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A Concentration of Measure Framework to study convex

problems and other implicit formulation problems in

machine learning

Cosme Louart1

Abstract

This paper provides a framework to show the concentration of solutions Y ∗ to
convex minimizing problem where the objective function φ(X)(Y ) depends on
some random vector X satisfying concentration of measure hypotheses. More
precisely, the convex problem translates into a contractive fixed point equation
that ensure the transmission of the concentration from X to Y ∗. This result is
of central interest to characterize many machine learning algorithms which are
defined through implicit equations (e.g., logistic regression, lasso, boosting, etc.).
Based on our framework, we provide precise estimations for the first moments
of the solution Y ∗, when X = (x1, . . . , xn) is a data matrix of independent
columns and φ(X)(y) writes as a sum 1

n

∑n
i=1 hi(x

T
i Y ). That allows to describe

the behavior and performance (e.g., generalization error) of a wide variety of
machine learning classifiers.

Keywords: Random matrix theory, Concentration of measure, convex
problems, fixed point equation, robust regression.
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Introduction

In modern statistical learning approaches, many optimization problems can
be formulated in terms of convex minimization problem or fixed point equation
(soft-max classification, M-estimators, low density classifiers, soft snm, logistic
regression, optimal transport, adaboost, stochastic gradient descent...). As such,
a theoretical characterization of the behavior of such objects becomes crucial
in order to assess the performances of the underlying algorithms. This paper
has two main objectives: first it provides qualitative inferences concerning the
statistical concentration of the parameter vector learned during the resolution
of the problem and second, some quantitative inferences on a restricted range
of regularized empirical risk minimization problems (see Mai and Liao (2019))
that write:

Minimize :
1

n

n
∑

i=1

hi(x
T
i Y ) + λ‖Y ‖2.

In this article we stick to ℓ2-norm regularization although other kind of reg-
ularizations can be found in the literature Celentano and Montanari (2022).
We however believe in possible generalization of our approach as it was done
very recently for the Lasso problem in Tiomoko et al. (2022). The class of
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so called “ridge regularized robust regression estimators” (Bean et al. (2013);
Karoui (2013)) contains in particular softmax classifiers that were already stud-
ied in Mai et al. (2019a); Seddik et al. (2021). There are been continuous work
made around this range of problems with different kind of techniques, ap-
proximate message passing in Sur and Candès (2019); Donoho and Montanari
(2016), convex Gaussian minmax Theorem in Thrampoulidis et al. (2020); Deng et al.
(2022), Meanfield Theory in Mignacco et al. (2020b) or Replica Method in
Mignacco et al. (2020a); Saglietti and Zdeborová (2022). As a naive compar-
ison to all these works we wish to emphasize the simplicity of the fixed point
equation providing the first statistics of Y given here in Claim 1. But the
more important contribution is probably a rigorous justification of the leave-
one-out technique introduced by El Karoui, they rely on new random matrix
theory findings Louart and Couillet (2021a) concerning the study of matrices
1
nXDX

T when D is random and depends on X .
Our probabilistic approach, following the one of Karoui (2013), is inspired

from Random matrix theory and formulate its hypotheses thanks to the Concen-
tration of Measure Theory (CMT) that demonstrates an interesting flexibility
allowing (i) to characterize realistic setting where, in particular, the hypothesis
of independent entries is relaxed (ii) to provide rich concentration inequali-
ties with precise convergence bounds (this second aspect was not explored in
Karoui (2013)). To present the simpler picture possible, we will admit in this
introduction that what we call for the moment "concentrated vectors" are trans-
formation F (Z) of a Gaussian vector Z ∼ N (0, Id) for a given 1-Lipschitz (for
the euclidean norm) mapping F : Rd → Rp. A central result of CMT (see for
instance (Ledoux, 2005, Corollary 2.6)) states that for any λ-Lipschitz mapping
f : Rd → R (where Rd and R are respectively endowed with the euclidean norm
‖ · ‖ and with the absolute value | · |):

∀t > 0 : P (|f(Z)− E[f(Z)]| ≥ t) ≤ Ce−(t/σλ)2 , (1)

where C = 2 and σ =
√
2 (they do not depend on the dimensions d !).

To give a partial but somehow convincing justification for the adoption of
this assumption as a basis to machine learning theoretical inferences, we resort
to the example of Generative adversarial neural network (GAN) that are able to
construct realistic image as Lipshitz transformation of a Gaussian noise, demon-
strating this way that some distribution of concentrated random vectors are
very close to the data encountered in machine learning problems (Seddik et al.
(2020)).

1. Main results

1.1. Theoretical results

The paper provides several theoretical results of concentration of solution
of random fixed point equation of progressive difficulty, we present below one
of the more general and efficient result, Corollary 3. Given two normed vector
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space (E, ‖ · ‖E) and (F, ‖ · ‖F ), we note F(E,F ) the set of mappings from E
to F and we endow it with the family of semi-norms (‖ · ‖B(y,r))x∈E,r>0 defined
for any r > 0 and any y0 ∈ Rp as:

∀f ∈ F(Rp) : ‖f‖B(y0,r) = sup{‖f(y)‖F , ‖y − y0‖E ≤ r}

Let us start with a result of concentration of minimizing solutions to convex
problems depending on a random matrix (more diverse and general settings are
provided in Section 3).

Theorem 1. Given a sequence pn ∈ NN such that pn ≤ O(n), a family of
random vectors Xn ∈ Mpn,n and a mapping Φn : Mpn,n → F(Rpn ,R) such that
there exist some constants c, C1, C2, C3 > 0 and some parameters κ > 0, σn > 0
satisfying for any n ∈ N:

• ∀M ∈ Mpn,n, Φn(M) is a twice differentiable strictly convex mapping of
bounded Hessian,

• with the classical order relation on the set of symmetric matrices, for all
M ∈ Mpn,n and y ∈ Rpn , d2(Φn(M)) y ≥ κn,

• there exists a deterministic vector y0 ∈ Rpn such that a.s.:

δ ≡ max
(

σ‖X‖, ‖dΦ(X) y0
‖
)

≤ C2

• for any 1-Lipschitz mapping f : Mpn,n → R, and any t > 0:

P (|f(X)− E[f(X)]| ≥ t) ≤ C1e
−ct2 . (2)

• the mapping M 7→ (y 7→ dΦn(M) y) is C3/
√
n-Lipschitz from (Mpn,n, ‖ ·

‖F ) to (F(Rpn ,Rpn), ‖ · ‖B(y0,
δ

κn
))

Then, introducing Yn ≡ argminy∈RpnΦn(Xn)(y) ∈ Rpn , there exist two constant
c′, C′ > 0 such that for all 1-Lipschitz mapping f : Mpn,n × Rpn → R, and any
t > 0

P

(∣

∣

∣

∣

f

(

σn
κn
Xn, Yn

)

− E

[

f

(

σn
κn
Xn, Yn

)]∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ t

)

≤ C′e−c′n(t/κ)2 (3)

In the third part of the paper this theorem is applied to show the concentration
of the solution of the regularized robust regression defined for convex settings,
we display below a rewriting of Corollary 4.

Corollary 1. We consider a three differentiable convex mappings hi : R → R,

i ∈ [n], such that ‖h′i‖∞, ‖hi(2)‖∞, ‖h
(3)
i ‖∞ ≤ ∞, a sequence pn ≤ O(n) and a

sequence of random vectors Xn = (xi, . . . , xn) ∈ Mpn,n such that there exists
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three constants K,C, c > 0 satisfying sup1≤i≤n ‖E[xi]‖ ≤ K and (2) for any
1-Lipschitz mapping f : Rp → R. If we note Yn ∈ Rp, solution to:

Minimize
1

n

n
∑

i=1

hi(x
T
i Y ) + ‖Y ‖2, Y ∈ R

p, (4)

then for any n ∈ N, and any f : Rpn → R, there exist some constants c′, C′ > 0
such that:

∀n ∈ N, ∀t > 0 : P (|f(Yn)− E[f(Yn)]| ≥ t) ≤ C′e−c′nt2 + C′e−c′nt2/3 .

Once the concentration of Y is proven, one is led to try and estimate its
first statistics. For that purpose, one first needs to disentangle the contribution
of each xi in1 Y = 1

n

∑n
i=1 fi(xiY )xi thanks to the so-called “leave-one-out”

technique that introduces the vector:

Y−i =
1

n

n
∑

j=1
j 6=i

fi(a
T
j Y−i)xj , (5)

The link between Y and Y−i is provided by the following formula that was
already given in Mai et al. (2019b) but whose full justification (relying on con-
centration of measure and complex random matrix theory inferences taken from
Louart and Couillet (2021a)) is an original contribution of this paper (the fol-
lowing result is a composition of Propositions 10 and 9).

Proposition 1. In the setting of Corollary 1, for any δ ∈ Dn, let us note

Q̃δ ≡ (Ip − 1
n

∑n
i=1 E

[

h
(2)
i (xT

i Y )

1−δih
(2)
i (xT

i Y )

]

Σi)
−1 where Σi ≡ E[xix

T
i ]. The equation

δ = 1
n Diagi∈[n](Tr(ΣiQ̃

δ)) has a unique solution that we note ∆, and we have
the concentration:

∀t > 0 : P
(∣

∣xTi Y − xTi Y−i −∆ih
′
i(x

T
i Y )

∣

∣ ≥ t
)

≤ Ce−cnt2/ logn + Ce−cn,

for some constants C, c > 0 independent of n.

This proposition leads us to introduce the mapping ξi defined for any z ∈ R

with the fixed point equation (see Proposition 10)

ξi(z) = h′i(z +∆iξi(z)), ξi(z) ∈ R, (6)

then one can show (Proposition 10 again) that h′i(x
T
i Y ) ∈ ξi(x

T
i Y−i)±E1

(

1√
n

)

.

Finally, noting that ξ′i(t) =
h
(2)
i (ζi(t))

1−∆ih
(2)
i (ζi(t))

(where ζi(t) satisfies ζi(t) = t +

∆ih
′
i(ζi(t))), one is lead to deduce the following result that could not be demon-

strated (although it was validated with practical examples as one can see in
next subsection).

1To give a arguably valid justification, we mention that if one can write xiY as a func-
tional ξi(xiY−i) for Y−i independent of i, then one can resort to Stein identities to estimate
f(ξi(xiY−i)xi.
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Claim 1. Considering sequence of Gaussian vectors Xn = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Mpn,n

and convex twice differentiable mappings hi : R → R satisfying the hypotheses
of of Corollary 1, if we note mi ≡ E[xi], Σi = E[xix

T
i ], for all n ∈ N, the unique

vector mY satisfying:

• mY =
∑n

i=1 ξi(m
T
i mY )Q̃mi

• C̃ =
∑n

i=1 ξ
′
i(m

T
i mY )Ci

• Q̃ = (Ip − C̃)−1

• ξi : R → R is defined for any z ∈ R as the unique solution to ξi(z) =

h′i

(

z + 1
n Tr(CiQ̃)ξi(z)

)

Besides, if we note Σ̃ =
∑n

i=1 ξi(m
T
i mY )

2Σi, the solution to the minimizing
problem:

Minimize:

n
∑

i=0

hi(x
T
i Y ) + ‖y‖2, y ∈ R

p,

satisfies the estimation:

‖E[Y ]−mY ‖ ≤ O

(

1√
n

)

and
∥

∥

∥E[Y Y T ]− Q̃ΣQ̃
∥

∥

∥

∗
≤ O

(

1√
n

)

We were not able to prove this claim that however appears right on different
practical examples. We give from Subsection 4.5 and in the next subsections
some reachable inferences in the Gaussian case, however this approach has two
main issues:

• we could not obtain the existence and uniqueness to the obtained fixed
point equation

• the fixed point equation in question relies on the commutation of inte-
grals E[ξi(z)] for z ∼ N (mz , vz) and has therefore a very slow rate of
convergence

Those two reasons make us think that the Gaussian approach is not the good
one and that one has to find under the general assumption of concentrated
vectors a supplementary equation (giving a link between E[ξi[x

T
i Y−i] and E[Y ]

for instance) that will allow us to prove Conjecture 1. We give in next subsection
some illustration of the validity of Conjecture 1.

1.2. Application to the logistic regression

To illustrate our theoretical results in a simple way we present the example
of a supervised classification method called the “the logistic regression” already
studied by Mai et al. (2019b). Considering a deterministic vector m ∈ R

p and a
positive symmetric matrix C ∈ Mp, we suppose we are given nGaussian random
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vectors z1, . . . , zn, each one following the law N (yim,C) where y1, . . . , yn ∈
{−1, 1} are the “labels” of zi that determine the classes of our data. We assume
for simplicity that the classes are balanced. Our classification problem aims at
deducing from the training set z1, . . . , zn and the labels y1, . . . yn a statistical
characterization of our two classes that will allow us to classify a new coming
data x, independent with the training set and following one or the other law.
To introduce the problem, let us express the probability conditioned on a new
data x, and knowing that zi is Gaussian, that yi = y, for a given y ∈ {0, 1}:

P(yi = y | zi) =
P(yi = y)P(zi | yi = y)

P(yi = y)P(zi | yi = y) + P(yi = −y)P(zi | yi = −)

=
e−(zi−ym)TC−1(zi−ym)/2

e−(zi−ym)TC−1(zi−ym)/2 + e−(zi+ym)TC−1(zi+ym)/2

=
1

1 + e−yzT
i C−1m

= σ(yzTi β
∗),

noting σ : t 7→ 1/(1 + e−t) and β∗ ≡ C−1m. The goal of the logistic regression
is to try and estimate β to be able to classify the data depending on the highest
value of P(yi = 1 | zi) and P(yi = −1 | zi). For that purpose, we solve a
regularized maximum likelihood problem:

min
β∈Rp

1

p

n
∑

i=1

ρ(βTxi) +
λ

2
‖β‖2

where ρ(t) = log(1 + e−t), xi = yizi and λ > 0 is the regularizing parameter.
Differentiating this minimizing problem, we obtain:

β =
1

λn

n
∑

i=1

f(xTi β)xi,

where f : t 7→ 1
1+et . If one chooses λ sufficiently big, the assumptions of

Corollary 1 are all satisfied, our results thus allow us to set the concentration
β ∝ E2(1/

√
n) and estimate its first statistics.

The system of equations provided in Conjecture 1 can be solved by succes-
sive iteration, we can then deduce the performances of the algorithm from the
statistics of Y . We depicted on Figure 1 some of these predictions.

Our work is organized as follow, we first provide the notation and basic re-
sults of the concentration of measure framework at the basis of our approach
(more details are provided in Appendix Appendix A). In a second section we
present the theoretical results providing the concentration of solutions of con-
tractive fixed point equations and we then apply those results in the third and
last section to set the concentration and estimate the solution to some regular-
ized robust regression problems.
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Figure 1: Misclassification rate for p = 128, n = 512, xi ∼ N (yiµ,Σ), Σ = 2Ip, m+ =
(1, 1, 0, ...), m− = −m+, for different regularizing parameters. Mean taken on 1000 drawings
for the estimation of the empirical misclassification error.

2. Concentration of Measure Theory framework

We choose here to work with normed (or semi-normed) vector spaces, al-
though CMT is classically developed in metric spaces and we adopt the view-
point of Levy families where the goal is to track the influence of the vector
dimension over the concentration. Specifically, we are given a sequence of ran-
dom vectors (Zp)p≥N where each Zp belongs to a space of dimension p (typically
Rp) and we want to obtain inequalities of the form:

∀p ∈ N, ∀t > 0 : P (|fp(Zp)− ap| ≥ t) ≤ αp(t), (7)

where for every p ∈ N, αp : R+ → [0, 1] and fp : Rp → R is a 1-Lipschitz
function, and ap is either a deterministic variable (typically E[fp(Zp)]) or a
random variable (for instance fp(Z

′
p) with Z ′

p an independent copy of Zp). The
examples studied here will just admit exponentially decreasing αp having the
form Ce−c(t/σp)

q

for q > 0 or a sum of such terms. Since only the asymptotic
behavior interests us (p high), we will use the short notation Eq(σp) that is
described below and allows to omit the constant term C and c.

We define here two classes of concentrated vectors depending on the regu-
larity of the class of sequences of functions (fp)p∈N satisfying (7). When (7)
holds for all the 1-Lipschitz mappings fp, Zp is said to be Lipschitz concen-
trated ; when true for all 1-Lipschitz and linear mappings fp, Zp is said to be
linearly concentrated. This latter notion is weaker but still relevant in some
practical settings (see Propositions 7) where Lipschitz concentration can not
be obtained with good concentration parameter; it is besides a sufficient as-
sumption to control the norm (see Proposition 17). We present in this section
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necessary notations and basic inferences result a more detailed presentation is
provided in Appendix Appendix A.

Definition/Proposition 1. Given a sequence of normed vector spaces (Ep, ‖ ·
‖p)p≥0, a sequence of random vectors (Zp)p≥0 ∈ ∏p≥0Ep

2, a sequence of pos-

itive reals (σp)p≥0 ∈ R
N
+ and a parameter q > 0, we say that Zp is Lipschitz

q-exponentially concentrated with an observable diameter of order O(σp) iff one
of the two following equivalent assertions is satisfied:

• ∃C, c > 0 | ∀p ∈ N, ∀ 1-Lipschitz f : Ep → R, ∀t > 0 :3

P (|f(Zp)− E[f(Zp)]| ≥ t) ≤ Ce−(t/cσp)
q

,

• ∃C, c > 0 | ∀p ∈ N, ∀ 1-Lipschitz f : Ep → R, ∃f̄ ∈ R | ∀t > 0 :

P
(∣

∣f(Zp)− f̄
∣

∣ ≥ t
)

≤ Ce−(t/cσp)
q

,

We denote in this case Zp ∝ Eq(σp) (or more simply Z ∝ Eq(σ)). If σ = O(1),
we simply write Zp ∝ Eq.

If the two upper inequalities are just satisfied by linear 1-Lipschitz function-
als, we say that Zp is linearly concentrated and we note Z ∈ Eq(σ). For this
case it is relevent to introduce the notion of deterministic equivalent that is a
sequence of deterministic vectors Z̃p ∈ Πp≥0Ep satisfying:

∀t > 0 : P

(∣

∣

∣f(Zp)− f(Z̃p)
∣

∣

∣ ≥ t
)

≤ Ce−(t/cσp)
q

.

If this holds, we write Z ∈ Z̃ ± Eq(σ) and when we are just interested in the
size of the deterministic equivalent, we employ the notation Z ∈ O(θ)±Eq(σ) if

‖Z̃‖ ≤ O(θ).

The equivalence between the two definition of the Lipschitz and linear concen-
tration is proven in Louart and Couillet (2020), principally thanks to results
issued from Ledoux (2005).

A simple but fundamental consequence of Definition 1 is that the Lipschitz
concentrated vector class is stable through Lipschitz transformation and the
linearly concentrated vectors class is stable through affine transformation. The
Lipschitz coefficient of the transformation controls the concentration (see Propo-
sitions 13 and 14).

There exists a wide range of concentrated random vectors that can be found
for instance in (Ledoux, 2005). We recall below some of the major examples

2A random vector Z of E is a measurable function from a probability space (Ω,F , P) to the
normed vector space (E, ‖ · ‖) (endowed with the Borel σ-algebra); one should indeed write
Z : Ω → E, but we abusively simply denote Z ∈ E.

3one could replace below E[f(Zp)] with f(Zp) or with mf where Z′
p is an independent copy

of Zp and mf is a median of f(Zp) (it satisfies P
(

f(Zp) ≥ mf

)

,P
(

f(Zp) ≤ mf

)

≥ 1
2
)

9



of Lipschitz concentrated random vectors (therefore also linearly concentrated)
that could all be taken as assumption for the results presented at the end of
this paper. In the following theorems, we only consider sequences of random
vectors of the vector spaces (Rp, ‖·‖). We will omit the index p to simplify the
readability of the results.

Theorem 2 (Fundamental examples of concentrated vectors). The
following sequences of random vectors are concentrated and satisfy Z ∝ E2:

• Z is uniformly distributed on the sphere
√
pSp−1.

• Z ∼ N (0, Ip) has independent Gaussian entries.

• Z is uniformy distributed on the ball
√
pB = {x ∈ Rp, ‖x‖ ≤ √

p}.

• Z is uniformy distributed on [0,
√
p]p.

• Z has the density dPZ(z) = e−U(z)dλp(z) where U : Rp → R is a positive
functional with Hessian bounded from below by, say, cIp with c = O(1)
and dλp is the Lebesgue measure on Rp.

A very explicit characterization of exponential concentration is given by a
bound on the different centered moments that must be always kept in mind.

Proposition 2. A random vector Z ∈ E is q-exponentially concentrated with
observable diameter of order σ (i.e., Z ∝ Eq(σ)) if and only if there exists C ≥ 1
and c = O(σ) such that for any (sequence of) 1-Lipschitz functions f : E → R:

∀r ≥ q : E
[

|f(Z)− f(Z ′)|r
]

≤ C

(

r

q

)
r
q

cr, (8)

where Z ′ is an independent copy of Z. Inequality (8) also holds if we replace
f(Z ′) with E[f(Z)] (of course the constants C and c might be slightly different).
If Z is only linearly concentrated then this inequality is only true for linear
mappings f and one can replace f(Z ′) by f(Z̃) for any Z̃ being a deterministic
equivalent of Z.

We then provide two computation tricks that will be used several times in
next sections.

Lemma 1 (Louart and Couillet (2021b), Lemma 2). In the setting of Def-
inition 1, if we are given a sequence of events An such that P(An) ≥ O(1), then:

Z ∝ Eq(σ) =⇒ (Z | A) ∝ Eq(σ).

Lemma 2. Let us consider a random variable X such that:

∀t > 0 : P(|X −X ′| ≥ t | AK) ≤ Ce−c(t/σKm)q ,

10



for some constants C, c,m, q > 0 and where (AK)K>0 is a family of events such
that for some K0 > 0:

∀K ≥ K0 : P(Ac
K) ≤ Ce−cKqη

then we have the concentration:

P(|X −X ′| ≥ t|) ≤ 2Ce−c(t/σK0)
q

+ Ce−c(tηm/q/σ)q/m+1

Proof. Let us first consider t ∈ [0,K1+m
0 ση

1
q ], in that case η

1
qK0 > t/(σKm

0 ),
we can then bound:

P (|X −X ′| ≥ t) ≤ P(|X −X ′| ≥ t | AK0 |) + P(Ac
K0

) ≤ 2Ce−c(t/σK0)
q

When t > K1+m
0 ση

1
q :

P (|X −X ′| ≥ t) ≤ P(|X −X ′| ≥ t | AK |) + P(Ac
K)

≤ Ce−c(t/σKm)q + Ce−cKqη

Then, if we chose K ≡
(

t

ση
1
q

)
1

m+1

≥ K0 by hypothesis on t, we obtain the

inequality:

P (|X −X ′| ≥ t) ≤ Ce−(tηm/q/σ)q/2 .

The two last lemmas combined allows us to set the concentration of a product
of several variables as presented in Proposition 18 in the appendix. The readers
unfamiliar with concentration of measure inferences are warmly advised to con-
sul Appendix Appendix A providing basic tools to control the norm and deal
with concatenation of concentrated vectors; we also provide some important
results of concentration of random matrices and spectral convergence.

3. Concentration of the solutions to convex problems and contractive
fixed point equations

This sections aims at setting the concentration of the solution to convex
problems like:

Minimize Ψ(Y ), Y ∈ R
p,

where Ψ : Rp → R is a random convex mapping. Although our results could
be extended to cases where Ψ is only differentiable, we will assume in all this
section that Ψ is C2 and strictly convex. This lower bound on the Hessian of Ψ
is important since it will appear in the denominator of the observable diameter
of Y .
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In practical uses, the randomness of Ψ generally depends on a random vector
X ∈ F and the problem write:

Minimize ψ(X)(Y ), Y ∈ R
p (9)

for ψ : F → F(Rp,Rp) deterministic and X ∈ F satisfying some concentration
inequality. As said above, in practical examples dψ(X)2 y is assumed to have a
lower bound independent of X . One might desire to also have a bound limiting
the variability due to X . It is generally not true, however we study in the
first subsection this first example since the concentration of Y is then a simple
consequence to the theorem of implicit functions and the observable diameter
obtained is the same as the one that will be retrieved in more complex settings.

Note of course that Y minimizing (9) is also the solution to the equation:

φ(X)(Y ) = 0

where we noted for all A, y ∈ F ×Rp φ(A)(y) ≡ dψ(A) y. We will consider this
associated problem in next subsection.

3.1. Bounded variability on X

In this subsection, we place ourselves in the case F = Rp and to employ next
theorem to random convex problems, one has to chose:

φ(X,Y ) ≡ dψ(X) Y ∈ R
p

to retrieve the setting of the introduction of this section. Note that the partial
derivatives ∂φ

∂X and ∂φ
∂Y respectively belong to Mp,n and Mp.

Theorem 3. Let us consider a (sequence of) random vectors X ∈ Rn satisfying
X ∝ Eq and a deterministic C1 mapping φ : X ∈ Rn × Rp → Rp such that
∀A, y ∈ X(Ω)× Rp:

• ‖ ∂φ
∂X (A,y)

‖ ≤ σ,

• ∂φ
∂Y (A,y)

is a positive symmetric matrix satisfying ∂φ
∂Y (A,y)

≥ κIp,

for some (sequence of) positive parameters σ, κ > 0. Then, the unique solution
to the equation:

φ(X,Y ) = 0, Y ∈ R
p

satisfies the concentration inequality Y ∝ Eq(σκ ).

Proof. The implicit function Theorem sets that there exists a C1 mapping
θ : Rn → R

p such that Y = θ(X) and:

dθ X =

(

∂φ

∂Y (X,θ(Y ))

)−1
∂φ

∂X (X,θ(Y ))
.

One can then directly deduce the concentration of Y from the O(σκ )-Lipschitz
character of θ.

12



In more complex settings like the problems of robust regression that will be
studied in this paper, the quantity ‖ ∂φ

∂X (A,y)
‖ does not admit a bound valid for

all the drawings of X . One then has to take into account the dispersion of the
different drawings of Y to be able to bound efficiently ‖ ∂φ

∂X (A,y)
‖. The solution

presented here relies on a reformulation of convex problems as contractive fixed
point equations more adapted to control the variability towards X .

3.2. From convex problem to a contractive fixed point equation

Starting from the equation

dΨ Y = 0

one can introduce the mapping:

Φ : Y 7−→ Y − dΨ Y

‖d2Ψ ·‖∞
,

we see that if for all Y ∈ Rp, d2Ψ Y ≥ κIp then Φ is contractive since:

‖dΦ Y ‖ =

∥

∥

∥

∥

Ip −
d2Ψ Y

‖d2Ψ ·‖∞

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ 1− κ

‖d2Ψ ·‖∞
We will therefore from now on consider solutions Y ∈ R

p to fixed point
equations:

Y = Φ(Y ),

where Φ is contractive.
We start with settings where Φ is affine and all the Φk(y) are linearly con-

centrated for deterministic y (Subsection 3.3), then we study equation with
general Φ with linearly and Lipschitz concentration hypotheses on Φk(y) for
k ≤ O(

√
logn) (Subsection 3.4), finally we precise this result for mappings Φ

that are Lipschitz concentrated for the infinite norm on balls (Subsection 3.5).

3.3. Concentration of solutions to quadratic problems (Φ affine)

Given two normed (or semi-normed) vector spaces (E, ‖ · ‖E), (F, ‖ · ‖F ),
we denote A(E,F ) the set of continuous affine mappings from E to F and we
endow it with the norm:

∀φ ∈ A(E,F ) : ‖φ‖A(E,F ) = ‖L(φ)‖L(E,F ) + ‖φ(0)‖F

where L(φ) = φ− φ(0) and ‖‖L(φ)‖L(E,F ) = supx∈E,‖x‖E≤1 ‖L(φ)(x)‖F .

Example 1. Let us consider as an introducing example the quadratic problem:

Minimize: Ψ(y) =

∥

∥

∥

∥

1√
n
Xy − z

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

+ ‖y‖2,y ∈ R
p

13



for a deterministic vector z ∈ Rp and where we merely assume that the columns
of X = (x1, . . . , xn) are independent and uniformly distributed on the sphere
Sp−1 (then since X ∝ E2, and ‖X‖ ≤ √

n, we know from proposition 13 that
1√
n
X ∝ E2(1/

√
n) and besides ‖X/√n‖ ≤ 1). If we note:

Φ : y 7→ y − 1

2

(

1

n
XXTy +

1√
n
Xz + y

)

we know that:

‖L(Φ)‖ =

∥

∥

∥

∥

Ip −
1

2

(

1

n
XXT + Ip

)∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ 1

2

and for all k ∈ N:

L(Φ)k(Φ(0)) = 1

2k

(

Ip −
1

n
XXT

)k

∈ Eq
(

2−k
)

in (E, ‖ · ‖),

The Theorem 4 then allows us to show that Y = argminy∈RpΨ(y) satisfies the
linear concentration:

Y ∈ E2
(

1√
n

)

.

Let us start with an simple result of linear concentration taken from Louart
(2022):

Proposition 3. Given two constants q, r > 0, σ1, . . . , σn . . . ∈ (RN
+)

N, a (se-

quence of) reflexive normed vector spaces (E, ‖ · ‖), Z̃1, . . . , Z̃n, . . . ∈ EN deter-
ministic, and Z1, . . . , Zn, . . . ∈ EN random (possibly dependent) satisfying, for
any n ∈ N, Zn ∈ Z̃n ± Eq(σn). If we assume that Z ≡ ∑

n∈N
Zn is pointwise

convergent4, that
∑

n∈N
Z̃n is well defined and that

∑

n∈N
σi ≤ ∞, then we have

the concentration :

∑

n∈N

Zn ∈
∑

n∈N

Z̃n ± Eq
(

∑

n∈N

σn

)

, in (E, ‖ · ‖),

We can then deduce:

Theorem 4 (Concentration of the resolvent). Given a (sequence of) re-
flexive vector space (E, ‖ · ‖), let Φ ∈ A(E) be a (sequence of) random mapping
such that there exist two (sequences of) parameters σ > 0 and ε ∈ (0, 1), such
that ‖L(Φ)‖ ≤ 1− ε, and such that for all (sequences of) integer k:

L(Φ)k(Φ(0)) ∈ Eq
(

σ(1 − ε)k
)

in (E, ‖ · ‖) .

4For any w ∈ Ω,
∑

n∈N
‖Zn(w)‖ ≤ ∞ and we define Z(w) ≡ ∑

n∈N
Zn(w)
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Then the random equation

Y = Φ(Y )

admits a unique solution satisfying the linear concentration:

Y = (IdE − L(Φ))−1Φ(0) ∈ Eq
(σ

ε

)

.

Proof. The vector Y is well defined and expresses:

Y = (IdE − L(φ))−1φ(0) =
∞
∑

k=0

L(φ)kφ(0)

Now Proposition 3 allows us to conclude from the concentrations L(φ)kφ(0) ∈
Eq(σ(1 − ε)k) that:

∞
∑

k=0

L(φ)kφ(0) ∈ Eq
( ∞
∑

k=0

σ(1− ε)k

)

= Eq
(σ

ε

)

.

With Theorem 4 at hand we can already prove the Linear concentration in
the following theorem. The Lipschitz concentration will be provided later with
Proposition 5. minimizing problem of the form

Minimize yTWy + λZy, y ∈ R
p,

3.4. When φk(y) is linearly or Lipschitz concentrated for k ≤ log(η(E,‖·‖)) and
y deterministic and bounded.

When we can not get a decreasing observable diameter for the iterates of φ,
or when φ is not affine, one needs a different approach that allows to treat, at
the same time affine and non-affine mappings φ and extend very simply linear
concentration inferences to Lipschitz concentration inferences. Given a normed
vector space (E, ‖ · ‖), we note F(E), the set of mappings from E to E. If f
is bounded, we denote ‖f‖∞ = supx,y∈E ‖f(x)‖. For a Lipschitz mapping f ∈
F (E), we introduce the seminorm ‖ ·‖L which provides the Lipschitz parameter
and will play the role of ‖L(Φ)‖ in Proposition 4:

‖f‖L = sup
x,y∈E
x 6=y

‖f(x)− f(y)‖
‖x− y‖ .

Proposition 4. Given a (sequence of) reflexive5 vector space (E, ‖ · ‖), we
note η its norm degree (of course η ≥ O(1)), we then consider Φ ∈ F(E,E),

5We suppose E reflexive to be able to define an expectation operator on the set of random
vectors of E – see Appendix B
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a (sequence of) random Lipschitz mapping such that there exists a (sequence
of) parameters ε ∈ (0, 1) such that ‖Φ‖L ≤ 1 − ε. Given an integer k0 ∈ N

such that k0 ≥ ⌈− log(η)
q log(1−2ε)⌉, noting Ỹ the unique6 (deterministic) solution to

Ỹ = E[Φk0(Ỹ )], if we further assume that7:

Φk0(Ỹ ) ∈ Ỹ ± Eq
(

k0
∑

i=0

(1− ε)iσ

)

in (E, ‖ · ‖), (10)

for a given (sequence) of integer σ > 0, then, the random equation

y = φ(y), y ∈ E

admits a unique solution Y ∈ E satisfying the linear concentration:

Y ∈ Ỹ ± Eq
(σ

ε

)

.

Proof. The mapping y 7→ Φ(y) is contractive, that proves the existence and
uniqueness of Y (E is complete since it is reflexive – see Remark 3).

Then let us try and bound ‖Y − Ỹ ‖:
∥

∥

∥Y − Ỹ
∥

∥

∥ =
∥

∥

∥Φk0(Y )− E

[

Φk0(Ỹ )
]∥

∥

∥ ≤
∥

∥

∥Φk0(Y )− Φk0(Ỹ )
∥

∥

∥+
∥

∥

∥Φk0(Ỹ )− E

[

Φk0(Ỹ )
]∥

∥

∥

≤ ‖L(Φ)‖k0

∥

∥

∥Y − Ỹ
∥

∥

∥+
∥

∥

∥Φk0(Ỹ )− E

[

Φk0(Ỹ )
]∥

∥

∥ .

The inequality ‖Φk0‖ ≤ (1− ε)k0 , gives us the bound:
∥

∥

∥
Y − Ỹ

∥

∥

∥
≤ 1

1− (1− ε)k0

∥

∥

∥
Φk0(Ỹ )− E

[

Φk0(Ỹ )
]∥

∥

∥
.

But we know from Proposition 17 that:

∥

∥

∥
Φk0(Ỹ )− Φ̃k(Ỹ )

∥

∥

∥
∈ O

(

η1/qσ

k0
∑

i=0

(1− ε)i
)

± Eq(η1/qσ)

which allows us to conclude (since
∑k

i=0 (1− ε)
i
= 1

ε − 1
ε (1 − ε)k) that:

∥

∥

∥Y − Ỹ
∥

∥

∥ ∈ O

(

η1/qσ

ε

)

± Eq
(

η1/qσ

ε

)

.

Returning to our initial goal (the linear concentration of Y ), we now bound,
for f ∈ L(E) (we still have ‖L(Φ)‖ ≤ 1− ε):
∣

∣

∣f(Y )− f(Ỹ )
∣

∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣

∣f
(

Φk0(Y )
)

− f
(

Φk0(Ỹ )
)∣

∣

∣+
∣

∣

∣f
(

Φk0(Ỹ )
)

− f
(

E

[

Φk0(Ỹ )
])∣

∣

∣

≤ (1− ε)k0

∥

∥

∥Y − Ỹ
∥

∥

∥+
∣

∣

∣f
(

Φk0(Ỹ )
)

− E

[

f
(

Φk0(Ỹ )
)]∣

∣

∣ .

6The assumption on ‖Φ‖
L

ensures the existence and uniqueness of Ỹ .
7The term

∑k0
i=0(1− ε)i = 1

ε
− 1

ε
(1− ε)k0 will appear naturally in application as pictured

in Lemma 4 below. In the application we will see below this concentration is true for any
k ∈ N.
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Further, noting that, with our choice of k, (1 − ε)k0 = O(1/η1/q), we conclude
again from the concentration of Φk0(Ỹ ) that:

f(Y ) ∈ f(Ỹ )± Eq
(σ

ε

)

,

thereby giving the sought-for concentration result.

Let us extend the result of Proposition 4 to the case of Lipschitz concentra-
tion.

Proposition 5. In the setting of Proposition 4, if we additionally assume that
we have the Lipschitz concentration:

Φk0(Ỹ ) ∝ Eq
(

k0
∑

i=0

(1− ε)iσ

)

in (E, ‖ · ‖).

then we have the Lipschitz concentration:

Y ∝ Eq
(σ

ε

)

,

Proof. We already know from Proposition 4 that Y ∈ Eq(σ/ε). To show the
Lipschitz concentration of Y , let us consider a Lipschitz map f : E → R and
introduce the mappings:

U : E 7−→ E × R

y 7−→ (y, f(y))

V : E × R 7−→ E

(y, t) 7−→ y

(note that V ◦ U = IdE). If we endow E × R with the norm ‖ · ‖ℓ∞ satisfying
∀(y, t) ∈ E×R, ‖(y, t)‖ℓ∞ = max(‖y‖, |t|) then the mappings U and V are both
1-Lipschitz, consequently ‖U ◦Φ ◦ V ‖L ≤ 1− ε and we can consider Z̃ ∈ E ×R

solution to:

Z̃ = E

[

U ◦ Φk0 ◦ V (Z̃)
]

,

by uniqueness of the solution to y = E[Φk0(y)], we know that Z̃ = (Ỹ , t̃) with
t̃ ≡ E[f(Φk0(Ỹ ))]. Then:

(U ◦ Φ ◦ V )k0 (Z̃) = (Φk0 (Ỹ ), f(Φk0(Ỹ ))) ∝ Eq
(

k0
∑

i=0

(1− ε)iσ

)

in (E × R, ‖ · ‖ℓ∞)

by hypothesis. Therefore, one can deduce from Proposition 4 the linear concen-
tration of Z solution to the fixed point equation:

z = U ◦ Φ ◦ V (z) z ∈ E × R; (11)

from which one can deduce in particular, the concentration of the second com-
ponent f(Y ).
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3.5. When Ψ ∝ E2(σ) for the infinity norm

If one can assume the stronger hypothesis that Ψ is concentrated as a random
mapping and for the infinity norm, then we can infer the concentration of all
the iterates of Ψ. We give provide here the result for a general setting where
the mapping φ is only bounded around a given point y0, for that, for any r > 0,
we introduce the semi-norm ‖ · ‖B(y0,r) defined for any f ∈ F(E) and y ∈ E as:

‖f‖B(y0,r) = sup
‖y−y0‖≤r

‖f(y)‖

Theorem 5. Given a normed vector space (E, ‖·‖) and a (sequence of) random
mapping Φ ∈ F∞(E) we assume that we are given a (sequence of) deterministic
vector y0 ∈ E and three (sequences of) parameters σ, τ, ε > 0 such that:

• Ψ is (1− ε)-Lipschitz

• ‖y0 −Ψ(y0)‖ ≤ τ

• Ψ ∝ Eq (σ) in
(

F(E), ‖ · ‖B(y0,τ/ε)

)

,

then the random equation Y = Ψ(Y ) admits a unique solution Y ∈ E satisfying
the Lipschitz concentration:

Y ∝ Eq
(σ

ε

)

.

One can see in the proof of the theorem below that the required concentration
is actually the concentration of Ψ B(y0,

τ
ε )

to be able to employ Proposition 5.
The following two lemmas allows us to apply Proposition 5 to prove Theo-

rem 5 below.

Lemma 3. Any (1 − ε)-Lipschitz mapping ψ : E → E is stable on any ball
B(y0, 1ε‖y0 − ψ(y0)‖), where y0 ∈ E.

Proof. Let us note τ ≡ ‖y0 − ψ(y0)‖ and for any y ∈ B(y0, τε ), let us bound:

‖Ψ(y)− y0‖ ≤ ‖Ψ(y)−Ψ(y0)‖+ ‖Ψ(y0)− y0‖
≤ (1− ε)‖y − y0‖+ ‖Ψ(y0)− y0‖ ≤ (1 − ε)

τ

ε
+ τ =

τ

ε

Lemma 4. Given a random mapping Ψ : E → E, four (sequences of) parame-
ters8 σ, ε, τ, α > 0 and a (sequence of) deterministic vector y0 ∈ E, if we assume
that:

• ‖y0 −Ψ(y0)‖ ≤ τ ,

• Ψ is (1− ε)-Lipschitz,

8Unlike in Theorem 5, ǫ can here tend to zero.
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• Ψ ∝ Eq(σ) in (F(E,E), ‖ · ‖B(y0,
τ
ε )
),

then for any integer k > 0, we have the concentration:

Ψk ∝ Eq
(

k
∑

i=0

(1− ε)iσ

)

in (F(E), ‖ · ‖B(y0,
τ
ε )
),

Proof. Thus, for any f ∈ Ψ(Ω) and for all k ∈ N, Ψk : B(y0, τε ) → B(y0, τε ),
and we can bound for any supplementary mapping g ∈ Ψ(Ω):

‖fk − gk‖B(y0,
τ
ε )

≤
k
∑

i=1

(1− ε)i−1 sup
y∈B(y0,

τ
ε )

‖f(gk−i(y))− g(gk−i(y))‖

≤
k
∑

i=0

(1− ε)i‖f − g‖B(y0,τ/ε).

Thus the mapping f 7→ fk is
∑k

i=0(1 − ε)i-Lipschitz from (F(E), ‖ · ‖B(y0,τ/ε))
to (F(E), ‖ · ‖B(y0,τ)) and one can deduce the result of the Lemma from the
concentration of Ψ.

Proof (Proof of Theorem 5). Noting k0 = ⌈− log(η)
q log(1−2ε) ⌉, let introduce Ỹ

the solution of the fixed point equation Ỹ = E[Ψk0 ](Ỹ ). We know that:

∥

∥

∥Ỹ − y0

∥

∥

∥ ≤
∥

∥

∥E

[

Ψk0(Ỹ )−Ψk0(y0)
]∥

∥

∥+
∥

∥E
[

Ψk0(y0)
]

− y0
∥

∥

≤ (1− ε)k0‖Ỹ − y0‖+
k0−1
∑

i=0

(1 − ε)i‖Ψ(y0)− y0‖

≤
∑k0

i=0(1− ε)iτ

1− (1− ε)k0
=

τ

ε
,

Therefore Ỹ ∈ B(y0, τε ) and we can besides deduce from the hypotheses of
the theorem and Lemma 4 that:

Ψk0(Ỹ ) ∝ Eq
(

k
∑

i=0

(1− ε)iσ

)

.

We then see that the hypotheses of Proposition 5 are satisfied and we can deduce
the result of the theorem.

3.6. Concentration of minimizing solution Y to convex problems Ψ(X)(Y ) with
Ψ deterministic and X concentrated

This study could be extended to a wide range and settings, but we now
concentrate on a classical setting of Theorems 4-5 where the randomness of Ψ
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depends on a random vector X ∈ F (for a normed vector space (F, ‖ · ‖)) and
Y is the minimizing solution of:

Minimize: φ(X)(Y )

for a given deterministic mapping φ : F → F(Rp,R).
The issue is then, not only to show the concentration of Y but also the

concentration of (X,Y ) ∈ F ×Rp to be able to control the operations made on
X and Y as needed in next section.

Corollary 2. Given a reflexive vector space (F, ‖ ·‖F ), a random vector X ∈ F
satisfying X ∝ Eq and a deterministic mapping φ : F → F(Rp,Rp), we assume
that for all X, that there exists a (sequence) of parameters κ > 0 such that
d2(φ(X)) ≥ κIp (with the order relation on symmetric matrices). If we assume
that there exists a (sequence of) vectors y0 ∈ Rp, such that:

δ ≡ max
(

σ‖X‖, ‖dφ(X) y0
‖
)

(12)

and the mapping A 7→ d(φ(A)) is O(σ)-Lipschitz from (F, ‖·‖F ) to9 (F(Rp,Rp), ‖·
‖F,B(y0,δ/κ)

), then, Y = argminy∈Rpψ(X)(y) satisfies:

(σ

κ
X, Y

)

∝ E2
(σ

κ

)

.

Proof. We endow the vector space E ≡ F ×R
p with the norm ‖ · ‖ℓ∞ defined

for any (A, y) ∈ E as ‖(A, y)‖ℓ∞ = max(‖A‖F , ‖y‖). For any K > 0, we place
ourselves on the event AK ≡ {‖d2ψ(X)‖B(y0,

δ
κ ) ≤ K}. Then for any B ∈ F , we

introduce the mapping:

φ(B) : (F × R
p, ‖ · ‖ℓ∞) −→ (F × R

p, ‖ · ‖ℓ∞)

(A, y) 7−→
(

A− 1

K
(σB − κA), y − 1

K
d(ψ(B)) y

)

.

Noting z0 ≡ (0, y0) ∈ F × Rp, we can bound:

‖z0 − φ(X)(z0)‖ = max

(

σ

K
‖X‖ , 1

K

∥

∥

∥d(ψ(X)) y0

∥

∥

∥

)

=
δ

K
,

and of course, under AK , φ(X) is (1− κ
K )-Lipschitz on B(z0, δ

κ).
In addition, note that B 7→ φ(B) is O(σ/K)-Lipschitz from (X(AK), ‖ · ‖F )

to (F(E,E), ‖ · ‖ℓ∞B(z0,δ/κ)
), therefore, it satisfies:

φ(X) | AK ∝ Eq(σ/K) in (F(Rp), ‖ · ‖B(z0,δ/κ)).

9where for any f ∈ F(F,R), ‖f‖F,BRp (y0,r) = sup{‖f(y)‖F , ‖y − y0‖Rp ≤ r}

20



The random vector (σκX,Y ) being the unique solution to the fixed point
equation z = φ(X)(z), one can therefore employ Theorem 5 to φ to set:

(σ

κ
X, Y

)

| AK ∝ E2
(σ

κ

)

.

The concentration constants being independent of K, one can let K tend to
infinity to get the expected result.

Let us now try to replace from the hypotheses of Corollary 3 assumption
(12) by a weaker assumption.

Corollary 3. under the hypotheses of Corollary 2, if one further assumes that
σ ≡ 1√

p , ηF,‖·‖ ≤ O(
√
p) and replaces (12) with:

δ0 ≡ max

(

1√
p
E[‖X‖],E

[∥

∥

∥dφ(X) y0

∥

∥

∥

]

)

≤ O(1),

and that for all δ > δ0, the mapping A 7→ d(φ(A)) is O(δ/
√
p)-Lipschitz from

(F, ‖ · ‖F ) to (F(Rp,Rp), ‖ · ‖F,B(y0,δ/κ)
), then one obtain the concentration:

(

1√
pκ
X, Y

)

∝ E2
(

1√
pκ

)

+ E1
(

1

pκ

)

.

Proof. We are going to use the bound resulting from Proposition 17:

∀δ > 2δ0 : P

(

1√
p
‖X‖ ≥ δ

)

≤ Ce−cpδ2 and P

(∥

∥

∥dφ(X) y0

∥

∥

∥ ≥ δ
)

≤ Ce−cpδ2 ,

for some constants C, c > 0. Furthermore, placing ourselves on the event:

Aδ ≡
{

max

(

1√
p
‖X‖,

∥

∥

∥dφ(X) y0

∥

∥

∥

)

≤ δ

}

,

for δ > 0 big enough, we know from Lemma 1 and Corollary 2 that
(

1
κ
√
pX,Y

)

|Aδ ∝
E2(δ/√pκ). Therefore there exist two constants C′, c′ > 0 such that for any 1-
Lipschitz mapping f : F × Rp → R:

P

(∣

∣

∣

∣

f

((

1

κ
√
p
X, Y

))

− E

[

f

((

1

κ
√
p
X, Y

))]∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ t | Aδ

)

≤ C′e−c′pκ2t2/δ2

Then we can deduce the concentration distinguishing the cases t ≤ δ20
κ and t ≥ δ20

κ

and choosing in this last case δ =
√

t/κ ≥ δ0 (see Lemma 2 for more precision).
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4. Fixed point equation depending on independent data x1, . . . , xn

We study in this section the very common case of a matrix of data X =
(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Mp,n, where all the columns of X are independent but not
identically distributed and Ψ acting on each column xi “independently” through
the decomposition for all A = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ Mp,n, all y ∈ E:

Ψ(A)(y) =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

h(aTi y) + ‖y‖2, (13)

where hi : R → R are twice differentiable and convex. This way Y = argminΨ(X)(y)
is also solution to:

Y =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

fi(x
T
i Y )xi, (14)

where fi = − 1
2h

′
i, and also to the contractive equation (since Ip ≤ d2(Ψ(X)) ≤

(1 + 1
n supi∈[n] ‖h′i′‖∞)Ip):

Y = Y − Y − 1
n

∑n
i=1 f(x

T
i Y )xi

1 + 1
n supi∈[n] ‖h′i′‖∞‖XXT‖

We will make the following assumptions:

Assumption 1. X ∝ E210.

Assumption 2. X has independent columns x1, . . . , xn ∈ Rp11

Assumption 3. p ≤ O(n)

Let us note for simplicity, for any i ∈ [n]:

µi ≡ E[xi] Σi ≡ E[xix
T
i ] and Ci ≡ Σi − µiµ

T
i

We know from Proposition 15 that sup1≤i≤n ‖Ci‖ ≤ O(1), but we also need to
bound:

Assumption 4. sup1≤i≤n ‖µi‖ ≤ O(1) and inf1≤i≤n ‖ 1
n TrΣi‖ ≥ O(1)12

10In the initial Definition 1, we defined the concentration of a sequence of random vectors
and here, Xn,p is indexed by two natural numbers. A slight change of Definition 1 allows us
to adapt it to any set of indexes S for (Xs)s∈S (in particular to S = N2), the two constants
C, c > 0 appearing in the concentration inequality are assumed to be valid for any s ∈ S (i.e.
for any n, p ∈ N2).

11note that we do not assume that the xi are identically distributed as it is not required.
12This second hypothesis on the statistics of X is not introduced to set the concentration

of Q but for the design of a deterministic equivalent. If the covariance of a vector xi is too
small, one should be able to replace it by its expectation in the construction of a deterministic
equivalent of Q, however, in this quasi asymptotic regime, it is not easy to identify the correct
threshold, thus we prefer to place ourselves in the most common case where the energy of
every data is taken into account in our estimation.
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We will make the following assumptions on f , for reasons that will be clear later.

Assumption 5. The mappings hi : R → R 1 ≤ i ≤ n are three times differen-
tiable.

Assumption 6. supi∈[n] ‖h′i‖∞, supi∈[n] ‖h(2)i ‖∞, supi∈[n] ‖h(3)i ‖∞ ≤ O(1).

4.1. Leave-one-out approach

To estimate the expectation and covariance of Y , one needs to disentangle
the influence of each data xi on Y . This leads us to studying the random vector
Y−i, defined in (5) and independent with xi by construction. To link Y with
Y−i we creates a “bridge” defined by a parameter t ∈ [0, 1], through a mapping
Ψt

−i : Mp,n → Lip(E), defined for any A ∈ Mp,n and any y ∈ E with:

Ψt
−i(A)(y) ≡

1

n

∑

j=1
j 6=i

fi(a
T
j y)aj + tfi(a

T
i y)ai.

Then, noting for any t ∈ [0, 1] yA−i(t), the unique solution (when it exists) to
yA−i(t) = Ψt

−i(A)(y
A
−i(t)), we see that:

Y−i = yX−i(0) and Y = yX−i(1)

The next lemma sets the differentiability of the mapping yA−i : [0, 1] → E.

Lemma 5. Under the differentiablility assumption on h (Assumption 5) the
mapping yA−i is differentiable and we have:

yA−i
′(t) =

χ′
A(t)

n

(

Ip +
1

n
A−iDA(t))A

T
−i

)−1

ai,

where χA : t 7→ tfi(a
T
i y

A
−i(t)) and DA : t 7→ Diag(−f ′

i(x
T
i y

A
−i(t)).

Proof. Starting from the fixed point equation satisfied by Y in (14), we apply
the inverse function theorem to the C1 bijective mapping:

Θ : R× R
p −→ R× R

p

(t, y) 7−→






t, y − 1

n

∑

j=0
j 6=i

fi(a
T
j y)aj −

t

n
fi(a

T
i y)ai






.

It is indeed possible since R × R
p is a Banach space, dΘ is clearly bounded

(Ψ(A) is Lipschitz), and ∀(t, y)× (s, h) ∈ (R× Rp)2:

dΘ|(t,y) · (s, h) =
(

s, h− s

n
fi(a

T
i y)ai −

t

n
f ′
i(a

T
i y)a

T
i hai − A−iDiag(f ′

i(a
T
i y))i∈[n]A−ih

)

=
(

s, h− s

n
fi(a

T
i y)ai −A−i(t)Diag(f ′

i(a
T
i y))i∈[n]A(t)h

)

,
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if we note A−i(t) = (a1, . . . , ai−1, tai, ai+1, · · · , an) ∈ Mp,n. Besides, ∀t ∈ R,
f ′
i(t) ≤ 0, thus QA

−i(t) ≡ (Ip + A−i(t)DA(t)A)
−1 is well defined and dΘ|(t,y) is

invertible with:

dΘ−1
|(t,y) =

(

1 0
QA

−i(t)fi(a
T
i y)ai QA

−i(t)

)

.

Therefore, Θ−1 is also C1 and, we can differentiate yA−i(t) = Θ−1(t, 0) to obtain
the identity:

yA−i
′(t) =−A−iDA(t)A

T
−iy

A
−i

′(t)

+
1

n
fi(a

T
i y

A
−i(t))ai +

t

n
f ′
i

(

aTi y
A
−i(t)

)

aTi y
A
−i

′(t)ai, (15)

from which we retrieve directly the result of the Lemma.

4.2. Concentration of t 7→ yX−i
′(t)

Introducing, for any t ∈ [0, 1], and any i ∈ [n], the diagonal matrix D−i(t) ∈
Dn defined with

D−i(t)i = −tf ′
i

(

xTi y
X
−i(t)

)

and ∀j ∈ [n], j 6= i : D−i(t)j = −f ′
i

(

xTj y
X
−i(t)

)

the random matrix d2Ψ
t
−i(A) y

writes more simply 1
nXD−i(t)X and we have

the identity:

yX−i
′(t) =

1

n
fi(x

T
i y

X
−i(t))Q−i(t)xi, (16)

where, Q−i(t) ≡ Q(D−i(t)) ≡ (Ip +
1
nXD−i(t)X

T )−1. Note in particular that:

∀t ∈ [0, 1] : ‖Q−i(t)‖ ≤ 1 (17)

When t = 0, the random matrix Q−i(0), that we note Q−i is then independent
with xi like D−i ≡ D−i(0), since then [D−i]i = 0.

We are going to express the concentration of mappings defined on [0, 1] and
having value on vectorial spaces (Rp, Mp,n or Dn). Those concentration are
expressed with the infinite norm toward the parameter t ∈ [0, 1], for simplicity,
we will superscript the vectorial norms with ∞ to designate those norms. For
instance:

∥

∥yX−i(·)
∥

∥

∞
= sup

t∈[0,1]

∥

∥yX−i(t)
∥

∥ .

We will also need to express norms on product of vectorial spaces. Given two
normed vectorial spaces (E, ‖ · ‖E) and (F, ‖ · ‖F ), we note ‖ · ‖E + ‖ · ‖F the
norm defined on E × F as:

∀(x, y) ∈ E × F : (‖ · ‖E + ‖ · ‖F )(x, y) = ‖x‖E + ‖y‖F .
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We will now introduce a family of event indexed by the norm of ‖X‖. Given
u > K, we note:

Au ≡
{

‖X‖ ≤ u
√
n
}

It is possible to bound ‖X‖ thanks to the bound

‖E[X ]‖ ≤ √
n sup

1≤i≤n
‖E[xi]‖ ≤ O(

√
n)

Proposition 17 allows us to set E[‖X‖] ≤ ‖E[X ]‖+O(
√
n) ≤ O(

√
n) and there-

fore ‖X‖ ∈ O(
√
n)± E2. In other words

∀u ≥ ν,P (Ac
u) ≤ Ce−cnu2

, where ν ≡ 2E[‖X‖]√
n

≤ O(1),

and C, c > 0 are two constants.

Proposition 6. For all u ≥ ν, and i ∈ [n]:

(

1

u2
√
n
X, yX−i(·)

)

| Au ∝ E2
(

u2√
n

)

in
(

Mp,n × (Rp)[0,1], ‖ · ‖∞F + ‖ · ‖∞
)

,

Proof. Given a (sequence of) parameter u ≥ K, we first know from Lemma 1
that (X | Au) ∝ E2 We are going to employ Corollary 2 with the mapping
Ψ·

−i : Mp,n → F((Rp)[0,1]) that is defined for any A, y, t ∈ Mp,n × Rp × [0, 1]
as:

Ψt
−i(A)(y) = Ψ(A)(y)− 1− t

n
h(aTi y), (18)

where we recall that Ψ(A)(y) = 1
n

∑n
i=1 h(a

T
i y). With this choice (recalling that

f = − 1
2h

′), for all A ∈ Mp,n, y ∈ Rp:

d(Ψt
−i(A)) y

=
1

n
A−ifi(A

T
−iy) +

t

n
fi(a

T
i y)ai.

To apply Corollary 2, we merely choose y0 : t 7→ 0, then for any A ∈ X(Au):

∥

∥

∥d(Ψ·
−i(A)) y0(·)

∥

∥

∥

∞
=

1

n
|fi(0)|

∥

∥

∥

∥

A−i1+
t

n
ai

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ ‖f‖∞u

We can easily bound for any A ∈ X(Au), y ∈ (Rp)[0,1]:

Ip ≤ d2(Ψ·
−i(A)) y

= − 2

n
A−iDiag(f ′

i(a
T
j y))j∈[n]A−i −

2t

n
f ′
i(a

T
i y)aia

T
i + Ip ≤ ‖f ′‖∞u2

(recall that ∀t ∈ R, f ′
i(t) ≤ 0).
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Besides for any y ∈ B(y0, u‖f‖∞) and any A,B ∈ X(Au) ⊂ Mp,n:

‖d(Ψ(A)) y − d(Ψ(B)) y‖∞ ≤ 1

n

∥

∥(A−B)fi(A
T y)
∥

∥

∞
+

1

n

∥

∥B
(

fi(A
T y)− fi(B

T y)
)∥

∥

∞

≤ 1

n
(|fi(0)|+ ‖A‖‖y‖∞‖f ′‖∞)‖A−B‖ + 1

n
‖B‖‖A−B‖‖y‖∞‖f ′‖∞

≤ O

(

u2√
n

)

‖A−B‖;

and the same way, for any a, b ∈ xi(Au) ⊂ Rp we show that:

1

n
‖fi(aT y)a− fi(b

T y)b‖∞ ≤ O

(

u2√
n

)

‖a− b‖,

Therefore, noting E ≡ (Rp)[0,1], we deduce from (18) that for all u > K, A 7→
d(Ψ·

−i(A)) · is O
(

u2
√
n

)

-Lipschitz from (X(Au), ‖ · ‖F ) to (F(E,E), ‖ · ‖∞B(y0,u)
).

We can then deduce from Corollary 2 the result of the proposition.

Corollary 4. Y (·) ∝ E2(n−1/2) + E 2
3
(n−3/2).

Proof. Noting that Y is a 1-Lipschitz transformation of ( 1
u2

√
n
X, yX−i(·)), let

us bound thanks to Proposition 6 for any u ≥ ν and any independent copy of
Y , Y ′:

P (|fi(Y )− fi(Y
′)| ≥ t | Au) ≤ Ce−cnt2/u4

and P (Ac
u) ≤ Ce−cnu2

.

One can then apply Lemma 2 with σ = 1/
√
n, m = 2 and13 η = η(Mp,n,‖·‖) =

O(1/n) to obtain the result of the corollary.

Let us now prove the concentration of yX−i
′ that we will integrate in next

subsection.

Proposition 7. Under Aν , ∀i ∈ [n], yX−i
′(·) ∈ E2

(

1√
n

)

in ((Rp)[0,1], ‖ · ‖∞).

One could propose as in Corollary 4 a sharper control on the tail of yX−i(·) but
the expression becomes complicated, so we prefer not to present it.

Proof. One could once again employ Corollary 2, but it is straightforward here
to employ the explicit formula given by (16):

yX−i
′(t) =

1

n
fi(x

T
i y

X
−i(t))Q−i(t)xi,

that allows us to state that yX−i
′(·) is concentrated as a O(1/

√
n)-Lipschitz trans-

formation under Aν of the concentrated vector (X,
√
nY−i(·), D−i(·)) (recall

indeed that ‖Q−i(t)‖, ‖fi‖∞, ‖X‖/√n, ‖D−i‖∞ ≤ O(1)).

13See Example 2 to get more precision
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4.3. Integration of
∂yX

−i(t)

∂t

Now that the concentration of the objects yX−i(t) and yX−i(t)
′ are well under-

stood, we are able to integrate the formula provided by Lemma 5 to express the
link between Y and Y−i. We just give some preliminary results to control the
matrix Q−i(·). In a first time, let us study Q−i ≡ Q−i(0) = Q−i(D−i) which is
independent with xi.

Proposition 8. Under Aν , ∀i ∈ [n]:

‖Q−i(·)xi −Q−ixi‖ ∈ O
(

√

log(n)
)

± E2 in (R[0,1], ‖ · ‖∞)

This proposition is a consequence of the following lemma.

Lemma 6. Under Aν , supt∈[0,1] ‖D−i −D−i(t)‖F ≤ O(1)

Proof. From identities D−i(t) ≡ Diag(f ′
i(X

T yX−i(t))) and:

XTyX−i(t) =
1

n
XTX−ifi(X

T yX−i(t)) +
t

n
XTxifi(x

T
i y

X
−i(t)),

we can bound, under Aν (recall that ‖X‖, ‖xi‖ ≤ O(
√
n) and ‖f‖∞ ≤ O(1)):

‖D−i −D−i(t)‖F ≤ ‖f ′′‖∞‖XTyX−i(0)−XTyX−i(t)‖

≤ ‖f ′′‖∞
ε

t

n

∥

∥XTxifi(x
T
i y

X
−i(t))

∥

∥ ≤ O (1) (19)

Proof (Proof of Proposition 8). Under Aν and for any t ∈ [0, 1], let us
bound:

‖(Q−i(t)−Q−i)xi‖ ≤ 1

n

∥

∥Q−i(t)X−i(D−i −D(t))XT
−iQ−ixi

∥

∥

≤ O

(

1√
n

)

‖XT
−iQ−ixi‖∞,

thanks to Lemma 6 and since ‖X‖ ≤ O(
√
n) and ‖Q−i(t)‖ ≤ 1.

Now, it is possible to show (see (Louart and Couillet, 2021a, Lemma D.3))
that XT

−iQ−ixi ∈ E2(
√
n). Besides, one can bound thanks to the independence

between xi and Q−i (Aν being overwhelming, it preserves in a sense the inde-
pendence relations):

∥

∥E
[

XT
−iQ−ixi | Aν

]∥

∥

∞ ≤
∥

∥E
[

XT
−iQ−iE[xi]

]∥

∥

∞ +O

(

1

n

)

≤ E [‖X−i‖] ‖E[xi]‖ ≤ O(
√
n),

derived from Assumption 4 and (17). Thus, Proposition 17 allows us to bound:

E
[∥

∥XT
−iQ−ixi

∥

∥

∞ | Aν

]

≤ O(
√

log(n)),

from which we deduce the result of the proposition.
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We have now all the elements to prove:

Proposition 9. 7 6.8 Under Aν , ∀i ∈ [n]:

∥

∥

∥

∥

Y − Y−i −
1

n
fi(x

T
i Y )Q−ixi

∥

∥

∥

∥

∈ O

(√
logn

n

)

± E2
(

1

n

)

Proof. Setting χ(t) ≡ tfi(x
T
i y

X
−i(t)) ∈ R, let us integrate between 0 and t the

identity yX−i
′(t) = χ′(t) 1

nQ−i(t)xi:

yX−i(t)− Y−i =
1

n
fi(x

T
i Y )Q−ixi +

1

n

∫ t

0

χ′(u)(Q−i(u)−Q−i(0))xidu. (20)

Now, χ′(u) = fi(x
T
i y

X
−i(u))+tf

′
i(x

T
i y

X
−i(u))x

T
i y

X
−i

′(u), and we know from Propo-
sition 6 and Proposition 7 that under Aν :

• fi(x
T
i y

X
−i(·)) ∈ O(1)± E2 and ‖fi(xTi yX−i(·))‖∞ ≤ O(1)

• f ′
i(x

T
i y

X
−i(·)) ∈ O(1)± E2 and ‖f ′

i(x
T
i y

X
−i(·))‖∞ ≤ O(1)

• xTi y
X
−i

′(·) ∈ O(1)± E2 and ‖xTi yX−i
′(·)‖∞ ≤ O(1)

therefore χ′(·) ∈ O(1)±E2 in
(

R[0,1], ‖ · ‖∞
)

, ‖χ′‖∞ ≤ O(1) and one can bound:

‖χ′(·)(Q−i(u)−Q−i(0))xi‖
≤ |χ′(·)| ‖(Q−i(·)−Q−i(0))xi‖ ∈ O(

√

logn)± E2,

in (R[0,1], ‖ · ‖∞). Since the integration between 0 and t is 1-Lipschitz for the
infinite norm on [0, t], we have the concentration:

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

n

∫ t

0

χ′(u)(Q−i(u)−Q−i(0))xidu

∥

∥

∥

∥

∈ O(
√

logn)± E2.

Note first that Y and Y−i have comparable first statistics.

Corollary 5.























‖EAν [Y ]− EAν [Y−i]‖ ≤ O

(
√

logn

n

)

∥

∥EAν

[

Y Y T
]

− EAν

[

Y−iY
T
−i

]∥

∥

∗ ≤ O

(
√

logn

n

)

,

(21)

where we recall that ‖ · ‖∗ is the nuclear norm satisfying for any A ∈ Mp,n,

‖A‖∗ = Tr(
√
AAT ).
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Proof. It is just a consequence of Proposition 9 and the bounds:

∥

∥

∥

∥

EAν

[

1

n
fi(x

T
i Y )Q−ixi

]∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ 1

n
EAν

[

|fi(xTi Y )|‖xi‖‖Q−i‖
]

≤ O

(

1√
n

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

EAν

[

1

n2
fi(x

T
i Y )2Q−ixix

T
i Q−i

]∥

∥

∥

∥

∗
≤ 1

n2
EAν

[

|fi(xTi Y )2|‖xi‖2‖Q−i‖2
]

≤ O

(

1

n

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

EAν

[

1

n
fi(x

T
i Y )2Q−ixiY

T
−i

]∥

∥

∥

∥

∗
≤ O

(

1√
n

)

,

One can then wonder why we set a result as complex as Proposition 9 if
it was simply to obtain these simple relations between the first statistics of Y
and Y−i. It is because the behaviors of Y and Y−i diverge when one looks at
projections on xi.

The observable diameter of order O(
√
logn/n) in Proposition 9 allows us to

keep good concentration bounds when Y is multiplied on the left by xTj , j ∈ [n]

(indeed, under Aν , ‖xj‖ ≤ O(
√
n)). This time, the term 1

nfi(x
T
i Y )xTj Q−ixi can

be of order O(1) in particular when j = i. For all j ∈ [n], 1
nfi(x

T
i Y )xjQ−ixi ∈

E2(1/
√
n) (as a 1/

√
n transformation of (X,

√
nyX−i(·))) thus if j 6= i:

EAν

[

1

n
fi(x

T
i Y )xjQ−ixi

]

≤ O

(

1√
n

)

but when j = i this quantity can be of order O(1), therefore we obtain the
concentrations:

Corollary 6.























xTj Y − xTj Y−i ∈ O

(
√

logn

n

)

± E1
(

1√
n

)

when j 6= i

xTi Y − xTi Y−i −
1

n
xTi Q−ixifi(x

T
i Y ) ∈ O

(
√

logn

n

)

± E1
(

1√
n

)

.

(22)

4.4. Implicit relation between xTi Y and xTi Y−i

The linear concentration (22) interests us particularly because it allows us
to replace in the identity

Y =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

fi(x
T
i Y )xi,

the quantity fi(x
T
i Y )xi with a quantity fi(ζi(x

T
i Y−i))xi (for a given mapping

ζi : R → R) that is more easy to manage thanks to the independence between
xi and Y−i. The random variable is estimated thanks to a fixed point equa-
tion already introduced, in the case of Wishart matrices, in Silverstein and Bai
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(1995); Pajor and Pastur (2009); Louart and Couillet (2021b). Introducing the
notation

Q̃Λ(D̃)(D̃) =

(

Ip +
1

n

n
∑

i=1

E

[

D̃iΣi

1 + Λi(D̃)D̃i

])−1

,

where, for all Γ ∈ Dn, we note Λ(Γ) the unique solution to:

∀i ∈ [n] : Λi(Γ) =
1

n
Tr
(

ΣiQ̃
Λ(Γ)(Γ)

)

,

(see (Louart and Couillet, 2021b, Theorem 1) for existence and uniqueness).
That allows us to express the following theorem (to keep a simple expression,

we chose to take here D ∈ D+
n and Q = (Ip +

1
nXDX

T )−1, recall however that
in the studied example D has negative entries).

Theorem 6 (Louart and Couillet (2021a), Theorem 8.1, Theorem 8.2).
Given a random diagonal matrix D ∈ Dn with positive entries and a random
matrix X = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Mp,n satisfying Assumptions 1, 2 and 4, in the
regime p ≤ O(n) and under the assumptions:

• for all i ∈ [n], there exists a random diagonal matrix D(i), independent of

xi, such that supi∈[n] ‖D−i −D
(i)
−i‖F ≤ O(1),

• there exist three constants κ, κD, ε > 0 (ε ≥ O(1) and κ, κD ≤ O(1)), such
that ‖X‖, ‖Y ‖ ≤ √

nκ, ‖D‖ ≤ κD,

we have the linear concentration:

Q ∈ QΛ(D)(D)± E1 (log(n)) + E 1
2
(1/

√
n) in (Mp, ‖ · ‖F ),

For simplicity, we will note from now on:

∆ ≡ Λ(D),

(where the expectation in the definition of Q̃Λ(D)(D) is taken on Aν). One can
then deduce in particular from this theorem that for any i ∈ [n]:

1

n
xTi Q−ixi | Aν ∈ ∆i ± E1 (log(n)) + E 1

2
(1/

√
n) (23)

It sounds then natural to introduce the equation

z = xTi Y−i +∆ifi(z), z ∈ R (24)

whose solution is close to xTi Y as stated by next proposition.

Proposition 10. Given i ∈ [n], and x ∈ R, the equation:

z = x+∆ifi(z), z ∈ R, (25)

admits a unique solution that we note ζi(x), one then has the approximation:

xTi Y ∈ ζi(x
T
i Y−i)± E1

(

1√
n

)
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To prove this proposition, we are going to employ the following lemma which is
just an adaptation of the result of Lemma 3 concerning contractive mappings
to the case of convex mappings.

Lemma 7. Given a twice differentiable convex mapping f : Rp → R such that
for all y ∈ Rp, d2f y ≥ κ and a vector y0 ∈ Rp such that ‖df y0

‖ ≤ τ , we know
that the fixed point y∗ = miny∈Rp fi(y) also satisfies:

‖y ∗ −y0‖ ≤ τ

κ

Proof. One just has to introduce K ≡ supy∈B(y0,
τ
κ ) ‖d2f y‖, then the mapping

φ : y 7→ y − 1
K df y is (1 − K

κ )-Lipschitz on B(y0, τκ ) and one can conclude with
Lemma 3.

Proof (Proof of Proposition 10). As the solution of the minimizing con-
vex problem (∆i > 0):

Minimize: φ(z) = ‖z‖2 +∆ih(z)− xTi Y−iz,

ζ(xTi Y−iz) is well defined and unique. Now, we can bound under Aν :

∥

∥

∥dφ xT
i Y

∥

∥

∥ =
∥

∥xTi Y +∆ifi(x
T
i Y )− xTi Y−i

∥

∥ ∈ O

(
√

logn

n

)

± E2
(

1√
n

)

thanks to Corollary 6. We can therefore employ Lemma 7 to deduce the result
of the proposition.

We end this subsection with a little result that will allow us to differentiate ζi
and:

ξi : t 7→ fi(ζi(t))

Lemma 8. Given i ∈ [n], the mapping ζi is differentiable and we have the
identity:

ξ′i(t) =
f ′
i(ζi(t))

1−∆if ′
i(ζi(t))

.

Proof. Considering z, t ∈ R, let us express:

ζi(z + t)− ζi(z) = t+∆i (fi(ζi(z + t))− fi(ζi(z)))

thus |ζi(z + t)− ζi(z)| ≤ t
1−∆i‖f ′‖∞

(note that it implies that ζi is continuous).

Let us bound:

|fi(ζi(z + t))− fi(ζi(z))− f ′
i(ζi(z))(ζi(z + t)− ζi(z))|

≤ ‖f ′′‖∞ |ζi(z + t)− ζi(z)|2 ≤ t2‖f ′′‖∞
(1−∆i‖f ′‖∞)2
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Dividing the upper identity by t we can bound:
∣

∣

∣

∣

1

t
(ζi(z + t)− ζi(z))− 1− ∆i

t
f ′
i(ζi(z))(ζi(z + t)− ζi(z))

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ t‖f ′′‖∞∆i

(1−∆i‖f ′‖∞)
2 .

We can then let t tend to 0 to conclude that ζi is differentiable and we obtain
the identity:

ζ′i(t) = 1 +∆if
′
i(ζi(t))ζ

′
i(t).

and one easily deduce from this formulation of ζ′i the expression of ξ′i

The formulation of ξ′i leads us to introducing the notation

Q̃ ≡ (Ip −
1

n

n
∑

i=1

E[ξ′i(x
T
i Y−i)]Σi)

−1

that satisfies the estimation:

Corollary 7.
∥

∥

∥Q̃− Q̃∆(E[D])
∥

∥

∥

F
≤ O

(

logn√
n

)

The proof can be done with the same diagonal matrix ∆ but we think it would
be more interesting to wait for the final definition of ∆ to show the stronger
result.

4.5. Expression of the mean and covariance of Y .

Introducing the notation ∀i ∈ [n], ξi = f ◦ ζi, next Proposition gives us first
estimations of the deterministic objects:

mY ≡ E[Y ] and ΣY ≡ E[Y Y T ],

Proposition 11. Noting Y̌ = 1
n

∑n
i=1 ξi(x

T
i Y−i)xi, we can approximate:

∥

∥Y − Y̌
∥

∥ ∈ O

(

logn√
n

)

+ E1
(

logn√
n

)

and we can estimate
∥

∥mY − E
[

Y̌
]∥

∥ ,
∥

∥ΣY − E
[

Y̌ Y̌ T
]∥

∥

∗ ≤ O
(

log n√
n

)

.

Proof. Let us bound:

∥

∥Y − Y̌
∥

∥ ≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

n

n
∑

i=1

(

fi(x
T
i Y )− fi(ζi(x

T
i Y−i))

)

xi

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ O

(

sup
1≤i≤n

∣

∣xTi Y − ζi(x
T
i Y−i)

∣

∣

)

Besides, we know from Propositions 10 that (|xTi Y−ζi(xTi Y−i)|)1≤i≤n ∈ E1
(

log n√
n

)

in (Rn, ‖ · ‖∞), thus Proposition 17 implies that:

sup
1≤i≤n

∣

∣xTi Y − ζi(x
T
i Y−i)

∣

∣ ∈ O

(

logn√
n

)

+ E1
(

logn√
n

)

,
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from which we deduce the first result of the proposition. The estimation of
the expectation and the non-centered covariance of Y is a direct consequence,
indeed, for the covariance, note that for any deterministic matrix A ∈ Mp such
that ‖A‖ ≤ 1:

∣

∣Tr
(

A
(

ΣY − E
[

Y̌ Y̌ T
]))∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣E
[

Y TAY − Y̌ TAY̌
]∣

∣ =
∣

∣E
[

(Y − Y̌ )TA(Y + Y̌ )
]∣

∣

≤ O
(

‖A‖E[‖Y − Y̌ ‖]
)

≤ O

(

logn√
n

)

4.6. Computation of the estimation of the mean and covariance of Y when X
is Gaussian

The estimation given by Proposition 11 becomes particularly interesting
when X is Gaussian because in that case, the random variable zi ≡ xTi Y−i

is also Gaussian (when all the random vectors xj are fixed, for j 6= i) and
admits the statistics:

Ei[zi] = mT
i Y−i and Ei[z

2
i ] = Y T

−iΣiY−i

(where we recall that mi ≡ E[xi] and Σi ≡ E[xix
T
i ]). The estimation of quan-

tities of the form Ej

[

ξ(zj)u
Txj

]

will then be done in two steps that will be
justified by Lemmas 9 and 10 below:

1. “separate” with Stein-like identities, the “functional part” ξ(zj) from the
“vectorial part” uTxj in Ej

[

ξ(zj)u
Txj

]

,

2. show that the randomness brought by Y−i in zi can be neglected so that it
can be approximated by a Gaussian random variable z̃i ∼ N (µi, νi) with:

µi ≡ mT
i mY and νi ≡ Tr(ΣY Σi)− µ2

i , i ∈ [n]. (26)

Proposition 12. Introducing the quantities:

m̃
(1)
Y =

1

n

n
∑

i=1

E[ξi(z̃i)]Q̃mi and C̃
(1)
Y =

1

n

n
∑

i=1

E[ξi(z̃i)
2]Q̃ΣiQ̃

we have the estimations ‖mY − m̃
(1)
Y ‖, ‖CY − C̃

(1)
Y ‖∗ ≤ O

(

logn√
n

)

.

The estimation merely rely on two lemmas. The first one is a derivation of the
Stein identity:

Lemma 9. Given a Gaussian vector x ∼ N (µ,C) for µ ∈ Rp and C ∈ Mp

positive symmetric, two deterministic vectors w, u ∈ Rp, and a deterministic
matrix A ∈ Mp,n, we have the identities:

E[fi(w
Tx)uTx] = E[fi(w

T x)]uTµ+ E[f ′
i(w

Tx)]uTCw

E[fi(w
Tx)xTAx] = E[fi(w

T x)] Tr
(

A(µµT + C)
)

+ E[f ′
i(w

Tx)]wTC
(

A+AT
)

µ

+ E[f ′′(wT x)]wTCACw
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The second lemma allows us to integrate over Y , it will be proven after the
proof of the proposition.

Lemma 10. Given two (sequences of) random variables µ ∈ R and ν ∈ R

such that 0 < ν̃ ≤ O(1) and two (sequences of) deterministic variable µ̃, ν̃ ∈ R

satisfying:

µ ∈ µ̃± E2
(

1√
n

)

and ν ∈ ν̃ ± E2
(

1√
n

)

,

if we consider a differentiable mapping f : R → R satisfying ‖f ′‖∞ ≤ O(1),
then for any Gaussian random variable z ∼ N (µ, ν), independent with ν and µ:

Ez[fi(z)] ∈ E[fi(z̃)]± E2
(

1√
n

)

where Ez is the expectation taken only on the variation of z and z̃ ∼ N (µ̃, ν̃).

Proof (Proof of Proposition 12). Thanks to Lemma 9, we can express
for any u ∈ Rp symmetric, such that ‖u‖ ≤ O(1) and noting E−i =

∏

1≤j≤n
j 6=i

Ej :

uTmY =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

E−i

[

Ei

[

ξi(zi)u
Txi
]]

+O

(

logn√
n

)

=
1

n

n
∑

i=1

E[ξi(zi)]u
Tmi + E−i

[

Ei[ξ
′
i(zi)]u

TCiY−i

]

+O

(

logn√
n

)

=
1

n

n
∑

i=1

E[ξi(zi)]u
Tmi + E[ξ′i(zi)]u

TCimY +O

(

logn√
n

)

thanks to Lemma 10 and Corollary 5. We can then deduce, replacing u by uT Q̃:

uTmY =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

E[ξi(zi)]u
T Q̃mi +O

(

logn√
n

)

.

To estimate the covariance, we can once again deduce from Propoition 9
that for any A ∈ Mp such that ‖A‖ ≤ 1:

Tr(AΣY ) = E[Y TAY ] =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

E−i

[

Ei

[

ξi(zi)Y
TAxi

]]

+O

(

logn√
n

)

=
1

n

n
∑

i=1

E−i

[

Ei

[

ξi(zi)Y
T
−iAxi

]]

+
1

n
E−i

[

Ei

[

ξi(zi)
2xTi QAxi

]]

+O

(

logn√
n

)

=
1

n

n
∑

i=1

E [ξi(zi)] Tr(mY Ami) + E [ξ′i(zi)] Tr(ΣY ACi)

+
1

n

n
∑

i=1

E
[

ξi(zi)
2 Tr(ΣiQA)

]

+O

(

logn√
n

)
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note that we could remove several terms from the formula of Lemma 10, since
‖Y−i‖ ≤ 1. Replacing A by AQ̃, and employing Theorem 6 we then obtain:

Tr(AΣY ) = mT
YAmY +

1

n

n
∑

i=1

E

[

ξi(zi)
2 Tr(ΣiQ̃AQ̃)

]

+O

(

log n√
n

)

Proof (Proof of Lemma 10). Let us introduce a Gaussian random variable
y ∼ N (0, 1), independent with µ and ν. We can express:

Ez[fi(z)] ∈ E[fi(z̃)] = Ey[fi(µ+
√
νy)] ≡ φ(µ, ν)

The mapping y 7→ fi(µ +
√
νy)e−y2/2 is bounded, we can thus differentiate φ

and we can bound:

∂φ

∂ν
= Ey[

√
νf ′

i(µ+
√
νy)] ≤ O(1)

∂φ

∂µ
= Ey[f

′
i(µ+

√
νy)] ≤ O(1)

Therefore as O(1)-Lipschitz transformations of µ, ν under Aµ,ν , we obtain the
concentration φ(µ, ν) ∈ φ(µ̃, ν̃)±E2(1/

√
n) (see Remark 1), which is exactly the

result of the proposition.

Appendix A. Important elements of concentration of measure Frame-
work

Proposition 13. In the setting of Definition 1, given a sequence (λp)p≥0 ∈ RN
+,

a supplementary sequence of normed vector spaces (E′
p, ‖·‖′p)p≥0 and a sequence

of λp-Lipschitz transformations Fp : (Ep, ‖ · ‖p) → (E′
p, ‖ · ‖′p), we have

Zp ∝ Eq(σp) =⇒ Fp(Zp) ∝ Eq(λpσp).

Proposition 14. Given two normed vector spaces (E, ‖ · ‖E) and (F, ‖ · ‖F ),
a random vector Z ∈ E, a deterministic vector Z̃ ∈ E and an affine mapping
φ ∈ A(E,F ) such that ‖L(φ)‖L ≤ λ:

Z ∈ Z̃ ± Eq(σ) =⇒ φ(Z) ∈ φ(Z̃)± Eq(λσ).

The next lemma is a formal expression of the assessment that “any deter-
ministic vector located at a distance smaller than the observable diameter to a
deterministic equivalent is also a deterministic equivalent”.

Lemma 11. Given a random vector Z ∈ E, a deterministic vector Z̃ ∈ E such
that Z ∈ Z̃ ± Eq(σ), we have then the equivalence:

Z ∈ Z̃ ′ ± Eq(σ) ⇐⇒
∥

∥

∥Z̃ − Z̃ ′
∥

∥

∥ ≤ O(σ)
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Remark 1. For random variables, or law rank random vectors, the notions
of Lipschitz concentration and linear concentration are equivalent. More over,
if Z is a random variable satisfying Z ∈ Eq(σ), for any 1-Lipschitz mapping
f : R → R, we have:

f(Z) ∈ f(E[Z])± Eq(σ).

Indeed f(Z) ∈ E[f(Z)]± Eq(σ) and:

|E[f(Z)]− f(E[Z])| ≤ E[|f(Z)− f(E[Z])|] ≤ E[|Z − E[Z]|] = O(σ),

thanks to Proposition 2. The same holds for a random vector Z = (Z1, . . . , Zd) ∈
Rd if d ≤ O(1), because we can bound:

E[‖f(Z)− f(E[Z])‖] ≤

√

√

√

√

d
∑

i=1

E[(f(Z1)− f(E[Zd]))2] ≤
√
dO(σ) = O(σ),

thanks again to Proposition 2, since for all i ∈ [d], Zi ∈ Eq(σ)

Let a precise characterization of the linearly concentrated random vectors of the
(sequence of) normed vector space Rp thanks to a bound on the moments, as
we did in Proposition 2.

Definition 2 (Moments of random vectors). Given a random vector X ∈
R

p and an integer r ∈ N, we call the “rth moment of X” the symmetric r-linear
form CX

r : (Rp)r → R defined for any u1, . . . , ur ∈ Rp with:

CX
r (u1, . . . , up) = E

[

p
∏

i=1

(

uTi X − E[uTi X ]
)

]

.

When r = 2, we retrieve the covariance matrix.

Given an r-linear form S of Rp we note its operator norm:

‖S‖ ≡ sup
‖u1‖,...,‖ur‖≤1

S(u1, . . . , up),

when S is symmetric we employ the simpler formula ‖S‖ = sup‖u‖≤1 S(u, . . . , u).
We have then the following characterization that we give without proof since it
is a simple consequence of the definition of linearly concentrated random vectors
an Proposition 2.

Proposition 15. Given q > 0, a sequence of random vectors Xp ∈ Rp, and a
sequence of positive numbers σp > 0, we have the following equivalence:

X ∈ Eq(σ) ⇐⇒ ∃C, c > 0, ∀p ∈ N, ∀r ≥ q : ‖CXp
r ‖ ≤ C

(

r

q

)
r
q

(cσp)
r

In particular, if we note C = E[XXT ]−E[X ]E[X ]T , the covariance ofX ∈ Eq(σ),
we see that ‖C‖ ≤ O(σ).
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Appendix A.1. Concentration of the norm

Given a random vector Z ∈ (E, ‖ · ‖), if Z ∈ Z̃ ± Eq(σ), the control on the

norm ‖Z − Z̃‖ can be done easily when the norm ‖·‖ can be defined as the
supremum on a set of linear forms; for instance when (E, ‖ · ‖) = (Rp ‖·‖∞):
‖x‖∞ = sup1≤i≤p e

T
i x (where (e1, . . . , ep) is the canonical basis of Rp). We can

then bound:

P

(

‖Z − Z̃‖∞ ≥ t
)

= P

(

sup
1≤i≤p

eTi (Z − Z̃) ≥ t

)

≤ min

(

1, p sup
1≤i≤p

P

(

eTi (Z − Z̃) ≥ t
)

)

≤ min
(

1, pCe−(t/c)q
)

≤ max(C, e) exp

(

− tq

2cq log(p)

)

,

for some c = O(σ) and some constant C > 0. To manage the infinity norm, the
supremum is taken on a finite set {e1, . . . ep}.

Problems arise when considering the Euclidean norm satisfying for any x ∈
Rp the identity ‖x‖ = sup{uTx, ‖u‖ ≤ 1}, indeed, here the supremum is taken
on the whole unit ball BRp ≡ {u ∈ Rp, ‖u‖ ≤ 1} which is an infinite set. This
loss of cardinality control can be overcome if one introduces so-called ε-nets
to discretize the ball with a net {ui}i∈I (with I finite – |I| < ∞) in order to
simultaneously

1. approach sufficiently the norm to ensure

P

(

‖Z − Z̃‖∞ ≥ t
)

≈ P

(

sup
i∈I

uTi (Z − Z̃) ≥ t

)

,

2. control the cardinality |I| for the inequality

P

(

sup
i∈I

uTi (Z − Z̃) ≥ t

)

≤ |I|P
(

uTi (Z − Z̃) ≥ t
)

not to be too loose (see Tao (2012) for more detail).

One can then show:

P(‖Z − Z̃‖ ≥ t) ≤ max(C, e) exp−(t/c)q/p . (A.1)

The approach with ε-nets in (Rp, ‖ · ‖) can be generalized to any normed vector
space (E, ‖·‖) where the norm can be written as a supremum through an identity
of the kind

∀x ∈ E : ‖x‖ = sup
f∈H

f(x) with H ⊂ E′ and dim(Vect(H)) <∞, (A.2)

for a given H ⊂ E′ and where VectH designates the subspace of E generated
by H . Such a H ⊂ E′ exists in particular when (E, ‖ · ‖) is a reflexive spaces.
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Proposition 16 (James (1957)). In a reflexive space (E, ‖ · ‖):

∀x ∈ E : ‖x‖ = sup
f∈BE′

f(x) where BE′ = {f ∈ E′ | ‖f‖ ≤ 1}.

When (E, ‖ ·‖) has an infinite dimension and is not reflexive, it is sometimes
possible to establish (A.2) for some H ⊂ E in some cases (most of them appear-
ing when ‖ · ‖ is a semi-norm). Without going deeper into details, we introduce
the notion of norm degree that will help us adapting to other normed vector
space the concentration rate p appearing in the exponential term of concentra-
tion inequality (A.1) (concerning (Rp, ‖ · ‖)).

Definition 3 (Norm degree). Given a normed (or seminormed) vector space
(E, ‖ · ‖), and a subset H ⊂ E′, the degree ηH of H is defined as :

• ηH ≡ log(|H |) if H is finite,

• ηH ≡ dim(VectH) if H is infinite.

If there exists a subset H ⊂ E′ such that (A.2) is satisfied, we then denote
η(E, ‖ · ‖), or more simply η‖·‖, the degree of ‖ · ‖, defined as :

η‖·‖ = η(E, ‖ · ‖) ≡ inf

{

ηH , H ⊂ E′ | ∀x ∈ E, ‖x‖ = sup
f∈H

f(x)

}

.

Example 2. We can give some examples of norm degrees :

• η (Rp, ‖ · ‖∞) = log(p) (H = {x 7→ eTi x, 1 ≤ i ≤ p}),

• η (Rp, ‖ · ‖) = p (H = {x 7→ uTx, u ∈ BRp}),

• η (Mp,n, ‖ · ‖) = n+ p (H = {M 7→ uTMv, (u, v) ∈ BRp × BRn}),

• η (Mp,n, ‖ · ‖F ) = np (H = {M 7→ Tr(AM), A ∈ Mn,p, ‖A‖F ≤ 1}),

• η (Mp,n, ‖ · ‖∗) = np (H = {M 7→ Tr(AM), A ∈ Mn,p, ‖A‖ ≤ 1})14.

Depending on the vector space we are working in, we can then employ those
different examples and the following proposition to set the concentration of the
norm of a random vector.

Proposition 17. Given a reflexive vector space (E, ‖ · ‖) and a concentrated
vector Z ∈ E satisfying Z ∈ Z̃ ± Eq(σ):

‖Z − Z̃‖ ∈ O
(

η
1/q
‖·‖ σ

)

± Eq
(

η
1/q
‖·‖ σ

)

.

14‖ · ‖∗ is the nuclear norm defined for any M ∈ Mp,n as ‖M‖∗ = Tr(
√
MMT ) it is the

dual norm of ‖ · ‖, which means that for any A,B ∈ Mp,n, Tr(ABT ) ≤ ‖A‖‖B‖∗.
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Remark 2. When Z ∝ Eq(σ), we have of course the better concentration ‖Z −
Z̃‖ ∝ Eq (σ) but the bound E

[

‖Z − Z̃‖
]

≤ O
(

η
1/q
‖·‖ σ

)

can not be improved.

Example 3. Given two random vectors Z ∈ Rp and M ∈ Mp,n:

• if Z ∝ E2 in (Rp, ‖·‖) : E ‖Z‖ ≤ ‖E[Z]‖+O(
√
p),

• if M ∝ E2 in (Mp,n, ‖ · ‖) : E ‖M‖ ≤ ‖E[M ]‖+O(
√
p+ n),

• if M ∝ E2 in (Mp,n, ‖ · ‖F ) : E ‖M‖ ≤ ‖E[M ]‖F +O(
√
pn).

• if M ∝ E2 in (Mp,n, ‖ · ‖∗) : E ‖M‖∗ ≤ ‖E[M ]‖∗ +O(
√
pn).

Appendix A.2. Concentration of basic operations

Returning to Lipschitz concentration, if we want to control the concentration
of the sum X + Y or the product XY of two random vectors X and Y , we first
need to express the concentration of the concatenation (X,Y ). This last result
is very easy to obtain in the class of linearly concentrated random vector since it
is a consequence of Proposition 3, in the class of Lipschitz concentrated vectors,
the concentration of (X,Y ) is far more complicated, and independence here
plays a central role (unlike for linear concentration).

To understand the issue, let us give an example where X and Y are concen-
trated but not (X,Y ). Consider X , uniformly distributed on the sphere

√
pSp−1

and Y = f(X) where for any x = (x1, . . . , xp) ∈ Rp, f(x) = x if x1 ≥ 0 and
f(x) = −x otherwise. We know that all the linear observations of X + Y are
concentrated thanks to Proposition 3, but it is not the case for all the Lips-
chitz observations. Indeed, it is straight forward to see that the diameter of the
observation ‖X + Y ‖ (which is a

√
2-Lipschitz transformation of (X,Y )) is of

order O(
√
p) like the metric diameter of X + Y however it should be of order

O(1) if (X,Y ) would be concentrated. This effect is due to the fact that the
mapping f is clearly not Lipschitz, and Y in a sense “defies” X .

Still there exists two simple ways to obtain the concentration of (X,Y ), the
first one being deduced from any identity (X,Y ) = φ(Z) with Z concentrated
and φ Lipschitz. And the second ones arises from independence relations as
seen in next lemma.

Lemma 12. Given (E, ‖ · ‖), a sequence of normed vector spaces and two se-
quences of independent random vectors X,Y ∈ E, if we suppose that X ∝ Eq(σ)
and Y ∝ Er(ρ) (where q, r > 0 are two positive constants and σ, ρ ∈ RN

+ are two
sequences of positive reals):

(X,Y ) ∝ Eq (σ) + Er (ρ) in (E2, ‖ · ‖ℓ∞),

where we note for all x, y ∈ E2, ‖(x, y)‖ℓ∞ = max(‖x‖, ‖y‖)15. Following our
formalism, this means that there exist two positive constants C, c > 0 such

15One could have also considered a big number of equivalent norms like ‖(x, y)‖ℓ1 = ‖x‖+
‖y‖ or ‖(x, y)‖ℓ2 =

√

‖x‖2 + ‖y‖2.
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that ∀n ∈ N and for any 1-Lipschitz function f : (E2
n, ‖ · ‖ℓ∞) → (R, | · |),

∃dn = O(ρn), ∀t > 0 :

P (|f(Xn, Yn)− f(X ′
n, Y

′
n)| ≥ t) ≤ Ce(t/cσn)

q

+ Ce(t/cdn)
r

.

The sum being a 2-Lipschitz operation (for the norm ‖ · ‖ℓ∞), the concen-
tration of X+Y is easy to handle and directly follows from Lemma 12. For the
product of random variable, on can employ:

Proposition 18 (). Given two (sequences of) random variables Z,Z ′ ∈ R and
four sequence of parameters a, a′ ∈ R and σ, σ′ > 0, we have the implication16:

{

Z ∈ a± Eq(σ)

Z ′ ∈ a′ ± Eq(σ
′)

=⇒ ZZ ′ ∈ aa′ ± Eq(σa
′ + σ′a) + Eq/2(σσ

′).

The product of random vectors is harder to treat but satisfies similar con-
centration inequality. We advice the reader to have a look at the work al-
ready done in Louart and Couillet (2021a) where we presented a result giving
the concentration of a product of m vectors Z1, . . . , Zm. From an hypothesis
(Z1, . . . , Zm) ∝ E2, one can deduce the concentration

Z1 ⊙ · · · ⊙ Zm ∝
m
∑

l=1

E2/l(σl), (A.3)

where each σl depends on the expectations of the norms (E[‖Zi‖i])i∈[m] for a
good choice of norms.

Appendix B. Definition of the expectation

Given a concentrated random vector Z ∈ (E, ‖ · ‖), we will need at one
point (Theorems 7 and 5) to be able to consider its expectation. Thanks to
the characterization of exponential concentration with a bound on moments, we
already know that, if Z ∝ Eq(σ), then for any Lipschitz mapping f : E 7→ R,
the functional f(Z) admits an expectation E[f(Z)] =

∫

E f(z)dP(Z = z). This
definition can be first generalized when E is a reflexive space.

Given a normed vector space (E, ‖ · ‖), we denote (E′, ‖ · ‖) the so-called
“strong dual” of E, composed of the continuous linear forms of E for the norm
‖ · ‖. The norm ‖ · ‖ (written the same way as the norm on E for simplicity
– no ambiguity being possible) is called the strong norm of E′ and defined as
follows.

16Notation Z ∈ a±Eq1(σ1)+Eq2(σ2) (with Z being a random variable) signifies that there
exist two constants C, c > 0 such that for all n ∈ N:

P (|Z − a| ≥ t) ≤ Ce−(ct/σ1)
q1

+ Ce−(ct/σ2)
q2

.
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Definition 4. Given a normed vector space (E, ‖ · ‖), the strong norm ‖ · ‖ is
defined on E′ as:

∀f ∈ E′, ‖f‖ = sup
‖x‖≤1

|f(x)|.

To be able to define an expectation in E we first assume that E is reflexive. To
this end, we need to first define a “topological bidual” of E, denoted (E′′, ‖ · ‖)
and defined by E′′ = (E′)′ with norm the strong norm of the dual of E′.

Definition 5. The “natural embedding” of E into E′′ is defined as the mapping:

J : E −→ E′′

x 7−→ (E′ ∋ f 7→ f(x)).

It can be shown that J is always one-to-one, but not always onto; however, when
J is bijective, we say that E is reflexive.

If E is reflexive, then it can be identified with E′′ (this is in particular the
case of any vector space of finite dimension but also of any Hilbert space). One
can then define the expectation of any concentrated vectorX ∝ Eq(σ) as follows:

Definition 6. Given a random vector Z of a reflexive space (E, ‖ · ‖), if the
mapping E′ ∋ f 7→ E[f(Z)] ∈ R is continuous on E′, we define the expectation
of Z as the vector:

E[Z] = J−1(f 7→ E[f(Z)]). (B.1)

Remark 3. A reflexive space is a complete space (since it is in bijection with a
dual space). It satisfies in particular the Picard Theorem which states that any
contractive mapping f : E → E (∀x, y ∈ E, ‖f(x)− f(y) ≤ (1 − ε)‖x− y‖ with
ε > 0) admits a unique fixed point y = f(y). This property will be particularly
interesting when considering the concentration of fixed point of concentrated
functions of Reflexive spaces in Section 3.

Lemma 13. Given a reflexive space (E, ‖ · ‖), a random vector Z ∈ E and a
continuous linear form f ∈ E′:

f(E[Z]) = E[f(Z)].

Proof. It is just a consequence of the identity:

f(E[Z]) = J(E[Z])(f) = J
(

J−1(f 7→ E[f(Z)])
)

(f) = E[f(Z)].

Proposition 19. Given a reflexive space (E, ‖ ·‖) and a random vector Z ∈ E,
if Z ∝ Eq(σ), then E[Z] can be defined with Definition 6.

Proof. We just need to show that f 7→ E[f(Z)] is continuous. There exists
Kp > 0 such that P(‖Zp‖ ≤ Kp) ≥ 1

2 , so that for any f ∈ E′, P(f(Zp) ≤
Kp‖f‖) ≥ 1

2 . Therefore, by definition, for any median mf of f(Zp), mf ≤
Kp‖f‖. The two concentration f(Z) ∈ E[f(Z)]±Eq(σ) and f(Z) ∈ mf ± Eq(σ)
then allows us to obtain a similar bound on |E[f(Z)]| which allows us to state
that the mapping f 7→ |E[f(Z)]| is continuous.
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It is still possible to define a notion of expectation when E is not reflexive
but is a functional vector space having value on a reflexive space (F, ‖ · ‖); for
instance a subspace of FG, for a given set G.

Definition 7. Given reflexive space (F, ‖·‖), a given set G, a subspace E ⊂ FG,
and a random vector φ ∈ E, if for any x ∈ F , the mapping F ′ ∋ f 7→ E[f(φ(x))]
is continuous, we can defined the expectation of φ as:

E[φ] : x 7→ E[φ(x)].

Remark 4. When the space E ⊂ FG is endowed with a norm ‖ · ‖ such that
(E, ‖ · ‖) is reflexive and ∀x ∈ G, E ∋ φ 7→ φ(x) is continuous, then there is
no ambiguity on the definitions. Indeed, if we note E1[φ] and E2[φ], respectively
the expectation of φ given by Definition 6 and Definition 7, we can show for any
x ∈ F and any f ∈ F ′:

f(E1[φ](x)) = f̃(E1[φ]) = E[f̃(φ)] = E[f(φ(x))] = f(E[φ(x)]) = f(E2[φ](x)),

where f̃ : E ∋ ψ → f(ψ(x)) is a continuous linear form. Since this identity
is true for any f ∈ E′, we know by reflexivity of E that ∀x ∈ E: E1[φ](x) =
E2[φ](x). This directly implies that E1[φ] = E2[φ].

Remark 5. Given a random mapping φ ∈ E ⊂ FG with (F, ‖ · ‖) reflexive,
we can then deduce from Proposition 19 that if for all x ∈ G, φ(x) ∝ Eq(σ) in
(F, ‖ ·‖) then we can define E[φ]. With a different formalism, we can endow FG

with the family of semi-norms (‖ · ‖x)x∈G defined for any f ∈ FG as ‖f‖x =
‖f(x)‖; then if for all x ∈ G, φ ∝ Eq(σ) in (FG, ‖ · ‖x), it is straightforward to
set that E[φ] is well defined. This is in particular the case if E = B(G,F ) is the
set of bounded mappings from G to F and φ ∝ Eq(σ) in (FG, ‖ · ‖∞) where for
all f ∈ FG, ‖f‖∞ = supx∈G ‖f(x)‖.

Appendix C. Concentration of Y solution to Y = φ(Y ) when φ is
locally Lipschitz

For that we first need a preliminary lemma that will allow us to set that
a mapping contracting in a sufficiently large compact admits a fixed point. It
expresses through the introduction of a new semi-norm defined for any f ∈
F(E), locally Lipschitz as:

‖f‖L,B(y0,r) = sup
x,z∈B(y0,r)

‖f(x)− f(z)‖
‖x− z‖ .

Lemma 14. Given a mapping φ ∈ F(E), if there exist two constants δ, ε > 0
and a vector y0 ∈ E such that:

‖φ‖L,B(y0,δ) ≤ 1− ε and ‖φ(y0)− y0‖ ≤ δε,

then for any y ∈ B(y0, δε) and any k ∈ N:
∥

∥φk(y)− y0
∥

∥ ≤ δ. (C.1)
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Proof. That can be done iteratively. For k = 0, it is obvious since ‖y −
y0‖ ≤ εδ ≤ δ (ε < 1). Now if we suppose that (C.1) is true for all l < k and
y ∈ B(y0, εδ) (thus in particular for y = y0), we can bound (under Aφ∞):

∥

∥φk(y)− y0
∥

∥ ≤
∥

∥φk(y)− φk(y0)
∥

∥+
∥

∥φk(y0)− y0
∥

∥

≤ (1− ε)k ‖y − y0‖+
k
∑

i=1

∥

∥φi(y0)− φi−1(y0)
∥

∥

≤ (1− ε)kεδ +

k
∑

i=1

(1 − ε)i−1 ‖φ(y0)− y0‖ ≤ δ.

Remark 6. Note that in the previous proof k can tend to ∞ without any change
in the concentration bounds. This is due to the fact that for any l ∈ [k] we used
the large bounds:

(1− ε)l ≤ 1 and

l
∑

i=1

(1− ε)i ≤ 1

ε
.

Theorem 7. Let us consider a (sequence of) reflexive vector space (E, ‖ · ‖)
admitting a finite norm degree that we note η. Given φ ∈ Lip(E), a (sequence
of) random mapping, we suppose that there exists a (sequence of) integer σ > 0,
a constant ε > 0 such that for any constant K > 0, there exists a (sequence of)
highly probable event AK such that:

• there exists a (sequence of) deterministic vector y0 ∈ E satisfying:

y0 = EAK [φ(y0)]

• for all y ∈ B(y0,Kση1/q) and for all (sequence of) integer k such that
k ≤ O(log(η)),

φk(y)
AK∈ Eq (σ) | e−η in (E, ‖ · ‖).

• AK ⊂ {‖φ‖L,B(y0,Kση1/q) ≤ 1− ε},

then with high probability (bigger than 1− Ce−cη for some constants C, c > 0),
the random equation

Y = φ(Y )

admits a unique solution Y ∈ E satisfying the linear concentration:

Y ∈ Eq (σ) | e−η.

Proof. We know that, (φ(y0) | A1) ∈ y0±Eq(σ), so in particular Proposition 17
implies that there exist three constants C, c,K > 0 such that:

P

(

‖φ(y0)− y0‖ ≥ Kση1/qε | A1

)

≤ Ce−η/c,
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Let us then note Aν = A1 ∩ AK ∩ {‖φ(y0)− y0‖ ≥ Kση1/qε}, we can bound
P(Aν) ≤ C′e−η/c′ for some constants C′, c′, and we know from Lemma 14 and
our hypotheses that ∀k ∈ N:

φk(y0) ∈ B(y0,Kση1/q),

(since y0 ∈ B(y0,Kση1/qε)). Therefore since AY ⊂ AK ⊂ {‖φ‖L,B(y0,Kση1/q) ≤
1 − ε}, the sequence (φk(y0))k∈N is a Cauchy sequence and it converges to
a random vector Y ∈ E satisfying Y = φ(Y ) (E is complete because it is
reflexive).

We now want to show that Y is concentrated. Following the steps of the proof

of Proposition 4, one sees that it is sufficient to show that
∥

∥

∥Ỹ − y0

∥

∥

∥ = O(ση1/q)

for Ỹ defined as the unique solution to the equation Ỹ = EAν [φ
k(Ỹ )] already

introduced in the proof of Proposition 4 and k = ⌈− log(η)
q log(1−2ε) ⌉. Let us bound:

∥

∥

∥Ỹ − y0

∥

∥

∥ ≤
∥

∥

∥EAν

[

φk(Ỹ )− φk(y0)
]∥

∥

∥+
∥

∥EAν [φ
k(y0)− y0]

∥

∥

≤ EAν

[∥

∥

∥φk(Ỹ )− φk(y0)
∥

∥

∥

]

+ EAν

[∥

∥φk(y0)− y0
∥

∥

]

≤ EAν

[

‖φ‖k
]

∥

∥

∥Ỹ − y0

∥

∥

∥+ EAν

[

k
∑

i=1

‖φ‖iL ‖φ(y0)− y0]‖
]

≤ (1− ε)
∥

∥

∥Ỹ − y0

∥

∥

∥+Kση1/q.

Thus
∥

∥

∥Ỹ − y0

∥

∥

∥ ≤ Kση1/q

ε , so that, noting A′
ν ≡ AKση1/q

ε

∩ Aν , by hypothesis:

φk(Ỹ )
A′

ν∝ Eq (σ) | e−θ,

the rest of the proof is then exactly the same as the proof of Proposition 4.

Let us now give a more flexible result involving the norms ‖ · ‖B(y0,r) for r > 0
but also the semi-norms ‖ · ‖L,B(y0,r). The following Lemma might seem a bit
complicated and artificial, it is however perfectly adapted to the requirement
of Theorem 5 generalizing Theorem 7 to the case of Lipschitz concentrated
mappings φ locally Lipschitz.

Lemma 15. Given a normed vector space (E, ‖ · ‖) whose norm degree is noted
η, a vector y0 ∈ E and a (sequence of) random mapping φ ∈ F∞(E), let us
suppose that there exists a (sequence of) constant ε > 0 (ε ≥ O(1)) such that
for any constant K > 0, there exists a (sequence of) event AK :

φ
AK∝ Eq (σ) | e−η in

(

F(E), ‖ · ‖B(y0,Kση1/q)

)

,

and there exist two constants C, c such that

P
(

‖φ‖L,B(y0,Kση1/q) ≥ 1− ε | AK

)

≤ Ce−cη,

44



then for any constant K ′ (K ′ ≥ O(1)) we have:

φm ∝ Eq (σ) | e−θ′

in (F∞(E), ‖ · ‖B(y0,K′ση1/q)),

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 7, let us introduce three constants C, c > 0
and K > K ′/ε such that:

P

(

‖Φ(y0)− y0‖ ≥ Kση1/qε | A1

)

≤ Ce−η/c,

Let us set:

Aφ∞ ≡ AKε ∩A1 ∩
{

‖φ‖L,BE(y0,Kση1/q) ≤ 1− ε
}

,

We know from Lemma 14 that for all k ∈ N, and for all f ∈ Aφ∞ (recall that
we identify Aφ∞ with φ(Aφ∞)):

fk(y) ∈ B(y0,K),

since ‖y − y0‖ ≤ K ′ση1/q ≤ Kση1/qε. For any f, g ∈ Aφ∞ :

‖fm − gm‖B(y0,K′ση1/q) ≤
m
∑

i=1

‖f‖i−1
L,B(y0,Kση1/q)

‖f(gm−i(y))− g(gm−i(y))‖

≤ 1

ε
‖f − g‖B(y0,Kεση1/q).

Thus the mapping f 7→ fm is 1
ε -Lipschitz on (Aφ∞ , ‖ · ‖B(y0,K ′ση1/q)), which

directly implies the result of the lemma.

The next theorem is an important improvement (allowed by Lipschitz con-
centration) of Proposition 5 in that it only take as hypothesis the concentration
of φ (and not of all its iterates). It also has the advantage to assume only a local
control on the Lipschitz character of φ to describe a larger range of settings.

Proposition 20. Let us consider a (sequence of) reflexive vector space (E, ‖·‖)
we suppose that ‖ · ‖ norm degree is noted η (of course η ≥ O(1)), a (sequence
of) random mapping φ ∈ Lip(E), a given constant ε > 0 (ε ≥ O(1)) and Aφ, a
(sequence of) highly probable events such that P (Aφ) ≤ Ce−cη for two constants
C, c > 0 and Aφ ⊂ {‖φ‖L ≤ 1−ε}. Introducing y0, a (sequence of) deterministic
vector y0 ∈ E satisfying:

y0 = E[φ(y0)],

if we suppose that for any constant K > 0:

φ ∝ Eq(σ) | e−η in (F(E), ‖ · ‖B(y0,Kση1/q)),

then there exists an highly probable event Aν , such that, under Aν , the random
equation

Y = φ(Y )

admits a unique solution Y ∈ E satisfying the Lipschitz concentration:

Y ∝ Eq (σ) | e−η.
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