
the principal eigenvector of a suitable matrix. In Theorem [I| and [2, we pick the sign of Z° such
that (2° «) > 0. In practice, there is a simple way to resolve the sign ambiguity: one can match
the sign of ¢ as defined in (3.3)) with the sign of the scalar product (&%, &%) (see also (3-19)).

Remark 3.5 (Sufficient condition for pseudo-Lipschitz F). The assumption that the Bayes-
optimal estimator F} in is pseudo-Lipschitz is fairly mild. In fact, F} is Lipschitz if either of
the following two conditions on X hold [FVRS21, Lemma 3.8]: (i) X has a log-concave distribu-
tion, or (7i) there exist independent random variables U, V such that U is Gaussian, V' is compactly

supported and X iy + V.

Remark 3.6 (Non-separable combinations). The optimality of F in Theorem |2| can be extended
to a class of combined estimators of the form fy(x", x*), where f; : R? x R? — R? may not act
component-wise on (x,@%). Given f, we define the function Sy, (z", ) = 1| fa(x"™, @%)||>. Let
fa: R — R? be any sequence of functions (indexed by d) such that Sy, : R x R? — R is uniformly
pseudo-Lipschitz of order k. That is, for each d, the property holds for Sy, with a pseudo-
Lipschitz constant C' that does not depend on d. Then, the state evolution result in [BMN20),
Theorem 1] for non-separable test functions implies that

Ut 2, )] )_
dlggop<\|fd($L,-’BS)||2H$H2Sp* =t (3.15)

The result above is in terms of convergence in probability, while the limiting statement in (3.13|)
holds almost surely. This is because the state evolution result for AMP with non-separable functions
[IBMN20, Theorem 1] is obtained in terms of convergence in probability.
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3.3 A Special Case: Optimal Linear Combination

Theorem [2| shows that the optimal way to combine & and &° is via the Bayes-optimal estimator F,
for the corresponding scalar problem. If the signal prior X is standard Gaussian, then F,(x", z%)
is a linear combination of " and x°. In this section, we provide closed-form expressions for the
performance of such optimal linear combination.

For convenience, let us denote the normalized linear estimator as U, i.c., 2" = &"/||&"|..
(Recall that the spectral estimator &° is already normalized, i.e., ||Z°[]2 = 1.) We consider an
estimator &°(0) of x, parameterized by 6§ € R U {£oo}, defined as follows:

L

&°(0) == z" +&°, 0 € RU{*oo}, (3.16)

where we use the convention, £°(0) = +&" for § = +o0.
Let us now compute the asymptotic performance of the proposed estimator () in (3.16)).
Specifically, using Lemmas [2.1] and [2.2] it follows immediately that

<:;;C(9) v > 259 pr, + ps. (3.17)
[l
In order to conclude with the limit of the normalized correlation %, it still remains to
2 2
compute the magnitude of the new estimator:
12°(0)115 = 671213 + |3°]15 + 20(&", &%) = 6° + 1 + 20(z", &). (3.18)

This is possible thanks to the following result, which gives the correlation between the linear
and the spectral estimator as well as the asymptotic performance of the linear combination &°(#).

Corollary 3.3 (Performance of linear combination). Consider the setting of Theorem . Then, as

n — oo, .
M as . (3.19)
2 [l2 [|2°]]

where q is given by . Furthermore, let £°(0) be the estimator defined in parameterized

by 8 € R. Then, as n — 00,

(x°(0), z) a5 Opr, + ps
[Z°(0)]] || 1+ 62 +26q

Proof. The limit of the correlation (| - ) follows by applying Theorem |[I] I with the PL( ) function
¥(a,b,c) = be and using that |2%||2 =2 ny. The result ( (3-20) then follows from (3.18) and ( -,

(@"&°)

12|z [12°]1

= F(6). (3.20)

recalling that (2", &%) = and ||Z°|2 = 1.

Using (3.1)), the parameter ¢ can be alternatively expressed in terms of py, and ps in the following
compact form:

q:PL~p5.E{1_ZLG }/E{ZLG} (3.21)

Observe also that F'(0) = ps and F(co) 1= limg_,1 o F(0) = £pr.
Using the characterization of Corollary we can compute the combination coefficient 6, that
leads to the asymptotically optimal linear combination of the form (3.16]).

12



Corollary 3.4 (Optimal linear combination). Recall the notation in Corollary and define

0, =L P9 e Ry {£o0). (3.22)

Ps — PLY
Assume |q| < 1. Then, for all § € RU {£o0}, it holds that

2 2
F(0)| < F(0.) = \/ps oL ;q””s . (3.23)

The proof of Corollary [3.3is deferred to Appendix [B] Let us now comment on the assumption
lgl < 1. If &% and &° are perfectly correlated (i.e., |¢| = 1), then it is clear that the combined
estimator &°(#) cannot improve the performance for any value of §. On the contrary, when |q| < 1,
Corollary characterizes when the linear combination ¢ strictly improves upon the performance
of the individual estimators &" and &°. Specifically, by denoting

S 9 f Z Sy
Pmax = max{|pr|, ps} and = {'0 /oL, iflerl 2 p (3.24)
pL/ps, else,
such that the right-hand side of (3.23]) becomes
(p —q)?
F 9* — Pmax 1 9 2
(6.) = P 1+ 2= (3.25)

it can be readily checked that F'(6.) > pmax provided that |¢| < 1 and g # p.

Remark 3.7 (Optimization of preprocessing functions). The linear estimator &% and the spectral
estimator @° use the preprocessing functions 7y, (cf. (1.3)) and 7 (cf. (1.4)), respectively. The
choice of these functions naturally affects the performance of the two estimators, as well as, that
of the combined estimator F,(x", z%). Lemmas Theorem [2| and Corollary derive sharp
asymptotics on the estimation performance that hold for any choice of the preprocessing functions
T and Ty satisfying our technical assumptions (A1), (A2), (A3), (B2). In Appendix |[C| we
briefly discuss how these results can be used to yield optimal such choices. Specifically, the opti-
mal preprocessing function that maximizes the normalized correlation of the spectral estimator is
derived in [LALI9|, see Appendix The optimal choice for the linear estimator is much easier
to obtain and we outline the process in Appendix [C.I] In Appendix [C.3] we combine these two
results to derive a precise characterization of the sampling regimes in which the linear estimator
surpasses the spectral estimator, and vice-versa. Finally, in Appendix we use Corollary
to cast the problem of optimally choosing 7;, and 7T, to maximize the correlation of the combined
estimator °(f,) as a function optimization problem. Solving the latter is beyond the scope of this
paper, and it represents an intriguing future research direction.

4 Numerical Simulations

This section validates our theory via numerical experiments and provides further insights on the
benefits of the proposed combined estimator.

13



First, we consider a setting in which the signal @ is uniformly distributed on the d-dimensional
sphere. In this case, the limiting empirical distribution Px is Gaussian. Thus, the Bayes-optimal
estimator F(x", %) in is linear and is given by °(6.), where 6, is determined in Corollary
For this scenario, we study in Figures and {4 the performance gain of () for three
different measurement models and for various noise levels.

Second, in Figure [5| we consider a setting in which the the entries of  are binary, drawn i.i.d.
from the set {1, —1}, such that the empirical distribution is of the form Px(1) =1 — Px(—1) = p,
for some p € (0,1). For this case, we compute the Bayes-optimal estimator Fi(xp,x,) and compare
it with the optimal linear combination () for various choices of output functions.

4.1 Optimal Linear Combination

In Figure 2, we fix the input-output relation as y; = f({a;,@)) + 0z;, with z; ~;;q4 N(0,1)
and f(z) = max{z,—0.4z} (cf. Figure [2(a)), and we investigate the performance gain of the
proposed combined estimator for different values of the noise variance o2. Here, x is generated via
a standard Gaussian vector which is normalized such that ||z|s = v/d. Also, a; ~;;q N(0g, I4/d)
and the pre-processing functions are chosen: 7Tr(y) = y and 7T4(y) = min{y,3.5}. Note that the
empirical distribution of « tends to a standard Gaussian distribution in the high-dimensional limit.
Thus, following Section the optimal combined estimator is (asymptotically) linear and is given
by for § = 0, chosen as in . In Figure (b), we plot the percentage improvement
% % 100 as a function of the sampling ratio &, for three values of the noise variance o2 = 0, 0.4
and 0.8. Here, p, = F(0,) defined in and pumax = max{|prl|, ps}. We observe that, as o2
increases, larger values of the sampling ratio é are needed for the combined estimator to improve
upon the linear and spectral estimators. However, for sufficiently large d, the benefit of the combined
estimator is more pronounced for larger values of the noise variance. For instance, for o2 = 0.8
and large values of §, the percentage gain is larger than 10%. In Figure c), we fix 02 = 0.4
and plot the correlations pr, ps and p.. The solid lines correspond to the theoretical predictions
obtained by Lemma Lemma[2.2] and Corollary [3.4] respectively. The theoretical predictions are
compared against the results of Monte Carlo simulations. For the simulations, we used d = 1000
and averaged over 15 independent problem realizations. In Figure c)(Middle), we also plot the

.. ~ . <;1;L7;1:5> . . .
limit ¢ (cf. (3.3)) of the cross-correlation T[T and the ratio p in (3.24). The corresponding

values of the optimal combination coefficient 6§, are plotted in Figure [2|c)(Right). For values of 4
smaller than the threshold for weak-recovery of the spectral method (where ps = 0), we observe
that p. = pr and 0, = co. However, for larger values of §, the value of the optimal coefficient 0, is
non trivial. Finally, Figure d) shows the same plots as in Figure (c), but for o2 = 0.8.

The setting of Figure [3]is the same as in Figure [2| only now the input-output function is chosen
as f(z) = |2| - 1gg>15) + = - 1{jg/<1.5). Comparing Figure (b) to Figure (b)7 note that the
benefit of the combined estimator is more significant for the link function studied here. Moreover,
in contrast to Figure b), here, the percentage gain of the combined estimator takes its maximum
value in the noiseless case: o2 = 0.

In Figure 4l we repeat the experiments of Figures [2| and [3, but for f(z) = 1 + 0.3z + (2% —
1). Compared to the two functions studied in Figures [2| and |3 in Figure [4| we observe that the
performance gain is significantly larger and reaches values up to 30%. This can be argued by
considering the expansion of the input-output functions on the basis of the Hermite polynomials,
ie., f(x) => 2y Hihi(z), where h;(zx) is the ith-order Hermite polynomial with leading coefficient

14
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1 and H; = $Eq., N 1f(G)hi(G)}. Specifically, recall that the first three Hermite polynomials
are as follows: ho(x) = 1, hi(x) = = and ho(x) = 22 — 1. Thus, for f(z) = 1+0.3z + (22 — 1), only
the first three coefficients {H;},i = 0,1, 2, are non-zero. To see the relevance of these coefficients
to the linear and spectral estimators note that for identity pre-processing functions it holds that
E{GZ.} = E{GY} = E{Gf(G)} = Hy and E{(G? — 1)Zs} = E{(G? — 1)f(G)} = 2Hs. Thus, it
follows directly from Lemma that pr = 0 if the first Hermite coefficient H; is zero. Similarly,
it can be shown using Lemma that ps = 0 if the second Hermite coefficient Hs is zero; in
fact, the threshold of weak recovery of the spectral method is infinity in this case (see
in Appendix . Intuitively, the linear and spectral estimators exploit the energy of the output
function corresponding to the Hermite polynomials of first- and second-order, respectively; see also
[DHIS| [TRI19]. In this example, we have chosen f(x) such that all of its energy is concentrated on
the Hermite polynomials of order up to two.

As a final note, from the numerical results in Figures and [ we observe that the proposed
optimal combination leads to a performance improvement only if both the linear and the spectral
estimators are asymptotically correlated with the signal. This is because the signal prior is Gaussian
(see Remark . In contrast, as we will see in the next section, when the signal prior is binary,
the combined estimator provides an improvement even when only the linear estimator is effective.

4.2 Bayes-optimal Combination

In Figures (a,b) and (c,d) we consider the same setting as in Figures [3| and |4 respectively.
However, here each entry of « takes value either +1 or —1. Each entry is chosen independently
according to the distribution Px(1) = 1 — Px(—1) = p, for p € (0,1). Thus, the Bayes optimal
combination £™™%¢ = F,(x", 2%) is not necessarily linear as in the Gaussian case. In Appendix@, we
compute the Bayes-optimal estimator Fy(zp,,x,) (cf. (3.7)) for the setting considered here. Then,

we use the prediction of Theorem [2| to plot in solid black lines the normalized correlation of £™"°

with x (i.e., p"™ = p, in (3.12)). The theoretical predictions (solid lines) are compared against
the results of Monte Carlo simulations (markers). Moreover, we compare the optimal performance
against those of the linear estimator (cf. pr), the spectral estimator (cf. ps) and the optimal linear
combination £°(6,) (cf. p!"¥). We have chosen p = 0.3 in Figures (a,c) and p = 0.5 in Figures
(b,d). Note that the optimal linear combination provides a performance improvement only for
the values of § s.t. pr, > 0 and ps > 0. On the contrary, pi"™° is strictly larger than pr, even when

ps = 0.

4.3 The Combined Estimator as Initialization for Local Algorithms

As mentioned in the introduction, the initial estimates of the signal obtained by either the lin-
ear /spectral methods or our proposed combined estimator, can then be refined via local algorithms
such as gradient descent (GD). The theory and numerical simulations in the previous sections
showed the superiority of our proposed combined estimator £™™*¢ = F,(x", %) over " and x* in
terms of correlation with the true signal. In Figure [6] by plotting the correlation of GD iterates
x.,t > 1 for different initializations, we show numerically how this improvement translates to im-
proved performance of gradient descent refinements. Specifically, we ran GD on squared error loss
with step size 1/2, that is @11 = @¢ — 3 i, [/ (@i, @) (vi — f({@i, 21))). Here, f is the output
function described in the caption of the figure.

In Figures @(a,b), the true signal has i.i.d. Gaussian entries, thus the linear combined estimator
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¢ is the optimal combination in terms of correlation performance. We observe that for two different
choices of output function and sampling ratio (see caption), GD with linear or spectral initialization
requires hundreds of iterations to reach the performance of the combined estimator. In Figures
[6{c,d), the true signal has entries in {41, —1}, chosen independently with Px(1) = p = 0.3 and
Px(—1) = p = 0.1, respectively. Here, the linear combined estimator is sub-optimal (but still
improves upon linear/spectral), thus we also compute and study the Bayes-optimal estimator.
Interestingly, while for both priors, GD converges to the same correlation as ¢ increases, for p = 0.1,
GD achieves higher correlation if stopped early. It is a fascinating, albeit challenging, question to
better understand the evolution of the GD trajectory as a function of the initialization, signal prior
and output function.

5 Proof of Theorem [

5.1 Proof Sketch

The proof of Theorem [I] is based on the design and analysis of a generalized approrimate message
passing (GAMP) algorithm. GAMP is a class of iterative algorithms proposed by Rangan [Ranli]
for estimation in generalized linear models. A GAMP algorithm is defined in terms of a sequence
of Lipschitz functions f; : R — R and ¢, : R x R — R, for ¢ > 0. For ¢ > 0, the GAMP iteration
computes:

e_ 1

u = Afi(v') — bigi_1(u' " y),

Vo (5.1)

1
vt = %ATgt(ut; y) — ¢t fi(vh).

Here, the functions f; and g; are understood to be applied component-wise, i.e., fi(v') = (fi(v}),
o Je(0h)) and ge(utsy) = (ge(ulsvn), -5 ge(ul;yn)). The scalars by, ¢, are defined as

d n
1 1
by =—> [, a=—D gilujy), (5:2)
i=1 i=1

where g;(-,-) denotes the derivative with respect to the first argument. The iteration (5.1]) is
initialized with 1
1 —_

Ve
for some constant ¢ > 0. Here, 1,, € R™ denotes the all-ones vector.

A key feature of the GAMP algorithm (j5.1]) is that the asymptotic empirical distribution of its
iterates can be succinctly characterized via a deterministic recursion, called state evolution. Hence,
the performance of the high-dimensional problem involving the iterates w!, v’ is captured by a
scalar recursion. Specifically, this result gives that for t > 1, the empirical distributions of u! and

v’ converge in W, distance to the laws of the random variables U; and V;, respectively, with

0

u’ = cly,, v ATgo(uo; Y), (5.3)

Ui = pusG + ouWuyg, (5.4)
Vi = pviX + oy Wy, (5.5)
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where (G,Wy4) ~iiqa. N(0,1). Similarly, X ~ Px and Wy, ~ N(0,1) are independent. The
deterministic parameters (uy+, ove, fve,ovt) are computed via the recursion detailed in
Section [5.2] and the formal statement of the state evolution result is contained in Proposition [5.1
(again in Section [5.2)).

Next, in Section [5.3] we show that a suitable choice of the functions f;, g; leads to a GAMP
algorithm such that (i) v! = v/d&", and (ii) v* is aligned with v/d &° as ¢ grows large. Specifically,
choosing go(u;y) = Tz(y)/V6 in immediately gives v' = v/d&". In order to approach the
spectral estimator as ¢t — oo, we pick f;, g to be linear functions; see . The idea is that,
with this choice of f; and g;, the GAMP iteration is effectively a power method. Let us now briefly
discuss why this is the case. With the choice of fi, g¢ in , the GAMP iteration can be expressed
as

ul = !
V6 B

,Ut+1 — ATZut .

[Avt — Zutfl] ,
Vo

¢
where Z = diag(T (y1),..., T (yn)), Z = E{T(Y)}, and the function 7 : R — R is defined later in
terms of the spectral preprocessing function 7; see . Then, Lemma analyzes the fixed
points of the state evolution of the GAMP algorithm , and Lemma proves that in the
high-dimensional limit, the vector v’ tends to align with the principal eigenvector of the matrix
M, = A"Z(Z + $E{Z(G?* —1)}I,) " A as t — co. Here, we provide a heuristic sanity check for
this last claim. Assume that the iterates v and u! converge to the limits v> and u®, respectively,
in the sense that limy_,o 2[|v’ — v>[|? = 0 and limy—o0 2 [|u’ — u*||? = 0. Then, from (5.6), the
limits v*° and u° satisfy

(5.6)
E{Z} ',

u>™ = \/glﬁoo [AUOO — Zuoo},
V6

v®° = AT Zu>® — ——
o]

(5.7)
E{Z}v*™.

Furthermore, from the analysis of the fixed points of state evolution of Lemma [5.2] we obtain that
Boo = VOE{Z(G? —1)}. Thus, after some manipulations, (5.7) can be rewritten as

u™ = (Z + 6E{Z(G? — 1)} I,,) "t Av™

5.8
<1 + E{ZI(ECEQZ}_D}) v® = AV Z(Z + SE{Z(G* — 1)} I,,) "t Av™. (5:8)
Hence, v™ is an eigenvector of the matrix ATZ(Z 4 0E{Z(G? — 1)}I,)"'A, and the GAMP
algorithm is effectively performing a power method. Finally, we choose T (and consequently Z)
so that Z(Z + 0E{Z(G* — 1)}I,)"! = Z,, with Z, given by (2.8). In this way, the matrix
A'Z(Z + 0E{Z(G* — 1)}1,) ' A coincides with the spectral matrix D,,, as defined in (2.9), and
therefore v! approaches the spectral estimator &°.

In conclusion, as v = vd&" and v tends to be aligned with v/da® for large ¢, we can
use the state evolution result of Proposition to analyze the joint empirical distribution of
(z, Vdzb, \/g:izs) At this point, the proof of Theorem [1{ becomes a straightforward application of
Lemma and is presented at the end of Section The proof of Lemma is quite long, so it
is provided separately in Section [5.4]
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5.2 State Evolution for Generalized Approximate Message Passing (GAMP)

For ¢t > 1, let us define the following deterministic recursion for the parameters (p ¢, ovy, fvie, ovie)
appearing in (54)-(5.3):

1

pue = EACA0A))
ot = B (V) - XECX AN} = SB{ (V) ~ Vo X)), (5.9)

i1 = VOE{Gg (Ui Y)} — B{g{(Ui; Y)}E{X f:(V3)},
o1 =E{g:(Ui; Y)?}.

Recalling from (5.3)) that u® = c1,,, the state evolution recursion is initialized with
pvi = VoE{g(:Y)G}, oy =E{g(c;Y)?}. (5.10)

Furthermore, for ¢t > 0, let the sequences of random variables (W ¢)i>0 and (Wyt)i>0 be each
jointly Gaussian with zero mean and covariance defined as follows [RV18, BMN20|. First, we have:

E{Wv Wy} = E{go(c;Y) gt—1(pv—1G + ovg—1Wy-1;Y)}, t>2. (5.11)

Ov,10vt

Then, for r;t > 1, we iteratively compute:

E{Wy, Wy}
1 1
=—" *E{ (fr(pveX + ovpWyy) — X\/SMU,T) (fe(uveX + oviWyy) — X\/SNU,t})}a
ourour 0
(5.12)
1
E{Wyv,t1Wvit1} = ————E{9:(pv,G + ov,Wurs Y) 9t (pvtG + ouWue; V). (5.13)

OVr+10Vit+1

Note that for r = ¢, by (5.9) we have E{Wgt} = E{W‘Q/t} =1.
At this point, we are ready to present the state evolution result [Ranlll [JM13] for the GAMP

algorithm (5.1)-(5-2).

Proposition 5.1 (State Evolution). Consider the GAMP iteration in Egs. (5.1)-(5.2), with initial-
ization ug = cl, € R™, for any constant ¢ > 0. Assume that fort > 0, the functions g, : RxR — R
and f; : R — R are Lipschitz, and that Assumption (B1) on p@ holds for some k > 2.

Then, the following holds almost surely for any PL(k) function 1) : R‘TY — R, fort > 1:

1 Zn ot -1 1y _
nlggoﬁ - w(guuiau@' g 7“’7,') - E{w(G7 Ut; Ut—17 .. '7U1>}7 (514)
1 d
dlinolo g ;:1 w(xiavfav§_17 cee 7vi1) = }E{w(Xv ‘/;57 ‘/t—la . ‘7‘/1)}7 (515)

where the distributions of the random vectors (G,Uy,...,Ur) and (X,V;, ..., V1) are given by the

state evolution recursion in Eqs. (5.4)-(5.13)).
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Remark 5.1. Suppose that we have a sequence of PL(k) functions 1; : R“"! — R (indexed by t)
such that

tligloE{zpt(G, Ui, Ui—1, ..., U1)} = cu,

' (5.16)
tli}gloE{wt(X7 ‘/t) ‘/;5717 sy Vl)} = Cv,

for some constants ¢y, ¢y € R. Then, since the statements ([5.14)) and (5.15]) hold with probability
1 for each fixed ¢t > 1, we have that, almost surely,

RN IR t 1

tgr&nlggon;w(gi,ui,---,ui) = cv, (5.17)
=
L&

i im = ot by =

tgrgodli{godz;w(wz,vl,...,vl) cy. (5.18)
1=

5.3 GAMP as a Power Method to Compute the Spectral Estimator

Consider the GAMP iteration in (5.1)) initialized with u® = %ln, and the function go : R x R - R
chosen as

go(u; y) = TL\/%J)? (5.19)
so that 1
vl = SATTL(y). (5.20)

(The function fy is assumed to be zero.) From (2.6)), we note that v' = v/d &".
For t > 1, let the functions ¢; : R x R —+ R and f; : R — R be chosen as

gus y) =VouT(y),  filv) = (5.21)

where the function 7 : R — R is bounded and Lipschitz, and (3; is a constant, defined iteratively
for t > 1 via the state evolution equations below (Egs. —). To prove Theorem |1 we will
choose 7T as a suitable function of 7 (see ) Note that the functions g; and f; are required
to be Lipschitz for ¢ > 0, and this will be ensured choosing 7 to be bounded and Lipschitz (see
Lemma [5.4] below).

With this choice of f;, g;, for t > 1, the scalars in are given by

1

bt:dﬁﬂt,

a=Vi- ii’r(yi). (5.22)
=1

In the GAMP iteration below, we will replace the parameter c; by its almost sure limit ¢; =
VOE{Z}, where Z £ T(Y). The state evolution result in Proposition still holds when ¢; is re-
placed with ¢; in the GAMP iteration [Ranill,[JMI3]. This can be shown using the pseudo-Lipschitz

property of the test functions ¢ in Eqgs. (5.14)-(5.15) and the fact that lim,, % S T () =
E{Z} almost surely, due to the strong law of large numbers.
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With these choices, the GAMP iteration in (5.1)) is as follows. Initializing with

1 1
u’ = glm vl = SATﬁ(y), (5.23)

we have for ¢ > 1:

L_[Av' — Zpu!Y], fort =1,

ut = \/Slﬁt
t t—1
7o [Av Zu ], for t > 1, (5.24)
vt = AT Zu! — \/EE{Z} v,

0
where Z, = diag(Tn.(y1), ..., To(yn)) and Z = diag(T (y1),..., 7T (yn)). The state evolution equa-
tions in (5.9 become:

2
KV 2 Oyt
pu— 5 p— 7, 5.25
/’LU7t \/gﬁt 0’U,t 6/8t2 ( )
1
v = Vo “BL {26} B2}, ot = b EZG + b B2, (5.20)
t

Bt+1 =\ M%/,H_l + 0-\2/7154_1- (527)

Here, we recall that G ~ N(0,1) and Z = T(Y), for Y ~ py (- | G). From (5.10)), the state
evolution iteration is initialized with the following:

1
i =ETL(VIGH oty =B Bi= iy tohe  (629)

We will show in Lemma that in the high-dimensional limit, the vector v’ in tends
to align with the principal eigenvector of the matrix M, = ATZ(Z + 6E{Z(G? — 1)}I,)" A
as t — oo. In other words, the GAMP iteration is equivalent to a power iteration for M,. This
equivalence, together with Proposition allows us to precisely characterize the limiting empirical
distribution of the eigenvector of M, in Lemma [5.4

We begin with a result characterizing the fixed points of the state evolution recursion in —
(15.26)).
Lemma 5.2. Assume that E{Z(G? — 1)} > 0 and that § > %. Then, the state
evolution recursion (5.25)-(5.26) has three fived points: one is FPy = (fiy = 0,5% = E{Z?}), and
the other two are FP1 = (fiy, %) and FPy = (—fiy, 6%), where

oY = = FE(Z2G?) : (5.29)
(2 + E{Z2G?} — E{Z?}

_— P23 —E{Z%})
MW\ B rE(22G?) —B{22)

with
3? =6 (E{ZG*} —E{Z})~. (5.30)

Furthermore, if the initialization (5.28)) is such that pyv, > 0, then the recursion converges to
FP1. If pv1 <0, the recursion converges to FPs.
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The lemma is proved in Appendix We note that Lemma (and the subsequent Lemmas

as well) assumes that E{Z(G*—1)} > 0 and § > %. These conditions concern the
auxiliary random variable Z (or, equivalently, the auxiliary function 7). In the proof of Theorem

which appears at the end of this section, we will provide a choice of Z (depending on Z;) that

fulfills these requirements; see . Let us also point out that the condition § > %
follows from j5(\}) > 0, which in turn ensures that ps > 0. For a discussion of the case ps = 0, see
Remark B.11

The next lemma shows that the mean-squared difference between successive AMP iterates
vanishes as ¢ — oo in the high-dimensional limit.
Lemma 5.3. Assume that E{Z(G?> — 1)} >0, § > %, and |[E{T(Y)G}| > 0. Con-
sider the GAMP iteration in initialized with u® = %ln. Then, the following limits hold

almost surely:

1 1
lim lim —|u! — w712 =0, lim lim —|o"™ —2'|? = 0. (5.31)
t—00 n—00 N t—o0 d—oo d

The proof of the lemma is given in Appendix [F] The next result is the main technical lemma
needed to prove Theorem It shows that, as t grows large, v’ tends to be aligned with the principal
eigenvector of the matrix M, defined in below. Theorem (1| is then obtained from Lemma
by using a suitable choice for 7(-) in the GAMP iteration , which ensures that M, is a
scaled version of D,, in .

Lemma 5.4. Let x be such that |z||®> = d, {a;}1<i<n ~iid N(0g,I4/d), and y be distributed

according to (2.3). Let n/d — §, G ~N(0,1) and Z =T (Y) for Y ~ py|g(-|G). Assume that the

conditions (B1)-(B2) on pl§ hold (with Ty(-) replaced by T(-) in (B2)). Assume also that Z is
E{Z?

and assume that Z' satisfies the assumptions (A1), (A2), (A3) on p. [0 Define the matriz

M, =A"Z(Z +6E{Z(G* - 1)}I,) A, (5.32)

where Z = diag(T (y1), ..., T (yn)). Let ¢, be the principal eigenvector of M, let its sign be chosen
so that (@1,x) > 0, and consider the rescaling e = Vdp,. Also, let &% = \/d&", where & is
the linear estimator defined in .

Then, the following holds almost surely for any PL(k) function ¥ : R x R x R — R:

.1 L~ = 1~ -
lim — Y (2, 75, @) = E{o(X, pvaX +ova Wy, B L (iv X + 6y W)} (5.33)

Here X ~ Px, jiy, v, 3 are given by (15.29)-(5.30), and MVJ,U%,’I are given by (5.28). The random
variables (Wy 1, Wy ) are independent of X, and jointly Gaussian with zero mean and covariance:
v E{TL(Y)ZG}

BovE{TL(Y)2}

E(Wg } =E{Wg =1,  E{WyiWys}=

(5.34)

26



We first show how Theorem [I] is obtained from Lemma [5.4] and then prove the lemma in the
following subsection.

Proof of Theorem [1 Recall that A} is the unique solution of (2.16) for A > 7, where 7 is the
supremum of the support of Z5. Define

Zs  T(Y)

Z 2 = )
No—Zs N =To(Y)

(5.35)

We now verify that Z satisfies the assumptions of Lemma As A > 7 and Z; has bounded
support with supremum 7, we have that Z is bounded. Furthermore, Z is a Lipschitz function of
Y, since Z; is a Lipschitz function of ¥ and Z is bounded away from Aj. Thus, Z satisfies the
condition (B2) (with 75(-) replaced by 7 (-)).

Next, note that 7 > 0 (since Z, satisfies assumption (A3)). As P(A\j — Z; > 0) = 1, we have
that P(Z > —1) = 1.

As ¥5(N\;) > 0, we have that A5 > \s, where \; denotes the point at which 15 attains its
minimum (see Eq. ) Consequently, since A§ solves , we have that

Ps(As) = o(A5)- (5.36)

As Z, satisfies assumption (A3), we have that 7 > 0, which implies that A5 > 0. Thus, by using
the definitions (2.12))-(2.13]), (5.36) can be rewritten as

E{Z;ﬁ;”}:(ls (5.37)

By combining (/5.35)) and (5.37)), we obtain that

E{Z(G*-1)} = % > 0. (5.38)

Finally, we compute the derivative of 1)5(\) at A}, noting that the derivative and the expectation
in (2.13) can be interchanged due to bounded convergence. We thus obtain that the condition
P5(A5) > 0 is equivalent to

ZQ
55 0 — 7. J=E(2), 539

where the last equality follows from ([5.35)). From (5.38)) and (5.39), we have ¢ > i E{Z%}

E{ZG?} —-E{Z})?"
We also have
A A Z

Z+0B{Z(GZ—1)} Z+1 A
where in the first equality we use (5.38) and in the second equality we use (5.35)). Thus, Z’ satisfies
the assumptions (A1)-(A2)-(A3) (with 7/A} being the supremum of its support), and we can
apply Lemma [5.4]

72 (5.40)

27



Using (5.40) in , we see that M,, = %ATZ sA. Therefore the principal eigenvector of
M, is equal to &°. Furthermore, from ((5.29)-(5.30)), we can compute the coefficients fiy, Gv, 3 as

B =6 (B(2G*) ~E{2))* = -,
—— 72
fiv = \/ PR -E(z?)) s G —E { 0G—25)° }>
32 20021 _ 2 1 z2(G@2-1)\
B2 + E{Z22G?} — E{Z?} L+E{HE )
=~ ZS2~G2
Gy = \/ PPE{Z2G?) | o (Az—ZsP}
32 20321 _ 21 z2(G2-1) |’
B2 + E{Z2G?} — E{Z?} %HE{ ()\g(fZS)Q)}

By using also ([5.28)), one can easily verify that

pvi=nLpr,  ovi= an, B i = ps,

516y = 1= 2, 4~ psPL _ v E{TL(Y)ZG}

Ja-@-g)  FovVETLOPY

which yields the desired result.

5.4 Proof of Lemma
Fix ¢ > 0, and let Z = ¢Z and Z = ¢Z. Then,
Z(Z 4+ 0B{Z(G* = 1)},,) "t = Z(Z + 6E{Z(G* - 1)}I,,)"..

(5.41)

Thus, by inspecting the definition (5.32)), one immediately obtains that Lfo(l) does not change if we
rescale Z and Z by the multiplicative factor c¢. Furthermore, by using the definitions ([5.29))-(5.30)),

we have that

_ b (E{2G?} — E{2})? — E{2?}
Bl =\ 512G —B{Z2})? + B{Z2G2} — B{Z%)}

5 (B{ZG?} —E{Z})? — E{Z2}
6 (E{ZG?} —E{Z})? + E{22G?} — E{Z?}

L E{72G?)
B oy = 6 (B{ZG?} —E{Z})? + E{Z2G?} — E{Z2}

- E{Z2G?}
V6 (B{ZG?} — E{Z})2 + E{Z2G?} — E{Z%}’
and that
pv E{TL(Y)ZG}y — E{TL(Y)ZG} \/5 (E{ZG*} - E{Z})* - E{Z*}
BovVE{TL(Y)?}  VO(E{ZG?} —E{Z}) E{Z2G2}E{T.(Y)?}

VO(E{ZG?} — E{Z}) E{Z2G*}E{TL(Y)?}
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(5.42)

(5.43)
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Consequently, both the LHS and the RHS of are unchanged when we rescale Z and Z by
the multiplicative factor c.

The argument above proves that, without loss of generality, we can rescale Z and Z by any
multiplicative factor ¢ > 0. To simplify the rest of the argument, it is convenient to assume the

normalization condition 1
E{Z(G*-1)} = = (5.45)
under which M,, = ATZ(Z +1,) 'A.
Consider the iteration ([5.24)) with the initialization in (5.23). Since by hypothesis, u%ﬂ =
(E{T.(Y)G})? > 0, Lemma guarantees that the state evolution recursion (5.26)) converges to

either fixed point FPy or FPy as t — oo. That is,
. 2 _ =2 . 2 . _ =2 =2 32+
Jim py, = iy, lim oy, =06y, lm f; =py+oy=p5"=5. (5.46)

The last equality above follows by combining ([5.30)) and (5.45]).
By substituting the expression for u! in (5.24)) in the v'*! update, the iteration can be rewritten

as follows, for t > 2:

. 1

u' = Avt — Zut1, (5.47)
Vi By : )
1
it = ATZA - SE{Z} I,)v' — ATZ?u'7|. (5.48)
VB [( )
In the remainder of the proof, we will assume that ¢ > 2. Define
el =ul —u'l, (5.49)
eb = vt — ol (5.50)
By combining ([5.49) with (5.47)), we have that
w™ = (Z + VB I,) P Avt — VOB,(Z + VB I,) el (5.51)

By substituting the expression for u’~! obtained in (5.51)) into (5.48)), we have

fa,

= (AT2(Z + 1,)'A - GE{Z} L4) o'

vt = <ATZ(Z +VoBI,) " A~ ) vt + ATZ2(Z + V5B I,) " e,

(5.52)
+(1=VoB)ATZ(Z + I,)"N(Z +Vi5,1,) " Avt
_ 1 ot T 2 —1gt
+ 6E{Z} (1 \/55) + AT ZHZ + VB I,) el
Let
el = (ATZ(Z +I,)'A — (SE{Z} +1) Id) o, (5.53)

29



From (5.50) and (5.52), we obtain
eb=el—(1—Viop)ATZ(Z + I,)"Y(Z + VéB.1,) ' Avt

_SE(Z) (1 - (5.54)

1 t T 2 —1t
—— vt~ ATZ*(Z + V5p,01,) " Lel.
\/S,Bt ) ( ﬁt n) 1
Let us decompose v’ into a component in the direction of ¢; plus an orthogonal component r:
vl = &y + 7, (5.55)

where & = (v', ¢;).

At this point, the idea is to show that, when t is large, ' is small, thus v’ tends to be aligned
with @;. To do so, we prove that, as n — oo, the largest eigenvalue of the matrix M, defined in
converges almost surely to dE{Z} + 1. Furthermore, we prove that the matrix M,, exhibits
a spectral gap, in the sense that the second largest eigenvalue of M,, converges almost surely to a
value strictly smaller than JE{Z} + 1. Since r! is orthogonal to ¢; and M, has a spectral gap,
the norm of e} in can be lower bounded by a strictly positive constant times the norm of 7¢.
Next, using the expression in , we show that the norm of €} can be made arbitrarily small
by taking n and ¢ sufficiently large. From this, we conclude that 7 must be small.

We begin by proving that M, has a spectral gap.

Lemma 5.5 (Spectral gap for M,,). The following holds almost surely:

lim AMn — 1 4 6E{Z}, (5.56)
limsup AM" < 1+ 0E{Z} — c1, (5.57)
n—oo

for a numerical constant c¢1 > 0 that does not depend on n.

Proof of Lemma[5.5 By hypothesis, Z' = Z/(Z + 1) satisfies the assumptions (A1)-(A2)-(A3).
Thus, we can use Lemma to compute the almost sure limit of the two largest eigenvalues of
M, call them AMn > \Mn,

Let 7 denote the supremum of the support of Z’. As P(Z > —1) = 1 and Z has bounded
support, we have that 7 < 1. For X € (7, 00), define

1.2 ey
¢(A):A‘E{§_C;}:)\‘E{()\_Zl)§“\}, (5.58)
and
1 Z' 1 Z
wg()\):)\(é—i—E{/\_Z,}):)\<5+]E{<)\_1)Z+/\}>. (5.59)
Note that
1) =E{Z %),  s(1) =z +E{Z). (5.60)
Thus, by using , we have that
o(1) = ¥s(1). (5.61)
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Furthermore,

%O‘):}S_E{Qf/zy}:;_E{<(A_1Z)Z+A>2}' (5.62)

Y5(1) = % —E{Z?} >0, (5.63)

Thus,

where in the last step we combine the hypothesis § > % with the normalization
condition ([5.45)).

Let A5 be the point at which 5 attains its minimum, as defined in , define (s as in
and let A} be the unique solution of (2.16]). Since vs is convex, (5.62) and (5.63) imply that As; < 1.
Furthermore, implies that A\§ = 1. By Lemma we obtain that, as n — oo,

AMn B2 5¢5(1),

s _ (5.64)
AMn 255 ¢5(As).
Note that
6¢5(1) =6 ¢(1) = SE{Z - G*} = 1 + SE{Z}, (5.65)

where the first equality comes from the fact that A\ = 1 is the unique solution of (2.16)), while
the second and third equalities follow from (5.60) and (5.61). By combining (5.65) and (5.64)),

a.s.

we obtain AMr 2% 1 1 §E{Z}. Furthermore, (5()\s) = 1s5(\s). As As < 1 and ¢ is Lipschitz
continuous (from (5.62))), there exists a numerical constant ¢; > 0 such that

S1hs(Ns) < 14 0E{Z} — c1. (5.66)

Hence, A" 255 §54p5(Xs) < 14 0E{Z} — ¢1. O
Let us now go back to and combine it with . Then,

(ATZ(Z +1,)7 A~ (SE{Z} +1) Id) rt = el + &(OE{Z} +1— \Mr)g,. (5.67)

We now prove that, almost surely, for all sufficiently large n, the following lower bound on the norm

of the LHS of (5.67)) holds:
H (ATZ(Z F 1) YA - (SE{Z} +1) 1d> rtHZ > o[t (5.68)
where co > 0 is a numerical constant independent of n, t.
As the matrix ATZ(Z 4 I,,)"'A — (6E{Z} + 1) I; is symmetric, it can be written in the form
QAQT, with Q orthogonal and A diagonal. Furthermore, the columns of Q are the eigenvectors of

ATZ(Z+1,)""A—(SE{Z}+1) I; and the diagonal entries of A are the corresponding eigenvalues.
As 7! is orthogonal to ¢, we can write

(ATZ(Z +I,)'A — (SE{Z} +1) Id> = QA QT (5.69)
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where A’ is obtained from A by changing the entry corresponding to )\{VI " — (0E{Z} + 1) to any
other value. For our purposes, it suffices to substitute XM — (SE{Z} 4 1) with A} — (6E{Z} +1).
Note that

IQA'QT+!|I3 > |3 i IQA'QTs|3

=173 min (5,Q (A)’Qs) (5.70)

= 713 Min(Q (A))* QT),

where A\pin(Q (A’)2 Q") denotes the smallest eigenvalue of Q (A’ )2 QT and the last equality follows
from the variational characterization of the smallest eigenvalue of a symmetric matrix. Note that

Amin(@ (A)* Q) = Awin (A)2) = _min (((OE{Z} +1) = AM)?) . (5.71)

1€{2,...,d}

By using ([5.57)), we obtain that, almost surely, for all sufficiently large n,

o ((GE{Z} +1) = AM")2) > (%)2 (5.72)

By combining ((5.69), (5.70)), (5.71) and (5.72)), we conclude that (5.68)) holds.

Recalling that 7! satisfies (5.67)), we will next show that, almost surely,

. . M, _
Jim lim He3 +EOE{Z} +1 - AMn)p, ]2 ~0. (5.73)
Combined with (5.67) and (5.68)), this implies that lim; .o limg_oo “%2 = 0 almost surely.

By using the triangle inequality, we have

et + & OB{Z} +1 =AM,

[, < llehll, + 161 WE{Z) + 1= A0 oy

(5.74)
< ||€sll, + 002 - ISE{Z} + 1 — AMn,

where the second inequality uses [|¢,]|, = 1 and that |&] = (v*, @) < |[v!]s.
We can bound the second term on the RHS of (5.74]) using the result in Proposition applied
with the PL(2) test function 1(v) = v2. Then, almost surely,

.1
Jim gll’vtllg =E{V/} = 5. (5.75)
—00

Here we used the deﬁmtlons of Vi and B2 from and (5.27). Recalling from (5.46) that
limy oo B2 = 5, the limit in combined with Remark and the continuous mapping theorem

implies that, almost surely,
1

hm hm —HthQ —. (5.76)
oo Vd Vo
Thus, by using ([5.56[), we conclude that, almost surely,
lim lim —||vt||2 OE{Z} +1 - \M»| =, (5.77)

t—oon— oo\[
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We now bound the first term on the RHS of (5.74)). Recalling the definition of €} in (5.54)), an
application of the triangle inequality gives

el < el + 1~ V3 - [A72(2 + 1) 2 + Vgt a],
1

— . t T 72 —1_t
+OEAZ} 1= o |, +|ATZ%(Z + VoL, el -
< [lebl, + 11 Vol - |AT2(Z + 1) 2+ VEsL) Al 'l
. _L . t T 72 —1 t
HIBLZN 1= o, + [ATZ2Z + Vo) | el

where the second inequality follows from the fact that, given a matrix M and a vector v, ||[Mwv||s <
|M 0]

Let us bound the operator norm of the two matrices appearing in the RHS of (5.78)). As the
operator norm is sub-multiplicative, we have

HATZ(Z + In>_1(Z + \/gBtIn)_lAHop < ||Z||0p H(Z + I")_luop

(z+ Va1 7|| Al

Y
op opP

HATZQ(Z + \/Sﬁtln)—lHop <z,

(2 + V65,07 1Al
(5.79)

As Z is bounded, the operator norm of Z is upper bounded by a numerical constant (independent
of n,t). The operator norm of (Z+1,)~" and (Z++/63:1,))"" is also upper bounded by a numerical
constant (independent of n,t). Indeed, from By — 1/v/8 as t — oo, and the support of Z
does not contain points arbitrarily close to —1. We also have that, almost surely, for all sufficiently
large n, the operator norm of A is upper bounded by a constant (independent of n,t). As a result,
we deduce that, almost surely, for all sufficiently large n,t,

HATZ(Z +1,)"HZ + VeI, A

<G,
P (5.80)

|aTz2z + Vosr) 7| <c

(o)

where C' is a numerical constant (independent of n,t). Furthermore, by Lemma the following
limits hold almost surely:

Jim i 7= et =

. . 1 . (5.81)

it 75 Nl =

By combining ((5.46)), (5.76[), (5.80) and (5.81)), we obtain that, almost surely, each of the terms
in the RHS of (5.78)) vanishes when scaled by the factor 1/y/n, as t,n — co. As a result, almost

surely,
|
Ao Jim = flesll, =0

By combining (5.74)), (5.77) and (5.82), we conclude that, almost surely, (5.73) holds.

(5.82)
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Recall that r! satisfies (5.67)). Thus, by combining the lower bound in (5.68) with the almost
sure limit in (5.73]), we obtain that, almost surely,

Loyt

t i Tl =0 o5
Recalling from (5.55)) that =t is the component of v orthogonal to ¢, the result in (5.83]) implies
that v! tends to be aligned with ¢, in the high-dimensional limit. In formulas, by combining ((5.55))
with (5.83)), we have that, almost surely,

,=0. (5.84)

1 .
Ji i = 4~

Note that ) )
[v" = & [l = [[o"[I; — & (5.85)
Thus, by using ([5.76]), we obtain that, almost surely,

Jim Jim eler = (589)
To obtain the sign of &, we first observe that, by Proposition almost surely,
1
lim — (v, x) = pyy. (5.87)

d—oo d

As pyo = a >0 and E{Z(G*— 1)} = 1/4, the state evolution iteration (5.26) implies that uy,; > 0
for all t > 0. Using (/5.55)) we can write

1 t gt <5017 > <rt7m>
Recall that by hypothesis, (¢;,x) > 0. Moreover, using (5.83) and Cauchy-Schwarz, we have

(r'x)
vd

(5.88)

limy o0 limg_s oo = 0 almost surely. Thus we deduce that lim;_ oo limg oo % = —{—% almost

surely. Therefore,
1
lim lim — H\/Svt . ~<1>H —0 as, 5.89
7 2, (5.89)

t—00 d— o0

with cp = Vd¢ de;.
At this point, we are ready to prove (5.33)). For any PL(k) function 9 : R® — R, we have that

d
1 L - 1 -
p > (s, &Y 2) - p > (s, &), Vo))

d
1 1 -~
< g Z ‘w(‘rlax%ﬂoz(l)) (mlv i, \flv )
=1

1+ ((B0)7 + (@) + 22 + () + (@2 + xf)““‘””]

- |~L’k 1+|x|?1)}

1/2
d (mgl)’z(kl’ + [ZHPOD 4 P 4 \\/Svfﬁ(kl))]
1+> |
=1

k—1
1+ 3?(

SFt k-t _
A s V%

— Vvt |2
- \f

d

(5.90)
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where C,C’ are universal constants (which may depend on k but not on d,n). The inequality in
the second line above uses ¢ € PL(k), and the third and fourth lines are obtained via the Holder
and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities. We now claim that, almost surely,

d =(1)12(k—1) 4 |#L|2(k—1) 12(k—1) t12(k—1)
hmz<mr £ ¢ o + Vo) )Sa (5.90)

d—00 4

where, from now on, we will use C' to denote a generic positive constant that does not depend on
d,n. If (5.91)) holds, then by using (5.89) and (5.90)), we deduce that, almost surely,

d d
) 1 1 1, t

tllglo dli)rgo p E 1 (4, T; ,(pl — g g (s, 72 Vool | = 0. (5.92)

1= =1

Let us now prove ([5.91). First, by assumption (B1), we have that
1
lim — 21 < :

Jim g2 e <0 (59

Next, the main technical lemma [JM13, Lemma 2] leading to the state evolution result in Proposi-
tion [5.1] implies that, almost surely, for ¢t > 1,

lim sup — Z|vt 21 < ¢ (5.94)

d—o0

In particular, this follows from [JM13, Lemma 2(e)] (see also [BMI1), Lemma 1(e)]). Since & = v?,
we also have that, almost surely,

1
limsup = Y |ZF[2*-D < . 5.95
a5 3712 (595)
It remains to show that, almost surely,

lim sup — Z A=1) < . (5.96)

d—o00

To do so, we use a rotational invariance argument. Let R € R%*? be an orthogonal matrix such
that Rx = x. Then,

(x,a;) = (Rx, Ra;) = (x, Ra;). (5.97)
Consequently, we have that
RA"Z(Z+1,)"AR" £ A" 2(Z +1,) ' A, (5.98)
which immediately implies that
RpM L 50, (5.99)

Then, we can decompose cfo(l) as

W =agx + /1 - a2t (5.100)
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where ¢! is uniformly distributed over the set of vectors orthogonal to & with norm v/d and

1
(=, W)y = ay. (5.101)
Relating the uniform distribution on the sphere to the normal distribution [Verl8, Sec. 3.3.3], we

can express T as follows:

ot = Vi H:fl:::::) , (5.102)
d'’ 2

where u ~ N(0g4, I4) and independent of x. By the law of large numbers, we have the almost sure
limits

lim (u,2) = 0 lim 1Hu L w)wH2 ~1. (5.103)
d 9 9y d d Y

d—00 d—o0 2

Thus, by combining (5.100) and (5.102)), we conclude that

eV = cix + cu, (5.104)

where the coefficients ¢; and ¢z can be bounded by universal constants (independent of n, d) using

(5.103)). As a result,

dz N)20=1) < 92(k=1)) . 12(b=1) Z’x |20k=1) 4 92(k=1) ¢y 20k~ nlk Z’u |21 (5.105)

Note that, almost surely,

2(k—1) 2(k—1)) <
Jim dZ]uz] = E{U <G, (5.106)

where U ~ N(0,1). By combining (5.93)), (5.105)) and (5.106)), (5.96) immediately follows. Finally,
by combining ((5.93)), (5.94), (5.95)) and (5.96]), we deduce that (5.91)) holds.
We now use Proposition which guarantees that, almost surely,

dlirgo d ZU) ﬂfz,l'z ) flU ) E{U}(X, ﬂV,lX + UV,IWV,la \/S(IUV,tX + O-V,tWV,t))} = 07 t>1.

(5.107)
To conclude the proof of (5.33), we take the limit ¢ — oo and use Remark For this, we will

show that
t]_i%E{qp(X, v X +oyviWya, \/S(IJV,tX +oviWve))} (5.108)
= B{(X, pvn X + ovaWi, V(v X + 6v W)},

where (Wy 1, Wy o) are zero mean jointly Gaussian random variables with covariance given by
(5.34). Using (5.11]) and the formulas for go and g; from (5.19) and ([5.21]), we have

E{Wyv Wy} =

E{T.(Y)Z(pv+—1G+ ov—1Wyi—1)}
oV10V
mvii—1
=——— F{T7:.(Y)ZG}.
VéBi_1oviovy

(5.109)
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In the second equality above, we used ([5.25). Using the expression for oy; from ([5.28) and letting
t — 0o, we have

i Y
Jim E{Wy, W} = i E{TL(Y)2G} = E{Wy1Wy.o0}. (5.110)

Bev/E{TL(Y)?}
Therefore, the sequence of zero mean jointly Gaussian pairs (Wy,1, Wyt )i>1 converges in distribution
to the jointly Gaussian pair (Wy,1, Wy, ), whose covariance is given by ([5.34]).
To show ([5.108]), we use Lemma in Appendix |Gl We apply this result taking @; to be the
distribution of

(X, pva X + ovaiWva, pvaX + oviWug).
Since pyv — fiy, oy — oy, the sequence (Q)r>2 converges weakly to @, which is the distribution
of

(X, pvaX +oviWya, v X + 6vWyeo).
In our case, ¢ : R® — R is PL(k), and therefore ¢(a, b, ¢) < C'(1+|a|* +b|" +|c|*), for all (a,b,c) €
R3 for some constant €. Choosing h(a,b,c) = |al* + [b]* + |¢|¥, we have % < C'. Furthermore,
[ hd@, is a linear combination of {uy,, M‘Q/,t, ... ,,u(’%t, ovit, 0‘2/775, ... ,U{ﬂ/’t}, with coefficients that do
not depend on ¢. The integral [hd@Q has the same form, except that uy,, oy, are replaced by
fiy, 0y, respectively. Since py; — fiy and oy — oy, we have that

lim /tht:/th.
t—o0
Therefore, by applying Lemma in Appendix [G] we have that

i [ 0d@ = [ vaq
t—o00
which is equivalent to ([5.108]). This completes the proof of the lemma.
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A Proof of Lemma 2.1

By rotational invariance of the Gaussian measure, we can assume without loss of generality that
x = Vde; = [V/d,0,...,0]7. Let us also denote the first column of the matrix A by u € R” and

the remaining n X (d — 1) sub-matrix by ;1, ie, A= [u A} . In this notation, each measurement

Yi, 1 € [n], depends only on the corresponding element u; of the vector w. In particular, the random
variables 2" = T (y;),4 € [n], are independent of the sub-matrix A. Furthermore, we may express

&" as follows:
L Va [uT=l
T |ARL|C
We are now ready to prove (2.7). First, we compute the correlation (ﬁ:L, ﬁ)
1
(&Y, 2y = =d(uT 2" Z Vduiz* 255 E{GZ.}, (A1)

||£U||2 n ZE[TL]

where we have that v/du; ~ KN (0,1) and the almost sure convergence follows from the law of large
numbers.
Second, we compute the norm of the estimator ||&"||2:

. d 2
ot = S (aT=? + 5 AT
E{Z?
g%(Z\/&Uizi) +—2H||ZL||2h|{2 &% (E{GZr})?* + {5L}, (A.2)
i€[n]

where we have used the following: (i) \f;sz L4 |2%||2h with h ~ N0, I4_1); (i) ||2%3/n &5
E{Z3}} and ||h[3/n 2%, 1/6, by the law of large numbers.
Combining the above displays completes the proof of the lemma.

B Proof of Corollary

Consider F(0) = —2LE:_ Tt can be checked that

V 14+62+426q

oo (pL—aps) — 0(ps — qpr)
F0) = (1+62+20q)32 (B-1)

We consider three cases.
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Case 1: ps = prq. Here, F' is either strictly increasing or strictly decreasing depending on the
sign of pr — qps. But, ¢ € (—1,1), thus, ps < |pr] = sign(pr — qps) = sign(pr). Thus, F is
maximized at 6§ — sign(py) - oo and approaches the value |pz|. Moreover, F(#) < |pz|. To conclude
with the desired, notice that if ps = prgq, then 6, and F(0,) defined in the lemma take the values
0, = sign(pr) - oo and F(0,) = |pr|, respectively.

Case 2: ps > prq. Here, it can be readily checked from that F is maximized at 6 := %.
Also, a bit of algebra shows that

. P+ p7 — 2qpLps
F(0) = \/ 1L7 2 = F(6,).

Thus, |F(0)| is maximized either at § or as 6 approaches +oo. But, F(6,)? — p? = % >0=

F(6) > |pr|. Hence, |F(0)] is indeed maximized at § = 6, and attains the value F(§) = F(6,).

Case 3: ps < pLq. Here: it can be checked from (B.I) that F is minimized at 6 := % and

the minimum value is F(6) = —F(6,). Moreover, similar to Case 2 above, F(6,) = |F(0)| > |pz|.
Thus, again, |F ()| is maximized at 6, and taking the value F(6,).
This completes the proof of the result.

C Optimization of Preprocessing Functions

In order to state the results in this section, let us define the following functions for y € R and

G ~N(0,1),

1o(y) = Eclpyia(v | G)l, (C.1a)
m(y) = EclG - py|a(y | G)], (C.1b)
p2(y) = EqlG® - pyia(y | G)). (C.1c)

Note that the functions ji, 1 and p2 only depend on the conditional distribution pyg(-|G).
Furthermore, let S denote the support of the probability measure Y (i.e., the support of po(y)).

C.1 Linear Estimator

In terms of the notation in (C.1)), for a preprocessing function 77, (y), we can write
E{GZ.} = /STL(y)m(y)dy and E{Z}} = /STf(y)uo(y)dy-
Thus, it follows from (2.7) in Lemma that

1 fs T2()po(y)dy )1/2
=|1+= , C.2
el <+5(f571(y)u1(y)dy)2 (€2

provided [Tz (y)p1(y)dy # 0 and E{|GZL|} < oco.
Assume, henceforth, that

13 (y)
0< /S Mo(y)dy < 0. (C.3)
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Then, we will show in this section that the optimal preprocessing function for the linear estimator
is

Ty =20 (C.4)

and the achieved (optimal) normalized correlation is

~1/2
g (14— 1 . (C.5)

I3 (y)
0 fS ml)(y)

To see this, note from (C.2)) that p2 is maximized for the choice of 7, that minimizes the ratio

fs ’TLQ(y)uo(y)dy/ (fs T (y) (y)dy)z, while ensuring fs Tr(y)u1(y)dy # 0. Furthermore, by using
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain:

(/TL ) (y dy) (/TL \/;%dy>2 < <L’f5(y)uo(y)dy> (/S Zigzgdy> :

(C.6)

Rearranging the above and substituting in the expression for |pr| from (C.2) yields p2 < (p%)?,

with equality achieved if and only if T(y) = ¢ - Z ;EZ;,Vy € R and some constant ¢ > 0. Clearly,

the correlation performance of &% is insensitive to scaling Tr, by a constant. Thus, we can choose
¢ =1 to arrive at (C.4]). To complete the proof of the claim, note that for the choice in (C.4]):

/Ti‘(y)m(y)dy —/ M%(y)dy >0,
S S

to(y)

and

E(IGZ:]} < VE{GH ( / <T5<y>>2uo<y>dy)1/2 - VE{GT} ( / Hi(y) dy)m <o,

to(y)
where the last inequalities in the above lines follow from (C.3).
As a final note, observe that the optimal 7;* does not depend on the sampling ratio 4.
C.2 Spectral Estimator

The optimal preprocessing function for the spectral estimator is derived in [LALI19]. For ease of

reference, we present here their result in the special case where inf, Z 38; > 0. If this condition
does not hold, the idea is to construct a sequence of approximations of the optimal preprocessing
function (we refer the reader to [LALI9| for the details).

Assume § > §*, where

5 ( /S (Mz(yL O(JL)O( y)? dy>1 )
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is the threshold for weak recovery of the spectral estimator [MM19]. For a preprocessing function
Ts(y), we have from Lemma [2.2] that

—-1/2

5<>\ Ts )MQ(y)dy

fg (,\ T(y)) po(y)dy ,

where A§ is the unique solution to the following equation for A > 7:

Ts(y)
sA—Ts(y)

/S (ﬁ%):&wdy < % (C.9)

Using this characterization, [LALI9] shows that, the optimal preprocessing function for the
spectral estimator is

Ps = 1+

(n2(y) — po(y)) dy = <, (C.8)

SRR

and also (cf. ¥5(A}) > 0),

* MO(Z/)
Ti(y) =1~- , C.10
) p2(y) (10
and the achieved (optimal) normalized correlation is
- (k2(y) — po(y))? 1
= (1+85) Y2, where / dy = ~. C.11
o= 2 s wo(y) +m2(v)/Bs 3 (G1D

As for the linear estimator, the optimal function 7., does not depend on the sampling ratio 9.

C.3 Spectral vs Linear

As mentioned in the introduction, there is no clear winner between the linear and the spectral
estimator: the superiority of one method over the other depends on the measurement model and
on the sampling ratio. Here, we fix the measurement model (i.e., the stochastic output function
pyic(-|(x,a;))) and we present an analytic condition that determines which method is superior
for any given & > 0 after optimizing both in terms of the preprocessing function.

Lemma C.1. Assume that inf, Zigzg > 0 and (C.3) hold. Consider the function h : Ry — Ry,

_ [ (2(y) = o))
0 = [ (€12

-1
and let v5 := <5 fs Zigg dy) . Then, the following holds:

6-h(ys)s1 = pss oL, (C.13)

where pj and pi are defined in (C.5)) and (C.11), and denote the optimal normalized correlation
for the linear and the spectral estimator, respectively.

Proof. Tt can be checked by direct differentiation and the fact that ps(y) > 0, that h(-) is strictly
increasing. Thus, from (C.11), we find that h(ys) S 1/6 = Bs 2 7s. To conclude the proof,

note from (C.5)) and (C.11)) that pj = u(vs) and pi = u(Bs), respectively, where we define u(t) =
(1+1t)~Y2 and wu(-) is strictly decreasing. O
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C.4 Combined Estimator

In the previous sections of Appendix [C| we have discussed how to optimally choose T, and 7
to maximize the correlation of the linear and spectral estimators. This was possible thanks to
the asymptotic characterizations in Lemmas and Theorem [2| opens up the possibility to
optimally choose T, and 7 to maximize the correlation achieved by the Bayes-optimal combination
F, (a:L, x®). Here, we focus on the special case in which the signal prior is Gaussian and, hence,
F.(x", x%) is a linear combination of & and z°, see Corollary In the rest of this section, we
formalize the problem of (optimally) choosing the functions 77, and 7.
To begin, note from that ¢ = pr, - ps - s, where we define

Tr(yuiy) g
S 1-5Ta(v)
S : )

T s Tey)my)dy

Furthermore, by using (C.14]) in (3.23)), we can express the achieved correlation F(6,) of °(0.) as
follows

I B
P, = et PL—2000ks ot T > (C.15)
YT 1222 L g2 .
pePL 2y 0
T 2
2—25_|_l fSTEHO fs(lz—%) e
6 (fs TL#1)2 %‘fs 7~—S~ >2'u0
-7,
) 7 )? ’ (C.16)
(Js Tom1) %—fs (12,57:8) -
where we have denoted 7(y) i~ %T(y) and all integrals are over y (not explicitly written for

brevity). Thus, the problem of choosing 77, and 75 can be reformulated as follows:

max 7y
’777—L»7T9
s.t.  (C.16) >~
Ts(y 1
W) () - oly)) dy = &

The second and the third constraints above follow from and , respectively. These further
guarantee that ps > 0 (so division in is allowed). Similarly, the last constraint on 7, ensures
that p? > 0.

Though concrete, the formulation above is a difficult function optimization problem. Solving
this goes beyond the scope of this paper, but it may be an interesting future direction. Another
related question is whether the solution to this problem coincides (or not) with the “individually”
optimal choices in (C.4) and (C.10)), respectively.
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D Example: Bayes-optimal Combination for Binary Prior

In this section, we evaluate explicitly the Bayes-optimal estimator Fi(zr,zs) = E{X|Xp =
xr, Xs = x5} in (3.7) for the case where X € {1, —1} with Px(1) = p and Px(—1) =1 —p.
Using this prior, we obtain

:2P(X: 1|pLX+WL:$L7pSX+Ws :l's) -1
2
- 14 l=pPwpws@LtpL@stps) - L (D.1)
P pwp,wg(TL—pL,s—ps)

where the last line follows by Bayes rule and simple algebra. Here, py, w, denotes the joint density
of (W, Ws) as predicted by Theorem |1} i.e.,

pwpw, (W, ws) = %GXP (—% [w, w271 [Z}j ), (D.2)
1—p%  q—pLps
q—pLps 1—p?
in . Using in gives an explicit expression for Fy(zr,xs).
In Section we numerically implement the optimal combined estimator for various mea-
surement models. Specifically, we use the linear and spectral estimators 2™ and x®* to form the
combined estimator

where 3 = } ,and C is a constant that is irrelevant for our purpose as it cancels

pumse _ F*(iL'L,iBS),

where F acts element-wise on the entries of its arguments as specified in . The asymptotic
[E{X-F (X1, Xs) }|

E{F2(XL,Xs)}
(3.12)). Equipped with the explicit expression for Fi.(Xr, Xs) in , we can compute p, using

Monte Carlo averaging over realizations of the triplet (X, X, Xj).

correlation of the estimator ™™ is given by Theorem [2| as follows: p,

(see

E Proof of Lemma [5.2

Take t — oo in (5.26), and let py = limy_yoo vy, 0% = limyoo 054, % = 0% + pé,. Then, by
solving these equations, we obtain two solutions for the pair (,u%/, 0‘2/): one solution gives the fixed
point FPg; and the other solution gives FP; and FPy. Note that the fixed points FP; and FPs

exist only when 52 > E{Z?}. From (5.30)), this is equivalent to § > %, which is the

condition in the statement of the lemma.
Let us define

2
2 IUJV,t
Tt =

sz/,t '
Using this definition, the two equations in ([5.26|) can be combined to obtain the following recursion
a2
in ~¢:
o O(E(ZG?) ~ E(z)P
LT E{22G?) + B{Z%} /7

(E.1)
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Note that E{Z2} > 0. In fact, if E{Z%} = 0, then P(Z = 0) = 1 and the condition E{Z(G?-1)} > 0
cannot hold. Thus, the two fixed points of this recursion are 'y,%PO =0, and

o SE[ZCY “E(Z)?-E(2}) FE(Z) @

FP12 E{Z2G?} E{72G?} — &%’

(E.2)

2
As discussed above, the fixed point 7I%P12 exists when & > i B{Z7) The recursion can be

E{ZG?} -E{Z})*"
written as 77, = f(7#), where

J(E{ZG?} —E{Z})?

E{Z2G?} + E{Z2}/z"

fz) =

The derivative of f is given by

0 (B{ZG?} — B{Z})* E{Z?}
(E{Z%} + «E{22G?})?

fl(a) = (E.3)

2
2 Ky . . .. . 2 2
We now argue that, whenever v7 = - is strictly positive, the recursion Vi1 = f(7) converges

to 7FP12 We will separately consider the two cases 73 < ’VEPH and 73 > 'ygpm.

We consider first the case v < ’yFP . Since f (x) > 0, the function f(z) is strictly increasing
for z > 0. Therefore, if for any ¢t > 0 we have 77 < v .,» then 7t+1 = f(?) < f(Vgpm) = ’YEPH‘
Next, we argue that f(z) >z for 0 < z < WFPH To show this claim, we first note that f'(0) > 1

since § > %. Thus, f(z) > = for x sufficiently close to 0. If f(7") <« for some

0<+ < 7FP12, then there exlsts a fixed pomt between 0 and 7/, as f(z) is continuous. However,
this is not p0551ble since v/ < 7&p , and VFPm is the unique fixed point > 0. As a result, f(z) > x
for 0 < z < 'yFP . Hence, if 7§ < fyFP , then the sequence (77 )e>1 is strictly increasing and
bounded above by VFP . Furthermore, by usmg the uniqueness of the ﬁxed point, one obtains that
its supremum is ’YFP Therefore the sequence (77);>1 converges to VFP 2"

Next, consider the case 73 > fyFPm We observe that

/ _ E{Z%}
f (IVI%PU) - (5(E{ZG2} _ E{Z})2

<1 (E4)
since 0 > %. From (E.3), we see that f’(x) is strictly decreasing for x > 0, hence

f(x ) < 1forx > 'yFP . Therefore, by the Banach fixed point theorem, the iteration (E.1]) converges
to VFP whenever ~? > 7gP12
Fmally, we observe from ([5.26f) that:

2 2
2 2 2 VNt 2 202 2
=0(E{Z(G" -1 75 o E 7°G + IE A E.5
Hvi1 (E{Z( )}) 1147 Vit+l = V2 { } V2 {z7}. (E.5)

Thus, for any initialization such that 43 > 0,

2
.9 _ 2 2 TPz _ -2
lim gy = SE(Z(G? — 1)})P—Pe = i,

1+7
FP”l (E.6)
. VFP 2,2 2 ~2
1 Vi = — 2 -RE{Z°G 7113 7%} =
Jim o4 1 +7FP12 { b+ +’Y%p12 {Z7} = oy,
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where we have used the expression for 'YI%PU from . Note that both fixed points FP; and
FP2 correspond to the same (ji3,,5%). The assumption that E{Z(G? — 1)} > 0 ensures that the
sign of py 441 in remains unchanged and hence the iteration converges to either FP; or FPo
depending on the sign of py ;.

F Proof of Lemma [5.3

We first consider a fixed ¢t > 2 and write

t)12 t—1(2
*Hut o ,ut—1”2 — ”u H + Hu' H . 2<
n n n n

ut’ ut—1>

(F.1)

Applying Proposition with the PL(2) functions 1(a) = a? (for the first two terms) and v (a, b) =
ab (for the last term), we obtain

o1 _ s,
lm —[ju’ — /7?2 E{(.UU,tG + O'U,tWU,t)Z} + E{(MU,t—lG + O'U,t—IWU,t—l)2}

n—oo N
_ QE{(MU,tG +oviWue) (nue—1G + UU,t,1WU,t,1)} (F.2)
= upr, + 0'121775 + uieg + 0’12]715_1 — 2uupvi—1 — 200001 E{Wy 1 Wy}
Similarly, we have for any ¢ > 1

1
t+1 t)2 as. 2 2 2 2
SN =2 = g+ o v+ oy = 20veviest — 20V 0V E{ Wy Wb

(F.3)

lim
d—o0

Since |[E{7.(Y)G}| > 0, the initialization py; of the state evolution recursion in ([5.28) is
strictly non-zero. Therefore Lemma guarantees that the state evolution recursion ([5.25))-(5.26))
converges to either the fixed point FPy or to FPy depending on the sign of uy;. Without loss
of generality assume that py; > 0, so that the recursion converges to FPi. (The argument for
py,1 < 0 is identical.)

~ ~2
. _ - S 2 =2 : A% o2 _ Oy
tlglolo Bvie = bv, tlgglo Ovie = 09v, tlgglo MUt = Voh tlggo oyt = 55 (F.4)
Hence, the desired result immediately follows from (F.2)), (F.3) and Remark if we show that
E{Wy+r1Wyi} — 1 and E{Wy;_1Wy} — 1 ast — oo.
Taking r» = (¢t — 1) in (.13 and using the formula for g;(-,-) from (5.21)), we obtain

E{Wvi1Wyitoviriove = 0SE{ Z*(uu G + ouiWus) (pu—1G + ove—1Wue—1) }
=6 (B{Z*G*}pwepvi—1 + E{Z*YE{Wy, W1 }ououi-1) -
Next, taking 7 = (¢t — 1) in (5.12) and using the formula for f;(-) from (5.21)), we get
E{Wu+Wu-1}ovioui—1

1 pyiX + oy Wy pvi—1X +ovi—1Wyiq > }
= :E : XV ’ ; = XV
0 { ( Bt IUU’t> ( 515_1 HUt-1 (F6)

loyiovi—i
= DIV Ry, Wy, o).
5 B e}

(F.5)
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Here, the last equality is obtained by noting from (5.25)) that \/Squt = %, hence the coefficients
on X cancel. Combining (F.5) and (F.6)), we obtain

SE{Z?G?} s pp—1 N E{Z?}oyiovi_1
OVit+10Vit Bt Bt—1 0vi+10v¢

E{Wv,t-i—lWV,t} = E{WV,tWV,t—l}- (F7)

For brevity, we write this iteration as w11 = a¢ + bywy, where

SE{Z2G? B B 72 )
wy = E{Wy, Wy 1}, ap = { ot e 1’ by — {Z%}oviovi

OVit+10Vit Bt Bi—1 OVit+10Vit

(F.8)

The iteration is initialized with wy = E{Wy, Wy} = 0. Note that, as ¢ — oo, the sequences at
and b; converge to well-defined limits determined by (F.4)). By using the sub-additivity of lim sup,
we have that

lim sup wyy1 = limsup (a; + bywy) < lim a; + lim b, lim sup wy. (F.9)
t—o00 t—o0 t—o0 t—0o0 t—o0

Rearranging and using the limits from (F.4]), we obtain

E Z2 2 ~2
lim sup wy < ~{—G}'Lf—¥ =1, (F.10)
Pl S (B E(72)) 68

where the last equality follows from (5.29)). By using the super-additivity of liminf, we also have
that
liminf w1 = liminf (a; + bywy) > lim a; + lim b lim inf wy, (F.11)
t—oo t—o0 t—o0 t—o0 t—o0

which leads to 5 Ly

~IE{Z G} hy _
(52 —E{2%}) 67
By combining (F.10)) and (F.12)), we conclude that lim; o E{Wy+11Wy+} = 1. By using (F.6|) and
(F.4), we also have that lim; oo E{Wy ;1 Wy} = 1, which completes the proof.

o S ‘
hgérolf wy > (F.12)

G An Auxiliary Lemma

Lemma G.1 (Lemma 4.5 in [DSS11]). Let (Q¢)¢>1 be a sequence of distributions converging weakly
to some distribution Q, and let h be a non-negative continuous function such that

lim thtz/th. (G.1)

Then, for any continuous function ¥ such that 4| /(1 + h) is bounded,

tim [ wag = [vaq (G.2)
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