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A Concentration of Measure Framework to study convex
problems and other implicit formulation problems in
machine learning

Cosme Louart!

Abstract

This paper provides a framework to show the concentration of solutions Y* to
convex minimizing problem where the objective function ¢(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 = (z1,...,z,) is a data matrix of independent
columns and ¢(X)(y) writes as a sum £ 3" | h;(2]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
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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 Liad (2019))
that write:

1 n
Minimize : = Y hi(2] Y) + A[|Y|?.
inimize nz (z; V) + \|Y]

i=1

In this article we stick to ¢?-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 all (2022). The class of



so called “ridge regularized robust regression estimators” (Bean et all (2013);
)) contains in particular softmax classifiers that were already stud-

Karoui
ied in Mai et all (20194); 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 Ca ndes (Im Donoho and Montanari
), convex Gaussian minmax Theorem 1n|IhLammmhgi1mjﬂ (2020); Deng et all
), Meanfield Theory in Mignacco et all (2020b) or Replica Method in
Mignacco et all (2020a); Saglietti and Zdeborova (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 [II 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 (lZQZl_d ) concerning the study of matrices
L ~XDX T when D is random and depends on X.

Our probabilistic approach, following the one of Karoui (@ 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 (%) to characterize realistic setting where, in particular, the hypothesis
of independent entries is relaxed (i) to provide rich concentration inequali-
ties with precise convergence bounds (this second aspect was not explored in
(@)) 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, ;) for a given 1-Lipschitz (for
the euclidean norm) mapping F : R? — RP. A central result of CMT (see for
instance , , Corollary 2.6)) states that for any A-Lipschitz mapping
f:R? = R (where R? and R are respectively endowed with the euclidean norm
I - | and with the absolute value | - |):

Vt>0:P(|f(Z) - E[f(2)]| >t) < Cet/oN’, (1)

where C' = 2 and o = v/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
\d%%close to the data encountered in machine learning problems

))-

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 Bl Given two normed vector



space (E, || - ||g) 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 (|| - || 3(y,r))zer,r>0 defined
for any r > 0 and any yo € RP as:

Vie FRP): (I flswor = suplllfWllr ly —volle <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 p, € NN such that p, < O(n), a family of
random vectors X, € My, n and a mapping ®,, : My, , — F(RP R) such that
there exist some constants ¢, C1,Ca,Cs > 0 and some parameters k > 0,0, > 0
satisfying for any n € N:

o VM € My, n, ©p(M) is a twice differentiable strictly convexr mapping of
bounded Hessian,

with the classical order relation on the set of symmetric matrices, for all
M e Mpmn and ye an: dz(q)n(M)”y > K,

there exists a deterministic vector yo € RP» such that a.s.:

§ = max (a||X||, |d®(X) ) <0

ool

for any 1-Lipschitz mapping f : My, » — R, and any t > 0:

P (|f(X) —E[f(X)]| > t) < Cre~"". 2)

the mapping M — (y = d®y(M)|,) is Cs//n-Lipschitz from (Mp, n, |
IlF) to (F@®P,RP"), || - [y, 2)

Then, introducing Y, = argmin, cge, n(X5)(y) € RP", there exist two constant
¢, C" > 0 such that for all 1-Lipschitz mapping f : My, » x RP» - R, and any

t>0
In _ On 1o—c'n(t/r)?
(o) -elr ()| or) s o
Kn R

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 conver mappings h; : R — R,
i € [n], such that ||h|lco, ||7i(2)]| oo, HhZ(-B)HOO < 00, a sequence p, < O(n) and a
sequence of random vectors X, = (T4, ...,%n) € My, n such that there exists



three constants K,C,c > 0 satisfying sup;<;<,, |Elz]l| < K and @) for any
1-Lipschitz mapping f : RP — R. If we note Y, € RP, solution to:

1 n
Minimize — Y hi(z]Y)+|[|Y[]?, Y € RP 4
inimize n; (@ Y)+ Y] Y e R”, (4)
then for any n € N, and any f : RP» — R, there exist some constants ¢, C’ >0
such that:

YneN,Vt>0: P(|f(Yn) —E[f(Yo)]| >t) < C'e ™ + Ce=mt""”.

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 z; if] v = %Z?:l fi(z;Y)xz; thanks to the so-called “leave-one-out”
technique that introduces the vector:

Y_i = E Z fi(a;‘-FY_i)xj, (5)

The link between Y and Y_; is provided by the following formula that was
already given in [Mai et all (2019b) but whose full justification (relying on con-
centration of measure and complex random matrix theory inferences taken from
Louart and Couilletl (20214a)) is an original contribution of this paper (the fol-
lowing result is a composition of Propositions [I0 and [@I).

Proposition 1. In the setting of Corollary [, for any 6 € Dy, let us note

36 — 1§ h? (2]'Y) —1 _ T '
Q= — 7>, E TPty Y;)~! where ¥; = Elx;x]]. The equation

§= %Diagie[n] (Te(2:Q°%)) has a unique solution that we note A, and we have
the concentration:

vt > 0:P(|alY —al Yo, — Ahl(aTY)| > t) < Cemont™/1osn 4 Ce—en,
for some constants C,c > 0 independent of n.

This proposition leads us to introduce the mapping &; defined for any z € R
with the fixed point equation (see Proposition [I0])

&i(2) = hi(z + Ai&i(2)), &i(2) €R, (6)

then one can show (Proposition [0 again) that h.(z1Y) € & (2FY_,) £ & (%)
@) (.

Finally, noting that &/(t) = Ny (it) (where (;(t) satisfies ¢;(t) = t +

INIRIGIO))
A;RL(G(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).

ITo give a arguably valid justification, we mention that if one can write x;Y as a func-
tional &;(x;Y_;) for Y_; independent of ¢, then one can resort to Stein identities to estimate

F(&i(zsY_q)x;.



Claim 1. Considering sequence of Gaussian vectors X, = (z1,...,2Zn) € Mp, n
and convex twice differentiable mappings h; : R — R satisfying the hypotheses
of of Corollary[d, if we note m; = Elz;], X; = E[x;zl], for alln € N, the unique
vector my satisfying:

o my =31 &(mImy)Qm;

o C =3 &(mimy)C;
e Q= I — C’)*l
o ¢ : R — R is defined for any z € R as the unique solution to &(z) =

R (z +1 TI“(CZQ)&(Z))

Besides, if we note ¥ = Y1 &(mImy)?Y;, the solution to the minimizing
problem:

n
Minimize: Zhl(x;‘rY) + |lylI?, y € RP
i=0

satisfies the estimation:

1 ~ 1
EY]-my| <O(—=) and HIEYYT— 20| <o —=
50 - myl < 0 (=) vy geg <o
We were not able to prove this claim that however appears right on different
practical examples. We give from Subsection and in the next subsections
some reachable inferences in the Gaussian case, however this approach has two
main issues:

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

e the fixed point equation in question relies on the commutation of inte-
grals E[¢;(z)] for z ~ NM(m,,v,) 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[¢;[z]Y_;] and E[Y]
for instance) that will allow us to prove Conjecture[ll We give in next subsection
some illustration of the validity of Conjecture [II

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 € RP and a
positive symmetric matrix C' € M, we suppose we are given n Gaussian random



vectors 21, ..., 2, each one following the law N (y;m,C) where yi,...,y, €
{—=1, 1} are the “labels” of z; 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,...,z, and the labels yi, ...y, 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 z; is Gaussian, that y; = y, for a given y € {0,1}:

Py = y)P(2i | yi = y)
Py, =y)P(zi |yi=y) + Plyi = —y)P(z; | yi = —)

—(zi—ym)chl(zi—ym)/2

Plyi=y | 2z) =

(&
e—(zi—ym)TC=1(z;—ym)/2 + e—(zitym)TC=1(z;+ym)/2
1

= i = oWl

noting o : t — 1/(1 + e~ %) and B* = C~'m. The goal of the logistic regression
is to try and estimate [ to be able to classify the data depending on the highest
value of P(y; = 1| z;) and P(y; = —1 | z). For that purpose, we solve a
regularized maximum likelihood problem:

1 T A2
min ;p(ﬁ z:)+ 51181
where p(t) = log(1 + e7t), x; = y;z; and A > 0 is the regularizing parameter.
Differentiating this minimizing problem, we obtain:

n

1

_ T )
p= n ;f(xz B)zi,
where f : ¢t — Tlet If one chooses A sufficiently big, the assumptions of

Corollary [l are all satisfied, our results thus allow us to set the concentration
B x E3(1/4/n) and estimate its first statistics.

The system of equations provided in Conjecture [I] 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 [l 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.



T T T T T T
O Empirical results class 1
0.3 - ===~ Theoretical results class 1 ,Q N
: % Empirical results class 2 Q’
—— Theoretical results class 2 O"O’
© -
< 0.25 | 3 -0 -60-2-0-6-0-0.0-0-"" -
5 6" 00oo-2e-0 oo
=]
2
=
o 0.2 -
(=]
‘B
S x
E 0.15
= .
0.1 N
X
| | | | | | | | | |
2714 2712 2710 278 276 274 272 20 22 24

Regularization parameter v — bias

Figure 1: Misclassification rate for p = 128, n = 512, z; ~ N(y;ip, 2), = 2I,, my =
(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 (Z,),>n where each Z, belongs to a space of dimension p (typically
RP) and we want to obtain inequalities of the form:

Vp e N,VE > 0:P(|fp(Zp) — apl = 1) < ap(t), (7)

where for every p € N, o, : RT — [0,1] and f, : R? — R is a 1-Lipschitz
function, and a, is either a deterministic variable (typically E[f,(Z,)]) or a
random variable (for instance f,(Z,) with Z}, an independent copy of Z,). The
examples studied here will just admit exponentially decreasing o, having the
form Ce=¢(*/7»)" for ¢ > 0 or a sum of such terms. Since only the asymptotic
behavior interests us (p high), we will use the short notation & (o,) 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)pen satisfying (7). When ()
holds for all the 1-Lipschitz mappings fp, Z, is said to be Lipschitz concen-
trated; when true for all 1-Lipschitz and linear mappings fp, Z, 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 [[7)). We present in this section



necessary notations and basic inferences result a more detailed presentation is

provided in Appendix

Definition/Proposition 1. Given a sequence of normed vector spaces (E,, || -
lp)p>0, a sequence of random vectors (Zp)p>o0 € [[,50 Ef, a sequence of pos-

itive reals (op)p>0 € Rﬁ and a parameter ¢ > 0, we say that Z, is Lipschitz
g-exponentially concentrated with an observable diameter of order O(o,) iff one
of the two following equivalent assertions is satisfied:

e 3C,c>0|VpeN,V 1-Lipschitz f : E, - R, ¥t >0
P(1f(Zy) — Elf(Zp)]] > t) < CemWeow)",
e 3C,c> 0| Vp e N,V 1-Lipschitz f : E, > R,Af € R |Vt > 0:
P(|f(Z,) — f| > t) < Cem(t/eo)”,

We denote in this case Z, x E4(op) (or more simply Z «x E,(0)). If o = O(1),
we simply write Z, < &;.

If the two upper inequalities are just satisfied by linear 1-Lipschitz function-
als, we say that Z, is linearly concentrated and we note Z € E,(c). For this

case it is relevent to introduce the notion of deterministic equivalent that is a
sequence of deterministic vectors Z, € ll,>0E, satisfying:

Vi>0: P (‘f(Zp) ~ f(Z,)

> t) < Ce(t/ean)’

If this holds, we write Z € Z + Eq(0) and when we are just interested in the
size of the deterministic equivalent, we employ the notation Z € O(8) £ &, (o) if
1Z] < O(0).

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

A simple but fundamental consequence of Definition [Tl 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 [[3] and [I4]).

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 (Q, F,P) to the
normed vector space (E, || - ||) (endowed with the Borel o-algebra); one should indeed write
Z : Q2 — E, but we abusively simply denote Z € E.

3one could replace below E[f(Zp)] with f(Zp) or with m; where Z,, is an independent copy

of Z, and my is a median of f(Z,) (it satisfies P (f(Zp) > mys) ,P (f(Zp) < my) > %)



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 x Ey:

o 7 is uniformly distributed on the sphere \/ﬁSp_l.

o Z ~ N(0,1,) has independent Gaussian entries.

Z is uniformy distributed on the ball \/pB = {x € RP, ||z| < \/p}.

Z is uniformy distributed on [0, \/p]P.

Z has the density dPz(z) = e"V ) d)\,(2) where U : R? — R is a positive
functional with Hessian bounded from below by, say, cl, with ¢ = O(1)
and d\, is the Lebesque 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 g-exponentially concentrated with
observable diameter of order o (i.e., Z x E(0)) if and only if there exists C > 1
and ¢ = O(o) such that for any (sequence of) 1-Lipschitz functions f : E — R:

vr>q:E[|f(2) - (Z)] < C (5) ®)

where Z' is an independent copy of Z. Inequality [) also holds if we replace
F(Z") with E[f(Z)] (of course the constants C and ¢ might be slightly different).
If Z is only linearly concentrated then this inequality is only true for linear
mappings | and one can replace f(Z') by f(Z) for any Z 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-
instion [, if we are given a sequence of events A, such that P(A,) > O(1), then:

Z x &(0) = (Z ]| A) x E(o).
Lemma 2. Let us consider a random variable X such that:

V>0 P(IX — X'| >t | Ag) < Cect/oK™)"

10



for some constants C,c,m,q > 0 and where (A ) k>0 is a family of events such
that for some Ko > 0:

VK > Ky : P(AS) < Ce™ K™

then we have the concentration:
m/a)g)ya/mtl

P(|X — X'| > t|) < 20e W/ oK)" | geeltn

PROOF. Let us first consider ¢ € [0, K&ermﬁ], in that case n%Ko >t/(aK§),
we can then bound:

P(IX — X'| > 1) <P(X = X'| > t | Ax,|) + P(A%,) < 2Ce~H/7H0)"
When t > K +t™oni:

P(X - X'| 2 1) <P(X - X'| > t | Ax|) + P(A%)
< Ce—c(t/oKm)q + Ce—chn

1

m+1

Then, if we chose K = (—tl—) > Ky by hypothesis on ¢, we obtain the
ond

inequality:

P(|X — X'| > t) < Ce~n™/"/)?,

The two last lemmas combined allows us to set the concentration of a product
of several variables as presented in Proposition [I§in the appendix. The readers
unfamiliar with concentration of measure inferences are warmly advised to con-
sul Appendix 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 ¥(Y),Y € R?,

where ¥ : RP — R is a random convex mapping. Although our results could
be extended to cases where W is only differentiable, we will assume in all this
section that ¥ is C2 and strictly convex. This lower bound on the Hessian of ¥

is important since it will appear in the denominator of the observable diameter
of Y.

11



In practical uses, the randomness of ¥ generally depends on a random vector
X € F and the problem write:

Minimize ¥(X)(Y),Y € R? 9)

for ¢ : FF — F(RP,RP) deterministic and X € F satisfying some concentration
inequality. As said above, in practical examples di)(X)? |, s 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 (@) is also the solution to the equation:

P(X)(Y) =0

where we noted for all A,y € F' x R? ¢(A)(y) = di(A)|,,. 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:

H(X,Y) = dip(X)|, € RP

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

derivatives % and % respectively belong to M, , and M,,.

Theorem 3. Let us consider a (sequence of ) random vectors X € R™ satisfying
X o« &, and a deterministic C* mapping ¢ : X € R™ x R? — RP such that
VA,y € X(Q) x RP:

la]
b H%|(A7y)|‘ <o,
° g—fﬁ |(A)y) is a positive symmetric matric satisfying g—fﬁ |(A,y) > ki,

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

¢(X7Y):Oa Y e RP
satisfies the concentration inequality Y o< E4(%).

PRrROOF. The implicit function Theorem sets that there exists a C' mapping
0 : R™ — RP such that Y = 6(X) and:

A1 — (% )_1 99
XA\OY l(xo0v) OX |(x,00v))

One can then directly deduce the concentration of Y from the O(Z)-Lipschitz
character of 6.

12



In more complex settings like the problems of robust regression that will be
studied in this paper, the quantity || g—gz | (A) || 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 || g—; | (Aw) | The solution

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

8.2. From convex problem to a contractive fized point equation

Starting from the equation

dV¥]y =0
one can introduce the mapping:
av|y
P Y+—Y - ——
[d*®] o

we see that if for all Y € R?, d?U|y > kI, then ® is contractive since:

[d®@1y[l = ||1p

d2\11|y H K
[20] floo || = [P Jloo

We will therefore from now on consider solutions Y € RP to fixed point
equations:

Y = a(Y),

where @ is contractive.

We start with settings where ® is affine and all the ®*(y) are linearly con-
centrated for deterministic y (Subsection B3)), then we study equation with
general ® with linearly and Lipschitz concentration hypotheses on ®*(y) for
k < O(y/logn) (Subsection [34]), finally we precise this result for mappings ®
that are Lipschitz concentrated for the infinite norm on balls (Subsection [B5]).

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

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

Vo € A(E,F) : |9llace,r) = 1£(@)l ) + 19(0)] 7

where L(¢) = ¢ — ¢(0) and |[[|£(9)|| (e, F) = SUPsep, ju) n<1 1£(D)(@)]| F-

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

2

1
+lyl?y € RP

Minimize: V(y) = H—Xy —z
vn

13



for a deterministic vector z € RP and where we merely assume that the columns
of X = (x1,...,xy) are independent and uniformly distributed on the sphere
SP=Y (then since X o &2, and | X| < v/n, we know from proposition [I3 that

%X o E(1/y/n) and besides || X/+/n|| < 1). If we note:

1/1 1
<I>:y>—>y—§<EXXTy+%Xz+y>

we know that:

1£(@)] =

1/1 1
L—= | =-XXT+1,)| <=
and for all k € N:

k
£@H@0) = 5 (5~ 2XXT) €&, i (B

The Theorem [{] then allows us to show that Y = argmin,cg,V(y) satisfies the
linear concentration:

1
Ye&bH—) .
’ (ﬁ)
Let us start with an simple result of linear concentration taken from [Louart
(2022):

Proposition 3. Given two constants q,7 > 0, 01,...,0,... € (RI}I_)N, a (se-
quence of) reflexive normed vector spaces (E, || - ||), Z1,. .., Zn,... € EN deter-
ministic, and Z1,. .., Zn,... € EN random (possibly dependent) satisfying, for
anyn €N, Z, € Z, + E,(0n). If we assume that Z = Y nen Zn is pointwise
com}ergenﬂ, that ZnEN Z,, is well defined and that ZnEN o; < o0, then we have
the concentration :

Y Zue) Zuté, (Zan> . in (B, -],
neN neN neN
We can then deduce:

Theorem 4 (Concentration of the resolvent). Given a (sequence of) re-
flexive vector space (E,| - ||), let ® € A(E) be a (sequence of) random mapping
such that there exist two (sequences of) parameters o > 0 and € € (0,1), such
that || L(®)|| <1 — e, and such that for all (sequences of ) integer k:

L(@)*(2(0)) € & (o(1 —)*) in (E,]|-])

4For any w € Q, 3, cy [1Zn(w)|| < 00 and we define Z(w) =3, oy Zn(w)

14



Then the random equation
Y =9(Y)
admits a unique solution satisfying the linear concentration:
Y = (Idg — L(®))"'®(0) € &, (g) .

PROOF. The vector Y is well defined and expresses:

Y = (Idp — L(¢)7'¢(0) = > L(#)*¢(0)

k=0

Now Proposition [ allows us to conclude from the concentrations £(¢)*¢(0) €
E (o(1 — &)F) that:

> L0) 6 €&, (Zoa - a>’f> =&(2).
k=0

k=0

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

Minimize y? Wy + \Zy, y € RP

3.4. When ¢*(y) is linearly or Lipschitz concentrated for k < log(n(z,|. ) and
y deterministic and bounded.

When we can not get a decreasing observable diameter for the iterates of ¢,
or when ¢ is not affine, one needs a different approach that allows to treat, at
the same time affine and non-affine mappings ¢ 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||cc = sup, ,cp ||f(z)||. For a Lipschitz mapping f €
F(E), we introduce the seminorm || - ||z which provides the Lipschitz parameter
and will play the role of ||[£(®)]| in Proposition [4t

/() = F@)
[fllc = sup :
sver |2 =yl
zFy
Proposition 4. Given a (sequence of) reflexivd vector space (B, |- 1), we

note n its norm degree (of course n > O(1)), we then consider ® € F(E,E),

5We suppose E reflexive to be able to define an expectation operator on the set of random

vectors of 7 - sece

15



a (sequence of ) random Lipschitz mapping such that there exists a (sequence
of) parameters ¢ € (0,1) such that [|®|, < 1 —¢c. Given an integer kg € N

such that kg > [— %1()25)] noting Y the uniqudd (deterministic) solution to

Y = E[®"(Y)], if we further assume thafl:

ko
@“&)e?i@(}]l—@%) in (E, |-, (10)
=0

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

y=9¢y), yeFE

admits a unique solution Y € E satisfying the linear concentration:
YeY+&, (g) :
€

PROOF. The mapping y — ®(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 —Y|:

[y =] = oty e o M<H@° ~ e + o) -let @

< L(@)*

v =T+ ot - Efor] |
The inequality ||®*|| < (1 — ¢)*°, gives us the bound:

=<

Taoe (V) — E [cpko (f/)} H :

But we know from Proposition [I7 that:

Hqﬂ@o (V) - ék(f/)H €0 (nl/qaf: (1- 5)1) + &,(n10)
1=0

which allows us to conclude (since Zf:o (1—¢) = 1 —1(1—¢)¥) that:

Ir-sleo (£2) £e (177)
3 3

Returning to our initial goal (the linear concentration of Y'), we now bound,
for f € L(E) (we still have [|[L(D)|| <1 —¢):

J0) = 1) < |f (@) = 1 (25 D)) |+ |7 (2%(D)) - 1 (B2 (7))
<lap ] () [ (s

M =

6The assumptlon on ||®||, ensures the existence and uniqueness of Y.
1

"The term Z 01— e)l = - %(1 — &)*0 will appear naturally in application as pictured

in Lemma [4] below In the application we will see below this concentration is true for any
ke N.
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Further, noting that, with our choice of k, (1 — &)k = O(1/n'/?), we conclude
again from the concentration of ®*°(Y") that:

g

fxyef) =€, (%),
thereby giving the sought-for concentration result.

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

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

ko
DR (V) o &, <Z(1 - E)ia> in (B,||-|).

=0

then we have the Lipschitz concentration:
o
Y x &, ( —) ,
€

PrOOF. We already know from Proposition @ that Y € &£,(c /). To show the
Lipschitz concentration of Y, let us consider a Lipschitz map f : E — R and
introduce the mappings:

U:E — ExR V:ExR s E
y — (v, f(y) (y,t) =y

(note that V o U = Idg). If we endow FE x R with the norm || - ||s~ satisfying
V(y,t) € EXR, |[(y,t)|l¢ee = max(||y||,|t]) then the mappings U and V are both
1-Lipschitz, consequently ||[U o ® o V|| < 1 — ¢ and we can consider Z € E x R
solution to:

Z=E [Uocb’% oV(Z)} ,
by uniqueness of the solution to y = E[®*0(y)], we know that Z = (Y,1) with
t = E[f(®*(Y))]. Then:

ko

(Uo@oV)(Z) = (2" (), f(2™(Y))) x & <Z(1 - 5)i0> in (EXR, |- [le=)

i=0

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

z2=Uo®oV(z2) z€ ExR; (11)

from which one can deduce in particular, the concentration of the second com-
ponent f(Y).

17



3.5. When U « & (o) for the infinity norm

If one can assume the stronger hypothesis that ¥ is concentrated as a random
mapping and for the infinity norm, then we can infer the concentration of all
the iterates of . We give provide here the result for a general setting where
the mapping ¢ is only bounded around a given point yg, for that, for any r > 0,
we introduce the semi-norm || - ||3(y,,r) defined for any f € F(E) and y € E as:

1A Byo,ry = sup [f()

ly—yoll<r

Theorem 5. Given a normed vector space (E, ||-||) and a (sequence of ) random
mapping ® € F>(E) we assume that we are given a (sequence of ) deterministic
vector yo € E and three (sequences of ) parameters o,7,& > 0 such that:

o U is (1 —¢)-Lipschitz
* llyo— (o)l <7
o U x & (o) in (]:(E)u - ”B(yoﬂ'/s))’

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

Yocé'q(g>.

One can see in the proof of the theorem below that the required concentration
is actually the concentration of \If|3(yoé) to be able to employ Proposition

The following two lemmas allows us to apply Proposition Bl to prove Theo-
rem [0l below.

Lemma 3. Any (1 — ¢)-Lipschitz mapping ¢ : E — E is stable on any ball
B(yo, Lllyo — ¥ (yo)ll), where yo € E.

PROOF. Let us note 7 = |lyo — ¥ (yo)|| and for any y € B(yo, T), let us bound:

W () = yoll < [1(y) = U(yo)ll + [[¥(yo) — woll

T T
< =2)ly—voll + 1 ¥@o) —wol < A=) +7 = T

Lemma 4. Given a random mapping ¥ : E — E, four (sequences of ) parame-
terfl o,e,7,a > 0 and a (sequence of ) deterministic vector yo € E, if we assume
that:

e [[yo—¥(yo)ll <7,

o U is (1 — e)-Lipschitz,

8Unlike in Theorem [B] ¢ can here tend to zero.
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o U gq(a) in (]:(E7E)7 || : ”B(yo,%));

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

k
F g, (Z(l - 8)%) in (F(E), |- IBwo.2)),

=0

PROOF. Thus, for any f € ¥U(Q) and for all k € N, U* : B(yo, L) — B(yo, L),
and we can bound for any supplementary mapping g € ¥(Q):

k
1% = 9" B(yo, ) 2(1—6) osup (16" W) —9(d" T W)

yEB(yo, %)

<.
—

k
1 =)'If = gllsyo,r/e)-

(=)

1=

Thus the mapping f — f* is Zfzo(l — e)*-Lipschitz from (F(E), || - | 5(yo,r/2))
o (F(E), | - [I8(yo,r)) and one can deduce the result of the Lemma from the
concentratlon of W.

PRrROOF (PROOF OF THEOREM [B]). Noting ko = [— %1(77)25)1 let introduce Y

the solution of the fixed point equation ¥ = E[¥*°](Y). We know that:

17 = w0 <[ [wh @)~ whoo)]| + 1= 2% (o)] - w0

ko—1
<A =gk Y —yol + Z (1 —=2)"[[¥(yo) — yoll
i=0
Si(-or 7
~ 1-(1—g)ko €

Therefore Y B(yo, Z) and we can besides deduce from the hypotheses of
the theorem and Lemma [ that:

k
Tho (V) o &, <Z(1 - E)ia> :
i=0
We then see that the hypotheses of Proposition[Blare satisfied and we can deduce

the result of the theorem.

3.6. Concentration of minimizing solution Y to convex problems U(X)(Y) with
U 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 where the randomness of ¥
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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: ¢(X)(Y)

for a given deterministic mapping ¢ : F' — F(RP, R).

The issue is then, not only to show the concentration of Y but also the
concentration of (X,Y) € F x 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\,|-||r), a random vector X € F
satisfying X « &, and a deterministic mapping ¢ : F — F(RP,RP), we assume
that for all X, that there exists a (sequence) of parameters k > 0 such that
d*(¢(X)) > kI, (with the order relation on symmetric matrices). If we assume
that there exists a (sequence of ) vectors yo € RP, such that:

6 = max (o] X1, | d(X)],, | (12)

and the mapping A — d(¢(A)) is O(o)-Lipschitz from (F, ||-||p) t& (F(R?, RP), ||-
| F,B (g 5/m))s then, Y = argming, cpop(X)(y) satisfies:

(EX, Y) x & (f) .
K K
PRrROOF. We endow the vector space E = F x RP with the norm || - || defined

for any (A,y) € E as | (A,y)| = max(|A]lp, |y]). For any K > 0, we place
ourselves on the event Ax = {||d2’¢(X)||B(y0)g_) < K}. Then for any B € F, we

introduce the mapping:
$(B): (F xR |-[|7) — (FxR7,||-]|7)

A (A B Ry - @), ).

_ 0
=%
and of course, under Ay, ¢(X) is (1 — £)-Lipschitz on B(zo, 2).

In addition, note that B — ¢(B) is O(c/K)-Lipschitz from (X (Ax),| - ||r)
to (F(E,E),| - ||%TZO 5/»;))’ therefore, it satisfies:

Noting zo = (0,90) € F x R?, we can bound:

20 = 63) o) = max (7 1X1. v,

(X)) [ Ak o< E(0/K) i (F(RP), |- I5(z0.5/m))-

9where for any f € J:(Fv R)v IIf”F,BRp(yO,r') = Sup{”f(y)”F7 ”y - yO”RP < T}
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The random vector (£X,Y") being the unique solution to the fixed point
equation z = ¢(X)(z), one can therefore employ Theorem [Hlto ¢ to set:

(%X, Y) | Ag x & (%) .

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 Bl assumption
([@2) by a weaker assumption.

Corollary 3. under the hypotheses of Corollary[3, if one further assumes that
o= ﬁ, nr,)- < O(/p) and replaces [I2) with:

dp = max (733 1XI],E [Hd¢ |uo

) <o

and that for all § > dg, the mapping A — d(¢(A)) is O(6/\/p)-Lipschitz from
(- ll7) to (F(RP,RP), || - [|F,B,q.5/m))s then one obtain the concentration:

1 1 1
Lxy m&(__>+a(_>.

< VPE > VDR Pr

PROOF. We are going to use the bound resulting from Proposition [t
1
V6> 25 P <—||X|| > 5> <Ce=?” and P (Hdd)(XNU H > 5) < Ce—en?®,
\/1_? Yo

for some constants C, ¢ > 0. Furthermore, placing ourselves on the event:
)<}
for § > 0 big enough, we know from Lemma[and Corollary2that (N X Y) |As o

£2(6//pr). Therefore there exist two constants C’, ¢’ > 0 such that for any 1-
Lipschitz mapping f : F x RP — R:

() =l ()= oo

Then we can deduce the concentration distinguishing the cases t < and t >

As = e (1], Jaot,

and choosing in this last case § = \/t/k > dy (see Lemma [ for more prec1s1on).
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4. Fixed point equation depending on independent data x1,...,x,

We study in this section the very common case of a matrix of data X =
(z1,...,2n) € Mp,, where all the columns of X are independent but not
identically distributed and ¥ acting on each column x; “independently” through
the decomposition for all A = (aq,...,a,) € My, all y € E:

n

(A)(y) = = D h(aly) + Iyl (13)

i=1

where h; : R — R are twice differentiable and convex. This way ¥ = argminW¥(X)(y)
is also solution to:

1 n
y == (YY), 14
OICEEE (14)
where f; = —1h/, and also to the contractive equation (since I, < d?(¥(X)) <

(1+ %Supie[n] (17 |00 ) p):

Y — oy f@l V)
1+ 5 supie g 17 [loo | X X7

We will make the following assumptions:
Assumption 1. X EE.
Assumption 2. X has independent columns x1,...,x, € R
Assumption 3. p < O(n)
Let us note for simplicity, for any i € [n]:
w; = Elxy] ¥ = ElzzT] and Ci =% — pipl

We know from Proposition [ that sup; <;<,, [|Ci|| < O(1), but we also need to
bound:

Assumption 4. sup;<;<,, [[uil] < O(1) and inf1<i<p |2 TS| > o4

10Tn the initial Definition [I] we defined the concentration of a sequence of random vectors
and here, X, ,, is indexed by two natural numbers. A slight change of Definition [I] allows us
to adapt it to any set of indexes S for (Xs)ses (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 € N?).

Hpote that we do not assume that the x; are identically distributed as it is not required.

12This second hypothesis on the statistics of X is not introduced to set the concentration
of @ but for the design of a deterministic equivalent. If the covariance of a vector z; is too
small, one should be able to replace it by its expectation in the construction of a deterministic
equivalent of @, 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 h; : R — R 1 <1¢ < n are three times differen-
tiable.

Assumption 6. sup; ¢, 1] so, Sup;c ) 1857 [|oo, uDse oy 117 o0 < 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 x; on Y. This leads us to studying the random vector
Y_;, defined in (B) and independent with x; by construction. To link Y with
Y_; we creates a “bridge” defined by a parameter ¢ € [0, 1], through a mapping
Ut o My, — Lip(E), defined for any A € M, ,, and any y € E with:

VL (A)) =~ 3 filaly)a; + thi(al yas
7

Then, noting for any ¢ € [0,1] y#,(t), the unique solution (when it exists) to
yA,(t) = Ut (A)(y4,(t)), we see that:
Y. =y%(0) and Y =y%(1)

The next lemma sets the differentiability of the mapping y4, : [0,1] — E.

Lemma 5. Under the differentiablility assumption on h (Assumption [3) the
mapping yfi is differentiable and we have:

Ay~ Xal®) (1 r)

yo'(t) = <Ip + _AiDA(t))A—i) Qs
n n

where x4 : t > tfi(aly?,(t)) and Da : t — Diag(—fl(xTy4,(t)).

PROOF. Starting from the fixed point equation satisfied by Y in (Id]), we apply
the inverse function theorem to the C' bijective mapping:

O :RxRPF — R x R?

1 t
(ty) — |ty—— Z filajy)a; — —filaj y)ai
o
It is indeed possible since R x R? is a Banach space, d© is clearly bounded
(U(A) is Lipschitz), and Y(t,y) x (s,h) € (R x RP)%:
S t .
dO|(ty) - (s,h) = (S, h — Efi(afy)ai - ﬁf{(a?y)a?hai - A Dlag(fil(azry))ie[n]Aih>

= (s,h = > filaT y)a: = A~i(t) Ding(£{(a] 9))iem A1)
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if we note A_;(t) = (a1,...,ai—1,ta;,aix1, -+ ,an) € Myp,,. Besides, Vt € R,
fl(t) <0, thus Q4;(t) = (I, + A_;(t)Da(t)A)~! is well defined and dO ) is
invertible with:

i 1 0
(1) = ( QA filal y)as QA,(1) ) '

Therefore, ©! is also O and, we can differentiate y*,(t) = ©!(¢,0) to obtain
the identity:

yéi/(t) == A,iDA(t)AZiyfi’(t)
1 t
Rl O+ Ty 0) af ) (e, (1)
from which we retrieve directly the result of the Lemma.

4.2. Concentration of t — y~,(t)

Introducing, for any ¢ € [0,1], and any ¢ € [n], the diagonal matrix D_;(t) €
D,, defined with

D_i(t); = —tf] (x] y*,(t)) and Vj € [n],j#i:D_i(t); = —ff (x] y™(1))

the random matrix dQ\IJiZ—(A)LJ writes more simply 2XD_;(t)X and we have
the identity: ‘

V50 = TR Q- D (16)
where, Q_;(t) = Q(D_;(t)) = (I, + L XD_;(t)XT)~!. Note in particular that:
vte[0,1]: @] <1 (17)

When ¢ = 0, the random matrix @_;(0), that we note @_; is then independent
with z; like D_; = D_;(0), since then [D_;]; = 0.

We are going to express the concentration of mappings defined on [0, 1] and
having value on vectorial spaces (RP, M, ,, or D,). Those concentration are
expressed with the infinite norm toward the parameter ¢ € [0, 1], for simplicity,
we will superscript the vectorial norms with co to designate those norms. For
instance:

v~ = sup [Jy%@)] .
te0,1]

We will also need to express norms on product of vectorial spaces. Given two
normed vectorial spaces (F, | - ||g) and (F,| - ||r), we note || - |z + | - | the
norm defined on E x F as:

Viw,y)e ExF: ([I-lz+I-1r)(zy) = llzle +yllr
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We will now introduce a family of event indexed by the norm of | X||. Given
u > K, we note:

Ay = {”XH < U\/ﬁ}

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

ELX]] < Vi sup [Ele.]] < O(Vn)

Proposition [[7 allows us to set E[|| X||]] < |E[X]]| + O(v/n) < O(y/n) and there-
fore | X|| € O(v/n) £ &;. In other words

Vu > v,P(AS) < Ce—em® where v = 2E(1X1) < 0(1),

vnoo T
and C, ¢ > 0 are two constants.

Proposition 6. For allu > v, and i € [n]:

u?

(oomXo0) [ A (S2) i (M x RO 411 1).

PROOF. Given a (sequence of) parameter u > K, we first know from Lemma [I]
that (X | Ay) x & We are going to employ Corollary 2] with the mapping
U, 0 My, — F((RP)OU) that is defined for any A,y,t € M, , x RP x [0,1]
as:

L(A)y) = V(A y) - —h(aly), (18)

where we recall that W(A4)(y) = £ 3" | h(aly). With this choice (recalling that

n

f= —%h’), for all A € My, y € RP:
1 t
t _ - (AT Z (T )
d(\I/—i(A)”y = nAfol(A—iy) + nfl(ai y)ai.

To apply Corollary 2l we merely choose y : t + 0, then for any A € X (A, ):

Hd(qj.—i(A)”yoC)Hoo - % |£:(0)] HA—J + %ai

< [ flloou
We can easily bound for any A € X (A,), y € (RP)[0:1:
. 2 . 2t
I, < d*(_,(4))|, = -~ A Diag(fi(aj y))jem A~ — —fi(a7y)aiai + L < ||f']loou®

(recall that Vt € R, f/(t) <0).
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Besides for any y € B(yo, u|| f|le) and any A, B € X(A,) C My p:

1d(®(A))], — d(T(B))],[I™ < - ~(A-B)fi(aTy)|™ + HB (fi(ATy) ) e

(L) + 1Al I=1 lle) 1A = Bl + gI\BIIIIA = Bl 1l

<o (%) 14— B

and the same way, for any a,b € z;(A,) C R? we show that:

3|}—‘

1 o u?
lfia"y)a — £ )b < O (%> la— ],

Therefore, noting £ = (R?)[%! we deduce from (I8) that for allu > K, A s
A(W, ()] is O (2 )-Lipsehitz from (X (Au), |- [1r) to (F(E, B) |15 )
We can then deduce from Corollary Bl the result of the proposition.

Corollary 4. Y (-) x 52(11_1/2) + g% (n_3/2).

PROOF. Noting that Y is a 1-Lipschitz transformation of (- \/—X y%: (), let

us bound thanks to Proposition [0l for any u > v and any independent copy of
Y,Y":

P(fi(Y) = £i(Y)] >t ] Ay) < Ce /%" and  P(AS) < Ce .

One can then apply Lemma [ with o = 1/y/n, m = 2 andJ =My |-I) =
O(1/n) to obtain the result of the corollary.

Let us now prove the concentration of y*,’ that we will integrate in next
subsection.

Proposition 7. Under A,, Vi € [n], y%,/(-) € & (\/H) in ((RPYOH ]| - |]>0).

One could propose as in Corollary @ a sharper control on the tail of y*;(-) 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 (I0):

V) = Ty )@t

that allows us to state that yX,/(-) is concentrated as a O(1/+/n)-Lipschitz trans-
formation under A, of the concentrated vector (X,+/nY_;(-),D_;(-)) (recall

indeed that |Q—i(t)[], || filloo, | XII/v/n, [| D—i[|** < O(1)).

13See Example 2l to get more precision
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X
4.8. Integration of ayé—;(t)

Now that the concentration of the objects y*;(t) and y,(t)" are well under-
stood, we are able to integrate the formula provided by Lemma/[5] to express the
link between Y and Y_;. We just give some preliminary results to control the
matrix @_;(+). In a first time, let us study Q_; = Q_;(0) = @_;(D_;) which is
independent with ;.

Proposition 8. Under A,, Vi € [n]:

1Q-i()a: = Qiwill € O (Viogm)) £& in (ROU, |- %)
This proposition is a consequence of the following lemma.
Lemma 6. Under Ay, sup,cjoq)[[D-i — D—i(t)[|r < O(1)
PROOF. From identities D_;(t) = Diag(f/(XTy%;(t))) and:

XTyN(0) = 2 XTXfi(XTYX (0) + X T T ),

we can bound, under A, (recall that || X||, ||z:]] < O(v/n) and || f]leo < O(1)):
ID—i = D—i@®)llr < "l X Ty%5(0) = X Ty, (1))
1
0o b
< W Ly xers patoXonll < o) 19)

PROOF (PROOF OF PROPOSITION [§]). Under A, and for any ¢ € [0, 1], let us
bound:

Q1) = Q-)aill < - |Q 411X s(D—: ~ D) XL, Q|

1
< _ T v
>~ (0] (ﬁ) ||X—1Q—1xl||007

thanks to Lemma [6] and since || X|| < O(y/n) and [|Q_;(¥)| < 1.

Now, it is possible to show (see (Louart and Couillet, 20214, Lemma D.3))
that XZ,Q_;x; € E(y/n). Besides, one can bound thanks to the independence
between z; and Q_; (A, being overwhelming, it preserves in a sense the inde-
pendence relations):

B [XT,Q i | A < ||E[XT,Q-iElxi]]|| + 0O (%)
< EIX=ll] [Efzd]ll < O(Vn),

derived from Assumption @ and (7). Thus, Proposition [[7 allows us to bound:

E[|X5,Q-ix . | AJ] < 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 A,, Vi € [n]:

o) e (1)

n

1
HY -V — — fi(@ Y)Q_iw
n

PROOF. Setting x(t) = tfi(xTyX,(t)) € R, let us integrate between 0 and ¢ the
identity y¥,/(t) = X' () L Q_i(t);:

t

PO~ Yo = LAY+ [N Q) ~ Qa0 (20)
Now, x'(u) = fi(aly™,(w))+tf(xTyX,(u))zly*X,(u), and we know from Propo-
sition [B] and Proposition [Tl that under A, :

o filzlyX;()) € O(1) £ & and || fi(=]y%;())lle < O(1)

o fi(z{y()) € O1) £ & and || fi(z]y;())ll < O(1)

o z{yY/(1) € O(1) £ & and |27 yX/ ()] < O(1)

therefore x'(-) € O(1) £ & in (RO, o), X[l < O(1) and one can bound:

X' ()(Q=i(u) — @-i(0))xi
< X OHQ-i() = @-i(0))ai]| € O(y/logn) + &,

in (RO |- [|°). Since the integration between 0 and ¢ is 1-Lipschitz for the
infinite norm on [0, ¢], we have the concentration:

€ O(y/logn) £+ &.

Note first that Y and Y_; have comparable first statistics.

1/t ’ ) _ X z;du
_/0 X (u)(Q-i(w) — Q-i(0))d

n

Corollary 5.

[Ea, [V] ~ Ea, V-] <O ( 105”)

(21)
1
2 7] - b <0 (250
* n
where we recall that || - ||« is the nuclear norm satisfying for any A € M, »,

| All. = Te(VAAT).
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PROOF. It is just a consequence of Proposition [ and the bounds:

1

1
< zBa (G PlePle-?) <0 (4

o)

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

The observable diameter of order O(y/logn/n) in Proposition @ allows us to
keep good concentration bounds when Y is multiplied on the left by 3:;[, j € [n]
(indeed, under A,, [|z;|| < O(y/n)). This time, the term = f; (7Y )27 Q _;z; can
be of order O(1) in particular when j =i. For all j € [n], L f;(#IY)z;Q_;z; €
E2(1/4/n) (as a 1/y/n transformation of (X, /ny*;(+))) thus if j # i

E4, -%fi(x?Y)Q—i$i:|

(1
Ea4, mfi(xfy)zQ—i$i$?Q—i]

E4

1
y _fi(xiTY)QQixiYTi]
n

E.L, Efi(x? Y)ijixi} <0 <%)

but when j = 7 this quantity can be of order O(1), therefore we obtain the
concentrations:

Corollary 6.

logn 1 .

T T /

ij—ij_iEO( " >:|:51<%> when j # i

2V -2y — leQ xifi(zlY) € O (4 logn +£& =

i i L—1 n i —lg S Ly n 1 \/ﬁ .

4.4. Implicit relation between 'Y and 2T'Y_;

(22)

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

1 n
LG

the quantity fi(z?Y)x; with a quantity f;((;(z7Y_;))z; (for a given mapping
¢i : R = R) that is more easy to manage thanks to the independence between
z; and Y_;. 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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(1999); [Pajor and Pastuil (2009); [ILouart and Couilleti (20211). Introducing the

notation
- -1
D;Y;
1+ Ay(D)D; 7

where, for all T’ € D,,, we note A(T") the unique solution to:

o E - 1 <&
QA(D) (D) = <Ip + n ZE

i=1

Vie[n]: Ay(T) = %Tr (&Q"“’(F)) =

(see (Louart and Couilletl, 20211, 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} and Q = (I, + 2XDXT)~!, 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 matriz D € D,, with positive entries and a random
matric X = (z1,...,2Tn) € My, satisfying Assumptions [, [2 and [§], in the
regime p < O(n) and under the assumptions:

e for alli € [n], there exists a random diagonal matriz D@ independent of
z;, such that sup;ep, [[D—i — D(_ZZHF < 0(1),

o there exist three constants k, kp,e >0 (€ > O(1) and k,kp < O(1)), such
that | X|, [Y]| < vk, [|D|| < kb,

we have the linear concentration:
Q € QAP)(D) £ & (log(m) + E;(1/vVR)  in (M, |- |16),
For simplicity, we will note from now on:
A =AD),

(where the expectation in the definition of Q*(P)(D) is taken on A,). One can
then deduce in particular from this theorem that for any i € [n]:

%xiTQ,ixi | A, € A & (log(n) + &, (1/v/) (23)
It sounds then natural to introduce the equation
2=l Yo+ Aifi(z2), z€R (24)
whose solution is close to 'Y as stated by next proposition.
Proposition 10. Given i € [n], and x € R, the equation:
z=z+ A fi(2), z € R, (25)
admits a unique solution that we note (;(x), one then has the approximation:

$?Y S Q(l'?Y_Z) + & (%)
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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 conver mapping f : RP — R such that
for ally e RP, d*f|, > k and a vector yo € RP such that ||df |, || < 7, we know
that the fized point yx = minyere fi(y) also satisfies:

lly * —yoll <

S

PROOF. One just has to introduce K = sup,cp(,,, =) [|[d* f|, I, then the mapping

pry—y— %df|y is (1 — £)-Lipschitz on B(yo, Z) and one can conclude with
Lemma Bl

PrOOF (PROOF OF PROPOSITION [I0). As the solution of the minimizing con-
vex problem (A; > 0):

Minimize: ¢(z) = ||| + Ash(z) — 2] Y_;2,

¢(xF'Y_;2) is well defined and unique. Now, we can bound under A, :

1 1
Hd¢|I;YH — |27 + A fi(2TY) = 2TV || € O (w/ °i"> + &, (ﬁ)

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

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

&t fi(Gi(t))

Lemma 8. Given i € [n]|, the mapping (; is differentiable and we have the
identity:

I A(0),
= AJGO)

ProoOF. Considering z,t € R, let us express:
Gz +1) = Gi(z) =t + A (fi(Gi(z + 1) = fi(Gi(2)))

thus [Gi(z+t) — Gi(2)] < m (note that it implies that ¢; is continuous).
Let us bound:

|filGi(z +1) = fi(Ci(2)) = fi(Gi(2)(Gi(z + 1) = Gi(2))]

y EUS e
<N oo G+ 1) = GG € —— 2
I 602+ = G < = =

&(t)
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Dividing the upper identity by ¢ we can bound:
ey
5 -
(1= Aillf"lloo)

We can then let ¢ tend to 0 to conclude that (; is differentiable and we obtain
the identity:

Gt - G~ 1= TERGENGE+ 1) - G| <

Gt) =1+ Aif{ (GG (@)
and one easily deduce from this formulation of ¢ the expression of &

The formulation of &/ leads us to introducing the notation

n

Q= (1, Sl Y. ))z) "

i=1
that satisfies the estimation:

Corollary 7. HQ — QA(E[D])HF <0 (lcj}gﬁn)

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

4.5. Expression of the mean and covariance of Y.

Introducing the notation Vi € [n], & = f o (;, next Proposition gives us first
estimations of the deterministic objects:

my = E[Y] and Yy = E[YYT],

Proposition 11. Noting Y = LS &(alY )z, we can approzimate:

steo(g) e ()

and we can estimate Hmy -E [Y} || , HEY -E [YYT} H* <0 (lo\/gﬁ").

PROOF. Let us bound:

: S (fialY) = filGi(a] Vo)) @

n-
i=1

Iy =¥ <

<0 ( sup ‘x;‘FY - Cz(xfy—z)o

1<i<n

Besides, we know from PropositionsI0that (|27 Y —¢;(zXY_))1<i<n € &1 (1‘3}35")
in (R, || - |lo), thus Proposition [I'7 implies that:

logn logn
sup |2TY — ¢(2TY_; 60( )+5 ( );
19‘271‘ i C ( i )| \/ﬁ 1 \/ﬁ
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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 € M, such
that [|A| < 1:

ITr (A (Sy —E[YYT]))| < |E[YTAY —YTAY]| = [E[(Y - V)TA(Y +Y)]|

<O(JAIE[lY -Y]) <0 (105;)

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

The estimation given by Proposition [[1] becomes particularly interesting
when X is Gaussian because in that case, the random variable z; = xiTY_i
is also Gaussian (when all the random vectors z; are fixed, for j # ¢) and
admits the statistics:
(where we recall that m; = E[z;] and ¥; = E[z;2]]). The estimation of quan-
tities of the form E; [£(zj)u”z;] will then be done in two steps that will be
justified by Lemmas and [I0 below:

1. “separate” with Stein-like identities, the “functional part” {(z;) from the
“vectorial part” ul'z; in E; [£(z;)u” z;],

2. show that the randomness brought by Y_; in z; can be neglected so that it
can be approximated by a Gaussian random variable Z; ~ N (p;, v;) with:

wi = mlmy and vi = Tr(Sy %) — u?, i € [n]. (26)

Proposition 12. Introducing the quantities:

> E[Gi(z)])Qm; and = %Z 2@
i=1 =

:Qz

i) =

S|

we have the estimations ||my — ﬁlg/l)H, |ICy — C~'}(,1)||* <0 (10%)

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(u,C) for p € RP and C € M,
positive symmetric, two deterministic vectors w,u € RP, and a deterministic
matriv A € My, we have the identities:

E(fi(w"z)u” 2] = B[fi(w” 2)Ju" p + E[f] (w" z)]u" Cw
E[f;(w? z)z” Az] = E[f;(wT z)] Tr (A(MMT +C)) +E[f] (w” z)w” C (A+ AT)
+ E[f" (w” z)jwT CACw
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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 p € R and v € R
such that 0 < 7 < O(1) and two (sequences of ) deterministic variable i, € R
satisfying:

- 1 - 1
MEM:EEQ(%) and UEU:té’g(%),

if we consider a differentiable mapping f : R — R satisfying ||f'|lcc < O(1),
then for any Gaussian random variable z ~ N (u,v), independent with v and p:

1
()] € Bl £ &2 (= )
where E, is the expectation taken only on the variation of z and z ~ N (ji, D).

ProOOF (PROOF OF PROPOSITION [I2]). Thanks to Lemma [ we can express

for any u € RP symmetric, such that ||u| < O(1) and noting E_; = [[i<j<n E;:
iFi

uT'my = ZIE_l 51 zi)u ZCZH + 0 (lc\)a/gﬁn>

_ n (o ’U,Tm‘ . e (o uT . . 10g'n,
n ;E[&( z)] 2 +E_z [Ez[gz( z)] CZY_Z] -+ O ( \/ﬁ )

B - logn
= —;E{l z)uTm; + E[€)(z:)]u Cmy—|—0( NG >

thanks to Lemma [0l and Corollary[Bl We can then deduce, replacing u by uTQ:

uT'my = % éEm»]uT@mi +0 (Ijﬁn) '

To estimate the covariance, we can once again deduce from Propoition
that for any A € M, such that | 4| < 1:

n

Tr(ASy) = E[YTAY] = % > B [Ei [&(z) YT Azi]] + O <1‘i§ﬁ")

= o 2B (B[ hiAw]) + TE- [B: (a0} Q] +o (%)

= % > B [&(2:)] Te(my Am;) + E[€](2:)] Te(Sy AC;)

1

n

3

+ % Z E [¢(2:)2 Te(3:QA)] + O (1‘\’%>
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note that we could remove several terms from the formula of Lemma 10 since
IIY_;]| < 1. Replacing A by AQ, and employing Theorem [6] we then obtain:

- ~ o~ logn
Tr(ASy) = mE Amy + % ;E [&(zi)Q Tr(EiQAQ)} +0 ( (\’fﬁ >

PrOOF (PROOF OF LEMMA [I0]). Let us introduce a Gaussian random variable
y ~ N(0,1), independent with p and v. We can express:

E.[fi(2)] € E[fi(2)] = Eyfi(n + Vvy)] = d(p,v)

The mapping y — fi(u + ﬁy)e_y2/2 is bounded, we can thus differentiate ¢
and we can bound:
¢ o9

5, = BV filu + Vvy)l < 0(1) i Ey[fi(n+Vrvy)] < 0(1)

Therefore as O(1)-Lipschitz transformations of p, v under A, ,,, we obtain the
concentration ¢(u,v) € ¢(fi, ) £E(1//n) (see Remark[I)), 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[d, given a sequence (\,)p>o € RY,

a supplementary sequence of normed vector spaces (E,,, || - ||},)p>0 and a sequence
of Ap-Lipschitz transformations Fy, : (Ep, || - |lp) — (£, || - [I},), we have

Zp x Eq(op) = Fp(Zp) ox Eq(Apop).
Proposition 14. Given two normed vector spaces (E, || - ||g) and (F,|| - ||r),

a random vector Z € E, a deterministic vector Z € E and an affine mapping

¢ € A(E,F) such that ||L(d)]|z < A:
ZeZ+E0) = O(Z) € p(Z) + E,(\o).

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 Z € E such
that Z € Z + &,(0), we have then the equivalence:

Z e 7' +&(0) = Hz_z
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Remark 1. For random wvariables, or law rank random wvectors, the notions
of Lipschitz concentration and linear concentration are equivalent. More over,
if Z is a random variable satisfying Z € E,(o), for any 1-Lipschitz mapping
f:R =R, we have:

f(Z) € FE[Z]) £ &(0).
Indeed f(Z) € E[f(Z)] £ &4(0) and:
[E[f(2)] - f(E[Z])] < E[|f(2) — f(E[Z])]] < E[|Z - E[Z]|] = O(0),

thanks to Proposition[d. The same holds for a random vector Z = (Z1,...,Z4) €
R? if d < O(1), because we can bound:

d
E[lf(2) - fEZD]] < Z]E[(f(Zl) — f(E[Z4)))?] £ VdO(0) = O(o),

thanks again to Proposition[2, since for all i € [d], Z; € E;(0)

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

Definition 2 (Moments of random vectors). Given a random vector X €
RP and an integer r € N, we call the “r'™ moment of X” the symmetric r-linear
form CX : (RP)" — R defined for any ui, ..., u, € RP with:

CX(uy,...,up) =E ﬁ(uiTX—E[uiTX]) .

i=1
When r = 2, we retrieve the covariance matriz.

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

IS = sup S(ut, ... up),
- flun | <1
when S is symmetric we employ the simpler formula ||S]| = sup, <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

Proposition 15. Given ¢ > 0, a sequence of random vectors X, € RP, and a
sequence of positive numbers o, > 0, we have the following equivalence:

Xe& (o) <« 3Cc>0¥peNVr>q:||CX|<C (g) " (cop)”

In particular, if we note C' = E[X XT]-E[X]E[X]7, the covariance of X € &,(o),
we see that |C]| < O(o).

36



Appendiz A.1. Concentration of the norm

Given a random vector Z € (E, || - ||), if Z € Z + £,(o), the control on the
norm ||Z — Z|| can be done easily when the norm ||| can be defined as the
supremum on a set of linear forms; for instance when (E,| - ||) = (R? [|-]|):
|#]| oo = sup; <<, ef © (where (e1,...,e,) is the canonical basis of R?). We can
then bound:

]P’(HZ—ZHooZt) Z]P’(Sup eiT(Z—Z)Zt)

1<i<p

< min (l,p sup P (e?(Z -Z) > t))

1<i<p

14
< min (1,pCef(t/c)q> < max(C,e) exp (_Wg()) )
c p

for some ¢ = O(0) 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 « €
RP the identity ||z|| = sup{u’z,||u|| < 1}, indeed, here the supremum is taken
on the whole unit ball Brr = {u € RP, |ju|| < 1} which is an infinite set. This
loss of cardinality control can be overcome if one introduces so-called e-nets
to discretize the ball with a net {u;};e; (with I finite — |I| < o0) in order to
simultaneously

1. approach sufficiently the norm to ensure

P (HZ— 7|0 > t) ~ P (supuf(z ~-7)> t) ,
i€l

2. control the cardinality |I| for the inequality

P <supuiT(Z -Z)> t) <[P (uZT(Z -Z)> t)
iel
not to be too loose (see [Tad (2012) for more detail).
One can then show:

P(|Z — Z|| > t) < max(C,e)exp/)"/P, (A1)

The approach with e-nets in (R?, || - ||) can be generalized to any normed vector
space (F, ||-]|) where the norm can be written as a supremum through an identity
of the kind

Vz € E: |jz|| = sup f(z) with H C E' and dim(Vect(H)) < oo, (A.2)
feH

for a given H C E’ and where Vect H designates the subspace of E generated
by H. Such a H C E’ exists in particular when (E, || - ||) is a reflexive spaces.
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Proposition 16 (James (1957)). In a reflexive space (E,| - ||):

Ve e E: |z|| = sup f(z) where B ={f € E' | ||f] < 1}.
p

B/

When (E, ||-||) has an infinite dimension and is not reflexive, it is sometimes
possible to establish (A.2)) for some H C 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]) (concerning (R?, || - ).

Definition 3 (Norm degree). Given a normed (or seminormed) vector space
(E,|I- 1), and a subset H C E’, the degree ng of H is defined as :

o ny = log(|H|) if H is finite,
o ny = dim(Vect H) if H is infinite.

If there exists a subset H C E' such that (B2) is satisfied, we then denote
n(E, | - ), or more simply )., the degree of | - ||, defined as :

g =n(E, || - ||) = inf {nH,H CE' |VzekE,|z| = ;ugf(:v)} :
€

Example 2. We can give some examples of norm degrees :
o (R, || [loc) =log(p) (H ={z— efz,1<i<p})
o n(R”,||-[)=p (H={x—u"z,ueBp})
e n(Mpn, |l I)=n+p (H={Mw ulMv,(u,v) € Bre x Brn}),
o n(Mpn, |- llr) =np (H={M — Tr(AM), A € My, [|Allr < 1}),
o 1 (Mp, |l [l) =np (H = {M = Tr(AM), A € My, ||A] < 134,

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 € Z + E,(0):

lZ—-Z| €O (nﬁ_/”qa) +&, (nll‘_/l‘qa) )

4. ||« is the nuclear norm defined for any M € My n as |M|l« = Tr(VMMT) it is the
dual norm of | - ||, which means that for any A, B € My n, Tr(ABT) < || A||||B]|«-
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Remark 2. When Z « E,(0), we have of course the better concentration ||Z —
Z|| < & (o) but the bound E [HZ - Z||} <0 (nmqo) can not be improved.

Example 3. Given two random vectors Z € RP and M € M ,:
o if Zoc& in (R, |-]) - E||Z]] < [[E[Z]| + O(V/P),
o if M o< & in (Mpn, |- [) - E M| < [[E[M]]|+O(v/p+n),
o if M ox& in (Mpn,|-llp) - EIMI < [[E[M]|[r+O(/pn).
o if Mox& in (Mpn,|-II.) - E[M], <[[EM][l. + O(/pn).

Appendiz 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~!
and Y = f(X) where for any x = (z1,...,2p) € RP, f(z) =z if z; > 0 and
f(z) = —x otherwise. We know that all the linear observations of X + Y are
concentrated thanks to Proposition Bl 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 v/2-Lipschitz transformation of (X,Y)) is of
order O(y/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) = ¢(Z) with Z concentrated
and ¢ 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 x Eq(o)
andY x E:(p) (where q,r > 0 are two positive constants and o, p € RI}‘_ are two
sequences of positive reals):

(X,Y) o< & (o) + & (p) in (B ] Jle),

where we note for all z,y € E?, ||(z,y)|le= = max(|z]], ||y|| Following our
formalism, this means that there exist two positive constants C,c > 0 such

150ne could have also considered a big number of equivalent norms like ||(z, )|, = ||z|| +

lyll or ll(@: 9)llez = V/IzlI* + [lyl1*.
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that Vn € N and for any 1-Lipschitz function f : (E2,|| - |le=) — (R,]-]),
3d,, = O(pn), ¥t > 0 :

P (|f(Xn, Ya) = f(X7, Y0)| > 1) < Celt/eom)” 4 Celt/edn)”,

The sum being a 2-Lipschitz operation (for the norm || - |¢=), the concen-
tration of X +Y is easy to handle and directly follows from Lemma[I2l For the
product of random variable, on can employ:

Proposition 18 (). Given two (sequences of) random variables Z, 7’ € R and
four sequence of parameters a,a’ € R and 0,0’ > 0, we have the implicatior@:

Z ecat Ey(o)
727" € ad + E,(0d +0'a) + E,/5(c0").

{Z’Ea':l:Eq(U’) ol )+ Bayalo)
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 Couilletl (2021a) where we presented a result giving

the concentration of a product of m vectors Z1,...,Z,,. From an hypothesis
(Z1,...,Zm) x &, one can deduce the concentration
m
Z1®"'®Zm0<252/1(01), (A.3)

=1

where each o; depends on the expectations of the norms (E[[|Z;|:])ic[n 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 Bl 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 « &;(0), then for any Lipschitz mapping f : E — R,
the functional f(Z) admits an expectation E[f(Z)] = [ f(2)dP(Z = z). This
definition can be first generalized when F 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
Il - |I. The norm || - || (written the same way as the norm on FE for simplicity
— no ambiguity being possible) is called the strong norm of E’ and defined as
follows.

16Notation Z € a+ &g, (01) + Eq,(02) (with Z being a random variable) signifies that there
exist two constants C, ¢ > 0 such that for all n € N:

P(|Z—-a|>1t) < Ce—(et/e1)T | ce—(ct/o2)92
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Definition 4. Given a normed vector space (E,| - ||), the strong norm || - | is
defined on E’' as:

Vi€ E,|fl = sup [f(z)].
llzlI<1
To be able to define an expectation in F we first assume that FE 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"

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 vector X o« &,(c) as follows:

Definition 6. Given a random vector Z of a reflexive space (E,| - ||), if the
mapping E' 3 f— E[f(Z)] € R is continuous on E’, we define the expectation
of Z as the vector:

E[Z] = J7'(f = E[f(2)). (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 (Vx,y € E,| f(z) — f(y) < (1 —¢)||z — y|| with
e > 0) admits a unique fized point y = f(y). This property will be particularly
interesting when considering the concentration of fized point of concentrated
Jfunctions 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(2)].

PrOOF. It is just a consequence of the identity:

f(E[Z)) = JEIZ)(f) = T (T (f = E[f(2))) (f) = E[f(2)].

Proposition 19. Given a reflexive space (E,| - ||) and a random vector Z € E,
if Z x &(0), then E[Z] can be defined with Definition [6

PROOF. We just need to show that f — E[f(Z)] is continuous. There exists
K, > 0 such that P(||Z,|| < K,) > 1, so that for any f € E', P(f(Z,) <
K,|fll) = 4. Therefore, by definition, for any median my of f(Z,), my <
K| f]l- The two concentration f(Z) € E[f(Z)] £&,(0) and f(Z) € my £ E,(0)
then allows us to obtain a similar bound on [E[f(Z)]| which allows us to state

that the mapping f +— [E[f(Z)]| is continuous.
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It is still possible to define a notion of expectation when F is not reflexive
but is a functional vector space having value on a reflexive space (F,|| - ||); for
instance a subspace of F'&, for a given set G.

Definition 7. Given reflexive space (F,||||), a given set G, a subspace E C F¢,
and a random vector ¢ € E, if for any x € F, the mapping F' > f — E[f(¢(z))]
18 continuous, we can defined the expectation of ¢ as:

E[g] : & — E[g(x)].

Remark 4. When the space E C FY is endowed with a norm || - || such that
(E, |- 1) is reflexive and Vz € G, E > ¢ — ¢(z) is continuous, then there is
no ambiguity on the definitions. Indeed, if we note Ey[¢] and Eq[d], respectively
the expectation of ¢ given by Definition[@ and Definition[d, we can show for any
x € F and any f € F':

f(E1[9)(2)) = f(B:[g]) = E[f(¢)] = Elf(¢(2))] = [(Elg()]) = f(E2[¢]()),

where f : E 3 ¢ — f((x)) is a continuous linear form. Since this identity
is true for any f € E', we know by reflexivity of E that Vx € E: Ei[p|(z) =
Es[p](x). This directly implies that Eq[¢] = Eq[q].

Remark 5. Given a random mapping ¢ € E C FY with (F,|| - ||) reflexive,
we can then deduce from Proposition [I9 that if for all x € G, ¢(z) x (o) in
(F,||-]|) then we can define E[@]. With a different formalism, we can endow F¢
with the family of semi-norms (|| - ||z)zec defined for any f € FC as ||f||l. =
Ilf(2)|; then if for all x € G, ¢ x Ey(a) in (FY,|| - |z), it is straightforward to
set that E[@] 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 ¢ < E,(c) in (FC,| - ||s) where for

all f € F€, || flloc = sup,cq [ f(@)]I-

Appendix C. Concentration of Y solution to Y = ¢(Y) when ¢ 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:

llesen = sup 1@ ZIEN

z,2€B(yo,r) ||$ - Z”

Lemma 14. Given a mapping ¢ € F(E), if there exist two constants ,e > 0
and a vector yo € E such that:

9llc.B(0.5) <1—¢ and l¢(yo) — ol < de,
then for any y € B(yo, éc) and any k € N:
[[6" () = wol| < 0. (C.1)
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PRrROOF. That can be done iteratively. For k = 0, it is obvious since ||y —
Yol < ed <& (e < 1). Now if we suppose that (CI) is true for all | < k and
y € B(yo,€d) (thus in particular for y = yo), we can bound (under Age):

16 () = wol| < ||0"(w) — 8" (wo) || + ||¢* (wo) — wo|

k
< (=) |ly —yoll + Z 9" (yo) — &' (wo) ||

=1
k
<(A-e)fed+ ) (1—e) o) —wll < 0.
1=1

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

l

o1
1-¢g)l<1 d 1—g) < -
1o on Sa-or<?
Theorem 7. Let us consider a (sequence of) reflexive vector space (E,|| - ||)

admitting a finite norm degree that we note n. Given ¢ € Lip(E), a (sequence
of ) random mapping, we suppose that there exists a (sequence of ) integer o > 0,
a constant € > 0 such that for any constant K > 0, there exists a (sequence of)
highly probable event Ay such that:

e there exists a (sequence of) deterministic vector yo € E satisfying:
Yo = By [¢(yo)]

o for all y € B(yo, Kon) and for all (sequence of) integer k such that
k < O(log(n)),

0 (y) € &y (0) | e in (B, |- ).

* Ak C {HQSHL,B(ymKUnl/q) <1-¢g},

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

Y =¢(Y)
admits a unique solution Y € E satisfying the linear concentration:
Ye&(o) | e

PrOOF. We know that, (¢(yo) | A1) € yo£&(0), so in particular Proposition[I7]
implies that there exist three constants C, ¢, K > 0 such that:

P (1l6(30) = woll > Ko/t | A) < Ce/e,
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Let us then note A, = A; N Ax N {||¢(yo) — vol| > Kon'/%}, we can bound
P(A,) < C’e="/¢ for some constants C’, ¢/, and we know from Lemma [I4] and
our hypotheses that Vk € N:

¢* (yo) € Blyo, Kon'/1),

(since yo € B(yo, Kon'/4¢)). Therefore since Ay C Ax C {9l 2540, K0n
1 — ¢}, the sequence (¢*(yo))ren is a Cauchy sequence and it converges to
a random vector Y € F satisfying Y = ¢(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[d] one sees that it is sufficient to show that Hf/ — yoH = O(on*/9)

1/a) <

for Y defined as the unique solution to the equation Y = E 4, [¢*(Y)] already
introduced in the proof of Proposition @ and k = | M]. Let us bound:

 qlog(1—2¢)
¥ = wo| < [Ba, [65(7) = 6°wo)] || + B, 6" o) = wol
<Ea, [[65) = 6*wo)|| +Ea. [[1¢* o) = wol|]
<Ea, [I611] |¥ = yo| + Ea. lz 611z llé(yo) - yo]”]

<(l-¢) Hf/—yoH + Kon'/a.

- /
Thus HY - yOH < Kon! ® so that, noting A, = A pniza NA,, by hypothesis:

€

A
¢"(Y) X & (o) | e,
the rest of the proof is then exactly the same as the proof of Proposition [
Let us now give a more flexible result involving the norms || - |5y, for r >0
but also the semi-norms || - ||z 3(y,,r)- The following Lemma might seem a bit
complicated and artificial, it is however perfectly adapted to the requirement

of Theorem [ generalizing Theorem [7] to the case of Lipschitz concentrated
mappings ¢ locally Lipschitz.

Lemma 15. Given a normed vector space (E, || -||) whose norm degree is noted
1, a vector yo € E and a (sequence of) random mapping ¢ € F>(E), let us
suppose that there exists a (sequence of) constant e > 0 (¢ > O(1)) such that
for any constant K > 0, there exists a (sequence of) event Ak :

Ak _n .
¢ 5‘1 (0) |€ Toin (]:(E)vH : ||B(90>KU771/‘1))7

and there exist two constants C,c such that

P (H¢||L,B(yo,1<an1/q) >1—¢| Ak) < Ce ",
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then for any constant K' (K’ > O(1)) we have:

¢ < E(0) | e in (FX(E), |l lsyo.sronisa))s

PROOF. As in the proof of Theorem [7 let us introduce three constants C,c > 0
and K > K'/e such that:

P (19(yo) — yoll > Kon'/te | Ar) < Ce/e,
Let us set:

"4¢°° =Ag-NAIN {||¢||L,BE(y0,KUnl/q) <1- 8} ’

We know from Lemma [I4] that for all £ € N, and for all f € Age (recall that
we identify Age with ¢(Age)):

fk(y) € B(yOaK)a
since ||y — yo|| < K'on'/? < Kon'/9e. For any f,g € Ageo:
1™ = 9™ 5oscrantray < 2 I Bosomnlf @™ @) = glg™ @)
i=1

<

M | =

I1f = 9llBeyo, kcont/a)-

Thus the mapping f — f™ is 1-Lipschitz on (Age, || - || 8(yo, K'on'/4)), which
directly implies the result of the lemma.

The next theorem is an important improvement (allowed by Lipschitz con-
centration) of Proposition [Hin that it only take as hypothesis the concentration
of ¢ (and not of all its iterates). It also has the advantage to assume only a local
control on the Lipschitz character of ¢ 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 n (of course n > O(1)), a (sequence
of ) random mapping ¢ € Lip(E), a given constant e >0 (¢ > O(1)) and Ay, a
(sequence of ) highly probable events such that P (Ag) < Ce°" for two constants
C,c>0and Ay C {||¢llc < 1—¢€}. Introducing yo, a (sequence of ) deterministic
vector yo € E satisfying:

Yo = E[é(yo)],
if we suppose that for any constant K > 0:

px&q(o) | e in (F(E) |- lsyo,konr/a));

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

Y =¢(Y)
admits a unique solution Y € E satisfying the Lipschitz concentration:

Yx& (o) | e
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