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Abstract

We consider the problem of jointly modeling and clustering populations of tensors by
introducing a high-dimensional tensor mixture model with heterogeneous covariances.
To effectively tackle the high dimensionality of tensor objects, we employ plausible
dimension reduction assumptions that exploit the intrinsic structures of tensors such as
low-rankness in the mean and separability in the covariance. In estimation, we develop
an efficient high-dimensional expectation-conditional-maximization (HECM) algorithm
that breaks the intractable optimization in the M-step into a sequence of much simpler
conditional optimization problems, each of which is convex, admits regularization and
has closed-form updating formulas. Our theoretical analysis is challenged by both the
non-convexity in the EM-type estimation and having access to only the solutions of
conditional maximizations in the M-step, leading to the notion of dual non-convexity.
We demonstrate that the proposed HECM algorithm, with an appropriate initialization,
converges geometrically to a neighborhood that is within statistical precision of the true
parameter. The efficacy of our proposed method is demonstrated through comparative
numerical experiments and an application to a medical study, where our proposal

achieves an improved clustering accuracy over existing benchmarking methods.

Keywords: expectation conditional maximization; computational and statistical errors; ten-
sor clustering; tensor decomposition; unsupervised learning.



1 Introduction

In modern data science, tensor data, where the data take the form of a multidimensional
array, are becoming ubiquitous in a wide variety of scientific and business applications. For
example, in recommender systems, the data are collected as a three-way (user, item, context)
tensor (Bi et al., 2018), where the context can be item features such as time, location and
publisher. Due to the rapidly increasing interests in analyzing tensor data, the literature on
tensor data analysis is fast growing, including topics such as tensor decomposition (Anand-
kumar et al., 2014; Sun et al., 2017; Zhang and Xia, 2018; Hao et al., 2020; Xia and Yuan,
2021), tensor completion (Zhang, 2019; Cai et al., 2020; Xia et al., 2021; Cai et al., 2021),
and tensor regression (Li and Zhang, 2017; Zhang et al., 2018; Raskutti et al., 2019; Zhou
et al., 2020). We refer to a recent survey by Bi et al. (2020) for a comprehensive review on
tensor data analysis.

In this paper, we consider the problem of jointly modeling and clustering populations
of tensors. When tensors are collected from heterogeneous populations, an important task
to cluster the tensor samples into homogeneous groups and characterize distributions of the
different populations. This is an important task that finds applications in face clustering
(Cao et al., 2014), video summarization (Rabbouch et al., 2017), brain imaging segmentation
(Mirzaei and Adeli, 2018), user clickstream clustering (Wang et al., 2016) and so on. An
intrinsic challenge in modeling and clustering tensors is the high dimensionality of tensor
objects. For example, in our real data analysis in Section 6, there are n = 57 tensor objects
to be modeled and clustered, each of dimension 116 x 116 x 30 yielding 403,680 entries.
To perform clustering, one may first vectorize the tensor objects and then apply clustering
techniques developed for high-dimensional vectors (Wang et al., 2015; Hao et al., 2017; Cai
et al., 2019). However, as the structures in tensors are largely ignored after vectorization,
these vector based approaches can result in a loss of information, leading to reduced efficiency
and accuracy. Another approach is to consider tensor subspace clustering methods, which
find latent cluster structures embedded in one or more modes of a single tensor (Sun and Li,
2019; Chi et al., 2020; Luo and Zhang, 2020). When n tensor samples are available, it seems
sensible to stack them into one higher-order tensor, where the last mode is of dimension n,

and then apply a tensor subspace clustering method to recover cluster labels along the last



mode. However, this approach has one fundamental limit as clustering along one mode of a
single tensor inevitably runs into the curse of dimensionality, in that the clustering accuracy
is expected to deteriorate with n, the dimension of the last mode. As shown in Sun and
Li (2019); Chi et al. (2020), to consistently estimate labels along one mode of a tensor, the
dimension of this mode must be small compared to others. This condition seems unnatural
under our setting as the clustering accuracy is expected to improve with the sample size n.

Recently, some progresses have been made for clustering a collection of tensors. Specifi-
cally, Tait and McNicholas (2019) considered a mixture model estimated using a standard EM
algorithm. Without any dimension reduction assumption on the tensor mean, this method
could not handle cases where the sample size is smaller than the total number of tensor
entries. Mai et al. (2021) proposed DEEM, which clusters tensors using a carefully designed
discriminant analysis and the discriminant tensors are assumed to be sparse. The main focus
of DEEM was to develop a clustering rule while subpopulation distributions were not directly
estimated. Characterizing subpopulation distributions can be useful, as one might wish to
examine the differences in means and covariances across subpopulations. Moreover, DEEM as-
sumed homogeneous covariances across clusters and may not perform well when covariances
differ among clusters. As shown in the numerical experiments in Sections 5-6, DEEM can be
numerically unstable and sensitive to potential model misspecifications.

In this paper, we introduce a flexible high-dimensional tensor mixture model with het-
erogeneous covariances to jointly model and cluster a collection of tensors. To facilitate
estimability and interpretability, we employ effective dimension reduction assumptions that
take advantages of the intrinsic structures of tensors and improve model interpretability.
Specifically, we assume the tensor means to be low-rank and internally sparse (defined in
Section 2.3), and the tensor covariances to be separable and conditionally sparse. These
assumptions are plausible in a wide range of applications and are commonly employed in the
tensor analysis literature (Anandkumar et al., 2014; Sun et al., 2017; Zhang and Xia, 2018;
Pan et al., 2019; Mai et al., 2021; Zhou et al., 2020). The mixture components in our pro-
posal are allowed to have heterogeneous covariances, which greatly relaxes the homogeneous
and /or isotropic covariance assumption commonly employed in the mixture model literature

(Balakrishnan et al., 2017; Cai et al., 2019; Mai et al., 2021).



In estimation, we employ a high-dimensional expectation-maximization (EM) type algo-
rithm. One major challenge is that the M-step in the standard EM algorithm (Dempster
et al., 1977) requires an optimization with respect to the low-rank tensor means and separable
covariances from each mixture component. This is an intractable non-convex optimization
problem. To tackle this challenge, we propose a high-dimensional expectation-conditional-
maximization (HECM) algorithm that breaks the challenging optimization problem in the
M-step into several simpler alternating conditional optimization problems, each of which is
convex, has closed-form updating formulas and admits regularization. An attractive prop-
erty of the proposed HECM algorithm is that sparsity structures can be easily incorporated
into parameter estimation by adding regularization to the smaller conditional optimizations.

While convergence to an arbitrary fixed point has been studied for ECM-type algorithms
(Meng, 1994), to our knowledge, local convergence has yet to be investigated, even in the low-
dimensional regime. In our theoretical analysis, we show that the HECM algorithm converges
geometrically to a neighborhood that is within statistical precision of the unknown true
parameter given a suitable initial. This is a useful statistical guarantee that sheds light on
when and how quickly the HECM iterates converge to the true parameter. Our theoretical
analysis is highly nontrivial, as the conditional updating scheme in the HECM requires a
delicate treatment in order to establish the contraction of the iterations. In particular, our
analysis builds on a collection of conditional @ functions in the form of Q,(19,©_y|@®),
where ®® is the parameter update from the t-th step, ¥ is a subset of ® to be updated in
the (¢ + 1)-th step and ©_y collects all other parameters being conditioned on, with some
taking values from the ¢-th step (i.e., those yet to be updated in ©®_y) and some from the
(t 4+ 1)-th step (i.e., those already updated in ©_y). As the HECM does not have access to
arg maxe @,(®|®®) in the M-step, existing arguments and techniques in the population
and sample-based analysis of the standard EM algorithms (Yi and Caramanis, 2015; Wang
et al., 2015; Balakrishnan et al., 2017) are no longer directly applicable. Our analysis is
accomplished by identifying new statistical and computational properties of the conditional
@ functions and employing new proof strategies in establishing one-step contraction; see
Section 4.2. Finally, besides the challenge of conditional updates in the M-step, our analysis

is further complicated by considering sparsity structures in the estimation.



To recap, our work contributes to both methodology and theory. As to methodology, we
propose a high-dimensional tensor mixture model with heterogeneous covariances. To take
advantage of the intrinsic structures of tensors and facilitate estimability, we employ several
effective dimension reduction assumptions including low-rankness, sparsity and separability.
To tackle the intractable optimization in the M-step, we propose an efficient HECM algorithm
and show that, the HECM algorithm converges geometrically to the unknown true parameter
given a suitable initial. To our knowledge, this is the first statistical guarantee on the local
convergence of EM-type algorithms with conditional maximizations. Thus, our theoretical
results may further advance the growing literature on statistical guarantees for EM-type
algorithms (Wang et al., 2015; Ho and Nguyen, 2016; Balakrishnan et al., 2017; Cai et al.,
2019; Dwivedi et al., 2020; Kwon et al., 2021).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the high-dimensional
tensor mixture model with heterogenous covariances. Section 3 discusses details of the HECM
algorithm. Section 4 investigates the statistical properties of our proposed method. Section 5

presents numerical experiments and Section 6 illustrates with a real data analysis.

2 Model and Problem

2.1 Notation and tensor algebra

A tensor is a multidimensional array and the order of a tensor is the number of dimensions,
also referred to as modes. We denote vectors using lower-case bold letters (e.g., ), matrices
using upper-case bold letters (e.g., X ), high-order tensors using upper-case bold script letters
(e.g., X), and let [n] = {1,2,...,n}. Given a vector x € R?, we let ||z||,, [|z], and ||z|,
denote the vector ¢y, ¢, and ¢ norms, respectively. We use x; or (j) to denote j-th
entry of @. Given a matrix X € R"*%, we let || X||, ¢ = >oizy U Xij # 0), | Xl o =
>izj | Xijl, and [| X || denote the off-diagonal £y, £; norms and spectral norm, respectively.
The vectorization of X is defined as vec(X) = (Xi1,..., Xay1, -+ > Xidgs - - - » Xaydy) - We
use x; ; or (7, j) to denote (7,7)-th entry of X, and opn(-) and opmax(-) denote the smallest
and largest eigenvalues of a matrix, respectively. Given a tensor X € RIxdzx-xdm g

1/2
Frobenius norm is defined as | X ||y = (Z“ ing XZ...z’M) , and its max norm is defined
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Figure 1: Tensor fibers, unfolding and vectorization.

as || X|
a, = O(b,) if there exist ¢ > 0 and N > 0 such that a,, < ¢b, for all n > N, and a,, = o(b,)

For two positive sequences a, and b,, write a,, = b, or

= MaXy,. iy ‘Xi1,~~~,iM" ~

max
if a, /b, — 0 as n — oo; moreover, write a,, < b, if a,, X b, and b, = a,.

Given a third-order tensor X € R%*42x% its mode-1, 2 and 3 fibers are denoted as
X .k, Xix and X;;., respectively. Given a tensor X € R%*d2xxdu the mode-m unfolding,
denoted as X ), arranges the mode-m fibers to be the columns of the resulting matrix. For
example, the mold-1 unfolding of a third-order tensor X € R%*92%4d3 can be written as X 1) =
(X1, Xty ooy Xidpa] € RUX(2d3) - The vectorization of tensor X € Rdvxdex-xdu
denoted as vec(X'), is obtained by stacking the mode-1 fibers of X. For example, given an
order-three tensor X € R¥*%Xd we have vec(X) = (XII, o ,XIM, . .,XIMS)T. See
Figure 1 for an example of mode-1 fibers, mold-1 unfolding and vectorization. For X,y €
R xd2xxdu - define their inner product as (X, Y) = D iving Xirring Vin..ins - For  tensor
X € Réxdxxdu and a matrix A € R7*% the m-mode tensor matrix product is denoted
iy oyt Lyeensing Z?::l X Aji,,- It 1
easy to see that if Y = X x,, A, then U,,) = AX (). Given a tensor X € R xdox-Xdn

as X,, and element-wise we have (X x,, A) i1yeensing

and a list of matrices A = {Ay,..., Ay}, where A, € R¥*dn € [M], their product
X x Ais defined as X x A = X x; A; Xg -+ X3y Ay (Kolda and Bader, 2009).

2.2 Separable covariance and tensor normal distribution

We start our introduction with third-order tensors (i.e., M = 3). A random tensor X €
Rd17d2xd3 i said to have a separable covariance structure if Cov{vec(X)} = X3 @ X, @ X,

where ® denotes the Kronecker product. In this parameterization, ¥; € R4*% 3, ¢



R2xd2 and 35 € R%*% represent covariances among the mode-1, mode-2 and mode-3 fibers,
respectively. Such a covariance model provides a parsimonious and stable alternative to an
unstructured and unrestricted estimate of Cov{vec(X)}, the latter of which can be unstable
for tensors of high dimensions (Greenewald et al., 2019).

A random tensor X € R%*42%4s jg gaid to follow a tensor normal distribution (Leng and

Tang, 2012; Lyu et al., 2019) with mean U € R%1*42%4s and covariance X = {2, 3y, 33}, if
vec(X) ~ N (vecU), B3 @ Xy @ X1).

We denote this tensor normal distribution as X ~ Np (U, X). Let Z € Réxdzxds he 5
random tensor with independent standard normal entries. If X ~ Np (U, X), we have
X=U+Zx, 2 x, 502 x; 32

More generally, we say X € R&xdzx-xdw N[ > 2 follows a tensor normal distri-
bution with mean U € RI*dXxdm and covariance X = {X,..., Xy}, if vec(X) ~

N (vec(U), Xy ® -+ - ® X1). In this case, the probability density function of X is

f (XU, D) = (2m) {ﬁ |zm|—d/<2dm>} exp (— (x —u0) > z-lﬂui/z) O

where d = J[)_, dm and D72 = {5,172, 57},

2.3 High-dimensional heterogenous tensor mixture model

To ease presentation, we focus on third-order tensors X € R%*42%4 in this section. The
generalization to higher-order tensors is straightforward. Assume that there are K mixtures

of tensor normal distributions with heterogeneous covariances such that

Z ~ Multinomial (77,..., 7)), (2)

X|Z =k~ Nr(Uj, Zp),

where Y, 7 = 1, Uy € Rx2xds and 3y = {5} |, 5}, 35 5} with 3f, € Rixd 5 ) €
R2xd2 DIHPS R%>4s |k ¢ [K]. In tensor clustering problems, X is observable but Z is not.
Suppose we have n unlabeled tensor observations X1,..., &, € R%*%xd generated

independently and identically from the mixture model in (2), that is,
Xy X N (UGB 4 me N (U )

7
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Figure 2: An illustration of rank-R sparse CP decomposition for a third-order tensor.

Given X = {X,,...,X,}, our objective is to jointly perform clustering, i.e., estimate the
cluster label z = (z1, ..., 2,), and model estimation, i.e., estimate 7}, U} and X; for all k.
One unique challenge in modeling tensor data is the inherit high-dimensionality of the
problem. In tensor data analysis, the number of free parameters is usually much larger than
the number of observations and thus it is imperative to employ effective dimension reduction

assumptions that enable estimability and interpretability.

Low-rankness on Uj;. We assume that U, k € [K]|, admits a rank-R CP decomposition

structure (Kolda and Bader, 2009), in that,

R
uz - Z WZ’T/BZ7T71 © 18;::17.72 © ﬂl:yT,37 (3)
r=1

where o denotes the outer product, wj . is a positive scalar, 8; | € R, Biro € R?% and
Birs € R%, r € [R]. To ensure identifiability, Biris Biro and By, 5 are assumed to be
unit-norm vectors, that is, [|B;, ,ll2 = 1 for all k,r and m. The CP low-rank structure
is one of the most commonly employed tensor structures (Kolda and Bader, 2009), and is
widely adopted in tensor data analysis, such as imaging analysis (Zhou et al., 2013), facial

image recognition (Cao et al., 2014), and recommendation system (Bi et al., 2018).

Internal sparsity on U;. Besides low-rankness, it is often desirable to have sparsity in
tensor parameters. This can further reduce the number of free parameters and improve
model interpretability, as a sparse pattern is plausible in many tensor data problems, such
as advertisement placement (Zhou et al., 2020; Hao et al., 2021) and imaging data analysis
(Sun and Li, 2019). Encouraging sparsity by directly adding a ¢;-norm penalty on the tensor
mean may be computationally infeasible, due to the large number of parameters involved

in the penalty term. Alternatively, we consider achieving sparsity under the CP structure.



Specifically, based on (3), we assume that G ., ’s are sparse. See Figure 2 for an illustration
of the sparse CP decomposition structure. To differentiate from the usual element-wise

sparsity, we refer to the sparsity of 8 ., .’s as the internal sparsity of Uj.

Separable X, with conditionally sparsity. An attractive feature of the separable co-

variance structure is that the precision matrix also enjoys a separable structure, that is,
* * * —1 * * *
(B @3, @37 ,) = Q3 @80, 0,

where Q= E};’mfl for all k,m. We assume the separable precision matrices are sparse,
which reduces the number of free parameters and enhances interpretability. Specifically,

the sparse entries in €2, relates to the conditional dependence between entities along the

k,m
m-th mode in the k-th mixture. Estimating such a conditional independence is of interest
in many applications. For example, in import-export studies, it is helpful to understand
the dependencies across different countries and commodities (Leng and Tang, 2012). To
ensure identifiability, we assume HQZMHF/M =1 for m = 1,2, while HQZ?)HF remains

unconstrained. This identifiability condition does not alter the sparsity structures of €2y, ’s.

Remark 1. The two sparsity assumptions on means By, ,.,,’s and precisions S . ’s facilitate
estimability when the tensor dimensions exceed the sample size. If desired, these two assump-
tions can be omitted from our proposal, in which case the ECM algorithm and its theoretical
analysis both simplify by excluding reqularizations. With only low-rankness in the mean and
separability in the covariance, the theoretical results in Section 4 still hold by replacing the

sparsity parameters with the respective dimension parameters.

3 High-Dimensional ECM Estimation

Denote ©® = (my,...,7g,01,...,0k)", where 8 collects all parameters in the k-th mixture
with 0, = (B,IM, . ,B,Zl’M,wa, . ,,B,I’RJ, . ,BIIR’M, wi.r, vec(Qe1) T, ... ,Vec(kaM)T).
If the true label z = (z,...,2,) were observed together with X = {X,...,X,}, the

log-likelihood for the complete data (X, z) is given by

((0|X, z) ZZ k) [log (mx) + log { fie(Xi|6k)}], (4)

zlkl



where fi(-) is defined as in (1) with Uy and 3y4,..., 3, n. When z is unknown, it is
common to pose (4) as a missing data problem, where the latent label z is treated as
missing data. To estimate ® in the presence of missing data, a useful approach is the
expectation-maximization (EM) algorithm (Dempster et al., 1977), which encounters two
major challenges when applied to our estimation problem.
Computational Challenges. First, in the M-step, given ©®) estimated from the previous
EM update, one needs to maximize Ez x ouw {((O|X, Z)} with respect to ©. This is a
challenging problem as the loss function is non-convex and there is no closed-form solution.
Second, the dimension of each 6y, is in the order of O(RY ", d,,+ Y, d2,). When dimensions
dy,...,dy are large and n is small, regularization is needed in the M-step to ensure the
sparsity of B ,m’s and € ,,,’s. The standard EM algorithm cannot incorporate such sparsity
structures into parameter estimation. To overcome these two challenges, we propose a high-
dimensional expectation conditional maximization (HECM) algorithm that breaks the M-step
optimization problem into several less challenging conditional maximization problems. These
conditional maximization problems enjoy closed-form formulas in the updates and permit
penalty terms that involve much less parameters.
Next, we detail the HECM algorithm. Consider the (¢ + 1)-th step of the HECM iteration.
E-step. In the E-step, given ©®) estimated from the previous HECM update, we have
7u(©@0) = P(z; = k| X;, ©0) = i fi(X116") . kel[K]. (5)
Sm Sl Xi16])
Next, define Q,(0|0") = Ez x o0 {{(0|X, Z)}, which can be written as

1 n K

Qu(©18Y) = — 3™ 3" 7 (0) [log(me) + log{ fi( X161} (6)

1=1 k=1

Correspondingly, the objective function in the maximization step can be written as
Qu(©0Y) — P(e),

where PUH(@) = Y, A Brramll, + D km At 1Q%ml; o i & penalty term that
encourages sparsity in By ., and €, for all k,r and m, and )\gﬂ) and )\gfl)’s are tuning
parameters to be discussed in Section A of the supplement. It is easy to see that the update

of 7, can be calculated as
1 n
m == (@), (7)
i=1

10
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Figure 3: Parameter updates (left to right) for the k-th cluster in the HCM step.

HCM-step. The high-dimensional conditional maximization (HCM) step then proceeds by
solving the following conditional optimizations. First, for k € [K],r € [R],m € [M], let

3 = arg max Qu(Berm O30 [©0) = AT Bl (8)

k,r,m

(t+1

where G)(tﬂ)r is © with By, removed; moreover, parameters in ® 5 °  that are updated

Hl _that are not yet

before By ., take values from the (¢4 1)-th step and parameters in e
updated take values from the ¢-th step. See Figure 3 for the ordering in conditional updates

when M = 3. The update B,(::;z can be calculated in closed-form with the j-th entry

(t+1) . O
(t+1) nXy ' ’sign ﬂmm(J)) : (t+1 t+1

(9)

0 otherwise,

(t) _ t) (t+1) (t+1) (t+1) . :
where n;” = 37" | 7,x(©®) and expressions for gk > C’krm and hk m are given in Propo-

sition 2 in the supplement. The estimate Bk is then normalized to ensure the unit-norm
o = B B e

constraint, and we have Bk o = Birm ket

Next, we consider the update of wy,’s. Define operators [[ Brrm = Ber10---0Brrm
me[M]

®

and [] Qum = @ @ Q. Let @(_tikl be © with wy, removed and parameters
me[M]

updated before and after wy, take values from the (¢ + 1)-th and ¢-th steps, respectively.

Maximizing Qy,(wg f:; ) |©®)) with respect to wy, is equivalent to solving
2
(t) < t+1) (t+1) ) t)1/2
max ke, ,
nay ZW (© — W H B
i=1 me[M] F

11



where X 5 +T) is given in Proposition 2. Some straightforward algebra yields

S ©@)vee (X0) (1 00, )veel TT 8152

W;(:j:l) _ ®me[M] me[M] ' (10)
’ t+1) t t+1)
nfvee( T1 ADT(CTT 90, )veel TT B2
me[M] me[M] me([M]

Finally, we consider the update of €2 ,,’s. Let @(fgi)m be © with € ,, removed and
parameters updated before and after €y, take values from the (¢ + 1)-th and ¢-th steps,
respectively. We consider, for k € [K],m € [M],

QY = argmax Qu(Qum, O [00) = AL ], o -

k,m

With some straightforward algebra, the above objective function can be written as

(t)
N n,,
Qg:f arg min _n {— log |Q% | + tr(S Hl)ﬂk m)} + A+D 12kl o » (11)

k,m dm

T _
where Slif;l) _ dw Tzk(@(t))X(tH)X.(Hl) XD _ (Xi_ul(ctﬂ))( )Ai(:;;l) and

dn (t) i,km i,k,m

1/2
A(t+1 = ( I1 Qk L ® H Q(tﬂ ) . The optimization problem in (11) is convex and
m/>m m/<m

can be carried out efficiently using the GLasso algorithm (Friedman et al., 2008). We refer
to Friedman et al. (2008) for the exact updating formulas of the GLasso. To satisfy the

H) is first normalized such that Q tH) = /d Q (t+1) /||Q t“)HF

identifiability constraint, Q

for all m. We then find the Welght 77( ) and assign it to the last mode, i.e.,
QD _ ) m<M-1, 12
kmo T\ (t+1) ) Gy(t+1) .y (12)
k kM TV =,

—1
where n,(fﬂ) = n,(f)d {Z?l T (@) vec(X; — L{,(fﬂ))T 1@[ Q,(s::)vec(xi — Ll,(fﬂ)) . The
above estimation procedure is summarized in Algoritgrer?/ll]. It is seen that the HECM algo-
rithm can be carried out efficiently as there are closed-form updating formulas for each HCM
step. In practice, to speed up convergence, one may repeat steps 2.2-2.3 several times before
exiting the HCM step. Such a heuristic procedure may reduce the number of steps needed

to reach convergence in our experiments. Given the estimated 7;,(®) from the last HECM

iterate, we may estimate the class labels using
Z; = arg mgxﬁk(@), i € [n].

12



Algorithm 1 The HECM Algorithm for Heterogeneous Tensor Mixture Model
Input: data {X;};cp,, number of clusters K, rank R, maximum number of iterations 7'

e [1].

Initialization: calculate W,go), lgk,r,m’ w,(” and Qk,m, for all k£, r and m.

and tuning parameters )\(t) {/\

ml?

Repeat the following steps for ¢ € [T,
1. E-step: compute 7;(©®) using (5) for all i and F,

2. HCM-step:
2.1: update 7Tk+ ) using (7) for all k;
2.2: update ,6,”7172 given @(_tg;)rm using (9) and set B,::;ln = kt:rjn/Hﬁktj;LHQ, update

(t+1)

W glven ©"TY using (10) for all k,r and m;

k,r
2.3: update ka given 9(_5 ) using (11) and set Q ) using (12) for all £ and m;
Stop if the algorithm has converged.

Output: Cluster label 2, cluster mean i{k and precision matrices ﬁk, k € [K].

Initialization, stopping rule and tuning. In Algorithm 1, given the tuning parameters,

we need to determine the initial values ﬂ,io), ,(C?ij, wkr and Q( ) for all k,r and m. In

our implementation, when dy,...,d,, are moderate, we initialize the cluster label via K-

means on the vectorized tensor observations {vec(X;)}icp to find {zi(o)}ie[n]. We set 7r,(€0) =

Ly ( = k),k € [K]. After that, we estimate ng?27:315:?2,m using the standard CP

decomposition (Kolda and Bader, 2009) on each u,(f) = 155" l(zi(o) = k)X,;. We first
g 1

let Q(O) = {Wl(zi(o) k)(X; — Ll ) ) (X — Ll ) } and the Q ..’s are then

normalized as in (12) to give Q ) for all k£, m. In our experiments, this initialization leads to
good numerical performances. A similar procedure was also considered in Mai et al. (2021).
When dy, ..., dy are large, we may avoid the high computational cost from performing K-
means on high-dimensional vectors and alternatively consider the tensor clustering method
in Sun and Li (2019), which applies K-means on the output from tensor decomposition. Due

to space limitations, the stopping rule and parameter tuning are discussed in Section A.

3.1 Connection to existing EM-type algorithms

Comparing with the standard EM algorithm, it is seen that the HCM-step of Algorithm

1 does not rely on finding argmaxe Q,(®|0©®) in the maximization step, which is an

13



intractable non-convex optimization under our setting. Instead, we break the maximization
task into a sequence of conditional optimization problems, each of which is convex and has a
much reduced dimension. This strategy dramatically improves the computational feasibility,
although it brings significant challenges to our theoretical analysis. Specifically, the HCM-
step does not yield argg Q,(®|@®) but instead gives solutions to a sequence of conditional
optimization problems argy Q, (9, ©_|@®). Thus, existing techniques (Balakrishnan et al.,
2017; Hao et al., 2017) that analyze EM iterates assuming @+Y) = argg Q,,(©|©®) are not
directly applicable.

The proposed HECM algorithm is also related to high-dimensional EM algorithms that in-
corporate regularization in the M-step (Wang et al., 2015; Yi and Caramanis, 2015). Specifi-
cally, the high-dimensional M-step maximizes Q,,(®|®®)—P(®), where P(-) is some penalty
term that encourages sparsity. Similar to the standard EM algorithm, the high-dimensional
M-step still involves an intractable non-convex optimization. In comparison, our HECM in-
corporates regularization into the sequence of conditional maximizations in (8) and (11).

Finally, the HECM algorithm is closely related to the expectation-conditional-maximization
(ECM) algorithm (Meng and Rubin, 1993; Meng, 1994). Convergence of the ECM algorithm
to some arbitrary fixed point has been studied (Meng, 1994); however, to our knowledge,
its convergence to the unknown true parameter has not been investigated, even in the low-
dimensional regime. This analysis turns out to be highly challenging due to the dual non-
convexity from both the EM-type estimation and the objective function in the M-step; see
Section 4.2. Moreover, besides the aforementioned challenges, our theoretical analysis of

HECM is further complicated by considering sparsity structures in the estimation.

4 Theoretical Analysis

This section establishes statistical guarantees for the local convergence of the HECM estimator.
We first develop theory when rank R = 1 and then generalize our results to the more
challenging case of rank R > 1. All proofs are collected in the supplement.

Let ®* denote the true parameters located in a non-empty compact convex set. Define

Wiax = MaXk r W, -y Winin = Milg, W . and dyax = max,e(r) dm. Denote the sparsity param-
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eters for the tensor mean and the precisions as s; = max ||3,...]|o and s; = max ||}
k 1 k k)

5T )

respectively. Without loss of generality, we assume [|€2;  [[r/v/dy = 1 for all k and m (see,
for example, Lyu et al. (2019)). Define the normalized distance metric (noting ||3; ...l = 1)

(13)

\ Wi — Wil 12%m — Q|
D(©,0") = maX{H/BkTm Brermll2; : ’

L%

’ k,r’ k,mHF

and let B,(©*) denote the ball around ®* with D(®, ®*) < «. Next, we introduce several

regularity conditions common for both R =1 and R > 1.

Condition 1. Assume ming 7y > 1o for some constant ro > 0, maxy |[Ux||max = O(1) and
Wimax/Wmin = O(1). Furthermore, assume there exist some positive constants ¢1, ¢o such that
¢1 S O'min(Q;m) S UmaX<Q* ) S ¢27 fOT’ k € [K]J me [M]

k,m

The condition maxy ||U||max = O(1), which bounds the tensor mean element-wisely, is
needed to control errors from estimating the mean, which in turn regulates errors from
estimating the precision matrices; we refer to Wu and Yang (2020) for more discussions.
The condition Wax/Wmin = O(1) stipulates that weights wy |, ..., wj  are of the same order,
as commonly done in the tensor clustering literature (e.g., Sun and Li, 2019). Lastly, the
bounded eigenvalue condition on the precision matrices is a regularity condition that has

been employed in the literature (Leng and Tang, 2012; Lyu et al., 2019).

Condition 2. The initial values ﬁ(o) ,(foz, Q(O) for all k,r and m satisfy

k,rym?’

1 Cowms le—l
D (0) *) < . - 0“%“min
(0" 0") < min {2, (—(R Do ,

19—l

where Cy € [0,1/3] is a positive constant depending on ¢1, ¢o and W

<1/2.

This condition requires the initial values to be reasonably close to the true parameters. Such
an initial error condition is commonly considered in the non-convex optimization literature

(Zhang and Xia, 2018; Zhang, 2019; Mai et al., 2021). When R = 1, the bound on D(©©), ©*)

is reduced to D(@©, ®*) < % which is comparable to the initial condition employed in

Balakrishnan et al. (2017). Assuming D(®@® ©*) < 1 is a mild condition as ﬁkrm s and

By .., s are normalized to have a unit norm and wy,, Qk,m are both normalized in D(©, ©*).

o
When R > 1, the constant (mcffﬁ) "7 is less than 1/2 as Cy € [0,1/3], leading to a
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stronger initial condition. This is expected as estimating the tensor means under the general
rank case is more challenging and involves different proof techniques than the R =1 case.
The next condition generalizes the signal-to-noise condition in Balakrishnan et al. (2017),
which considers a vector Gaussian mixture model with a homogeneous isotropic covariance.
Recall that 7;(©) = P(2; = k| X;, ©). With some straightforward algebra, the derivative of

Tit(©) with respect to (01, ...,0) can be written as

. —T,‘k(@)Til<®)Ji(el), for [ 7£ k,
Vo7ir(©) = { Tin(©){1 — 7,4(©)} J:(0y), for I =k,

while the specific form of J;(6;) is given in (A25). For ©,0’ € B: (©*), define g{J;(6,), J:(0,.)}
as in (A26) such that it multiplies the scaled ¢5 norms of J;(6;) and J;(6},).

Condition 3 (Separability Condition). For ©,0" € B1(©"), it holds that
2

E{ Wi (©)7a(©)} < 242K4(R+ 1) M +1)%

l# k€ [K], (14)
where Wig, = g{Ji(6)), Ji(0},)} and v > 0 is a sufficiently small separability parameter.

Condition 3 stipulates that the clusters are sufficiently separated and the probability that
a data point belongs to two different clusters cannot be both large. Under a simple two-
component vector mixture model, Condition 3 can be reduced to the commonly employed
signal to noise condition, which is formally stated as follows.

Plausibility of Condition 3. Consider a vector Gaussian mixture model with X ~
SN (p*, 02 1,)+ 3N (—p*, 0°1,), where p* € R? and d is fixed. Then, as stated in Proposition
1, Condition 3 holds under the the signal-to-noise ratio condition that requires @ to be

sufficiently large (see, for example, Balakrishnan et al. (2017)).

Proposition 1. Assume X ~ N (p*,0%14) + sN(—p*,0%1,) and p € {p|||p — p*|2 <

zl;H/J’*HQ} as in Balakrishnan et al. (2017). When @ is lower bounded by a sufficiently
large constant, it holds that

* D)
E{Wizﬂﬂ(ll/)Tn(N)}z < 2exp {410g <““JH2> — 4”“2H2 } ,

g

where Wig1, Tin(p) and mo(p) are as defined in (14).

It is seen from Proposition 1 that E {W;o71 (1) 7ia(pe)}> can be made sufficiently small if the

signal-to-noise ratio @ is sufficiently large.
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Algorithm 2 The HECM Algorithm with Sample Splitting
Input: data {X;};cp,, number of clusters K, rank R, maximum number of iterations 7'

and tuning parameters )\(t) {/\ Mt [T]
Initialization: calculate W,io), liozm, wk e ) and Q , for all k,r and m. Split the dataset

into T subsets with sample size ng = n/T', which is assumed to be integer.
Repeat the following steps for ¢ € [T7,
1. E-step: using the tth data split, compute 73, (®®) using (5) for all 7 and k,
2. HCM-step: using the tth data split,
2.1: update 7rk+ ) using (7) for all k;
2.2: update ﬁ,i jiz given G(fz;:’)hm using (9) and set ,3,::; = kt:,rrln/Hﬁktj}nHQ, update
(t+1)

Wy, glven 0! using (10) for all k,r and m;

k,r

2.3: update Qk,m given @(f;rzi)m using (11) and set Q ) using (12) for all k and m;
Stop if the algorithm has converged.

4.1 Theory with rank R=1

To simplify the technical analysis of the HECM algorithm, we focus on its sample-splitting
version, which is illustrated in Algorithm 2. Similar to many other work on EM algorithms
(Yi and Caramanis, 2015; Wang et al., 2015; Balakrishnan et al., 2017), sample splitting is
used to facilitate the theoretical analysis in order to derive the estimation consistency. In
Algorithm 2, we divide the n samples into T" subsets of size |n/7T| and update the parameter

using a fresh subset of samples in each iteration. See more remark after Theorem 1.

Condition 4. Recall ng = n/T. The sample size ng satisfies

sy logd

no 7 max{ , (82 4 dmax) log d} : (15)

Whin
The sample complexity condition in (15) is to guarantee that the statistical error is not
excessive so that each HECM update leads to a reduced error, meanwhile satisfying the initial

error condition required in Condition 2. The first term s; log d/w?. in the sample complexity

min
lower bound is related to estimating the low-rank and sparse tensor means while the second
term (sg + dmax) log d is related to estimating the sparse separable precision matrices.

We next state the main theory for the HECM iterates in Algorithm 1 when R = 1.
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Theorem 1. Suppose Conditions 1-4 hold with ydy.x < C1 for some constant C; > 0. Let
DO ©*) DO @)
\/§ ’ 2\/ So + dm ’

where 1o = Cry, 11 = dry, d =[], dm, €0 = Ciwmax\/T' logd/n and €,, = c2(d/d,,)\/T log d/n
for some constants C;, ¢y, co > 0. The estimator ®1) from the t-th iteration of Algorithm 2

satisfies with probability 1 — o(1),

1 log d dp) logd
DeY, 0 < JDOY, 0 +-2 T +max\/T(52+ 8L - g7)
N——— ]._p Wmin n m ndm

computational error

)\gt) =4deg + 19 )\7(;;) =4e,, + 37 (16)

[ J/
-~

statistical error

where Cy > 0 is a constant, the contraction parameter p given in (AT8) satisfies 0 < p < 1/3
and the mazimum number of iterations T 3 (—1log p)~'log(dmaxn - D(O©, ©*)) = logd.

Several important implications are provided as follows.

Computational error and statistical error trade-off. The non-asymptotic error bound
in (17) involves two terms, the first of which is the computational error and it decreases
geometrically in the iteration number ¢, whereas the second term is the statistical error and
is independent of ¢. Thus, the HECM iterates are guaranteed to converge geometrically to a
neighborhood that is within statistical precision of the unknown true parameter. When the
iterations t reaches its maximum 7', the computation error is dominated by the statistical
error and the algorithm can be terminated.

Statistical errors. Considering the statistical error, apart from the term 7" which satisfies
T = log d, the first error term wi—m\/w is related to estimating the low-rank and
sparse tensor means, which matches with the optimal rate \/m in high-dimensional

models with sparsity parameter s, dimension d and sample size ng (Wainwright, 2019), and

the second error term max,, \/(s2 + d,,) log d/(nd,,) is related to estimating the sparse tensor
precisions. The sample splitting scheme uses a fresh subset of the data at each iteration and
it is a technique commonly considered in analyzing EM algorithms (Yi and Caramanis, 2015;
Wang et al., 2015; Balakrishnan et al., 2017). In Theorem 1, it is seen that the iteration
number T does not affect the contraction in the computational error though it increases
the statistical error by at most a factor of logd. We expect this logarithm factor can be

eliminated by directly analyzing Algorithm 1, which however incurs significant technical
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complexity as it requires the statistical error bound in Lemma 3b to hold uniformly over

B 1 (©*) with high probability.

4.2 Proof outline and key technical challenges

The conditional updating scheme in HECM requires a delicate treatment in order to establish
the contractions of the iterations. As HECM cannot access the maximizer of @, (-|-) in the M-
step, existing arguments and techniques in the population and sample-based analysis of the
standard EM algorithms (Yi and Caramanis, 2015; Wang et al., 2015; Balakrishnan et al.,
2017) are not directly applicable. To put our discussions in context, we first give a brief
review of the population and sample-based analysis of the standard EM algorithm, which
utilizes properties of the sample function @, (:|-) and population function Q(:|-). Specifically,
the contraction of one EM iterate is established using three key ingredients including a

restricted strong concavity condition,
Qu(©'©) — Q.(070) — (VQ,(07]0),8" - ©") < —7,[|6" - 8,

where 7, > 0, ©®* is the true unknown parameter and @, 0" € B,(0*) for some o > 0, a
gradient stability condition [|[VQ(®*|®) — VQ(©*|®*)|| < 7||© — ©*||2 where 7 > 0 and a
statistical error condition quantifying the difference VQ,(0*|@) — VQ(©®*|®) in an appro-
priate norm. To ease notation, we write B, (©* ﬁz’é,m) as B,(©*) when there is no ambiguity.
In our analysis, the employment of conditional maximizations requires the consideration of
a sequence of conditional () functions including Q,(8;, ., @_gk’m‘@*), Qn(w}, ©®_, |©*) and
Qn (2% s (:),Qk!m\@*) for all k, m. For example, regarding the update of By, the sample
conditional @ function is expressed as Qn (8, ,,, C:)_,@kym\G)), where 3, is the parameter to
be updated and é—ﬂk,m collects all other parameters being conditioned on, with some al-
ready updated and some yet to be updated. Computational and statistical properties of the
conditional ) functions thus need to be established uniformly over all ©_g, = € B,(©*) for
some o > (. For example, we demonstrate in Lemma 1b that the restricted strong concavity
of Qu(Bmm:©—3,.,.|10©) with respect to Bj,, holds uniformly over all © € B,(©*) and in
Lemma 2b that the following stability condition holds uniformly over all © € B, (©*),

Hvﬂk,mQ(/B;C,m7 @—5k,m|®) - vﬁk,mQ(B;c,’ﬂw @_ﬂk,m|®*)H2 <T7p- D(Gv 9*)a
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where 79 > 0, ©,0" € B,(0©*) and D(0®,©*) is defined as in (13); the statistical error
shown in Lemma 3b quantifies ||Vg,, Qu(B}.m ©-8,.,.10) = Va,,.QB%m. O-5,..19)|

Pi
uniformly over ® € B,(©*) under the sparsity assumptions, where P; is a dual norm. Fi-

nally, utilizing these computational and statistical properties of the conditional ) functions,
Lemma 4b establishes a critical result that ensures contraction after one HECM update. Un-
like analysis of the standard EM algorithm, our one-step contraction result requires carefully
balancing the maximizer of a sequencing of conditional () functions. One major challenge in
this analysis is that we are not able to leverage the useful property that VeQ(0*|©*) = 0.
Instead, we need to precisely characterize Vg, Q(B; ., 0—g,..|0%), V., Q(w;, O_,, [0
and Vg, Q(Q ., O_q,,.|0%) for all k, m and © € B,(©*); see proofs in Section D6,

The above technically challenges are nontrivial and require new proof strategies and
techniques. To our knowledge, this is the first theoretical analysis of the local convergence of
EM-type algorithms with conditional updates in the M-step. Additionally, we note that, as
we consider a high-dimensional parameter estimation, a careful calibration of regularization

is also needed in the analysis.

4.3 Theory with rank R > 1

Next, we extend our theory to the case of a general rank R > 1. The theoretical analysis of
R > 1is more challenging as components from different rank are not generally not orthogonal.
To quantify the correlation between decomposed components G . ,,’s across different ranks,
we define the following incoherence parameter

SZ max ’<IBZJ,T‘/,m7ﬁZE,7",m>}' <18)

k,r'#r,m

For example, when § = 0, the components 8 . ’s are orthogonal (as they are unit-norm
vectors). In our theoretical analysis, we impose an upper bound condition on £ that allows the
decomposed components to be correlated but only to a certain degree. Similar incoherence
conditions have been assumed in low-rank tensor models (Anandkumar et al., 2014; Sun and

Li, 2019; Cai et al., 2020; Xia et al., 2021).

Theorem 2. Suppose Conditions 1-4 hold with Ydma. < C1 and REM =2 (logd)™!, where C,
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15 as defined in Theorem 1. Let

DO, e e, @
)\ét):466_|_7_6 ( ) )’ ( ) )7
\/3_1 2\/ S9 + dm

where 15, = Cl7y, €, = wmax /T logd/n for some constants C., ¢, > 0, and 7 and €, are
as defined in (16). The estimator ®®) from the t-th iteration of Algorithm 2 satisfies with
probability 1 — o(1),

D(G‘)(t)’ @*) < pIE%D(@(O)’ @*) l S1 10gd X m \/ So + d logd ’
—_— 1— PR Wmin

computational error

A = 4e,, 4 37

J/

(19)
where Cy > 0 is a constant, pg given in (A89) satisfies p < pr < 1/2 with p in (17), and

statzstwal error

the maximum number of iterations T 3 (—1log pr) ™' log(dmaxn - D(O©), ©*)) = logd.

Theorem 2 gives the non-asymptotic error bound for the HECM estimator in the general
rank case. Similar to Theorem 1, when the number of iterations ¢ reaches 7', the com-
putational error will be dominated by the statistical error, leading to p%D(@(O),@*) =
— {wmm /T Sllog d 4+ max,, /T S2tdm)loe d}. Compared to Theorem 1, it is seen that the

ndm

contraction parameter pg is bounded below by p, which indicates that the contraction rate
can be slower in the general rank case. Correspondingly, more iterations are need to reach
convergence as (—log pr) ' log(dpmaxn - D(O©), ©%)) is larger. This agrees with the expec-
tation that, as the tensor recovery problem becomes more challenging, the algorithm has
a slower convergence rate. Finally, it is worth noting that A in Theorem 2 remains the
same as that in the rank one case, as regularizations for the sparse precision matrices are

not affected by the tensor mean estimation.

5 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we investigate the finite-sample performance of the proposed HECM algo-
rithm and compare it with three existing solutions, including Kmeans which applies K-means
clustering directly to the vectorized tensor samples, the dynamic tensor clustering method

(referred to as DTC) proposed by Sun and Li (2019) and the doubly enhanced EM algorithm
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(referred to as DEEM) proposed by Mai et al. (2021). We focus on the HECM algorithm without
sample splitting in Algorithm 1, as it has higher data efficiency in practice.

Let Uy, 35 ., ., denote respectively the true mean, covariance matrix and precision
matrix for all k,m. The evaluation criteria considered include the clustering error (CE)
calculated as CE = [{(i,7) : 1(%; = %) # 1(zi = 2;),i < j}| /(}), where Z;, 2z denote the

estimated and true cluster labels for X';, respectively, the cluster mean error (CME) and

covariance matrix error (COVME) calculated as

U,—U;

and the true (TPR) and false positive rates (FPR) in recovering the nonzero entries, i.e.,

H 2k,M®"'®2k71_E;;,A{@'“@EZJ ”F
HEZ,M®'"®EZ,1

CME = LY,

Y

. B

o Xic; 1R, (6:9)70, Qe (1,5)#0) 1 o Xic; (2, (5:)=0, Q1 (1,5)#0)
TPR = + <i ATk, FPR = L < 1%,
R=%2 Yo Xicj 1R, (1.9)70) FPR =52 o Xicj 12 1, (1.9)=0)

The CE measures the probability of disagreement between the estimated and true cluster
labels, and it is commonly considered for evaluating clustering accuracy (Sun and Li, 2019).
The CME and COVME measure the estimation errors for the tensor means and covariance
matrices, respectively, while TPR and FPR evaluate the selection accuracy in recovering
nonzero entries in the precision matrices.

We consider the third-order case (M = 3) and generate n tensor samples X; € R10x10x10,
i € [n], from the model in (2) with four equal-sized clusters. Write 3;>® = 37, 0 3}, 0 3;;. We
let rank R =4 and set U7, U3, U5 and U as

4 4

4 4
U= B U= (C)7TB Us=—d Brh U= (1B (20)
i=1 =1

i=1 =1
where 87, = (1, i, 1,0, ...,0), Bis = (0,0, pt, pt, 1,0, ...,0), By = (0,...,0, p, p, £, 0,0,0)
and 3%, = (0,...,0, p, i, pt,0). The parameter p in the decomposed components controls
the signal strength of these four cluster centers. That is, when g is large, the four clusters
are more separated and hence the clustering task is less challenging. Meanwhile, p also
regulates the signal strength in tensor mean estimation. We set the covariance matrices

3r k€ [K]|,m e [M], as

k,m>

o _ [ Zo(v) 0 _ T _
e = < 0 Eo(u)> , Yo(v)=v1l' +(1 ),
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CE CME COVME TPR FPR
HECM |0.1140.017) 0.4810.036) 0.001(0.000) 1.000(0.000) 0.059(0.005)
Kmeans| 0.118(0.004) 0.678(0.005) 0.009(0.000) - -
p=0.80 DTC 0.346(0.003) 0.977(0.006) 0.009(0.000) - -
DEEM 0.678(0.025) 0.997(0.012) 0.001(0.000) - -
v =03 HECM |0.001(0.000) 0.216(0.002) 0.001(0.000) 1.000(0.000) 0.037(0.002)
Kmeans| 0.033(0.002) 0.508(0.001) 0.009(0.000) - -
p=08 DTC 0.268(0.008) 0.8400.013) 0.009(0.000) - -
DEEM | 0.457(0.044) 0.848(0.031) 0.001(0.000) - -
HECM |0.132(0.011) 0.750(0.041) 0.001(0.000) 1.000(0.000) 0.124(0.014)
Kmeans| 0.365(0.001) 1.685(0.009) 0.003(0.000) - -
p =080 DTC 0.371(0.001) 1.5140.012) 0.003(0.000) - -
DEEM | 0.333(0.043) 0.886(0.029) 0.001(0.000) - -
v =06 HECM |0.112(0.013) 0.621(0.046) 0.001(0.000) 1.000(0.000) 0.125(0.014)
Kmeans| 0.356(0.013) 1.403(0.008) 0.003(0.000) - -
p=085 DTC 0.3660.002) 1.330(0.009) 0.003(0.000) - -
DEEM | 0.189(0.033) 0.752(0.035) 0.001(0.000) - -

Table 1: Clustering error (CE), cluster mean error (CME), cluster covariance error
(COVME), true positive rate (TPR) and false positive rate (FPR) of four methods with
varying cluster mean parameter y and cluster covariance parameter v. HECM is the proposed
algorithm; Kmeans applies K-means clustering directly to the vectorized tensor samples; DTC

is proposed by Sun and Li (2019); and DEEM is proposed by Mai et al. (2021).

where the parameter v controls the correlation strength and the level of noise.

We fix n = 400 and set ;. = 0.8,0.85 and v = 0.3, 0.6. Table 1 reports the mean evaluation
criteria with the standard errors in the parentheses, based on 50 data replications. Since
Kmeans and DTC do not give estimates for the covariance matrices or precision matrices
directly, we first obtain cluster membership from these algorithms and then estimate the
covariance within each cluster. As Kmeans, DTC and DEEM do not consider the sparsity for
the covariance matrices or precision matrices, the TPR and FPR are not reported for these
three methods. Our proposed HECM method is seen to achieve the best performance among
all competing methods, in terms of both estimation accuracy and clustering accuracy. We
see that clustering errors (CE) from all three methods decrease as p increases, as the cluster

centers become more separated when p is large. The clustering performance from Kmeans is
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very sensitive to correlation strength v, as the standard K-means algorithm treats the data
space as isotropic (Hao et al., 2017). When the covariance matrix in the mixture model is
non-diagonal, the distribution within each cluster is highly non-spherical. In this case, the K-
means algorithm is expected to produce an unsatisfactory clustering result. It is worth noting
that the HECM enjoys a good performance even when its initialization calculated from Kmeans
performs poorly. For example, when n = 400, x = 0.8 and v = 0.6, the CE from Kmeans is
0.365 and it is reduced to 0.132 for HECM. The DTC method does not account for correlations
among variables and it assumes a different statistical model than ours (see discussions in
Section 1). Therefore, its performance is not as competitive. For DEEM method, although it
considers a tensor mean structure, it relies on a critical assumption that the discriminant
tensors are sparse. We conjecture the unsatisfying performance of DEEM when v = 0.3 is due

to the model misspecification.
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Figure 4: Errors with varying sample size n from the HECM method. The left panel shows
errors from estimating the cluster means (CME) and the right panel shows errors from

estimating the cluster covariances (COVME). The “x” marks the mean error for each setting.

Finally, we note that the cluster mean error (CME) decreases as i increases, which agrees
with Theorem 2 as a larger p implies a larger wy,;,. Furthermore, in Figure 4 we show the
empirical error rates (red dotted line) of the proposed HECM with varying sample sizes when
u = 0.85 and v = 0.3. Clearly, the estimation errors of HECM decrease as n increases and
the empirical error rates for both CME and COVME align well with the theoretical rate of

1

n~Y2, while all other model parameters are fixed. These again agree with our theoretical

result in Theorem 2.
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Windows 7' | HECM Kmeans DTC  DEEM
1 24/57  27/57 26/57 NA
15 22/57 27/57 23/57 NA
30 17/57 27/57 22/57 NA

Table 2: Clustering errors from HECM, DTC and Kmeans in the ABIDE data.
6 Real Data Analysis

In this section, we apply our proposed method to a brain connectivity analysis using resting-
state functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI). The data are from the Autism Brain
Imaging Data Exchange (ABIDE; Di Martino et al., 2014), a study of autism spectrum
disorder (ASD). The ABIDE data were obtained from multiple imaging sites. We choose to
focus on the fMRI data from the University of Utah School of Medicine (USM) site, since the
sample size is relatively large (n = 57) meanwhile not too large to apply K-means clustering
to the vectorized data for comparison. The data at the USM site consist of the resting-state
fMRI from 57 subjects with 22 ASD subjects and 35 normal controls. For each subject, the

R116X116XT whare T is the number

fMRI data are preprocessed into a three order tensor X'; €
of temporal windows. More details of data preparation are included in Section E.

We cluster the subjects using the proposed HECM algorithm and then compare the esti-
mated clustering resulting with each subject’s diagnosis status, which is treated as the true
label in this analysis. For a fair comparison, we fix the number of clusters as K = 2 in all
methods and compare the clustering results with the true diagnosis status. We report the
clustering error of our method in Table 2, along with errors from Kmeans, DTC and DEEM. It
is seen that HECM outperforms the Kmeans and DTC as it gives a smaller clustering error. For
DEEM, the algorithm stops after one iteration and assigns all data points to one cluster, which
gives a degenerated solution. This issue persists even when we use the true label to initial-
ize DEEM. It is also interesting to see that both HECM and DTC give smaller errors when the
number of windows increases from 7' = 1 to T' = 30. This gain in clustering accuracy when

increasing the number of temporal windows suggests that the underlying brain connectivity

in this study is likely time-varying rather than static.
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Supplementary Materials of “Heterogeneous Tensor
Mixture Models in High Dimensions”

In the supplement, we first state some important technical lemmas, then provide the detailed
proofs of the main theorems, followed by the proofs of the technical lemmas. We conclude

with computational details of our main algorithm and additional results of real data analysis.

A Implementation details

o ®
Update in the M-step. Recall [[ Brrm = Bkr10 0Bk and [ Qpm = ey ®

me[M] mE[M ]

@ Qe Tet af ) = vee( T1 BN o T1 B0 b = X (8150, 80, ) el

m/'<m m/>m r'<r

vee T om Blime) + i)+ 3 (B s Bl )k vec [T B ) and

r'>r
n,(f) =31 7a(©) V. We use By, (j) to denots the j-th element of By, and Q... (4, 1)
to denote the (j,1)-th element of € ,,. The unconstrained (i.e., without the unit-norm

constraint) update of By, is given in the following proposition with its proof delayed to

Section D11.

krm

Proposition 2. Let B (t+1) _ = argmaxg, , . Qun/7(Brrm G_ﬁkmm|@(t)) —/\(()tH) |Brrmll,- We

have, for each k,r,m,

A Vsign (B0 (5
(t+1)(.) B sig ( mm(ﬂ)> f‘htJrl ()] > )\t+1)

S5(t4+1) /. k,r,m (t)C(tJrl)Q(t) (j.5) k,r,m
k,r,m( ) - kyrym
0 otherwise,
where
n (t+1) dm t
g(t+1)(j) B Zi:l Tzk(g(t))gkrm(j) _ = 1 ( )ﬁk rm( ) + () (])
k,r,m - k,r,m )
e SMEN) ﬂi,’m@,y)
t+1) /. (t+1
h’l(c,r,rr)z(«]) = chrm G)(t )gkrrrz( ) k:rmTZk Zﬂkm «77 (l)
l#j
) T X
tere g, 91, (XET*P)( | ( 11 60, ol i a2 ( 11 n&:;ﬂ,) i
m ’;ém mlim
1 1
and X0 = X, — ¥ i) TT 8D - 3wl H @k,«m
r’'<r me[M] r’'>r
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Stopping rule. In Algorithm 1, the maximum number of iterations 7" needs to be specified.
In our implementation, we set T' = 20. In practice, it is recommended to run Algorithm
1 when the distance between ®® and ¢~V becomes less than a pre-specified tolerance
level. The tolerance level is set to 107* in our experiments and we find the algorithm usually

converges within 10 iterations.

Parameter tuning. The proposed Algorithm 1 involves a number of tuning parameters,

including the rank R and sparsity parameters )\(()t)’s, )\gt)’s, ...,)\S\?’s. Having different pa-
rameters )\((f)’s, /\gt)’s, ceey )\g\?’s in each iteration is due to theoretical considerations, as the

estimation error, which determines the level of regularization, changes at each iteration.
Such an iterative regularization has also been considered in Yi and Caramanis (2015); Mai
et al. (2021). In practice, tuning for these parameters at each HECM iteration can signif-
icantly increase the computational cost. For practical considerations, we fix )\ét) = Ao and
/\gt) =...= /\5\? = )1 in our experiments. We note that this simplification is commonly
employed in high-dimensional EM algorithms (e.g., Mai et al., 2021) and is found to give a
satisfactory performance in our experiments. To tune R, A\g and \{, we consider minimizing

the following extended BIC selection criterion (Chen and Chen, 2008),

eBIC = —2 log {Z kak(X,-|9k)} + {log(n) + %log(pe)} Stot (A1)

k=1
where pg is the total number of parameters in © and s is the total number of non-zero
parameters for a given . To further speed up the computation, we tune parameters R, \g
and A; sequentially. That is, among the set of values for R, \g, A1, we first tune R while
Ao, A1 are fixed at their minimum values. Given the selected R, we then tune )y while )\,
is fixed at its minimum. Finally, given the selected R, Ay, we tune A;. Such a sequential
tuning procedure enjoys a good performance and is commonly employed in high dimensional

problems (Danaher et al., 2014; Sun and Li, 2019; Chi et al., 2020; Zhou et al., 2020).



B Technical Lemmas

B1 Supporting lemmas

We first state a number of supporting technical lemmas. Proofs of Lemmas S1 and S8 are

delayed to Sections D1 and D2, respectively.

Lemma S1. If a tensor U € ROxdz2xxdu qdmits the following decomposition

U=w-Pro P,

then the mode-m matricization of U can be written as

u(m) =w -ﬁmvec (/81 % "'/Bmfl O/Bm+1 /BM)T

Lemma S2 (Lemma 2.7.7 of Vershynin (2018)). Let X,Y be two sub-Gaussian random
variables. Then Z = X Y is sub-exponential random variable. Moreover, there exists a
constant C' such that

121l < CNX sy - 1Y -

Lemma S3 (Remark 5.18 of Vershynin (2010)). Let X be sub-Gaussian random variable
and Y be sub-exponential random variables. Then X —E(X) is also sub-Gaussian; Y —E(Y)

18 also sub-exponential. Moreover, we have
[ X = E(X) |y, < 20 X[, [[Y = E(Y) [l < 20V ][y,

Lemma S4 (Theorem 2.6.2 of Vershynin (2018)). Suppose X1, Xa, ..., X, are i.i.d. centered

sub-Gaussian random variables with || X1y, < K. Then for every t > 0, we have
N,
n (2

i=1
where C is an absolute constant.

Cnt?
K

> t> <e-exp(—

Lemma S5 (Corollary 2.8.3 of Vershynin (2018)). Suppose X1, X, ..., X, are i.i.d. centered

sub-exponential random variables with || X1y, < K. Then for every t > 0, we have

1< 2t
P(ﬁilei Zt) §2-exp(—0min{ﬁ,g}n>,

where C' is an absolute constant.




Lemma S6 (Theorem 2.2.6 of Vershynin (2018)). Hoeffding’s inequality suppose X1, Xs, ..., X,

are independent random variable, a; < X; < b;, then we can have

-9 2.2
IP’( Ze>§2exp{zn (bnja)Q}
i=1\Yi i

Moreover, if a; = 0 and b; = 1, then we have
e) <1-— 2e~2ne"

'

Lemma S7 (Theorem 5.1.4 of Vershynin (2018)). Let € = (z1,...,z,) € R", where

n

%Z(Xi ~ EX;)

i=1

n

% > (X - EX)| >

=1

X1y, %, € R are i.i.d. with standard norm. Consider function f : R — R with
Lipschitz constant L, that s, for any wvectors vy,vy € R", there exists L > 0 such that
|f(v1) — f(v2)| < L|lvy —v2ly. Then, for any t > 0, we have

B{|f(z) — E(f(z))] >t} < 2exp (—%) .

Lemma S8. For Y ~ Np(0g,x4,;1a,,1a,) and any matriv D € R%*4 it holds that
E(YDYT) = tr(D)L,.

B2 Key technical lemmas

Next, we introduce several key technical lemmas used in the proof of Theorem 1-2. The
proofs of Lemmas 1b, 2b, 3b, 4b, 5b, 6b, 7b and 8b are delayed to Sections D3, D4, D5, D6,
D7, D8, D9 and D10, respectively.

We start with some new notation. Write S,(£2f,,) = { m | w < a} and

1
Ca = (%) MA, where Cf is as defined in Condition 2. Define the population Q-

R—1)wmax

function Q(®'|®) as

QO'O) =

Zﬂk NH{log(m;,) + log fi(X; |9/)}] (A2)

Let P1(Brrm) = [|Brmllis Po(Qim) = [|Q%mllior and let P;, P; be the dual norms of P,
P2, respectively.

Lemma 1b (Restricted Strong Concavity for Q, r). Suppose R =1 and Conditions 1 and
3 hold. Let ©,0 € B1(©") and satisfies Qim, Qo € S1(8%,,) for all k,m. For any

4



©’ and O" satisfying ., ¥, € Si1(Q,,) for all k,m, it holds with probability at least
1 —1/{log(nd)}?* that,

Qu/7(BY s ©5,,,10) = Quyr(By 1 ©-5,.,,10) = (Vis, . Qu/r(Bh 1 ©-5,.,.19), Br . — Biom)
<= 21188 — Binl

Qu/7(wis O, |©) = Quyr (Wi, O, |©) — (Vi Quyr (W, O, ©), ) — )
< B,

Qn/T<Q/k/7m7 éfﬂk,m
< - ’y?m Hﬂg,m - Q;c

2
2 Y

@) - Qn/T(Q;c,ma (:)*Qk,m

@) - <Vﬂk,an/T(Q;~c,m7 (:)*ann

@)7 Q,l;,m - Q;:,m>

2
mlles

(A3)

where vo = Lwii (01/2)M, A = co(dr1/2)M and v, = CO%(ngg)*Q for some constant ¢y > 0.

Lemma 2b (Gradient Stability for Q). Suppose R = 1 and Condition 3 holds for v > 0.
Let ©,0 € B1(©) and satisfies Q. m, Qi € S1(82;,,) for all k,m. For any ©' € B (©")
satisfying ), . € S%(Q;m) for all k,m, it holds that

Hvﬁk,mQ(IB;f,m7 é—ﬁk,m|®) - vﬁk,mQ(/B;C,T)’H C:)_,@k,m|®*>H2 <7o- D(@, 9*)7
|V Q) O, |©) — Vo, Q(w), O, |©%) ||, < 7 - D(©, ©%), (A4)
Hvﬂk,mQ<ﬂ;€7m7 @_Qk,m|@) - vﬂk,mQ(Q;C,’ﬂN (:)_Qk,m|®*) r S 7—1 ' D(®7 6*)

vd
124/K(R+1)(M+1)

Y 7_//: YWmax
12/K(R+1)(M+1)" 0 T 12/K(RF1)(M+1)

where T = and 71 =
Lemma 3b. Suppose R = 1 and Condition 1 and 4 hold. Let ©,0© € Bé(@*) and satisfies
Qin, Qe € S1(82,,) for all k,m. For any ©" € B1(©*) satisfying € ,, € S1(82 ) for
all k,m, it holds with probability at least 1 — K (2K + 1)/{log(nd)}?* that

V6, Qu/r (B ©-5,,,10) = Vi, , QB O-p,.,,1O)]| . < C100imax Tloid, (A5)
with probability at least 1 — K /{log(nd)}?* that
Ve Qur( © 1,10) — V. Qi) © 1[0 < e[ TEEIL (5
and with probability at least 1 — K (8K + 2)/{log(nd)}* that
[V, Qo 10 8-1,,18) = Vi, QU O, 1) | < /T2 (A7)

where c1, ], ¢y are positive constants.



Lemma 4b (One-step Contraction). Suppose R =1 and Conditions 1-4 hold with ydyax <

C1 for some constant Cy > 0. Let )\(()1) = 4eg + 7—0%, )\%) = 4e,, + 371%, where

To are 7y are as defined in (A4) and €9 = ciwmax\/logd - T'/n and €, = co(d/d,,)\/logd - T'/n
for ¢y in (A5) and ¢y in (AT). The estimator of Algorithm 1 after one-step update satisfies
with probability at least 1 — C3/{log(nd)}?,

1 1 |
DOM, 0" < pD(O©, @) + -2 T2 084 | a7 E2 - dm) 108 d L
I—p | Wnin n m nd,,

where Cy, Cs > 0 are constants and p given in (A78) satisfies 0 < p < 1/3.

Lemma 5b. Suppose R > 1 and Conditions 1 and 3 hold. Let ©,0 € B._ (©*) and satisfies
Qim, Qon € S%(Q};m) for all k,m. For any ©" and ©", it holds with probability at least
1 —1/{log(nd)}?* that,

Qn/T( ;c/,r,mv (:)*Bk,r,m‘®> - QH/T</3;<,r,mv éfﬁk,r,m|@)

. / A / g% _'7_(/) 7 ol <A8)
<v/8k,'r,an/T(ﬁk,T‘,m7G)_Bk,r,m|®>’ﬂk,'l’,m ﬁk,r,m> < 9 Hlak,r,m /Bk,r,m‘

2
2 Y

where 76 = co(é1/2)M 7 {(1 = ca)win — (14 o) Wi (B = DR(E +2¢q +2) "}

max

Lemma 6b. Suppose R > 1 and Condition 3 holds for v > 0. Let ©,0 € B, (©*) and
satisfies Qg m, Qpom € S%(Q}Qm) for all k,m. For any ©' € B, (©*), it holds that

Hvﬁk,r,mQ<IB;€,T,m7 éfﬁk,r,m|®) - Vﬁk,r,mQ(/B;C,T,m7 (:)*ﬁk,r,m’@*)Hg < 7-(/) ’ D<®7 @*>? <A9>

where 76 = {1+ (R — 1)(§ + 2¢co + ) }70 and 79 is as defined in (A4).

Lemma 7b. Suppose R > 1 and Condition 1 and Condition 4 hold. Let ©,0 € B, (©*)
and satisfies Qg m, U € S%(Q}';,m) for all k,m. For any @ € B, (©%), it holds with
probability at least 1 — K (2K + 1)/{log(nd)}?* that

_ _ log d
Hvﬁk,r,'m Qn/T(B;C,T’,m’ e_ﬁk,r,m |®) - vﬁk,r,mQ(IB]/i‘,T,m7 @_ﬁk,r,'m |®)‘ pik S Cllwmax TT?
(A10)

with ¢} is some positive constant.



Lemma 8b. Suppose R > 1, Conditions 1-4 hold with ydy.. < Ci for some constant
(0) * (0) *

Cy >0 and REM 2 (logd)™t. Let /\[() = 4dep + ’D(%Sle), A = de,, + 3 1@% where

7 is as defined in (A9), €, = wmaxy/10gd - T/n and 7 and €, are as defined in Lemma

4b.  The estimator of Algorithm 1 after one-step update satisfies with probability at least

1 — C3/{log(nd)}?,

D(©Y,0%) < prD(O",0") + 1 p y L7 Sllogd \/ Sz+d Jlogd |
— FR min

where C4, C%, > 0 are constants and p given in (A90) satisfies p < pr < 1/2 with p given in

Lemma 4b.

C Proof of Main Results

C1 Proof of Proposition 1

Balakrishnan et al. (2017) considers X ~ 1 N(pu*,0°1,) +3 N (—p*,0%1,) and p € {p | || —

Clu;t:er 1 clus\t’er 2
p*lla < 1llp*ll2}. They assumed o is known, and thus, without loss of generality, we let

0% =1 in this proof. Under this model, the parameter vector © reduces to p. Note that in

this case of M = 1, we do not need to normalize p as there is no identifiability issue.

p=prllz -

Suppose k =2 and [ = 1. For p, p' € {p|l5k 2

< 1}, we have
Wiy = 11X = w3 11X + #'ll5-

By the definition of 7; (), we have

1
{exp(=m(p) + n2(p)) + exp(m(p) — n2(p)) 2

T (p)T2(p) =

with 71 () = 11 X5 — el and ma(p) = § |1 X5 + pll3.
Define Ay ={X;: (1 —c)m(p) = m(p)}, A2 = {Xi: (1= c)mp(p) =m(p)} and Az =

(A; U Ay)° where A° is the complement of A and ¢ € (0,1). Then we have
E{Win17i1 ()22 ()} =B [{Wiarmia ()2 (1)} | A4 P(A,) +E [{Winrmia ()2 (1)} | Az P(Az)
(i (i1
+E [{Wiarmin ()72 (1)} | As5] P(As) .
(iid)




Let ap = ||u*]|3/16 and ¢ = 1/2. In what follows, we discuss the upper bounds of terms (7),

(77) and (i7i) respectively.

Part (i). Conditioning on Ay, it is seen that 7;; (@) ma(p) < exp(—2eni(p)). Moreover, by
noting 71 () > 1o(p) under Ay and ||p’ — pl|5 < 4ay, it holds that

2 2
dnp(p) = 1Xi + /5 < 201X + el + 2|1 — pll; < 8m(pe) + 8ag.
Correspondingly, assuming ||u*||, is sufficiently large (e.g. ||u*||2 > 8/3), we have

Ve (2 1o [ m(p)ne(w)
E [{Wioia () 7i2(p) } | A1 ] P(Ay) §2E {exp(2771(u)) |A1}

1t (1) g (1)
=k {exp(%l(u)) lAl} e {exp(2m(u)) |A1}
S e

where the last inequality is due to ny(p) > |l1*]|3 as 4||p — X;13 > 2| — X513 + 2] X +
i = 20l wncer Ay and [l 2 el 1t — el 2 Haelo, and suptesp(-at) =

t*exp(—at*), sup t?exp(—at) = (t*)*exp(—at*) when t* > 2/a.
t>t+

Part (i7). Using a similar argument as in Part (i), we can get

4 2
wlly + 4oy ||
B [{Woarma ()ria(u0)}? | Aa] B(Ag) < 112200 N 2 )

Part (ii7). Define B; = {X; | (j — 1)||p*[13 < 4m(p) < jllp*]3} for 7 = 1,2,.... It then

holds that A3 = |J A3 N B;. Conditioning on Az N B;, it is seen that ny(u) < jljpu*||3/4

g=1
and

2 2 . .
dnp(p) = 11X+ 'l < 201X — g5 + 2 [+ w1l < (85 + 10) |75,

where the last inequality holds due to ||p' + pll3 < 2 ||+ p' — 27|53 +2 1205 < 10]| " 3.

As T (p)Ti2(p) < %, we can write

J(8j + 10)

E [{Win1 71 (1) 7i2(10)} | A3 N B;] P(A3 N By) < 64

"]z x P(A3 N By).  (All)

Next, we bound P(As N B;) for a given j. By the definition of A; and A,, we have
Az = {X 1m(p)/2 < m(p) < 2n2(p)}
={X :m(p)/2 < map) < 2m(p)}.

8



We also have ny(p) + 12(pe) > 3 [[ell3, as 2|l < [l — X313 + 1X; + pll3. With ny(p) <
21 (), we obtain that || X; — p3 > %H,u”% Similarly, || X; + |3 > %Hqu also holds.

Correspondingly, conditioning on Az N B;, we have
Am(p) = 1 X — pll3 = Gllwell3 > 4m(p) > max{2||pll3 /3, (G — Dlle]l3};
dip(p) = 1 X+ pll3 = 2[5 = 4me(p) > max{2 |lull; /3, (G — Dlle"]15/2}.
Letting Z; denote the latent cluster label of X, we can then write P(A;NB;) = P(A3NB; |
Zi=1)P(Z;=1)+P(As N B;|Z; =2)P(Z; = 2).
For P(A; N B, | Z; = 1), it can be bounded as

P(A;NB; | Z = 1)

(fuu I > 1% - un2>max{\fuuu2w— m uz}\Z—l)

(fuu s+ 7"l > 1 - qumax{\fuuum 1 Hz}——!lu Hlel>
. 1 .

( DA 21X - w12 (VT T - (P 2= 1)

/UJ”H ||2 1 t/2d
- t8-1et/2qy
F(%l)Q”’/2 1l 12

where [; = (/j—1— 1)? and u; = (v/j + 1)? and the second inequality holds due to

| /\

I — |2 < Zllp*ll2. We claim that, for any j, it holds for some a; € [I;, u;] that
[ e <ae [ e
Lillw= I3 ajllw* |3
This claim can be shown by considering three scenarios by noting [ ts-le=t/2d¢ is propor-
tional to the pdf of x2. As the mode of ft%’le_mdt is d — 2, the function is increasing in
(0,d—2] and decreasing in [d—2, c0). We consider: (a) u;||p*||3 < d—2, (b) L;||p*||3 > d—2
and (0) Ll < d — 2 < ujll e

Case (a). In this case, noting [; < u; — 1, we have

w12 (= 1) 147113 g s* 13
/J 2t§—1e—t/2dt:/ J 2t3—1e—t/2dt+/ T ety (A12)
1 ! (

il Il illrll u;—1)[|p* |3



Since t2Le™'/2 is an increasing function in 11113, wj||¥]13], we can get that

Ui— * |12
e HQt%—le—t/th<( L — D)2 (= 1|2} e Dl 32,
L2 S \U — [ AIPARCY; Holo ;
IS

Wi * |2
Ml ey ~t/2qt > | 124 (ws — 1) "2} 5~ —DIlu"13/2
t2 e 0dt > o {(u; — Dlw*llz3>"e :
(g =) 113

Combining the above results together, it then follows that
(uj=1)lIp*113 ;)13
/ t5 e t2dt < (u; —1; — 1)/ ta e 2t
Lillw* 13 (uj=1)ll*(13
Plugging this into (A12) and we have
|13 |13
/ £ e 2t < (uy — lj)||u*||§/ t5le 24t
Lillw I3 (us =D~ 13
Letting a; = u; — 1 and by noting (u; —1;)/j < 4, our claim can be verified under case (a).

Case (b) can be verified similarly and we omit the detailed derivations here.

Case (c). We further consider under this case two scenarios, namely, (c.1) d+2—I;||p*[|3 >
slel3 and w;[| |3 —d—2 > 5[lp*|[3 and (c.2) d+2—1]|p||3 < 5llp][3 or w;[|pw*[5—d—2 <

$llp*]|3. Under (c.1), following a similar argument as in Case (a), we have

w713 d+2 w1713
ad_q1 _ a_q1 _ a_q1 _
/ tz e t/th:/ t2 e t/2dt+/ t2 e 2q¢
113 il 13 d+2

Lo [ iy o , d+2+3|w*l3 s
SQ(d—i—Q—lep,*HQ)/ pi1et dt+2(uj||u*||2—d—2)/ H1et2qy
a3 3 a+2

. d+2+ 5 || 113 iy
<2~ )|l | Y
d+2—3 |3 ( )
A13

Letting a; = d + 2 — %||p*||3 and by noting 2(u; — I;)/j < 4, our claim can be verified
under case (c.1). Under (c.2), show the claim for d + 2 — I;||p*||3 < 3|lp*||3. The case of

ujl|p*ll3 — d — 2 < ||p*||3 follows a similar argument. We have

w13 d+2 w13
d_1 _ d_1 _ d_1 _
/ tz e t/zdt—/ tz e t/2dt+/ t2le7t2qt
Ll w113 Ll 113 d+2

d+2 L , d+2+3m*l3 Lo
S/ tatet/ dt—|—2(uj||y,*]|2—d—2)/ t2~le 24t (A14)
Lille*113 d+2
L [T,
<2~ )l [ £l t/2at,
Lillw 3

10



Letting a; = [; and by noting 2(u; —l;)/j < 4, our claim can be verified under case (c.2).
Putting together cases (a), (b) and (c), we have
i ||2 [t Dl
P(A;NB;[Z;=1) < —]H“ |L / t5 et 2dt
L(5)27 Jagferig
Using a similar argument, we can also show that
2 ral+1)llu*]3
P(A;N B;|Z; =2) < JH"d”ﬁ/ ti-1et/2qy,
L(9)2%2 Jur e
where ) € [(\/(j —1)/2 = 1/4)*,(\/j/2+1/4)%. AsP(Z; = 1) = P(Z; = 2) = 3, we can

conclude that

T max{a;,a; *113
p(asn By < IR [T gy
r(4)24/2 min{a;,a’}| 3

Plugging this result into (A11), we have

. 842(87 + 10 #|[6  p(max{az,a’}+1)[lu* I3

= 040(9)2 min{aj,a) 3

0 (max{aj,a’}+1)| "3
< Ly L

=  T(5)2 min{a; .} } * 3

> Cs o a+6 4 q —t/2 o 2 1 * |2
< ZIW/IH . t2"e dt = C5P(Xd+6 > 1_6”“ H2);

Jj= 16 2

where 5 = 4c4d(d/2+1)(d/2+2) and the second inequality uses the facts that ['(4£%) = 4(4+

1)(£+2)I'(%) and there must exists a positive constant ¢; such that j2(8; +10) < 804(t’/2)

for any min{a;, a}} <t < max{a;,a;}+1 and the last inequality holds as min;{a;, a}j} > 75
Combining Steps (7), (i) and (4i7), it holds that

4 2
4
lally + o llplly o

1 *
E{mleil(H)Ti2(M>}2 < 3 p\— ”NH;/Q) + C5P(Xl2i+6 > E”N H§>7

and we arrive at the desired result by noting || — p*||2 < 7[|p*[|2.

C2 Proof of Theorem 1

We consider the induction method for this proof. At ¢ = 1, givens Condition 1-4, Lemma 4b
ensures that it holds with probability at least 1 — C3/{log(nd)}?,

D(@W,0") < e+ pb(0, 0",

11



where p is as defined in Lemma 4b and

(=, 1 /Tsllogd+max\/(52+dm)logd-T 7
Wmin n m ndm

where Cy is as defined in Lemma 4b. At step t > 1, suppose it holds with probability at
least 1 — C3t/{log(nd)}? that

t

1_
DO",0) < < P et p'D(OO, 0%

Then using the same argument as in Step 2 of the proof for Lemma 4b, it holds that @®
satisfies Condition 2. Applying Lemma 4b for D(@®1) @*), it follows that
DO, ) < ¢ + pD(O, )

<e+p { 11__[;:e+ptD(®(0),®*)}
= %ﬂt;e + DB, e%).
holds with probability at least 1 — C3(t + 1)/{log(nd)}?. As such, the contraction inequality
also holds for step ¢t + 1.
It is then seen that D(@+) ©*) < ﬁe + p*D(O® ©*) for t = 1,...,T. Since
p € (0,1/3], the term l%pe will dominate when it reaches T = log(m)/logp
steps. From log d < log dyax and wyin = d™/2 by Condition 1, it then holds that log(1/e) =
log(ndmay). Therefore, T 2 (—log p) ' 10g(dmaxnD (O, ©*)). For t < T, the probability
for the contraction inequality to hold can be calculated as
it log(dmaxnD (O, ©%))
{log(nd)}> ~ ™ log(p){log(nd)}?
Putting the above results together, we arrive at that, for ¢t < T,

= o(1).

D(@<t+1),@*) < - 1

€+ thrlD(@(O)’ @*)7

holds with probability 1 — o(1).

C3 Proof of Theorem 2

We consider the induction method for this proof. At ¢t = 1, givens Condition 1-4, Lemma 8b
ensures that it holds with probability at least 1 — C}/{log(nd)}?,

DO, ©*) < ¢ + prD(O©Y 0%),

12



where pp is as defined in Lemma 8b and

1 log d dn,)logd
¢ =C} \/TS1 o8 +rnaX\/T(82+ )log ,
Wmin n m ndm

where C) is as defined in Lemma 8b. At step ¢t > 1, suppose it holds with probability at
least 1 — C4t/{log(nd)}? that

1 At
DOY, @) < 1—”’%' + DO, @),
— PR

Then using the same argument as in Step 2 of the proof for Lemma 8b, it holds that @®
satisfies Condition 2. Applying Lemma 8b for D(@®*1) @*), it follows that
DO @) < ¢ + prD(0Y, @)

1— t
< ¢+ pn {ﬁe’ + pD(©©), 6*)}

< 1 _/)l‘}z+1 / t+1 0) o+
< ——— 4+ p DOV, 0%).
1 —pr
holds with probability at least 1 — C%(¢ + 1)/{log(nd)}?. As such, the contraction inequality
also holds for step t + 1.

It is then seen that D(@(+) ©*) < ﬁe’ + o 'D(O© @) for t = 1,...,T. Since

pr € (0,1/2], the term %e’ will dominate when it reaches 7" = log((lipR)De(IQ(o)’@*))/ log pr

1—pr

steps. Since log d < 10g day and wpin < dM/2 by Condition 1, it then holds that log(1/€') =

log(ndmax). Therefore, T = (—log pr) ' 10g(dmaxnD (O, ©*)). For t < T, the probability
for the contraction inequality to hold can be calculated as
Cit < ,1og(diaxnD(0), ©*))
{log(nd)}? ~ 7% log(p){log(nd)}?
Putting the above results together, we arrive at that, for t < T,

=o(1).

DO, 0) < ¢ 1 'D(O,0")
— PR

holds with probability 1 — o(1).

D Proof of Technical Lemmas

D1 Proof of Lemma S1

Without loss of generality, we assume w = 1. If w # 1, we can always reparametrize by

setting U = U /w. To ease notation, we let M = 3 and m = 1. The proof holds for a general

13



m and M with straightforward extensions. Following the definition of mode-1 matricization,

we have
Ui - Uigr - Uidyd,

u(l): . . .
Uiig - Upagn - Uddyd,

Note that
Uj, jojs = B1 (71)B2(j2)B5(J3),

where B,,(jn) is the j,,-th element of 3,,. Then U ) can be expressed as

[ Bi(DB(DBs(1) -+ Bi(1)Ba(da)Bs(1) -+ Bi(1)Ba(d2)Bs(ds)

Up = : : : : :
| Bi(d)B2(1)B5(1) -+ Bi(d1)Ba(d2)Bs(1) - Bi(di)B2(d2)Bs(ds)

Bi(1)
= : (B2(1)B3(1), -+, Ba(d2)Bs(1), -+ , Ba(d2)Bs(d3)) = Brvec (B2 0 B5) ",

/61 (dl)

where the last equality follows the definition of vectorization of a tensor.

D2 Proof of Lemma S8

Yi. -+ Y, Dy -+ Dig,
Write Y = : : : and D = : : : . Then YD € R4*% can
Yd1,1 e Yvd1,d2 Ddg,l e DdQ,dQ
be written as .
Ziil }fl,iDi,l ot z 1fl a4i,ds
YD = : :
Z }fdl i1 Tt Z Y:h i74,do
For the matrix E(Y DY ") € R¥*% denote each element as E(Y DY "), x. If | = k, we have
d2 d2 d2
E(YDY "), =) > E;D;Y,;) =Y DjE(Y) = tr(D).
j=1 i=1 i=1
If | # k, we have
d2 d2 d2 d2
E(YDY ")y =) Y E(YDi;Yiy) =) Y DiyE(Y,Yi,)=0.
Jj=1 i=1 J=1 =1

Putting all (I, k) pairs, it arrives at that
E(YDY ") = tr(D)I,,.

14



D3 Proof of Lemma 1b

In this proof, we establish, under R = 1, restricted strong concavity with respect to B m,
wy, and €2y ., respectively. First, we give the first- and second- order partial derivatives of
the sample Q-function Q,,/7 with respect to B, wi and Qg .

®
Recall vec([] Brm) = vec (Br1 o0 Bra) and [ Qem = Qe @ - @ Q1.

First-order:

,© 4
T n/T ® i . )
:E Zﬂk { — ch,Bk mvec H ﬂkm } ( H Qk,m’) (I)kVGC( H ﬂk,m’)Q
i=1 i
w.|©

m/#m m/#m
vquCQn/T
n/T

o T /s o
:% Z 7:1(©) {vec()(i) - w;vec(H Bkm)} (H Qi vec(H Brm);

vﬂk m Qn/T g _Qk:,m |®)

(2,1, ©
n/T 1 B ® _ T
= Zle { Q;c,m)il - 5 (X’ o uk)(m) < Qk,m’) (Xz N uk)(m)} .

m'#
(A15)
Second-order:
v%k,m Q"/T(ﬂ;c m G—ﬁk m ’8)
T /T ® o )
- Tik(© {Vec H Brmr) ( H Qk,m,> vec( H ﬂk,m/)} Qi
=1 m/#m m/#m m/#m

n/T o ~ ® B o N (A16)

Vik Qn/T(Wka —Wg ‘6 —_— Z Tzk‘ VeC(H /Bk:ﬂn)T H Qk,m VeC(H /Bk‘,m)7
n/T

Vo Qur (i ©-0,.,10) = ——Zﬂk { ()t m;,m)‘l}.

First, we consider restricted strong concavity with respect to B ,,. According to Taylor
expansion, we can expand Q,r(8,,,©_s,,.|©) around G;,, to obtain
Qn/T( ;c,,m’ @—ﬂk,mlg) :Qn/T(IB;{?,W’H é—ﬁk,m|®) + <vﬁk,an/T<18;f,m7 é—ﬁk,m|®)’ ;c,,m - ﬂ;c,m>

1 _
+ 5( Ilflm - IBIQ,m)TV%k}an/T(Z7 G*ﬁk,m‘(-))( ;ﬂl,m - /B;C,m>7
(A17)
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where z =13, + (1 —t)B8y,, with t € [0,1]. It follows from (A16) that

v%k Qn/T(z>@*ﬁk,m’@)
n/T ° B ® ) o ) )
=— = an {Vec( H ,Bk’m,)T ( H ka/) vec( H IBk,m’)} Q-
m/#m m/#m

Correspondingly, (A17) can be rewritten as

Qn/T(ﬁl{c/m? (:)*ﬂk,m‘®> - Qn/T<IBI/<:,mv éfﬁk,m‘@) - <vﬁk,an/T(ﬁl/c,m’ (:)*ﬁk,m|®)’ lZ,m - ﬁl/f,m>

T
=—\3, Z 7i6(©) | Gi Tk (Bhmm — Brm) ' Qe (B — Brom):

(A18)
where T, ,, = vec( f[ Brm) " 1@[ Qo | vee( f[ Br.m)- By Hoeffding’s inequality and
noting that 7;,(© ZT{’)’" 1], we car?girz that e

7T
P Z k(@) — E(r(©))| <t | > 1 — 2e7 2/, (A19)

Let p, = 1/{log(nd)}? and t = \/log(2/p,)/(2n/T), it arrives at

n/T

Z 7ik(©) — E(1ie(©))| < v/log(2/pa)/(2n/T),

with probability at least 1 — p,. Recall that E(7,,(©*)) = 7} and 7;’s bounded below by
a constant as assumed in Condition 1. Under Condition 3 with a sufficiently small v > 0,

there exists some constant ¢ > 0 such that minge g E(7,(©)) > ¢ for © € B%(@*) (Hao

et al., 2017). Next, as /log(2/p,)/(2n/T) = o(1), there exists some constant ¢y > 0 such
that

E Tzk \/log 2/pn 2”) > Co,

when n is large. By the fact that |a — b| > a — b, we have

- Tie(©) > E(7:.(© \/log (2/pn)/(2n) > co. (A20)

Furthermore, by Condition 1 and Qk,m €S /Q(Q};,m), it holds that
Umin(Qk,m) Z O-min(Q;m) - ||Q7;7m - Qk,m”? Z ¢1/2
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Correspondingly, we have

vec( H Brm) ( H Qk,m/> vec( H Biem)

m/#m m/#m m/#m

> { H Umin(Qk,m’)} H/ékl 0+ 0LBm10Brmp100 ﬁkMHF (¢1/2)M~

m/#m
where the first inequality follows from the fact oy (A @ B) > 0min (A) 0min (B) and |[U|[7 =

[vec(U)||5 and the last inequality, by noting fy,,’s are unit-norm vectors, is due to

= = = = 2
H,@k,l ©---0 /Bk,m—l o 5k,m+1 ©---0 Bk,MHF

- - (A21)
= Z(ﬁm(ﬁ)) H,@k,z 0+ 0Bkm10Brmp10--0 /Bk:,MHF =1
Jji=1
As © € IB%%(G)*), we have @y, > wi — |0 — wj| > wiin/2. Setting 7o = Lw2;(¢1/2), the

following holds with probability at least 1 — 1/{log(nd)}?,
Qn/T(IBIZ,mv é—ﬁk,m|@) - Qn/T(ﬁllc,mv é—ﬁk,m|®) - <Vﬁk,an/T(Bl> é—ﬁk,m|@)v I/c/,m - lBlli‘,m>
Y 2
<= 18 = Binll,-

The restricted strong concavity with respect to wy and €24 ,,, can be shown using similar

arguments. Letting v = co(¢1/2)M, it holds with probability at least 1 — 1/{log(nd)}?* that

Qn/T(WZ, S _Wk|®> - Qn/T<w;c7 @_wk|® - <vkan/T(w;€7 é—wk|®) wg - w5€>

n/T

< - = ZTZ’“ V€C<H,Bkm (H ka) vec H/Bkm Wy — Wk)

s—%’wz—w,;)?,

For €2y, ,,, the Taylor expansion can be expressed as

Qn/T<Q,k/m> G—ka|®) - Qn/T( k,mo e_ Qpm ) - <vﬂk,an/T(Q§c,m’ @_Qk,m|®)7 Q;c/,m - Q;c,m>

n/T
d
< - = an Jvec(A {2(1 (o HEA) ' @ (R, + tA)l} vec(A),
(A22)
where A = Q) — € and t € [0,1]. Note that
2
Tuin { (@ +18) 7 @ (2, +12) 1} = [omm {(+12)7}
. - (A23)
= (O (o + 1)} = ([, + 1AL 2 (66),
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where the last inequality is due to HQ;CmHQ < HQZmHQ + || — sz”Q < 2¢9 and ||All2 <
19 = il + 1 — Rkl < 4.
Setting v, = Co%(6¢2)_2 and plugging (A20) and (A23) into (A22), it follows that
Qu/r (1 O—, . 1©) — Quyr (. O—@, . 1O) — (Va, . Qur(Q 1, O, 19), QL — Q)
<= 5 QU —

3

2

holds with probability at least 1 — 1/{log(nd)}.

D4 Proof of Lemma 2b

We establish, under R = 1, gradient stability with respect to B, wi and 2 ,,,, respectively.

First, we introduce the population version of the first-order gradient in (A15),

Vﬂk,mQ<IB;€,m7 @—Bk,m |®)

B o ® o
=E | 7ix(©) Q. {(Xi)(m) — W8y, vec( H Bk,m’)T} ( H Qk,m/) wvec( H Bkm/)] ;

m/#m m/#m m/#m

Vi, Q(wy, ©_,,|©)

o T ® o
=E | 7:1(©) {Vec(Xi) —wivee(J | 5k7m)} (H ka> vee(] [ Beam) | -
vﬂ-k,mQ(Q;c,m> (:)*ﬂk,m ‘@)

=E |7;4+(©) {%(ng)—l - % (& —ak)(m)( 11 ﬂkm) (% —IZk)(Tm)H :

(A24)
o _ 9] _
where vec([ | Bk,m) and [ [ Qx.m are defined in (A15). In what follows, we show (A4) for By,

wy and €2y, ., respectively.

(I) Gradient stability for Gy ,.

First, we extend Vg, | Q(8}, : ©—p,..10) — Vg, . QB ., O—g,..|O%) as
Vﬁk,7nQ(IB;€,m’ @_ﬁk’,m |®) - Vﬁk,mQ(/B;C,m7 @_ﬁk,m |®*)

o ® o
DT(®7®*)Qk,m {(Xz)(m) - @kB;€7mV€C( H Bk,m’)} < H Qk,m’>@kvec( H Bk,m’)] ’

m/#m

=E

m/#m m/#m

(A25)
where D, (©,0%) = 7,4,(0) — 7;1(©*). We can write VgTix(©®) as

Voru(®) = (IVor(®) .+ [Vo,mu(®)])
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where
| —Tu(©)T(©)J;(6)), when [ # k,
Varin(®) = { (©)(1 7 (©))7(6), when | = k

We write JZ(Ol) = (Jijl(Ol), J@g(@l), Ji73(91)) and have

® o
Ji71<95) == {th (Xz —ul)(m) ( H Qmﬁ) leGC( H ;Bl,m’)} s (A26)
me[M]

m/#m m’'#m
X o

JLQ(BZ) = VGC(XZ' —Lll)T (H Ql,m VGC(H ﬂl,m’);

d ., 1 =
Ji,3<01) = vec {ﬁﬂlvm — 5 (Xz — Lll)(m) < H Ql m’) (X Lll) } .
" #m me[M]
Finally, we define g(/J;(6,), J;(0;.)) as
9(Ji(61), Ji(6) = 91{Ji(01)} x g2{Ji(6})}, (A27)

where g1{Ji(01)} = [|15,1(00) |l W | Ji.2(00) I+ v/ x| Ji,3(80) |12, 92{Ji(63)} = [[Ji.1(6}) [l 2+
1i,2(00) |2/ wmax + [ 13,3(6}) |2/ .

Let Bkm = Br.m, Wk = wi/wjy and ka = ka/HszHF We note that V,,7,(0) and
Ve, 7 (©) differ by a factor of wy, and Vg, 7%(©) and Vﬁl’mTik<®) differ by a factor of
Vd,,. By Taylor expansion, we have

7ik(©) — 7(0%) = (Vesme(©)) ' |© — ©7)5, (A28)

where ©° = ©* + §A with § € [0,1] and A = © — ©°*.
Plugging (A28) into (A25), we have

- e * 2 ~ ok
1V 5.0 QBm: ©-5,.,,1©) = V5., QB s ©-5,,.10)|, < 7511© — O[3 (A29)

where

702 E{

By the definition of Vg7 (®), we have

IVerme(®)Il3 < > (rie(©)7a(©))* {16}, + {7 (©)(1 — 7t (O} [ g{ 1 (8D} 5
14k

ka(X ul (H ka>kaeC H Bkm

Im m'#£m

V@mk(@)lg} :

2

(A30)
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Letting W1 = ¢g1{Ji(60,)} HJH(B;W ék/‘y—ﬂk,m)HQ and by nothing W; < W;;,; and Condition 3,
we have

7 <E D WE(ri(©)ma(©))*| + E [Wi{rin(©)(1 — m1(©))}?]
I£k
V2 V(K —1)?

<
= l;k 2K R+ 1) M1 1)? 282K R+ 1AM + 12

72

S KPR+ DA(M + 12
By the definition of D(®, ©*), it holds that ||© — ©*||2 < K(RM + R + M)D(©,©*)2.

Putting the above results together, we have

Hvﬁk,mQ</Bllc,m7 @*Bk,m|®) - V,@k,mQ(/B;c,m7 é*ﬁk,mlg*)Hg < TOD(@a 6*)

ol
124/K(R+1)(M+1)

where 75 =

(IT) Gradient stability for wy.

Similar to (A29), we can write

1 !/ O e *
wQ— vakQ(wk” @—wklg) - vka<wk7 ®—wk|® )

max

< ()20 — s, (A31)

max

o _ T ® o _
where (77)? = wl E [{vec(Xi) — wivee(]] ,Bk’m)T} (H Qk,m) vee([ I Brm)IVesTir(©)]]2] -
Let Wa = ——g1{Ji(0))} || Ji 2(w}, Ok, ) ||, By Wa < Wiy, (A30) and (A31), it holds that

(7)) <E

> Wi (ra(©)ma(©))?

14k

+ B [W2{r(©)(1 — 7:4(©))}2]

2 (K —1)?
< Z Y 4 Y ( )
= K4 R+ 1)4(M +1)2  282K4(R+ 1)*4(M +1)?

,.)/2

S K2R+ 1AM + 12

This implies that

Ve Qe O, |©) = Vi, Q(}, O, [©7)

, < 70 D(O, ")

YWmax

124/K(R+1)(M+1)

where 7 =
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(ITI) Gradient stability for Q.

Similar to (A29), we can write

1 ~ ~ ~ %
ﬁ Hvﬂk,mQ(Q;i),m7 G*Qk,m|®> - vﬂk,mQ<Q;~c,m7 G*ka|®*) i < 7—12H® -0 H27 (A32)

where
1 1 - S ~\T
T12 =E E(Q;@m)il - ﬁ (Xz - uk) (m) < 1/;[ Qk,m/> (Xl - uk)(m) HvééTik(@)H2
m/#m F

Letting W3 = ¢1{J:(6,)} HJZ‘73(Q/ @ky_ghm)HQ /d and by nothing W3 < Wj,; and Condi-

k,m>
tion 3, it holds that
7 <E

> Wi r(©)7a(©))*| +E [Wi{rn(©)(1 — mar(©))}]

14k

oa V(K 1)

<
= ; YK R+ 1) (M1 1)? 22K R+ 1) (M + 172

,}/2

S TURK2(R+ 1)i(M 1 12

This implies that

Hvﬂk,mQ<Q;€,m7 é_ﬂkm|®) - vﬂk,mQ(Q;C,’rrw (:)—ka|®*)HF < 7_1D(@> 9*)

vd
124/K(R+1)(M+1)

where 7 =

D5 Proof of Lemma 3b

We first introduce some notation. Since €27, ~and 3} = are symmetric matrices, we have

€2 < max ||, |, < ¢20 [|% < max || X, |, < 1/61. (A33)

7m||max 7m||max

To ease notation, we define

he.e(Bim) = Vo Qur(Bim ©-p,,.10) = Vi, . QB 1m: O-p,.,.19),
h@,(:)(w;c) - vkaN/T(w;m C:)_wk|®) - vka(w;cv é—wk|®>7
h@,(:)(ﬂ;g,m> = Vﬂk,an/T(QZ,ma (:)*ﬂkm‘(a) - vnk,mQ(Q;C,m7 (:)*ka|@)
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Recall P1(Bkm) = |Bkmll1 and Po(Qm) = ||Q%k.ml1,0, we have that

Hh@,c:)(ﬂgc,m)H'pf S ml?xl‘h@,@(laﬁc,m)“og? |h‘@,@(w;€)‘ S ml?x ‘h(a,é)(w;f”?

-~

I 1
(A34)
66 (s < 1 oo (¥ )
1
where P;, P; be the dual norms of Py, Ps, respectively.
(1) Bounding he o (8},,)-
Recall (A15), and we have
h@,@ (/B;c,m)
T YL/T B o B (9] B o B
== > Tik(©) ki m {(Xi)(m) — Wk By, vec( 1;[ ﬁkm/)T} < 1;[ Qk,m,>@kvec( 1;[ B )

o ® o
Tzk(G‘))th {(Xz)(m) —@kﬂfﬁmvec( H ma/)—r} < H Qk,m/>@kvec( H Bk,m’)] .

m/#m m/#Em m/#m

By the triangle inequality, term (I) can be bounded by

n/T ® o
|k, Zﬂk E{Tik(®> (Xi)(m)} H( 1T Q&m')@kVeC( 1T Bem)
max m/#m m'#m
o
n/T - ° - ® - o -
=D 7kl©) ~ E(a(©)| | QB veel TT Brn) ™ ( TT Qb ) vee TT Buow)
=1 o0, m/#m m/#m m/#m
L

Consider the set of missing data {Z;, i € [n|}, we have

Xi|7, = K~ Ne (U S,
P(Z; = = T, Z T = 1.
Correspondingly, the j-th coordinate of vec(X;) can be written as
vec(X,); = Y 1(Z = K)(vec(Us); + Viw)- (A35)
Here vec(U},); = E{vec(X;);|Z; = k'} and Vj i ~ N (0, var (vec(X;);|Z; = k')).
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Denote that
M = r Zﬂ’k(@) (Xi)(m) -k {Ti’f(@) (Xi)(m)} '

where M € R*™* @ and let vec(M); be the j-th element of vec(M). Plugging (A35) into
vec(M);, it can be bounded as below.

n/T
|vec(M),;| = % / Tk (@) vec(X;); — E{mx(O)vec(X;),}
i—1
< ZK: - §I<Zi = K)7ir(©@)vecUy); — E{I(Z: = k) 7in(©)vecUy);}
w1 | iE
) M () i
o3 ISz = M@V~ E (12 = K@)V}
P R
) M) i

We bound M, (j) first. From the fact that |I(Z; = K')7(O)vec(U},);| < |[Uj | max, it
holds that I(Z; = k)7, (©)U}.(j) is a sub-Gaussian random variable with sub-Gaussian norm
bounded above by (U} |Imax, 1-€., |[I(Z; = E)Ti(©)vecUy))illwe < U |Imax, Where || - |4,

denotes the sub-Gaussian norm. By Lemma S3, we get that

IK(Zi = K )7in(©)vec(Uy,); — E{L(Z: = K)7ir(O)vecUy )i}, < 20U [lmax-

Standard concentration results give that, for some positive constant Dy and any ¢ > 0,

. DlntQ
B(M,(j)| > 1) Se-exp( —)
4T‘|uk’Hmax

which implies that, with probability at least 1 — p,,,

LG < il L2 (A36)

We then move to bound term My (j). Similarly, 7 (©)I(Z; = k') is a sub-Gaussian random
variable, since that ||7;,(©)I(Z; = k)|, < 1. Moreover, V; ;s is a Gaussian random variable
with sub-Gaussian norm ||V} ||y, < 1/¢V?. Then by Lemma S2, it holds that I(Z; =
k')Tii(®)V s is sub-exponential random variable. Moreover, there exists a positive constant

D5 such that
I1(Z; = K)7(©)Viw s < Dafy””.
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Applying Lemma S3, we can get that
I(Z = K)7(©)Vjnr — E{L(Zi = K )7ir(©)Vao} ||y, < 2Ds/7""".

Following the concentration inequality of sub-exponential random variables (Vershynin, 2018),

there exists some positive constant D3 such that the following inequality

P (| M,(j)| > t) < 2exp (—D3 min {4D§;(¢%’ 2D /(tqu”) } %> ’

holds for any ¢t > 0. For a sufficiently small ¢, the above inequality reduces to

P UML) > 0 < 2o (~Darto )

| Mo (5) |<¢_M/2\/4D \/log @/pu)T (A37)

with probability at least 1 — p,.
Plugging (A36) and (A37) into vec(M);, it arrives that

vec(M); < |[My(j)| + [Ma(j)] < \/>Z (|l ’|max+¢1M/2)\/@’

with probability at least 1 — 2Kp,,, where Dy = min{D;, D3/D3}. Jointly for all j, we have

4 . —wmy2, |log(e/pn) +logd
L=<\ ;(H%Hmax + 6, )\/ /T ) (A38)

with probability at least 1 — 2Kp,.

which implies that

Next, we consider term I, i.e.,

n/T

Z Tzk le((-)))
By noting 7;%(0©) € [0, 1], Hoeffding’s inequality gives,

n/T
P an E(ri(©))| <t | >1— 2 208/T,
which implies, with probability at least 1 — p,,,
n/T 1
- Z Ti(©) — E(1:£(0))| < \/5 log(2/p,)T /n. (A39)
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By noting the bounds of I} and I, in (A38) and (A39), respectively, there exists some
constant Dy > 0 such that I < DyI;. Letting pxo = >, ([[U |Imax + ¢_M/2) we have

( H ka )vec H /Bkm ¢K0\/10g<6/pn> i logd (A40)

m'#m m'#£m n/T

holds with probability at least 1— (2K +1)p,,. By (A33) and Condition 2, we have HkaHQ <

(1 et 1

m'#m m'#m 9

log(e/pn)/logd = o(1) and it holds with probability at least 1 — K(2K + 1)/{log(nd)}? that,

3¢, and < (3¢/2)M~1. Since p, = 1/{log(nd)}?, we have

Tlogd
IIlBXI < €1 Wmax o8 , (A41)
n

where ¢; is some positive constant.

(I) Bounding hg g (w},)-
Recall (A15), and we have

hee(w,) = %Z Ti(©) — E(1:£(0©)) w;vec(H Brm)" <H ka> vec(H Brm)-

o]

By (A39) and vec(]] Br.m)" (H Q. m) VeC(H Brm) < (3p2/2)M, it holds with probability

at least 1 — K/{log(nd)}2 for term (II) that

T log(log(nd))

max I < clwmax\/ ,
k n

where ¢/ is some positive constant.

(I) Bounding hg ¢(£2},,,)-
Recall (A15), and the term hg (€2;,,,) can be written as

n/T

— Zﬂk )71 - % Tik((')) (Xi - ak)(m) ( H Qk,m’) (Xi - ak)(Tm)
i=1 '4m
®
—E(m(@)>2j ()" = 5E |7(©) (2 = 1) ) ( TT Q) (xz—uk)jm)]
m m/#m
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Correspondingly, writing ;t'zk = X, — U, and term (III) can be decomposed as

T L d
< | |— %(©) —E(rin(©)) | ——(,,,) "
> n ;ﬂk( ) (Tzk( )) Qdm< k,m) +
~ X
1(T /T - Q _ T _ ® 3 -
315 ;Tik(®> (Xi,k)(m) <m1;[m Qk,m’) (Xi,k>(m) —E { 7i,(©) <Xi,k>(m) (ml;[m ka> <Xi,k>(m)
Al ~-
By (A39) and Condition 2, we have, with probability at least 1 — p,,
1 (d/dp)?
I, < 4/ ———=1og(2/p, )
= \/ 202 >\/ /T
For IIl,, it can be bounded as IIIy < I1ly; + I1Iyy + I1l53 + 11154, that is,
T n/T ® - - ® -
~ > 7l©) (X)) ( TT Q) (X0, —E{nk«a) () ( TT Q) <xi><m)}
i=1 m'#m m/#m max
Iﬁ;l
T n/T ® - ® -
+| = Tir(©) (XZ)(m) ( H s m’) (ukf)(m) —E {Tik(@) (XZ)(m) < H Qe m’) (uk)(m)}
i=1 m'#m m/#m max
Iﬁ;z
T n/T - ® . ~ ® .
+{=) (©) (uk)(m)( 11 ka) (X)) E{m(@) (uk)(m)( 11 ka) (xz)(m)}
i=1 m’'#m m/#m max
Iﬁgs
T n/T - ® - - ® -
o 2 m®) @),y (T ) @), —E{n—k(@ @)y (T 20 <uk>(m)}
=1 m/#m m/#m max
Iﬁg4
®  _
We introduce some notations. Let Y; = (Xi)(m) { I1 (Qk,m’)l/Z}' It is seen that Y; is a
m/#m

matrix of dimension d,,, x (+£). If Z; = K/, we have

m

1/’[ ~ NT <l~]]:;<’72:;’>
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1 T . @ 1/2
with Uk" = ( k/)(m) H (th/) and

® ® ®
2:’ = {EZ}/,T)’H { H (Qk’,m’)l/z} { H (El:’,m’)l/2} { H (Qk’,m’)l/Q}} .
m/#m m/#m m/#m

Let Y;(l,j) be (I, 7)-th element of Y;. It can then be expressed as

K

Yi(l,4) = > UZ =KL, 5) + Vigw},

k'=1

where U} (1, j) = E{Y;(l,j)|Z; = '} and Vi jx ~ N (0,var(Y;(l,j)| Z; = ¥')). Denote Y;(I,-) €
R¥dm as the I-th row of Y;, and then we may write YY" as

Yz(la)TK<1a) K(L)TYz(dma)
where
Yi(l,) Yl )
d/dm K K R R R
DI I — k") {Uk,(l )+ v]k,} {U,:,,(z',j) + v,,j,ku}
=1 k'=1k"=1
d/dm K N N R 3
=3 S0 =) {O5 ) + Vigw } {OL05) + Vi |
=1 kK'=1
dfdm

I
]~

L(Z; = k) {U;,(z, DO 5) + Up L)V, 5) + Vigw Ui (U, 5) + ‘”/l,j,k,\z,J,k,} .

I
—
=

T

Il

i

J

To ease notation, denote

Zm )Y ) = E{r(©)Yi(l, )Y, )}
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Plugging in the expressions of Y;(l,1"), M (l,l') can be expressed as

n/T K

~ T Tk Tk Tk Tk
M(1,1) = Z_; kz_:l [51(21- = K)r(©)U5(1,) U () — E {I(ZZ- = K)ra(©)U (1)UL (1, )}]
ML)
n/T K
L4 3 T [I(Zi = ) r(©)U5 (1, )V jp — E {I(Zi = ) (©)T (1, 5) Vi ’“H
dm, i=1 k'=1 nd i, o ” o ”
M)
n/T K
L4 Z% [I(Z )i (OWLw UL (U, §) —ESN(Z; = K)1n(©)WV 0 UL (L, )
d nd i Tik Lk Up b, ] i Tik Lik'Up by ]
M oi=1 k=1 1,]
M;(rl,l’)
n/T K
L4 Z%Z [I(z = k)7 (©) Vi Vi —]E{I(Z- = ) (©) Vi Vi H
dm nd i ik 1,7,k VI 5,k i ik L,7,k" VU 5,k
i=1 k'=1 J
M:(rl,l’)

Next, we will bound terms M ({,1'), My(1,1"), Ms(l,I') and M,(l,l') separately. We
begin with M;(1,1"). Since [I(Z; = K)7(@ U (1, ) TU (I, )| < maxy UL ) TUL(W, )
it is seen that 1(Z; = k') (@)U(L,-) TU(I',-) is a sub-Gaussian random variable with

’

|12 = )7 (@)T (1) T ) — E{1(Zi = K)rn (@)U (1) UL (T, )}

2

<2max
LU

UL, T (! -)‘ .
By the concentration inequality in Lemma S4, we have for any ¢ > 0,

Cnt?
~ ~ 2
03 (1) T3 (1)

P(IML(LI) <1) 21— eoexp | -
4T maxy

Since a'b < ||al|2||bll2 and || |2 < 3¢2/2, we have

max
L

Ui () "o ->] < max U (1) UG (1 )] (302/2)M
< max || @5 ) o) (1) [3(302/2)M .

Therefore, for any pair (I,1'), it holds that

IM(LD)] < V/ATC e | z/><m><z.->r|%<3¢2/2>M—l\/bg(dm);;?g(e/m (A42)
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with probability at least 1 — p,. Note that both I(Z; = k)7x(©)U}; (1, j) Vi jur and I(Z; =

K )Tik(@)%dﬁl ff,j,(l’ ,7) are sub-exponential random variables with
HI<Zi = K)re(©)U5(, ) Vi (l',) — E {I(Zi = K)r(©)U (1, ) Vi (1 ')}

3, /2)(M-1)/2
<2 | U)o ()32 12 B2

1

1

* 1M
= mac | @) ) (1) 152(362/2) M "2,
Similar to the argument used in (A37), there exist one positive constant Ds such that

(N0, ). V0. )]} < /37D g | 04 o )] 22— [T 082 )

with probability at least 1 — p,. Taking the union bound for all pairs (I,") gives
max{|M,(1,1')|, | Ms(1,1')[}

5/2)M 1 m 10g(dy, 0 n A43
< /47Dy max | Zf><m>t(z..)l|2(3¢¢/5/)2 yf Do () +log(2/pe)} - (A49)

with probability at least 1 — p,. Finally, we discuss My(l,I'). By the fact that both
1(Z;, = kl)Tik<®)‘;}’j’k/ and f//,j,k/ are sub-Gaussian random variables, we have [(Z; =
k)7 (©) Vi Vir e is sub-exponential with parameter (3¢,/2)M—1/¢M. By Lemma S5,
there exists some positive constant Dg such that the following inequality

. DﬁntQ
AT dy (32/2)*M=D [g1M )7

P (!M4(l,l’>| > t) < 2exp<

holds for a sufficiently small ¢ > 0. When n is sufficiently large, it holds for any pair (I, ')
that

with probability at least 1 — p,,.
Combining (A42), (A43) and (A44) together, I1I5; can be bounded by

My 3 <mlaX||(UZ/)(m)(l--)||§ A+ 1) y \/Tdm(Qlog(d,;)dJr log(2/pn)) (A45)

with probability at least 1 — 4Kp,.
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For III5,, it holds with probability at least 1 — 2K p,, that

n/T

Tik ®
[l = Zl HET) (Xi)(m)—IE{m(@ } (1;[ ﬂkm) ) em)
n/T
< max Zm (1) = E{70(©) (X)) (1.9) || max | @) (1)l (A40)

2

dlog(e/pn) + dlogd
< o ) ||\/ B(e/Pu) + dlog

ndy, /T ’
where gy is as defined in (A40) and the third inequality is due to (A38) and the fact that
lally < Vdmax;|a(j)| for any a € RY. Term ITly3 can be bounded similarly. For ITly,, we

have
n/T

®
I, < —an E(7:1(©)) H(uk) (m)( 1T ka) (@)
m/#m
N max|| uk m) H V lOg 2/pn

with probability at least 1 — p,,. By Condition 2, it holds that that

(A47)

max

@)y (1 ) 2 < N @)y (2 + @) oy () = @)y (1 )2 @)y (L) e

Putting (A45), (A46) and (A47) together, we have

Tdlogd
I, (Z max [} @y ) ) (1) |2 + max || @)y (1 .-)Ileo) o
(A48)
. T'logd
+ZmlaX|l(Uk/)<m>(l--)||§ ma—
k/

with at least probability 1 — (8K + 1)p,. Define that px = maxy n || (UL)wm) (1) |]2. With
the upper bounds of III; and IIl,, we have

[Tdlogd log(dy) + 10g(2/pn)
< 2
mI?XIH = {SOK(SOKO +1) nd, + SOK\/ n/T

(A49)
(d/dn)?
+ /10g(2/py) /T
with probability at least 1 — K(8K + 2)p,. Since |[Ui|lmax < 00, it is easily seen that

o < max U ||l maxy/ 7=~ Therefore, for some constant ¢, > 0, it holds that

max I1T < ¢,y ) L1084
k . n
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with probability at least 1 — K (8K + 2)/{log(nd)}>.

D6 Proof of Lemma 4b

In this proof, given ®©, we in turn bound ||[3(1) — Bimll2, |w(1) — wj| and ||Q(1) — Qe

using results from Lemmas 1b-3b. To bound each term, the proof can be divided into three

steps. Take By, as an example. In step 1, we bound ||B,’€”m — BZ’mHZ, where 3y, = ||§:’m\\2

and By, = argmaxg, ,, Qu/r(Bem, © 5, [©) — Xol|Brmll1. In step 2, let © = O and

Ol - e , we can verify that @” = ( (1) ,@(j) )T still satisfies Condition 2, which
IBk,’m ﬁknn k:m ﬂk,'rn

guarantees the initial condition for the next parameter update. In step 3, jointly considering

all parameters, we establish the contraction inequality in Lemma 4b. To ease notation, we

denote o = D(O©® ©*). In what follows, we first discuss Step 1 for By, wp and Q. ,

respectively and then move to Steps 2-3.

Step 1 for By ,:

Let ,@,’;m satisfies Vﬁka(Bz’m, ©. 5, . 1©%) = 0, without the unit norm constraint. First,
we show that B} ,,/ |35 mll2 = B}, Define ¥ = (my,...,m,Us,... .Uk, 2y, ..., Bg). With
a slight abuse of notation, we may write Q(®|0*) as Q' (¥|¥*). Since Vi, Q' (UL|P*) = 0,
we can get that

2R (A50)

ik (©%) {vec(X;) — vecU})} H Q.

which implies that E {7;,(@*)X;} = E {7;(©")} Uy, as Qj ,,’s are positive definite. Plugging
this into ng’mQ(B,’;m, ®' 5 10©*) =0, we have

o ® o
BimE{Tn(©")} {wzveC( II Be)” ( I1 Qé,m/> wivee( 1] ﬂ;,m/)}

m/#m '#m m/#m
=E{7i1.(©")(Xi)(m) } {( H ka> wyvec( H B }
'4m m'#£m
o X o
:ﬂz,mE{TZk<®*)}T {WZVGC( H IBZ,m’) ( H Q?ﬂ,m’) W;VGC( H B;,m’)} .
m/#m m/#m m/#m

It can be seen from the above equality that B,’;m = ¢ - Combined with |8}, [l2 = 1, we

can get that Bzm/||ﬁzm||2 = B; - By Lemma 1b, with probability at least 1 —1/{log(nd)}?,
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it holds for any k& and m that

g 2 Q% 2 Q% 2 Q%
2B = Bin|, < (Vo Qur(Bin O, ,10). B — B

J

g

i @) ) (A51)
+ 9n/T(/BZ,m7 @Lﬁkym ’6) - Qn/T(ﬂk,ma G)Lﬁkym |®Z

(i7)

First, we discuss the upper bound of (7). Since Vﬁk,mQ(BZ,W ©' 5 |©) =0, we have

(i) = (V80 Qur(Bi s © 5, 1) = V5, QB O, 1©), Brm — B )

. s
g

Statistical Error (SE)

+ <Vﬁk,mQ(BZ,m7 G)/—Bkm|®> - ka,mQ<BZ,m7 6,—[3k7m|®*)7 lék,m - lé;:,m> .

Optimization Error (OE)

For SE, by Lemma 3b and letting €y = ¢jwmaxy/10g d/n, it holds that

SE| < V5., Quyr(Bims ©p,,1©) = Vi, ,, Q(Bs s g, . 1O)llp; Pr(Bran — B m)

< ePr (Bkm — Bzm> (452)

with probability at least 1 — K (2K + 1)/{log(nd)}?. For OE, by Lemma 2b, it holds that

OE| < |V, QBkm: ©p, ,1©) = Vi, ,, QB s g, 10 21| Bran — Bl

~ - (A53)
< 70D(O©, 0°)|Brm — Bimll2-
Plugging (A52) and (A53) into term (i), it arrives that
(3) < Pr(Brm — Bin) + 10D(©,0") | Bum — B (A54)

with probability at least 1 — (2K% + K + 1)/{log(nd)}*.
Next, we consider (ii). Since By, = arg maxg, . Qn/7(Brm; © 5, 10) — AP1(Brm);

some straightforward algebra gives

Qur(Bis ©., ,10) = Quir(Brm O, 10) < Ao (Pi(Bi) = Pr(Brm)) . (A55)

Let Mg, . be the support space of G, and Mgz  be the corresponding orthogonal space.
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The right-hand side of (A55) can be bounded as
(Bim) = P1(Brm)
=P1(Bim) — P1(Bem — B + Bin)
=P1(Bi) = Pr ((Bum = Biwats,, + Bron = By, +Binm)
=P1(B}.,) — Ps ((Bk,m - BZ,m)MBk’m + Bzm) - P ((Bkm B m)./\/lé- )
<P ((Bkm - Bz,m)Mgk,m> - P ((Bkm - Bz,m)Mgk7m> :
where the third equality holds due to Py (8) = P1(Brm,) + P1(B Mé) and the last inequality
follows from the fact that P;(81 + B2) < P1(B1) + P1(B2). Next, it holds that
Pu(Bem = Bidaes, )
<P1(Brm) — P(Bz,m) + Py ((Bk;m - Bz,m)M%)
_% <Qn/T(Bk,ma ® 4,..1©) — Qu/r(Bi @L@k,m|@)> + P <(/ékm - BZ,m)Mgkm>

0

Pi(B

AT 5 (V80 Quyr (B s O, 10), B = i) + i (B = B, )
0
1

<
Ay

{eopl(ﬁkm Bi.,.) +7D(©,0%)

‘ﬁkm ﬁka } + P <(/ékm - Bzm)MBk)
(A56)
with probability at least 1 — (2K? + K + 1)/{log(nd)}?, where the second inequality is from

(A55), the third inequality is from (A18) and the last inequality is a direct result of (A54).

T0D(©,0%)

Given that )\(() = 4ep + o

, (AB6) can be written as

3P1 <(/ékm - Bz,m)Mgk) < 5Py <(Bkm - BZ,m)Mak,m)

B, (457
Then, we have that
P1(Brm — Bio )
<P1 ((Bran = Bid,, ) +Pr (Bem = Biaay, ) (A58)
S;ﬂ ((Bkm - BZ,m)Mﬁk7m> + Zgl\/s_l H/ékm - BZ,mHZ <4y/s1 HBkm - BZmH2 :
with probability at least 1 — (2K% + K + 1)/{log(nd)}?, where the second inequality is due
to (A57) and the last inequality is due to

Pr ((Bum = B ma,,, ) = || Bim = Biaa,,, |, <

~Bin||,-  (A59)
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Correspondingly, it holds that
B — B
<Py (Brm — Bin) + D0, 0")||Brm — B, + N {P1(Bi,0) — Pr(Brm) }
<4epy/51 Bkm — BZmHZ +7D(©,0") “5km — éZmHQ

+ A8 {731 ((fék,m - Bz,m)/\/tgk,m> — P ((Bkm - Bz,m)Mgm)}
<6051 || Brm = B, + 0D(©,07) B — Bi|| + X Py (Brom — Bt )
P B ..

20
2

(A60)
with probability at least 1 — (2K2+ K +1)/{log(nd)}?, where the first inequality is by (A54)
and (A55). Dividing both sizes of (A60) by H Bim — Bl

, it follows that
2

~ ~ 164/s1€ 417,D(O, ©F
Hﬁk,m - ﬁzmH < 10 4 270 ( )
2 7o 70

with probability at least 1 — (2K2 + K +1)/{log(nd)}?. Since B;,,,/||B;.mll2 = B, We have

: (A61)

* Bk, B*»
1Brm — Bimll2 < ||[-572— — =2
1Brmllz 185wz,
1Bemllz NBkmll2fl,  ||1Brmllz [18%. 2|,
2 - -
< — 1Br.m — Brmll2:
1Bimlla " T
where the last inequality uses that
6. B R 11 B 1 ) T
= — = = 1Bkmlla— = < —=——1Brm — Brmll2-
1Brmllz 1Bk mll2 ], [1Bmll2] B o |2 1Bkmll2

Recall a = D(©) ©*). Next, we have

o ) o
wivee( [] ,BZMI)T( I1 Qﬁgm/> wivee( [T B )

= m'#m '#m m'#m
185l = O ’ :
wivee( T] ﬂfﬁm,)T< 11 Q;.C,m/) wivec( [T By )
m/#£m m'#£m m/#m
wy [ ¢ M= - -
>k (—) vec( H Bir) " vec( H B
Wi 3¢2 m'#m m/#m
L\ o\ (1= )M
>(1 = L= 1B — Biill3) > | =— T
(14 a) <3 L mgm< 18 = Biwel) > 55 o
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where the first inequality uses that % < Umm(Q%m) < amin(ﬂfﬁm) < % and the last

inequality uses the fact that vec( [T By ,.)"vec( [T Biw) = Tl (1= 18k — Bio s 13)-

m/#m m/#m
This fact can be easily shown. For example, when m = M = 3, it holds that (general cases

follow similarly)

vec(Bhy © Bro) Tvee(Bhy © Bro) = > Bii(1)Br5(12) B4 1 (1) B2 (l2)

l1,l2

=> BB (L) = Bia () + B (1)} B 2(12) B2 (1)

l1,l2

= Bia(l)Biall) Y B2 (1)} — BLa ()81 (L) — Bra()}]

Iy

> Bia(l2)Bra(lo) (1= 1By — Biall) = (1= 118, — Bl (1 = 18rs — Brall3).
l2

By (A61) and © € B,(©*), we have || By —B,’;,mHg < HBrml2+ 3\/K(Rj1)(M+1) when n is

sufficiently large and v < 9. Thus, there exists one positive constant C' such that

1Brmll2 > HBZmH2 - HBZm — Brmll2 > 2C.

Plugging this into (A62), we have

16\/8_160 i 47’0D(@, 6*)
Co Co ’

18 = Bl < (A63)
with probability at least 1 — (2K% + K + 1)/{log(nd)}*.

Step 1 for wy:
It holds from Lemma 1b to obtain that

fY” * * * *
70|LUZ - wk|2 ngkan/T(wka ®l—wk|®>v w;c/ - wk> +9n/T(wk7 ®l—wk’®) - Qn/T(wllc/7 @/—wk’(—))a

7

(:ﬁ) (iv)
(A64)
with probability at least 1 — 1/{log(nd)}?. We will bound terms (i7i) and (iv) respectively.
Since that wy is the maximizer, we have Q, r(wy,®", [®) > Q,/r(w;, ", |©), which

implies that
(i0) = Quyr (i @, 1) ~ Quir(uf. O, ) <0, (AG5)

Let € = {wmaxy/loglog(nd)/n, where ¢ is as defined in Lemma 3b. Similar to (i), we can
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get that
(1) = (Vo Qur (s, ©L.,,10) = Vo Qe O, 10), o — )
(Vi QU ©,18) - V., Quf, ©', |0°). 6 — wi)

(AG6)
+ <vka(wZ7 @kal(‘)*), W]Z - w;:>
<eglwp — wi| + 4 D(O, ©%)|wy — wi| + <Vka(wk, _wk]@*) wz>

with probability at least 1 — (K + 1)/{log(nd)}*. By (A24) and (A50), we have that
|Vka(wk,@/ |®)|

—Wg

= E{7a(©7)} wi {VeC(H Bim) —vee(] ] ﬁﬁm)} (H ﬂﬁc,mf) vee(] [ Bim)

[¢] T o
< wk(3¢2/2 {VGC ngkm VGC(H /G;C,m)} VeC(H /gé,m>
< wi(362/2M VM Y (1B = Bimlle

with probability at least 1 — (K + 1)/{log(nd)}?, where the first inequality is obtained by
12% ll2 < 19250l + 1192, — 25 lle < 3¢2/2, the second inequality follows from the fact
that [[vec(I]B;.,,) — vec(II1Br.)ll2 < VM Y2 1Bhm — Bimllz- This fact is easy to verify.

For example, when M = 3, we have (general cases follow similarly)

IIVeC(H Bim) — VeC(H B3 = I 11 B = 11 Bl

—Z{ﬁm )B12(12) B 5(13) — B2 (1) B2 (12) B 5(13)

l1,l2,l3

<33 {81 (1) = By (1)} {Br2(12) (Bra(ls)}2 +3 Y {Biall) — Brall=)} {8 (1) (Bf (1)

l1,l2,l3 l1,l2,l3

+3 3 {Brslls) — Brs(ls) ) {BL()(B (1)}

l1,l2,l3

3
m=1

Combining (A66) and (A65), we can get that, for any k,

" * " 1

T S o+ 5 D(0,07) +2(302/2) VMY 1B — Bimlle:

‘Wk W% W

with probability at least 1 — (2K2 + 2K + 1)/{log(nd)}*.
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Step 1 for Q ,.:
By Lemma 1b, with probability at least 1 — {log(nd)}?, it holds for any k and m that

~ 2 ~
2 = | < (Vo Quir (R O, 10), i — 24, )

) ) (A67)
|®) - Qn/T(Qk,ma ®l_ﬂk,m’®) .

-

(vi)

+ Qn/T(Q;m) 6/—Qk

First, we consider term (v). Letting €, = c2(d/d,,)+/logd/n, it holds that

(v) = (Ve Qur(©,, O, |0) = Vo, , Q2% O g, 10), Qmn — 2.
+{ Ve, Q.. Oq, 10) = Va,, Q.0 g, 167, Qi — 2. )
(Vo Q%0 g, 109, R — D)

< enPallim — ) +11D(0,07) [ — 2|

+ <Vﬂka(QZ,m’ ) G—Qk,m|®*>7 Qk,m - Qz,m> ’

with probability at least 1 — (8K? +2K + 1)/{log(nd)}?, where the last inequality holds due
to Lemmas 2b-3b. Since Vg,  Q(€2

k,m>

O,  |©) =0, we can get that

vﬂk,mQ(QZrm ‘@*) vﬂk,mQ(sz’ —ﬂk |®*) vﬂk,mQ<sz7 —Qk ’@*)
* d * - 1 / /
=E Tik(®){2d ()" Z(X - Uy) <H @, > Xi_uk‘)(Tm)}]
/#m
. d . A T
~E | s(©) ) 5 () (X ~Up), (H o ) (X~ UL
/#m
1 = T
=5 B |7 (©") (X —Uy), <H Q.- [] ka> (xi—uz)m)]
N /¢m ml#m o
A
/ "~
N /¢m -
Az
1 ®
+5E nk(@*){m;)(m)( I] ka) U — U)oy ( H ﬂkm)(u/)(m H .
m/#m m’'#m
As
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We discuss these three terms A;, A; and As, respectively. First, A; can be written as

®
E{m@)(x ~ U5 (Hn Hﬂkm) (X5 —UR) () }

'#m m’'#m
If Z;, =k, then X; ~ Np(Uj,; X5). We may write

A =E

X; = Z o+ Vi),

where Vi ~ N7 (0; X;). Correspondingly, A; can be expressed as

® ®
A =E {Tik(®*>2 (V) () ( H Qe — H QZm’) (vk)(Tm)}
m/#m m’'#m

N J/

An
®
* * *\
+ ZE {Tzk Tll @ )(X uk ( H Q H Qk,m’) (Xl _uk)(m)} :
\l;ék '#m m'#m |
Atz

®

Let Y = (25,.)"2 (Vi) ( I1 (Q,*;,m,)l/2>, where Q; = (3} ,,)"". Now Ay can be
m'#m

bounded by

lAulle < [[E[(Z5,) Y DY ' (35,) ] |l; = [tr(D)E5 e < V/dmdyte(D

m'#£m m/#m m/#m m/#m

ond equality is by Lemma S8 and the last inequality follows from the fact that ||Bljr <
Vm||Bl|y for any matrix B € R™™ and omax(E},,,) < ¢7'. Also, we have that

|0 il <] TT ], <
m/#m o Fo dm m'#m e 2 1 dm.

By the fact that tr(AB) =}, . A; ;Bj;, we have

(D) < |3 ( 1 z) (H o, - 1] n)

i,j m/#m i,j m/#m m/;ﬁm j,i
® ®
* / *
‘ H Zk,m’ km/ H Qk,m/ F
m'#m

m/#m
HQ Qz,m/HF7

® ® ® ®
where D = ( I1 (E,*;,m,)l/2> ( IT 9, — Il Q;;m,) ( I1 (Ez,m,)1/2>, and the sec-

IN

Szm
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where the last inequality is due to (in the example of m = 3 and M = 3 while general cases

follow similarly)
Hﬂ;fz ® 92,1 - 92,2 ® QZl”F :HQ;C,Q ® (Q;cl + Q21) - (922 - QI:Z) ® QZlHF
<[22 @ (Qq + Q)lle + (R — Di2) @ Q4 le

* d *
EHQZJ - llr + @HQ;@Q — Q5 |F

—M
As now ||A11||F S \/%—m Zm’#m js/le,HQ;C,m' —Q;;m/HF, it holds that ||A11||F/D(®, @*) = O(d)
Using similar arguments as in (A29) and (A68), we can also establish that || A1z ||r/D(©, ©F)
o(d). Correspondingly, we have A;/D(©,0*) = o(d).

Next, we consider terms Ay and Az. By (A50), Ay can be written as

Ao = B [ru©) (20, ] ( TT %) 04 —u,

/#m
®
= E[1(©)] W)y ( [T Qi) @i =),
m/#£m

Combining As and As, we have that

Ay Ay = B [rn(©)] Uy~ U3 ( l;[mnkm) W —uy)],.

Recall that U), = w, B, 00 B, and Uy = wiBi, 0+ 0 By Letting U) = wiBy, o

-0 By u» We have

1A + Agllr < = H(u’ U Ul ( H Q,m) —u U - Uy
m'#m F
<H52,mf—HBZ,m> ( l;[mﬂ )(l;jﬁ;,m,—gﬂz,m/);) F
e 1| SO L
L T
O 1B — )7+ (wh — w0y,
" (AGS)
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where the first inequality uses the fact that that 2a; Ba;+2a, Bay—(a,+as) 'B(a;+a,) =
(a1 —ay)"B(a; —ay) > 0 for non-negative definite matrix B, the second inequality is due to
the fact that | ABJ||Z < ||A]|Z||B]|# for any matrix A, B € R™ " and the last inequality uses
the fact that ||[T,, Bk — I Biowlle < Yo 1Bl — Biwr|l,- This fact can be verified
as follows when M = 3 while general cases follows similarly.

o o o o o o
H/B;c,m’ - H/Bz,m/ Hﬁ;c,m’ - /6;;,1 H ﬁ;f,m’ +/BZ,1 H ﬁ;v,m’ - H/Bz,m’
m/ m/ m/ m’/

m'£1 m'#1

F

F
[e] (e} (e}
<18ty = Biallzl TT Bewelle + 18iall2 || TT Biwr = T Bi
m/#1 m/#1 m/#1 F
(e} (e}
<UBs = Bialz+ [ T Brww = TI Biwel| <+ <D 1B = Birl, -
m/#1 m/#1 F m/

Given that ||, .. — Biw |, < @, “@‘”Z < o and w < sV | U | max = 0(dV/?), we have that

|As + Asl|r/D(©,0*) = o(d). Together with A;, we have that

Ve, Q2. 0 q,,107) = Vo, Q% ,, 0", [07)[r/D(©,0%) = o(d).
As 7 = O(d), it then holds that
* * % * * T k
||Vﬂk,mQ(Qk‘,m7 @/_kalﬁ) ) - vﬂk,mQ(Qk,nw —Qk7m|® )HF < EID(('-)’ e )
Similar as term (4¢) in Step 1 for By, term (vi) can be bounded considering

Qu/r( O, 1) = Quyr(Rn, O, 10) < AV (Pal(2,,) = Pal(Rem)) - (A69)

Given Ay = 4e,, + %, similar arguments as (A61) give

~ 164/ dmen  6mD(O, OF
e

with probability at least 1 — (8K* + 2K + 1)/{log(nd)}?, and v, = co(2¢2)*d/d,. Since
Q;c/,m -V dek,m/HQk,mHQ, we get that

, (A70)

||Q/k/,m - Qz,mHF < fzk,m . Qz,m
190 ||l 9%k,
< Qk,m N Qz,m Qz,m N Qlt,m
F F
2 ~
< i~ e
k,m||F
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The last inequality uses that

D Qm . 192 sl = [|kmllr 1 - )
— - QO 7 = Hﬂk,mHF =~ « = A ”th - Qk,mHF
1% mlle 12 mle ||, 12k m | 192 [ 2 1€2,m
By (A70), we have ||Qn — Qi lle < 1925118 /4 + 2\/K(Rf1)(M+1) when n is sufficiently

large and v < v,,. Note that ||}, |lr = v/dm, then there exists a positive constant C’ such
that | Q.|| > 2C"v/d,,. Now we can claim that

Hﬂlém — QZmHF < 16v/s2 + dppe, 67 D(O, OF)

, AT1
1. lr = C'Vdpym C'N Y (AT1)
with probability at least 1 — (8K% + 2K + 1)/{log(nd)}*.
Step 2 for By ,:
Let © = @), @Lﬁm = @(—lp)ak,m- Plugging them into Step 1, we can obtain that
(0) 0*)
(1) ok H < ]_6\/560 I 47‘0D(® s A79
e v (AT2)

with probability at least 1 — (2K% + K + 1)/{log(nd)}?. By Lemmas 1b-2b, we know that

4’7’0 o Y
Cro  3Cco/K(R+ 1)(M + 1)(1 — a)2w?, (¢1/2)M

. . T (0) *
Letting v < Ccg/K(R+ 1)(M + 1)(1 — a)?w?;,(¢1/2)M, it then follows that % <

. In addition, when n/T is sufficiently large, we get that

16,/51€0 < 641 Wimax ‘ 1 sy logd < 2_04' (AT3)
070 CCO(¢1/2)Mwmin Wmin n/T 3

8l — 5,’;mH2 < o which implies that © = (8(),0") ) € B,(©"),

Thus, we have ‘

ensuring the initial guarantee for the next parameter update.

Step 2 for w,,:
Similarly, let ® = @), @ o = @(,12% Plugging them into Step 1, we can obtain that

‘w(l) _ w*‘ 2¢!! 27 . 3 1 .
o S o T D07 +2362/2 M VM D 1By, — Bl
k k10 k10 m
el N 27y ©9 0 ¢ 2(3¢p/2)M—1M3/2 {16\/5_160 +47‘0D(@(0),@*)
T Wi Wi ’ % Co Co
(A74)
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with probability at least 1 — (2K? + 2K + 1)/{log(nd)}?. Setting ~ as a sufficiently small

constant and then we have

" M-177s3/2
{ 2*7—0” 2(3¢2/2) . M?®'= 4 }D(@(O), 0" < 104.
W0 0 Co 3

Also, when n/T is sufficiently large, we have

2 2(3¢o/2)MLM3/216,/31¢,
* 0

WrYo Yo Cv

AT5
<2M+1clwmax log(2/{log(nd)}?) N 2MHINI3/2(3¢hg) M1 1 silogd < 2a (AT5)
= oM wmin n/T AC M Winin n/T — 3°

oy
Thus, we have “2—“il < o which implies that ©” = (wk ,@(1) ) € B,(©%), ensuring the

|kl

initial guarantee for the next parameter update.

Step 2 for  ,.:
Let © = OO, @Lﬂk,m = 9(_1}%7”. Plugging them into Step 1, we can obtain that

1) *
[0 =92, 16vs T T . D@0, 07)
1.F = CVdprm 'Vt

with probability at least 1 — (8K + 2K + 1)/{log(nd)}?. Since Q") — Q[ < ), —

(A76)

Q5 . |lr, we have

(1) *
Hﬂkm - kaH2 1689 + dp€m n 67 D(O©O), @*)‘
Umin(ﬂ;:;,m) B C’ ¢1ﬁ)/m (O ¢1’ym

C'¢14/K(R+1)(M+1) 671 D(©©) ©*)
Let v < APLr. and then we have RS e

large, it holds that

< %a. Also, when n/T is sufficiently

(A7)

164/89 + diéem < 16¢cov/s9 + d log d
C'919m Cleopy (62)~ n/T

ot o

Omin (Q;:: m)

[0t
2T

Vd,, and Umin(ka) is bounded below by a positive constant ¢1. This implies that @” =

Thus, we have 2 < . It then follows that = <o, as [l =

k,m>

(Q(l) 9(_12]“1) € B,(©*) and satisfies Condition 2, ensuring the initial guarantee for the

next parameter update.
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Step 3: Given ©©) ¢ B,(©*), Step 2 gives that the updated parameter @) still satisfies
the initial condition in Condition 2. Thus, with probability at least 1 — C5/{log(nd)}? for

some constant C3 > 0, it holds that

D(OW, @*) < e+ pD(O©Y, ©%), (AT8)
where
{ 16 /s1€0  2¢  2(3¢2/2)M L M?/216,/51€9 164/55 + dmem}
€ = max ) * 0 + " ?
Cy Wi o Co C'VdmYm
and
{470 21 2(3¢2/2)M M2 47y 67y 67y }
= max N ) ) .
g o’ wig 0 Cv’ C'VdmYm C'¢17m

Following the discussions in Step 2, there exists a constant C; > 0 such that p < % when

v < Ch/dmax. By (AT3), (A75), (A77), there exists one positive constant Cy such that

1 1 1 -T
e <y \/Tsl Ogd+maX\/<82+dm) ogd . (A79)
Wmin n m ndm

Moreover, under Condition 4, we have € < %0‘, which gives that D(@®", ©*) < a.

D7 Proof of Lemma 5b

In this proof, we show the strong concavity with respect to By ., for a general rank. First,
we introduce the first- and second-order derivatives of Q. 7(Bk,rm; é‘),gkmm |®) with respect
to ﬁk,r,m-

First-order:

Vﬂk,r,m Q’I’L/T (IB;C,T,'IWJ @_Bk,r,m |®)

n/T . o
T _ . i i i}
:E - le(g)ﬂk’m { (XZ B ukvﬂ") (m) o wk/@l/ﬁ,r,mvec( H /Bk,r/,m’)T} ( H Qkym/)akmm,
= m/#m m/#m
(AS0)
Second-order:
_ T n/T ® )
V%k’r’an/T(/B’/c’T’m’ Giﬁk‘r‘m ’6) - _E Z Tik((-)) {a;ﬂ“,m< H Qk,m’)ak,r,m} Qk,mu
i=1 m'#£m
(AS1)
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o

where Uy, _, = Dt @kBrrr1 © 0 B and Qppm = S0 £k,m,r’r@k,r’vec(mgm B ')
with & = (Brams Brrm)-
Expand Q,,/7(8y > O—p,.,..|©) around 3., using Taylor expansion, we have
Qu/7(Bf rm> O |©)
=Qu/7 (B> ©-811©) + (Vor, Q7 (Bhyms ©-8,,.10), Bilrin = Biorm)  (AS2)
5B~ Brn) P Quir(2,0 g, 1©)(BL . — Bl )

where z =183, ., + (1 —t)8),,, with t € [0,1]. By (A81), we have

k'rm

n/T ®
VQQH/T(za @—ﬂk,r m = Z Tzk {a’;—,r,m( H Qk,m’) akz,r,m} Qk,m-

m/#m
By (A20), with probability as least 1 — pj, - Z?/f Tin(©) > co. Noting oumin(Qpm) > ¢1/2

from Conditions 1-2, we have

{kamrrwkr’vec H ﬁkr ,m/ }( H ka) {ngmrrwkr’vec H /6]67‘ ,m/ }

/#m

Z(¢1/2>M_1 Z Z gk,m,rngk,m,Tgka,’lj(Dk‘,TzveC< H Bk,r1,m’)TveC< H Bk,rg,m’)

ri=1re=1 m/#m m/#m

To ease notation, we discuss vec( [] Brrpm) ' vec( H Brrym) When M = 3 and m = 1
m/#m m/#m/
while general cases follow similarly.

When 7, = 79, we have vec( [] Brrym) vec( [I Brrpm) = 1. Otherwise, we have

m/#m m'#m

o o ds3
vec( H Bk,rl,m’)TveC( H Bk,rz,m’) = Z {(Bk,m,Q)T Bk,rg,Q} Bk,r1,3(13)6k,r2,3(l3)
m'#m m/#m I3=1 (A83>

- <Bk,r1,27 Bk,r2,2> <Bk,7‘1,37 Bk,r2,3> - H <Bk,r1,m’a Bk,rz,m’> .
m/#1

By Condition 2, we have
<B/€,T1 ;M Bk,rz,m>

= <ﬂZ,T1,m’ ﬂ]:ﬂ«2,m> + <Bk,r1,m - Bz,rl,m7 IBZ,Tg,m>
+ <Bk,7’1,m7 Bk,m,m - ﬁ;,m,m> + <Bk,r1,m - BZ,TLM’ Bk,rz,m - 5Z,r2,m>
§£ + ”Bkﬂ”l,m - ﬁ;,rl,mH? + ”Bkﬂ“%m - ﬁlt:,rg,mH? + ”Bkﬂ"l,m - IBZ’,rl,mHQHBk’WLm - IBZ,rg,m”z

<&+ 2¢q + 2.
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Then it arrives at

{kamwvec I i }( 1 ) {Zakmwvec [T oo }

m/#m m'#m m/#m

R
2(¢1/2)M71 {Z(fk,r’r’,m)Z(D}%m/ - Z fk,rlr,mgk,rgr,m@k,rl(Dk,rg H <Bk,r1,m7 Bk,rg,m>}

r'=1 r17#r2 m/#m
Z(¢1/2)M_1 {(1 - CO&) Wnin — (1 + CO&) maX(R - 1)R(£ + 200& + Ci)M—H} :

With ’y(l) = CO(¢1/2>M71 {(1 - Ca)Qwern (1 + Ca)2 r2nax(R - 1)R(§ + 20& + Ci)M+1}) it ar-
rives at that

Qn/T(ﬁgrn’w é —Bk,r, m|®) Qn/T(/Bllc,r,’nv (:)—Bk,r,m |®) - <Vﬁk,r,an/T(/8;€,r,m7 é—ﬁk,r,m |®) k r,m /8k rm>
< - ngkrm - /Bkrm

with probability at least 1 — 1/{log(nd)}>.

I

D8 Proof of Lemma 6b

In this proof, we establish the gradient stability for B . Recalling (A80) and we have
Vﬁk,r,mQ(ﬁ;C,T,m7 éfﬁk,r,m‘®>

o ®
Tzk(@)ﬁk,m {(Xz - ak,—r‘)(m) - @k/gllc,r,mvec( H /Bk,r’7m’)—r} < H Qk,m’)"fk,nm] y
m'#m

m/#m

=E

o —
where agym = > Gk & marrvec( [T Brorm)-
m/#m

FirSt’ we eXpand vﬁk,r,mQ(IB;C,T,m7 (:)_Bk,nm|®) - vﬂk,r,mQ(B;C,T,m? (:)_ﬁk,r,m’@*) as

o ®
DT(®7 9*)Qk,m { (Xz - ak,—r>(m) - @kﬁ;c,r,mvec< H Bk,r’,m’)T} ( H Qk,m’)ak,r,m] )

m/#m m/#m

where D, (0©,0*) = 7;4(0) — 7,,(©*). By the definition of 75, we can obtain that

E

E

o ®
Qk,m {(X'L - ak,fr)(m) - @k/g;g,r,mvec< H Bk,r’,m’)T} ( H Qk,m’)ak,r,m(vééTik(G))T]

m/#m m'#m

2
< {1+ (R—=1)(€+2ca +c2) o,

where the inequality holds due to £, .| < € + 2¢4 + 2. Correspondingly, we have

/ = / - *\ |2
Hvﬁk‘,r,mQ(/Bk‘,T,m7 Q_Bkﬁr,m |®) - vﬁk,r,mQ(/Bk,T’,m’ @_ﬂkz,r,m|® ) 2
<1+ (R=1)(é+c, +A)PD(O,0%) < 72D(0,0%),

(A84)

where 7§ = {1+ (R — 1)(§ 4 2cq + ¢2) }70.
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D9 Proof of Lemma 7b

Similar as in Lemma 3b, define
h@,@(ﬁ;e,r,m) = Vﬁk,r,an/T<IB;€,T,m7 éfﬁk,'r,m|@) - Vﬁk,r,mQ(/B;i,T,m7 éfﬁk,r,m’@)'
Based on the definition of dual norm P;, we have that

Hvﬁk,r,an/T<16]/€,T,m7 éfﬁk,r,m |®) - vﬁk,r,mQ(ﬁ;C,’r‘,m7 éfﬁk,r,m|®)} P

(A85)
Recalling (A80) and we have
h@ @(Bz,r,m)
n/T ~ o - ® ~
= Z Tzk Qk,m { (Xz - uk,—r) (m) - wkﬁllgmmvec( H /Gk,r’,m’)—r} ( H Qk,m’) Qg rm
m/#m m/#m
—E Tzk(g)ﬂk,m { (Xz - uk,fr)(m) - @kﬁ;c,r,mvec< H ﬁk,r’,m’)T} ( H Qk,m’)ak,r,m] .
m'#m m/#m
By the triangle inequality, hg o(/3},,.,,) can be bounded as
h0,.6(Bh ) < || Rn [ e ||~ Z w —E{7(©) (X)) } ' ( TT @wn)arrm
m/#£m

n/T

Z Tzk Tzk ®>)

n'g

II

By (A38), we have

m'#m m'#m

o)

®
Qk,m{(uk r) +wkﬁkrmvec H /Bkr m/ }( H Qk,m’>ak,r,m

o0

log(e/p,,) + logd
4/D0<PK0\/ 8 /i/)T g )

with probability at least 1 — 2Kp,,. Applying the result in (A39) to II, we have

n/T

T2 7u(8) ~ E(ru(®)] < |3 o/

with probability at least 1 — p,.
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n

Note that the bound for term I is Op < bg( )T ) while the bound from ITis Op ( M) ,
thus

®
h@,@(lg;f,r,m) é I x < H Qk,m’>ak,7",m
" ;m >0 (AS6)
élx < H )ngmrrwkr’vec H ﬁkrm
m/#m r'=1 m/#m

with probability at least 1 — (2K + 1)p,. By (A33) and ||Q |2 < 3¢2/2, we have

‘ ( H ka) ngmr’rwk,r’vec( ﬁ Jc -

/

<(1+ ca)wmax(3¢2/2 M1+ (R=1)(E+2ca+c2)}

R
S Z |€k,m,r’r| wk’,r<3¢2/2)M_1
r’'=1

Therefore, there exist some constant ¢; > 0 such that

Tlogd
max [ < ¢} wpax & ,
k n

with probability at least 1 — K(2K + 1)/{log(nd)}*.

D10 Proof of Lemma 8b

Similar as in Lemma 4b, this proof can be divided into three steps. We focus on By, and

Wi, in Steps 1-2 as having a general rank does not affect the results involving €, ,,,’s. Recall

a=DO0 6.

Step 1 for By, .n:

Using Lemma 5b, we can bound the difference H,Bk rm — Bha m!

27 where /Bk rmo ﬁk,r,m/”ﬂk,r,mHQ
1)

and /Bk,r,m = argmaxg, . . Qu/7(Br,rm @,ﬁk%m|@) — )\é |Bk.rmll1- Let ero = Cllwmax\/ I,S/dev

where ¢} is as defined in Lemma 7b. Similar as in Step 1 for B, in Section D6, we can get

16\/_€R0 +47'0 (@,@*)
C C ’

H/gkrm ﬁlt:,r,m”g —

with probability at least 1 — (2K% + K + 1)/{log(nd)}*.

Step 1 for wy,:
For wg,, Lemmas 1b-3b still holds for the general rank case. By (A64), (A65) and (A66),
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we have
ryo ‘wkr — Wg r’Q Seg’wg,r - w;,r‘ + T(/)/D(@7 6*)|wll~c/ - wZ| + <vwk,rQ(wZ’,r7 —Wh,r ’@*> wllé,r - w]:77”>

with probability at least 1 — (K + 1)/{log(nd)}?. By (A24) and (A50), we have that
|VUJk,rQ(wZ,T7 —wk |®*)|

o o T X o
=E {le(®*>} wl:,r {VGC(H Bz,r,m) - VeC(H ﬂ;c,r,m)} (H Q;e,m’) VGC(H IB;{),T‘,m)

N

A
o o T X o
+ E {le(@*)} Z {WZ,T’VGC(H /Bltm’,m) - wl{c,r’vec(H IBIIW“’,m)} (H Q?ﬁ,m) VGC(H B%,r,m)
r/#r m m m m
A

Similar as in Step 1 for wy in Section D6, Ay < wj,, (3¢2/2) TMY2 Y |8y — Birmll25
with probability at least 1 — 1/{log(nd)}*. Since E {7;(©*)} <1 and ||}, |l2 < 3¢2/2, it
holds that

o ] T [¢]
AZ < (R - 1)(3¢2/2)MITE1&X {wz,r'VQC(H /6;,7",771) o U.);WN/VQC(H /Bllf,r’,m)} VeC(H Bg,r,m)

#r

r/#£r

o o T o
< (R - 1)<3¢2/2)M max {WZ,WVGC(H /62,7”’,771) - W;WN/VGC(H /Bllc,r’,m)} VeC(H ﬁz,r,m)

& J/

TV
Az

+2(R — 1)(362/2)" (1 + a)wmal[vee(] [ Birm) — vee([ [ Birm)ll2-

(. J/
-~

Aga

o

w,j,r/vec(]_[ ﬁ]ﬁ,r’,m) - 7/ VGC(H /Bkr m)
m

2(1 4+ @)wmax. Similar as in A;, we can get that

where the second inequality uses the fact that

2

Az < 2(R - 1)(3¢2/2)N1_1M1/2(1 + oz)wmax Z H/B;f,r,m - ﬂl:,r,mH?'

By (A83), we have that

A21 = w;c,r/ H<IBZ,T/,m7 lgz,r,m> - H(ﬁ;ﬁ,r’,nw ﬁ;,r,m> + ‘WZ,T/ - wl/f,r/| H ‘<IBI:,T’,m7 ﬁl:,r,m>|
m m m

< max{&M, M1 + a), (@ + M1 + ) luma DOV @),
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This is true, because [],, (B> Birm)| < &M and

H(ﬁl:,’r’,m’ IBZ,r,m> - H(lB;C,T/,m’ ﬁl:,’r,m>

m m

< max{&" (a+ MY 1B — Bimllz:

which can be verified as follows in the case of M = 3 while general cases follow similarly.

Since ‘(ﬂlt:,r’,m7 ﬁl:,r,m)’ < 5 and ’<IBI,€,T’,m7 /Bz,r,mﬂ < 6 +a, we have

H</6;,r’,m7 /BZ,T,’ITL) - H</6;€,r’,m7 /Bz,r,m>

m m

< ’ </Bl/c,r’,1 - ﬁ;,r’,b /Bz,r,l> </BZ,T’,27 lBZ,T‘,Q) <ﬁlt,r’,3? /Bz,r,3>‘ + ‘ </61t,r’,17 /BZ,T,1> <IBI/<:,T/,2 - BZ,T’Q? /BZ,T‘,2> </6;:’,7“/,37 ﬁlﬁ,r,3>|
+ |</6;;r’,1’ IBZ,T,1> <BZE,'I‘/,27 BZ,T’,Q) </6/,€7r’,3 - 61:,7",3> /BZ,T,3>|
S maX{§27 5(0& + 5)’ (Oé + 5)2} Z ||/8;c,r’,m - /Bz,r’,mHQ

=max{c" (a + O} 1B — Bill
Correspondingly, term Ay can be bounded by
Ay <7¢'D(©,07) +2(R — 1)(3¢2/2)" M*/*(1 + @)wmax Y 1Btsm = Bl

where 7" = wmax (R — 1)(3¢2/2)M max{&M M1 (1 + ), (a + )M (1 + a)}. Now we can

conclude that

|Vwk,rQ(wl:,r7 6/—wk7r|®*)| S 2R(3¢2/2)M_1M1/2(1 + Oé)(x}max Z ||ﬂ;c,r,m - IBZ,T,mHQ + T(;”D(®7 9*)

Combining (A66) and (A65), we can get that, for any k,

* — % 1 * " 7
|wk,r | wk:,rf)/o Wk,ﬂo Yo

with probability at least 1 — (2K2 + 2K + 1)/{log(nd)}*.

lwer —wi, | 2 2+ T oo 2R(3¢0/2)MIMV2(1 + .
o 2 AT e, ) 4 2002 Cr ) S8, = Bl

Step 2 for By, n:
Let © = ©© and 0,5 = @S%k . Plugging them into Step 1, we can obtain that

. 16/s1€ro  47,D(©, ©%)
ng.g,r,m - ﬂkﬁ“,mHZ S \éj(')RO + ; O’)/(/) ’

with probability at least 1 — (2K2+ K +1)/{log(nd)}?. By Lemmas 5b-6b and v < C} /dpax,

47, D(©0),©*)
C

16\/5_1,613,0 < 64 wWimax 1 s1logd < 2_0z. (AST)
Cv Ceo(1/2)Mwmin + (R — 1)(€ + 2¢4 + 2)Wmin -~ Wmin n/T 3
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Thus, we have ‘B,(Clzm - B;TmH < « which implies that ®” = (,Blglzm, G)(_%k ) € B,(©%),
3T sy 2 3T ,rym

ensuring the initial guarantee for the next parameter update.

Step 2 for wy,:
Similarly, let ® = @) and e, = e . Plugging them into Step 1, we can obtain that

—Wg,r

\wﬁ — Wi .| 2¢) 2(ry + 7 2R(3¢9/2)M=IM32(1 + *
7 o262 ) | 2R(3¢0/2) ( )Z||5,S27m—6k,r,m||2

Wil T Wi Wi gl
2¢; n 2(18 + T(/)//)a N 2R(3¢2/2)MIM3/2(1 + ) [ 16y/s1€R0 N ATjo
TWR Wi g % Gy

(AS8)
with probability at least 1 — (2K? + 2K + 1)/{log(nd)}?. Noting v < C}/dmax and letting

. m _ . M—1
CO:mm{%,,/%} and o < (ﬁ%) , we have

21y 2R(3¢o/2)M M2 a7 27)) | 1
*0//+ 17 00/+ *0// D(®(0)7®)§(§+6)a:§a'
W0 Yo Yo o W0
When n is large enough, we can get that
2¢q 2R(3¢h2/2)M~1M>/216,/s1€R0 < 1 A89
ot I O~/ = 5&' ( )
Wi+ Y0 Yo Yo

Correspondingly, we have that |w,(glz — wji,|/wg ;| < awhich implies that ©" = (w,ilz, G)(EB%,T) €
B,(©%).

Step 3: Given ©©) ¢ B,(©®*), Step 2 gives that the updated parameter ®") still satisfies
the initial condition in Condition 2. Thus, with probability at least 1 — C%/{log(nd)}? for

some constant C% > 0, it holds that

DOV, 0") < ¢ + prD(O), "), (A90)
where
) 16\/s1epo  2¢)  2R(3¢/2)M I M3/216,/s1€p0 16v/52 + dmém
€ = max — 5 T 7 T y
Co Wi 70 0 Co C'Vdmm
and
Aty 2y + 7)) | 2R3 /2)M M2 A7) 67y 671
PR = Max 10 * + " 19 vy e :
Co Wr7o 0 C C'VdmYm C'O17m
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From

N

From the discussion in Step 2 of Lemma 4b-8b, when v < C}/dyax, we have pr <
the definition of pg, it is easy to know that pgr > p. By (A87), (A89), (A77), there exists

some constant C > 0 such that

< - / sllogd \/82+d logd - T . (A91)

D11 Proof of Proposition 2

Updating B, in the M-step leads to solving the following problem

2
> X~ U) xS+ M Brrmllie A92
arggilgln nZTk )H( k) X B T 1B m 1 (A92)
. T
Following Kolda and Bader (2009), we define Vi, = (X)) ( 1T Q,lg/i,) and Vi, m =
m/#m

.
Uk) im < H 91/2 > . Next, we have that

2
| 2 <=
= tr{(Va.. = Vi) Qe (Vaim — Vuem) }
= (Vi %m Vaim) =260 (Vi 0 Qm Vim) + 0 (Veg, 0 m Vagem) -

J/ J/
-~ -~ -~

I I I3

In what follows, we will take derivatives of I, I and I3 with respect to B ., respectively.
First, it is easy to see that the derivative of I; with respect to By, is zero. Next, the term

I5 can be calculated as follows

tI‘(V;i7ka7mVuk7m)
R o T
= Zwk,r’tr V}iymgk,m/@k,ﬂ,mvec< H /Bk,r,m < H 91/2 >
r'=1 m'#m '#m
® T
= Zwk r’VeC H IBkrm ( H Qk,m’) (Xl)z—m) Qk‘,m;@k,r/,ma
m'#m m/#m

where the first equality is due to Lemma S1 and the second equality is due to the fact that
tr(AB) = tr(BA). Correspondingly, the first derivative of I, with respect to By .m is

® R o
Qk,m (Xz)(m) ( H Qk,m’) ka,m,r’rwk,r’vec( H Bk,r,m’) (A93)

m/#m r'=1 m'#m
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Similarly, I3 can be calculated as

tr (V;k 7ka,mVle ,m)

® R o R o
=tr { ( H Qk,m’) <Z wk,rlvec< H /Bk,m,m’)ﬂ]j;:rhm> Qk,m <Z wk,?"gﬁk,’r‘g,mvec( H ﬂk,rz,m’)T> }

m’'#m ri=1 m’#m ro=1 m/#m
R R o ® o
T T
= > @i veel [T Brrm) ™ | T @ | veel TT Brramnr) ¢ Biisin@onBrrs.m:
ri=1re=1 m/#m m/#m m/#m

Correspondingly, the first derivative of I3 with respect to B, ncan be written as

R o ® R o
2 Qk,m { <Z wk,m/@k,n,mvec( H ﬂk,m,m’)—r) ( H Qk,m’) (Z gk,rrg,mwk,rgvec( H Bk,m,m’)) } .

r1=1 m/#m m/#m ro=1 m/#m

(A94)
Combining (A93) and (A94) and given 7, (©®) and ©® the subgradient of the objective
function in (A92) with respect to B ., is

(t)
1 - n .
__ZTi(lz+l)(@(t))g(t+l)+%C(Hrl)ﬂs)mﬁk,r,m+)\(()t+1)81gn</6k,r,m)7 (A95)

n 4 k,r,m k,rm
=1

where Q,Efjiz , C (1)

k,r,m

are as defined in (9). Hence, given ®®) the updating formula for By ,..m

is given as in (9).

E Additional Real Data Analysis

The fMRI data have been preprocessed and are summarized as a 116 x 236 spatial-temporal
matrix for each subject. In the matrix, the 116 rows correspond to 116 regions from the
Anatomical Automatic Labeling (AAL) atlas (Tzourio-Mazoyer et al., 2002) and the 236
columns correspond to the fMRI measures taken at 236 time points. For each subject,
the tensor object is constructed by stacking a sequence of Fisher-transformed correlation
matrices of dimension 116 x 116 over 7T’ sliding windows, each summarizing the connectivity
between 116 brain regions in a given window. We vary the number of sliding windows T’
among {1,15,30}. When 7" = 1, each subject only has one correlation matrix calculated
based on the entire spatial-temporal matrix. For T" = 15 and 30, we let the length of the
window be 20, as suggested in Sun and Li (2019), to balance the number of samples in each

window and the overlap between adjacent windows.
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Figure 5: Brain connectivity in ASD (columns 1-2) and normal control (NC; columns 3-4)
groups at three representative windows ordered by time when 7" = 30. Columns 1, 3 and
Columns 2, 4 show the connectivity in the left and right hemispheres, respectively. Edge

widths in the plot are proportional to edge values.

We further explore the difference of connectivity between ASD and normal control groups.
Figure 5 shows the estimated brain connectivity for ASD subjects and normal controls at
three representative windows (i.e., 3, 14, 27) when 7' = 30. For each brain network, we report
the identified edges with absolute values greater than 0.3. It is seen that the ASD subjects
and the normal controls show notable differences in their brain connectivity. The brain
networks from the ASD group are less connected and exhibit less changes across different
windows, which agree with the existing finding that ASD subjects are usually found less
active in brain connectivity (Rudie et al., 2013). It is seen that the occipital lobe is a
relatively active area for both ASD subjects and normal controls; this agrees with existing

findings that the occipital is important in posture and vision perception, and it tends to be
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more active during fMRI data collections (Ouchi et al., 1999). Notably, the frontal area of
the normal controls is active, both within itself and in its connection to other areas, and this
activity first decreases and then increases for normal controls. Such a change in activity in
the frontal area is not observed for the ASD subjects, as the frontal area appears inactive
in all three windows. This agrees with existing findings that the frontal area, which may
underlie impaired social and communication behaviors, shows reduced connectivity in ASD
subjects (Monk et al., 2009). Moreover, we observe that the connectivity for normal controls
in both hemispheres first increases and then decreases, by comparing the number of edges
in the three windows, while the connectivity for ASD subjects remains relatively unchanged
over time. These findings suggest some interesting resting-state connectivity patterns that

warrant more in-depth investigation and validation.
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